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11jrgislattur Assrmbly
Tuesday, 2 April 1996
THE SPEAKER (Mr Clarko) took the Chair at 2.00 pm, and read prayers.
STATEMENT - SPEAKER
Parliamentary Staff, Industrial Action; Curtailment of Some Services
THE SPEAKER (Mr Clarko): Members, due to industrial action being taken today by some staff at
Parliament House, services will be curtailed in some areas. I advise members that they can obtain water for
themselves at the back of the Chamber and they can obtain photocopies from the photocopier outside the
Bills and Papers office. Copies of Acts and Bills can be obtained by asking the officers in the Chamber,
but there is a chance of a small delay depending on proceedings in the Chamber at the time of the request
Proceedings of the House will be taped for later transcription. Televising of question time is expected to
proceed. In relation to services outside the Chamber, I advise that the switchboard is not operating;
however, direct dialling to all telephones is still available. Dialling out is not affected. The library is open
and available. Afternoon tea will be available as usual as meal catering services continue to operate in the
dining room.
MOTION - STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSION
Parliamentary Staff, Industrial Action
MR RIPPER (Belmont) [2.06 pm]: I move, without notice That so much of the standing orders be suspended as is necessary to enable consideration
forthwith of the following motion That the House condemns the Presiding Officers' handling of wage negotiations with
parliamentary staff which has resulted in the flrst strike by these staff ever, and
(a)

requires that the Speaker give a full report to the House immediately on the
progress of negotiations; and

(b)

determines not to reconvene until the dispute is resolved and the full support
services required for the proper operation of Parliament are restored.
Several members interjected.
Mr RIPPER: Members all know that the conditions in this place are bad enough as they are; that the
facilities are antiquated and that staff work in cramped physical conditions which are not conducive to a
good performance. We all know that this Parliament needs substantial reform. What we have today,
however, is much worse than we have ever experienced. We do not see before us anybody from Hansard
reporting the remarks that will be made today. That is the worst of it. This is the first time I can recall in
my time in this House that members have been asked to meet without full support services. Given the
circumstances, I thought that you, Mr Speaker, would have given a full statement to the House on the
progress of the negotiations. With respect, Mr Speaker, what you have given us is a simple outline of your
reaction to the industrial action that has occurred and the arrangements that will apply. Members have not
been given an explanation of why we must meet in these circumstances. We have not been given an
explanation of why we have reached this position.

Several members interjected.
Mrs Hallahan interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the member for Armadale.
Mr RIPPER: What has gone wrong with these negotiations? Mr Speaker, what has gone wrong with your
handling of the discussions and with your colleague in the upper House's handling of the discussions that
has brought us to this position where we meet with virtually no support services available to this
Parliament? It is not satisfactory for this Parliament to be required to meet in these circumstances. It is not
satisfactory for you, Mr Speaker, to give us only the brief statement that you have, which is your short term
response to the circumstances that have arisen. It does not deal with all the things that have occurred that
have resulted in this situation.

I note some interjections from the Minister for Labour Relations. He is very keen on stereotyping workers:
He is keen on misleading people about the progress of industrial disputes. However, he cannot do that in
this dispute because we know these people. We see them every day. We have a lot of contact with them.
We can go outside and we can talk to them and find out what is really going on. This is what has really
been going on: I am told that the enterprise bargaining agreement for Parliament House staff has been
under negotiation since September last year - and still there is no resolution. I understand that an
agreement was made to negotiate in accordance with the guidelines of a framework agreement reached
between the Government and the Civil Service Association. What is in dispute is a 7 per cent wage
increase and the conditions that will accompany that increase. The unions and workers seek recognition of
past productivity increases, which I think all members would recognise as having occurred in this
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Parliament. I hope no-one here is churlish enough to say that there has been no increase in productivity
recently. I would be interested to see if any member on the government side was prepared to say that those
past productivity improvements have not occurred. I understand that the employees and unions are
prepared to accommodate some trade-offs; however, they are not prepared to accede to the various
demands that have been put by the Presiding Officers and their delegates during these negotiations
What reaction would members expect from a group of workers other than the reaction we have now if one
put to them the proposition that in the course of negotiations to improve their wages and conditions they
must take a cut in their annual leave? What reaction would members expect but the reaction we see today?
We all know the number of hours and the unsociable hours staff are required to work in this place, not at
their own choice, but at our choice. We know the impact on their families, because we know the impact on
our own families. We know the impact on their social life. We know the impact on their ability to be
involved in their community. Leave arrangements reflect those considerations, yet the Presiding Officers
have asked people to take a cut in their annual leave.
We know also that when people go into negotiations for a wage increase, that is what they expect - a wage
increase. I understand that some people as a result of the proposals put by management will have virtually
no increase. In fact, it appeared at some stage during negotiations that some people would take home less
at the end of a week than they did before these arrangements came into place. There will be a small
increase for some, and no increase or a reduction for others. All those things have been on the agenda
during the conduct of these negotiations. Mr Speaker, what reaction would you expect from workers other
than their reaction in recent months and weeks, culminating in today's strike, but the action that has been
taken, given those proposals which have been put before employees? They have entered into negotiations
seeking a long overdue wage increase.
[The SPEAKER: [No audio.]

Mr RIPPER: Mr Speaker, this matter demands urgent discussion. Members cannot continli to meet
without the support services of the Parliament. That is why we must suspend standing orders straIghtaway:
Members must discuss the motion and make a decision on it. When has any member of Parliament in this
House been asked to meet without Hansard and all the other research and support services that are
available? This is a Parliament; it is not just a community meeting. We must make a decision on this
matter immediately. These support services are essential to the operations of this House. It is the Presiding
Officers' responsibility to ensure that they are available. If they cannot ensure that, they must give a full
explanation to this House - and in my view they must give it immediately.
Mr C.J. Barnett interjected.
Mrs Hallahan interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Member for Armadale.
Mr RIPPER: I repeat: This is an unprecedented and urgent matter that requires immediate discussion.
The Leader of the House has just tried to trivialise the matter by saying that if I want a glass of water, he
will get it for me. I do not rely on the support staff of Parliament to provide me with a glass of water, but I
do rely on them to provide me with a copy of a Bill that is under discussion. I do occasionally need to
check in the library what Ministers have said in the Press. I do like to see a proper record of the debate in
Hansard, not the mangled version we get when a service outside Hansard is brought in and the report is
typed verbatim from the tape, complete with misunderstandings and all sorts of other errors. Those are the
sorts of services I require. They are needed whenever Parliament meets. This is the Parliament: It is not a
meeting of the Wanneroo branch of the Liberal Party, nor is it a meeting of a preselection council in the
Liberal Party. Parliament is charged with making the laws that people in this community are required to
obey. It should be conducted in a professional manner. It is not professional for support services to not be
available, and, with respect, it is not professional for no explanation to be given to the House on the full
reasons those support services are not available. I could speak at length on this issue; however, I will be
content with making those remarks because others on my side of the House want to add their concerns to
those I have expressed. This is a Parliament and it needs proper support services to meet.
MR GRAHAM (pilbara) [2.27 pm]: The motion before the House is that standing orders be suspended to
allow debate on a motion moved by the member for Belmont. I am aware of the standing orders that cover
what can be said in the suspension motion and in addressing the substance of the motion. I am aware of
your rulings on that, Mr Speaker. It is important that the House understand what will be asked if standing
orders are suspended. It will not be the end of the world if members vote for this. Members are not asked
to censure anyone, but to condemn the actions to date in the industrial dispute. Members will vote to ask
the Presiding Officer to report on the progress of negotiations that have demonstrably broken down and in
effect stopped the efficient and capable running of this House. That is something the Japanese and the
Germans could not do during World War II, but something our negotiating team has successfully managed.

Dr Hames interjected.
Mr GRAHAM: I take the member for Dianella's point. The House is not functioning now in the way it
should or the Speaker would not have made a statement to the House about services that are not here. The
~rvices are not here because negotiations have broken down. Members are asked to put themselves on the
hne. and see whether they want to know what is occurring. Members are asked to vote, to ask the Presiding
OffIcer - our representative in these negotiations, dealing with our staff - to report back to members on
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what has occurred in the negotiations; that is not a difficult thing. The negotiations have broken down on
the question of productivity improvements. It is interesting to consider the rhetoric about productivity
improvements of the Leader of the House who, at the end of every year, makes a statement on the
wonderfully productive Parliament we have, how he has increased the business through the House, and
how his use of the guillotine has improved the productivity of the House. There must be some substance to
the staff claim for increased productivity payments. That is shown by the very public statements made by
the Leader of the House and in the reports tabled in this Parliament. There must be substance to their claim
to increased productivity because the Clerks made exactly the same statements in a submission to the
Salaries and Allowances Tribunal, seeking an increase in pay and allowances. Members will already detect
that the Government has leapt in behind the Leader of the House and will not vote to support the
suspension of standing orders, will not allow the matter to be debated, and will not allow you, Mr Speaker,
to be instructed to report to your peers on the negotiations that you chair.
Regardless of this motion, a report should be brought into this House on the state of those negotiations.
Leaving to one side the trite political points that can be made, for this House not to be operating at its full
capacity in a session of Parliament is disgraceful, and the negotiating team responsible for those
negotiations, which is headed by you, Mr Speaker, is to blame. Mr Speaker, a report should be brought
into this House with information on how you and your counterpart in the other House as Presiding Officers
have informed the Joint House Committee on the progress of negotiations. Even if members opposite do
not believe we as members of Parliament are entitled to hear from the Speaker about the progress of
negotiations, the Joint House Committee certainly does. It is the body that operates and functions in all
these matters for both the Houses. Members should know from our Presiding Officers what has been taken
before the Joint House Committee, how it is being dealt with, and what advice the committee has given to
our representatives on it and to the Presiding Officers. We should know whether division exists between
the Presiding Officers: For example, if the Legislative Council has a view on staff matters and how pay
rates should be struck, and that view differs from the view of the Speaker, we are entitled to know that that
division exists between the two Houses. The Joint House Committee is the only avenue to sort out that
division; nonetheless, members are entitled to know about that. Members are entitled to know also whether
the Presiding Officers and their Clerks are as one on these matters. I hope the Speaker will clarify that in
any subsequent statement.
Two vehicles are open to the Speaker to show that: It can be done either by his own volition or if members
support the call to suspend standing orders. On the vexed question of the role of the Western Australian
Industrial Relations Commission and the different players in that, members require a report. There was, for
example, a very serious question of summonses issued out of the Industrial Relations Commission for the
Presiding Officers and Clerks to attend.
The SPEAKER: [No audio.)
Mr GRAHAM: I accept your point, Mr Speaker. I will return to my original point that this Parliament is
not operating because people are not here. Those staff should be here and we need to know why they are
not. I do not know why officially, but I have a fair idea - I can read a newspaper. If government members
allow standing orders to be suspended - they must make the decision on whether that is done - certain
matters will have to be addressed in a statement according to the motion that will be moved and in a full
report that we expect will be given to the House. That cannot be done unless the House suspends standing
orders and you, Mr Speaker, of your own volition choose to give a report to the House. There was an
opportunity at the opening of Parliament today for that to occur. Immediately at the end of prayers, Mr
Speaker, you said that you had a statement to make. It was about the effect of the industrial dispute. I am
not calling your reasons into question, but you decided not to explain why we had an industrial dispute but
simply to explain its effects.
It would be open to someone in this Parliament in the ensuing debate after the suspension of standing
orders to ask about the involvement of a Mr Mark Shipman in the negotiations, who is being paid $14 000
by the Parliament not to provide reports to it, and who has not appeared to represent the Parliament in the
Industrial Relations Commission. The Department of Productivity and Labour Relations performed that
task. Why has Mr Shipman been paid $14 OOO? That question should be included in your report, Mr
Speaker. That report should be open and frank and, in particular, it should outline what that person is
doing in the negotiations, who hired him and why they hired him.
The question of summonses that were issued by the Industrial Relations Commission should also be
addressed in that report. Mr Speaker, you can clear my mind on that question by making that statement
after the suspension of standing orders. You can tell the House why you were summonsed to the Industrial
Relations Commission and why you chose to use parliamentary privilege as the vehicle for you as the
Presiding Officer not to attend. That would be perfectly legitimate. I can remember being in the
commission when Charles Copeman made use of a similar argument. Mr Copeman did not use
parliamentary privilege, he used boardroom privilege. I think he was fined $250. It would be interesting to
see whether the Industrial Relations Commission would pursue that or whether it would let the matter drop.
I expect that you would tell me as a member of this House why you made application to the commission
for an urgent conference to deal with the matter that was obviously out of control, and then chose not to
attend. That is something of a paradox. In giving a full report to the House, Mr Speaker, you could advise
members why decisions of the Joint House Committee have led to the televising of Parliament at a cost of
$558 a minute during question time.
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Points of Order

Mr CJ. BARNETT: I think everyone in this Chamber has been tolerant The comment made by the
member for Pilbara about the televising of Parliament is hardly pertinent to a motion to suspend standing
orders.
Mr GRAHAM: It is absolutely imperative that this issue be addressed in the suspension of standing orders
because it is one of the services that is affected.

The SPEAKER: I have already given a reminder to the people who have spoken so far on this motion that
this discussion must be on the suspension of standing orders. Although all Speakers in my time have
allowed a certain degree of tolerance, that tolerance cannot go too far. I advise the member for Pilbara to
confine himself to the question of the suspension of standing orders.
Debate Resumed

Mr GRAHAM: Standing orders should be suspended quickly to allow this issue to be debated. The debate
will not take all day and all night. Members opposite mayor may not understand that they are part and
parcel of the present problem. The staff have expressed their view about the way they work, the people
with whom they work and the hours that they must work, and they have expressed their view about their
claim. Members cannot dodge this issue and say that it is the Speaker's decision or someone else's
decision - it is the members' decision! The staff are acting on behalf of members; and members will have
to live in this Parliament during all the awkward hours that we sit with the staff whom, I suspect, they will
not now support. All members must do to support them is A government member interjected

Mr GRAHAM: I do not know how members opposite could support them because we have not heard a
statement from the Presiding Officer about what the hell is going on. I am sure they have not spoken to
any of the union officials to suss out what is happening. How can members opposite support the staff if
they do not know what is going on? That is the bottom line.
..
A government member: We believe they should get a pay increase.
Mr GRAHAM: How much?
Dr Hames: I overheard a staff member say that he didn't know why everyone was on strike because he
thought the deal was extremely good.
Mr GRAHAM: That is fine. He is probably one of the people who are at work. He obviously was not in
the majority. I put this to the member for Dianella: All members opposite have to do is vote for the
motion to suspend standing orders - they know they should.
Dr Hames: Your motion contains a lot more than that.

Mr GRAHAM: I am actually doing what I have been told to do: I am talking about the motion to suspend
standing orders. If members opposite do not like our motion, they can amend it to reflect the views they
have just put. They can say that the staff should have a pay rise but that they do not agree with this and
that; however, they should give us the liberty and the ability to debate the motion. What members opposite
will do by leaping behind the Leader of the House is cut off the avenue for the matter to be debated; that is,
they will not allow the Opposition to suspend standing orders so that the matter can be dealt with.
MRS HENDERSON (Thomlie) [2.35 pm]: Mr Speaker, I support the motion to suspend standing orders
because this is a matter that is currently before you as the Speaker. You are negotiating on behalf of all of
us. The staff of this Parliament are employed only because we are elected to this place as members of
Parliament. We want a report from you on why, for the first time in the history of this Parliament, the loyal
and dedicated people who work in this building have been driven to the extreme step of going on strike. As
I understand it, in the 100 year or so history of this Parliament, this has never happened before.
Negotiations have occurred and both sides have given some ground, but the staff of this building have
never been at the point where they believed that their views and wishes were being given such scant regard
as to drive them to totally withdraw their services. This is an urgent matter for debate because the
Government less than 12 months ago made a great song and dance about giving a 7 per cent across the
board wage increase to the public sector. It indicated the funds it had set aside in the Budget for that
purpose. A group of people associated with this Parliament have asked for that; that is, their 7 per cent
What have they been told? They have been told that they must pay for it themselves; that when they agree
to these productivity trade-offs they must pay for their own wage increase - exactly the line the Minister for
Labour Relations gave the nurses. That is no way to treat the people who have shown dedication and
loyalty and who work such unsociable hours as this Parliament chooses to sit as it suits us, the legislators.
Those staff are told that if they want a wage increase in line with what the Government has announced for
everybody, they must give up a week of their annual leave.
The hours of work in this Parliament impact equally on the family life of the workers and the most senior
officers associated with this Parliament - the Clerks. However, as I understand it, the Clerks have made a

submission to get an additional week's leave. If I am wrong, I would like to be corrected; however, I
understand that the Clerks are seeking six weeks' annual leave while the rest of the staff of this Parliament
who currently have five weeks' leave will be told that that will be reduced to four weeks.
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A government member interjected.
Mrs HENDERSON: If the member thinks the staff of this Parliament do not work when we are not sitting,
he obviously does not spend any time in this building during recess weeks. An enormous amount of work
occurs to enable this Parliament to operate and to ensure that the public are aware of what goes on in their
Parliament. I resent the fact that the contribution of members opposite to the debate so far has been, "Get
your own water." If they think that is the level of duty the staff perform for this State, it shows a marked
lack of understanding.
Mr Speaker, you would know that not long ago - possibly 10 years - people in this Parliament worked
under a semi-feudal system and did not classify as workers under the Industrial Relations Commission.
They were in the same category as household workers.
The SPEAKER: Order! I have given the member for Thornlie time in her introduction to lead into the
motion to which she is supposedly speaking. I have already made these remarks to the other two speakers.
What I have heard from the member for Thornlie to date is entirely the substance of what she would say if
she spoke to the motion were this motion to succeed. We are not talking about that motion. I have
deliberately given the member some time to make points of that nature. However, I now ask her to speak
on the motion that is before the House; that is, the suspension of standing orders.
Mrs HENDERSON: I am happy to speak on why the House should suspend standing orders today. The
industrial action taken by the people who work in this Parliament - those loyal and dedicated people I have
just spoken about - is impacting on the Parliament today. Mr Speaker, you are negotiating on behalf of
every one of us who works in this Parliament as a member of this House and for whom these people
provide services. We have an intrinsic and special interest in what negotiations are occurring on our
behalf. You are the only one capable of conveying to us why you agree or do not agree with the proposed
wage increase and why you are putting to those people that they should trade-off conditions that they
currently enjoy. I do not know why these people have been asked to give up a week's annual leave. I do
not know why they were asked to take a lesser rate for penalty and overtime rates. However, I would like
to know. It is urgent. It is a matter for which standing orders should be suspended today because their
industrial action is impacting on us now - this very day. That is why I support the motion.
I want a report from you, Mr Speaker, about what negotiations are occurring. If you believe the staff of the
Parliament have been totally unreasonable in their demands, I want to hear that. If you believe, however,
as I do, their demands are in line with the demands across the public sector, for whom this Government
promised a 7 per cent wage increase, I want to hear that. If you believe these people should pay for their
own wage increase, as the Minister for Labour Relations told the nurses, I want to know that. You are
negotiating on my behalf with the people who serve my needs and the needs of others in this Parliament. I
am affected by their industrial action. Along with other members I may wish to use the library this
afternoon to help me carry out my duties on behalf of the people of this State. As in any other workplace,
those people who are affected by the industrial action of others are entitled to a report on how that is going.
On the radio this morning the response to the pay increase application put forward on behalf of the people
working in this building was described as disgusting and like something out of the last century. It concerns
me that in the place in which I work, people like you, Mr Speaker, who are negotiating on my behalf
should be described on the radio as giving a response that is like something out of the last century. I do not
know even what that response was. I do not know what you said to the negotiators when they came to you
and said that they believed they should get a 7 per cent pay increase. I do not know why you or people
acting on your behalf told them that they should give up some of their annual leave. I want to know that.
That is why I support this motion to suspend standing orders.
Mr Speaker, as far as I can see this motion is the only way we can get a report from you as the employer of
the staff of the Legislative Assembly. I know that you delegate your duties. I know that the Clerk acts on
your behalf, just as the Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet acts on your behalf for our electorate officers.
However, that does not mean that we do not have an interest. It is not enough for us just to be told the
domestic arrangements for the Parliament today. We want to know how the negotiations are progressing.
We want to know what the claim is and what your response to that claim is, because you are making that
response on behalf of each and every one of us. We have a particular interest in that.
MR C,J. BARNETI' (Cottesloe - Leader of the House) [2.43 pm]: We are only three weeks into this
year's session of Parliament and already the Opposition has run out of policy and has run out of ideas. We
have an Opposition that cannot raise in this forum major issues of importance to Western Australia. This is
a stunt - the first stunt of the year, three weeks into the term. How dinkum were members opposite? The
member for Belmont got to his feet. At least he made some contribution, but then he wandered off. The
member for Pilbara just rambled on about nothing with no preparation and no content to his speech. The
member for Eyre was asleep. This is how serious the debate was. It was an absolute disgrace. That is how
the Opposition treats this Parliament. Let us look at this motion as to why standing orders should be
suspended. It reflects the Opposition's priorities. It is the stunt of the day; an attempt to get a bit of media
attention, and to hell with what might be important issues for Western Australia or the people who live
here.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
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Mr C.J. BARNETf: For two weeks the cameras have had a positive effect. Now we see Her Majesty's
rabble of an Opposition for what they truly are. Members opposite have moved the stunt of the day and
they are arguing, bickering and carrying on with no policy, no brain and not a bit of intellect. There is
certainly no moral fortitude from any of them. Let us look at the motion. The motion calls on the House to
condemn "the Presiding Officers' handling of wage negotiations with parliamentary staff which has
resulted in the first strike by these staff ever". The first point is that the House condemn the Presiding
Officers. Mr Speaker, I refer you to section 6(l)(c) of the Parliamentary and Electorate Staff
(Employment) Act which states that as a member of the department of the Legislative Assembly, referred
to in section 4(2)(a), the Speaker shall- not may - be represented by the Clerk of the Legislative Assembly.
The Act is headed "Representation of employers for the purposes of Industrial Relations Act 1979". The
legislation requires that the Speaker and the President be represented by the Clerks in industrial
negotiations. That is the Act. How good was the former Government's Minister for industrial relations?
He did not even understand the legislation. What an arrant joke!
The SPEAKER: Order! The level of shouting is unacceptable. A number of people have been interjecting
for some time. Most of the time, with some exceptions from the government cross-bench, the three
speakers on my left had a fair opportunity to be heard. It would be unfair if the Leader of the House did
not have a similar opportunity.
Mr C.J. BARNETf: Mr Speaker, if this motion were passed, it would have you as Speaker condemned for
your handling of wage negotiations when the very Act under which you must operate dictates that you shall
delegate that responsibility. That is the law. There is also a practical application for all intents and
purposes. The Clerk of this House, the Clerk of the other place and the Executive Officer, Vince Pacecca,
have practical day to day responsibility for staff in this Parliament. The staff in a day to day sense do not
report to the President or the Speaker or any member of Parliament - and nor should they. Both at law and
in the practical operation of this Parliament it is not the Presiding Officers' responsibility. Mr Speaker, this
motion wants you condemned for keeping to the word and spirit of the legislation. That is how wellresearched members opposite are.
.,
An opposition member interjected.
Mr C.J. BARNETf: Members opposite do not like it. Having condemned you, Mr Speaker, for having
kept to the law, the motion states in part (b) that the House "determines not to reconvene until the dispute 1:2
resolved". The people of Western Australia should know this: An industrial dispute is occurring today in
this Parliament and members of the Opposition - the Australian Labor Party - are effectively saying that
they will not cross the picket line. Some of them think that because there is an industrial dispute in this
Parliament they will stop parliamentary government in Western Australia. That is how shallow and
unaccountable they are. That is their scant regard for democracy and the interests of the people of Western
Australia. These people opposite want to walk out the door. They do not want to do a day's work. They
do not want to look after their elected responsibility. They want the Parliament of this State to come to an
end. They do not want it to deal with the Censorship Bill, the Chattel Securities Amendment Bill, or even
the Dog Amendment Bill. They want everything to stop because there is an industrial dispute in the
Parliament. Members opposite are an absolute disgrace.
Mr McGinty interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! That is not tolerable, Leader of the Opposition.
Mr McGinty interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order for the first time the Leader of the Opposition.
Mr McGinty interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order for the second time the Leader of the Opposition. If the
Leader of the Opposition interjects continually while I am on my feet, I will continually call him to order
and take the necessary action subsequently.
Point of Order

Mr GRAHAM: In that outburst by the leader of government business - the sort of outburst that I would not
have been allowed to give in my speech - he leaned across the Chamber and pointed at the Leader of the
Opposition and said repeatedly, "You are a disgrace." He is now nodding his head and confirming that.
That is both unparliamentary and it impugns the Leader of the Opposition.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Lewis interjected.
Mr GRAHAM: The member for Applecross must be joking! I am simply asking that you, Mr Speaker,
have the Leader of the House withdraw that accusation.
The SPEAKER: Order! I have been concerned about the degree of offensive comments that have been
made i~ the House in the past week or two; therefore, I have prepared this statement which I think it is
appropnate to read now. There has been an increasing tendency for some members to make offensive
personal references to other members. In the course of debate on the Address-in-Reply last Thursday I
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attempted to make the point to some members that some of the current practices were unsatisfactory. I
point out that they are also contrary to standing orders. Standing Orders Nos 131 and 132 read as follows 131. No member shall use offensive or unbecoming words in reference to any member of the
House.
132. All imputations of improper motives, and all personal reflections on members, shall be
considered highly disorderly.
These standing orders are designed to ensure that it is the issues which are debated, rather than the
members indulging in personal abuse. It is my view that all members of this House are capable of making
their arguments without resorting to the types of offensive remarks or personal reflections to which the
incompetent debater may have to resort. I draw members' attention also to Standing Order No 145 which
provides When any member objects to words used in debate by another member, the Speaker, or Chairman
of Committees shall, if either considers the words to be objectionable, or unparliamentary, order
them to be withdrawn; and, if necessary, an apology made.
The Chair can do only so much about the way members conduct themselves. I think there has been a level
of acceptance of abuse in this Chamber, and that is regrettable. It has been admitted under the guise of
being robust debate. The use of crude innuendo or direct abuse is something which members on both sides
of this House have practised, and members have it easily within their power to call a halt to it. I intend to
adhere more closely to the standing orders for matters which are abusive, but unless my approach also has
the backing of the House, its success will be limited.
I come to the allegation by the member for Pilbara that the Leader of the House said that the Leader of the
Opposition's remarks were a disgrace. The word "disgrace" has been used in this Parliament for a long
time. It has certainly been used throughout the time I have been here. It has never been ruled as being
unparliamentary. I do not believe it is desirable to have a long list of unparliamentary words. On an
occasion I took particular exception to the use in this place of the word "corruption". One member had a
dictionary from middle Europe that found it acceptable; however, the current English dictionaries did not
find it so. I still believe that to accuse a person, party or Government of corruption is unparliamentary. I
do not take it that the use of the word "disgrace" by the Leader of the House was unparliamentary. I repeat
that it is up to members to cooperate. No Chairman or Speaker can ensure that adults say only what is
totally acceptable: It is based entirely on members' own assessment of their role in this House. I ask
members to reflect on that.
Debate Resumed

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I will summarise. We have here a stunt purely for publicity purposes, one presumes.
It tells us a lot about the real priorities of the Opposition and what they regard as the most important issues.
The motion itself is in two parts. It is a motion to suspend standing orders. It seeks to condemn the
Presiding Officers for doing exactly what the legislation requires. Those negotiations are quite properly
held and handled by the Clerks of the two Chambers. Opposition members seek to have this Chamber, the
seat of government in Western Australia, not continue until that dispute is resolved. It tells us a lot about
their attitude to industrial relations and to their responsibility to the public of Western Australia. They
would have an industrial dispute occur. In the greater scheme of things it is a fairly minor industrial
dispute. I do not think the community will be outraged that an industrial dispute is occurring in Parliament
House. I cannot see any problems in the community.
Mr Kobelke interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Nollamara.
Mr C.J. BARNETT: Yes, it causes some inconvenience to members and to the operations of the
Parliament. However, by any terms it is a minor industrial dispute, by its number and its impact on the
public; yet opposition members would have the Parliament of Western Australia cease to operate. They
would allow a minor industrial dispute effectively to hold a gun at the head of democracy in Western
Australia. That is what they condone. They grizzle and carry on now because they know that what they
are doing is morally and politically wrong. They are condoning a small industrial dispute and are seeking
to hold up the processes of government in this State. I think all members of this Chamber would like to see
a settlement of that dispute. Members opposite did no preparation for their debate today, so let us have a
little information. They should not be too scared of information. I am advised that last night the parties
met in the Industrial Relations Commission.

Mrs Hallahan: Everybody knows that.
Mr C.l. BARNETT: Good. The industrial commissioner made a recommendation that the workers return
to work. It was not an order, but a recommendation so the negotiations could continue. Do members not
think that responsible people in this Chamber would support the Industrial Relations Commission? The
commission, the independent umpire, has recommended a return to work. Would it not be proper and
responsible for people in this Chamber to support the Industrial Relations Commission and encourage those
workers to return to work and those negotiations to continue? It is regrettable that industrial action is
occurring today; however, the other thing members opposite do not like to know is that negotiations are
continuing. An offer of 6.5 per cent with trade-offs was made with a further 1.5 per cent in the future. The
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workers have not accepted the trade-offs. The union on behalf of its members is seeking a 7 per cent
increase without trade-offs. The Industrial Relations Commission has recommended that the employees
return to work and continue the negotiations. Effectively the Opposition gives out a message to all people
in the State, including students in the schools, that if someone has an industrial dispute, albeit a minor one,
we should all stop work and close down the State, because that is what they do in the Labor Party.
Members on this side of the House will not cop that abuse of responsibility, nor will the people of Western
Australia.
I draw my comments to a conclusion. The conditions in Parliament House are poor. We all know that
We all live with and experience it every day. For 10 years the Opposition did nothing about it. This
Government inherited a huge financial problem. It will do something about the conditions, but that action
lies with the Premier and the Presiding Officers.
Mr McGinty interjected.
Mr C.J. BARNETT: The Opposition did nothing. Members on this side of the House have far more
courtesy and respect than the Opposition for the employees in this Parliament. It is a pity that some people
opposite did not display a bit of courtesy. What we see today is a feigned outrage by members opposite. It
is corny, it is insincere and it will not wash. It is obvious that it is shallow. Members opposite sit there
chirping away. It is a pity that they do not have a sense of policy and priority and a sense of support to the
electorate. It is a great pity that they do not support the management of this place, both elected and
employed, and it is a pity that they do not support the Industrial Relations Commission. Opposition
members are provoking industrial unrest. Why? They think there is a bit of cheap publicity for them. That
is what this motion is all about.
Several opposition members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr C.J. BARNETT: Now members opposite say that I am a joke. They used to be tough in the ~orth. The
precious little member for Pilbara is their representative, but he gets upset because I say that someone is a
disgrace. That is the level of the Opposition's debate today. This has been a stunt from day one. Before
the House is the completion of the Address-in-Reply, which is effectively private members' business.
Members opposite have chosen not to proceed with that. That is their choice. They could choose to
discuss some of the significant legislation. I thought they would be interested in witness protection, the
censorship legislation or consumer credit. I thought they might be interested even in the Dog Amendment
Bill. I know my colleague wants to debate that Bill. The public of Western Australia is not interested in
inflaming, provoking, protracting and extending an industrial dispute in this Parliament that, frankly,
affects no-one.
Question to be put
Question put and a division taken with the following result Ayes (30)
Mr Ainsworth
Mr C.J. Barnett
MrBlaikie
MrBoard
Dr Constable
MrCourt
MrCowan
MrDay
Mrs Edwardes
Dr Hames

MrHouse
MrJohnson
Mr Kierath
MrLewis
Mr Marshall
MrMinson
MrNicholls
MrOmodei
Mrs Parker
MrPendal

MrPrince
MrShave
MrW. Smith
Mr Strickland
Mr Trenorden
MrTubby
Dr Turnbull
Mrs van de Klashorst
MrWiese
Mr Bloffwitch (Teller)

Noes (20)
MsAnwyl
MrBrown
MrCatania
Mr Cunningham
Dr Edwards
Dr Gallop
MrGraham

MrGrill
Mrs Hallahan
Mrs Henderson
MrKobelke
Mr Marlborough
MrMcGinty
Mr Riebeling

MrRipper
Mrs Roberts
MrThomas
MsWarnock
Dr Watson
Mr Leahy (Teller)

Pairs
MrMcNee
MrOsborne
MrBradshaw
Question thus passed.

Mr D.L. Smith
MrM. Barnett
MrBridge

r
758

1

[ASSEMBLY]

)

Motion Resumed

Question (suspension of standing orders) put and a division taken with the following result Ayes (20)
MrGrill
Mrs Hallahan
Mrs Henderson
MrKobelke
Mr Marlborough
MrMcGinty
Mr Riebeling

MsAnwyl
MrBrown
MrCatania
Mr Cunningham
Dr Edwards
Dr Gallop
MrGraham

MrRipper
Mrs Roberts
MrThomas
MsWarnock
Dr Watson
Mr Leahy (Teller)

Noes (30)
Mr Ainsworth
MrC.J. Barnett
MrBlaikie
MrBoard
Dr Constable
MrCourt
MrCowan
MrDay
Mrs Edwardes
Dr Hames

MrPrince
MrShave
MrW. Smith
Mr Strickland
Mr Trenorden
MrTubby
Dr Turnbull
Mrs van de Klashorst
MrWiese
Mr Bloffwitch (Teller)

MrHouse
Mr Johnson
Mr Kierath
MrLewis
Mr Marshall
MrMinson
MrNicholls
MrOmodei
Mrs Parker
MrPendal
Pairs
Mr D.L. Smith
MrM. Barnett
MrBridge

MrMcNee
MrOsborne
MrBradshaw

Question thus negatived.
PETITION • SOUTH TERRACE PRIMARY SCHOOL, STAFFING
FORMULA
MR TUBBY (Roleystone - Parliamentary Secretary) [3.09 pm]: I present the following petition To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of
Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned parents and citizens of South Terrace Primary School, Fremantle, object to
the Education Department's rigid application of the staffing formula, which will result in the loss
of two teachers from our school. Such a loss will require a total reorganisation of classes and this
will adversely affect our children.
We request that staffing levels are maintained, at least until the end of the 1996 academic year, so
that the disruption to the students' education and well-being is minimised. We advocate a system
that can accommodate fluctuations in enrolment numbers and therefore provide a more stable
educational environment.
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 263 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of the Legislative
Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 25.]
PETITION • CENSORSHIP BILL AMENDMENT; X-RATED VIDEOS;
CHILD PORNOGRAPHY
MR PENDAL (South Perth) [3.11 pm]: I present the following petition To the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly in Parliament assembled.
This petition shows that whereas the Censorship Bill 1995 would permit
a)

the possession of X-rated videos and their exhibition in any place other than a public
place;
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the free distribution of X-rated video material and the proliferation of R-rated violence
and pornography on computer services; and
c)
a defence of artistic or literary merit to offences relating to child pornography
we the undersigned petitioners humbly pray that the Legislative Assembly in Parliament
assembled should ensure that the Bill is amended to:
a)
prohibit the possession and exhibition of X-rated videos;

b)

b)
c)

prohibit the distribution of X-rated and restricted material on computer services; and
remove the defence of artistic or literary merit for offences relating to child pornography;

and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.
The petition bears 3 199 signatures and I certify that it confonns to the standing orders of the Legislative
Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 26.]
PETITION - SCHOOL CROSSING, ROCKINGHAM SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL
MR M. BARNETT (Rockingham) [3.12 pm]: I present the following petition To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of
Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We the undersigned petitioners calion the Parliament and State Government to immediately bring
forward a school crossing outside Rockingham Senior High School, to cross Read St flNe believe
as a sign of goodwill the Government should immediately announce that a crossing constructed
and operational for tenn "mro" of this school year.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest consideration and
your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.
The petition bears 1 171 signatures and I certify that it confonns to the standing orders of the Legislative
Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 27.]
PETITION - WESTRAIL, PENSIONERS FREE TRAVEL, RESTRICTIONS
MR CATANIA (Balcatta) [3.13 pm]: I present the following petition To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of
Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned people of Western Australia object to the Court Government's decision to
restrict pensioners from taking their one free Westrail trip over Christmas and New Year when
family reunions are so important. We also object to the restrictions on free travel at Easter and
during school holidays. We calion the government to immediately cancel the restrictions on this
one free travel pass per year and to restore the choice to pensioners to travel at a time that suits
them and their families.
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 16 signatures and I certify that it confonns to the standing orders of the Legislative
Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 28.]
STATEMENT - LEADER OF THE HOUSE

Adjournment of the House, Easter Weekend
MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the House) [3.15 pm]: I take this opportunity to advise
members that the House will adjourn at 4.00 pm on Thursday, as it is the Easter weekend.
MINISTERIAL STATEMENT - MINISTER ASSISTING THE MINISTER FOR JUSTICE

Prison System,Improvements
!"R MINSON (Greenough - Minister assisting the Minister for Justice) [3.16 pm]: I announce
Improvements to the prison system. The philosophy that nothing works, which is so clearly refuted in
James McGuire's recent publication "WHAT WORKS: Reducing Reoffending" has prevailed for too long
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in the prison system. The Government is detennined that prisons should be more active in their
rehabilitation efforts to break the pattern of re-offending. The Government's intention is to develop more
targeted and focused rehabilitation programs inside prisons and to work within and outside prisons to
reduce re-offending and re-imprisonment rates. An extra $2.66m of supplementary funding will allow the
Government to commence these programs immediately. One million dollars of the extra funding will be
spent this financial year to improve immediately prison programs aimed at reducing re-offending; for
example, aggression control, treatment of substance abuse and sex offenders, education and vocational
training, and a specific program aimed at perpetrators of domestic violence.
Further, I intend to establish a committee that will develop a policy for prison industries to balance the
competing interests of providing meaningful and constructive work opportunities for prisoners while taking
into account private sector concerns about unfair competition and union concerns about worker
displacement. A treatment program to be provided in conjunction with the Disability Services Commission
for sex offenders with an intellectual impainnent is also included in the package. A further $750000 will
be used for community based programs aimed at reducing re-offending rates. Another $600 000 will be a
priority allocation for prison officer training. The emphasis on officer training will be to integrate their
efforts with the overall rehabilitative thrust of these programs.
Dr McCall identified prison health services for particular attention and $192000 has been put into the
improvement of medical and nursing services. Finally, $100 000 of this supplementary funding is for
expansion of the water supply at Kamet Prison Fann. These needs were identified and work began to
address them earlier this year. Claims by a fonner disgruntled employee in a report that has no official
status do little to advance the positive moves already put in train. This package is the start of a
concentrated effort by this Government to change the attitude, culture and focus of our prison system.
[Questions without notice taken.]
ADDRESS-IN-REPLY
Amendment to Motion
Resumed from 28 March. Debate was adjourned after the following amendment had been moved That the following words be added to the motion but regrets to infonn Your Excellency that the House, believing that the construction of
the city northern bypass is a waste of some $400m of taxpayers' money, calls on the
Government to hold off from finalising any construction contracts until 1997 thus
providing the opportunity for the people of Western Australia to vote on this issue at the
next state election.
MR DAY (Darling Range) [3.50 pm]: It is important to recognise that in this debate we have heard only
one side of the argument so far. The arguments that have been put quite properly reflect some of the local
opposition to this project and, to a large extent, that opposition is understandable. No-one likes having
their backyard disturbed or buildings in their neighbourhood demolished and I certainly understand how
the local residents feel.
The Opposition maintains that the project will cost $400m, and that it is a waste of money. I agree that
$400m is a great deal of money. However, it is a gross exaggeration. I understand the true estimated cost
of the project is between $300m and $33Om, and that includes the whole of the city northern bypass
project, not just the tunnel. In other words, it also includes elements additional to the tunnel, such as the
new Burswood bridge, which is very important and very much needed.
A member interjected.
Mr DAY: The Minister for Planning can respond to that; we are talking about additional expenditure. The
Burswood bridge has been on the drawing board for many years - certainly during the tenn of the previous
Government - and will go ahead anyway. Thirdly, the $300m or $330m includes the construction costs of
the interchange between the Great Eastern Highway and Orrong Road in Rivervale. We are looking at a
whole system, not simply a tunnel through Northbridge.
It is also important for the House to be aware that the money to be provided, albeit a large sum, comes
from the fuel levy introduced by the Government 12 or 18 months ago. As part of the introduction of that
levy the commitment was made that the entire amount raised would be spent on developing the State's road
network; therefore, those funds are not available for other purposes within the State's responsibilities. I
can certainly think of many areas in my electorate on which much of that $330m could be spent, but it is
committed to being spent on much needed road development throughout the State.
There is another side to the argument about the city northern bypass. It is part of an overall system which
will improve the east-west traffic flow through the whole of the metropolitan area and through the Perth
city area in particular. Anyone who, as I do, travels frequently along Great Eastern Highway or Guildford
Road and tries either to access the city area or pass through the city area to the west, particularly during
peak hour traffic, well knows that the Causeway and Guildford Road become bottlenecks; therefore, as part
of the whole system, this tunnel is required to remove that bottleneck. It is also important to realise that
this proposal will not take additional traffic into the city. On the contrary, it will remove traffic from the
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city area. Traffic which currently moves along Riverside Drive, Wellington Street or other parts of the city
will be diverted onto the freeway system or through the tunnel. Despite claims to the contrary made by
many members of the Opposition and opponents to this project, the traffic situation in the city centre will
be greatly improved. It is not about encouraging additional traffic to the area but managing the existing
traffic flow and traffic volume. It is also about planning for future growth which inevitably will occur
whether or not this tunnel is built.
Currently we have a very sophisticated north-south transport system for the Perth metropolitan area with
the construction of the Mitchell Freeway during the 1960s, the Kwinana Freeway and, in recent years, the
substantial extension of the Mitchell Freeway to the north past Wanneroo. The freeway will, of course, go
further and with the substantial extension to the south of the Kwinana Freeway in the past couple of years it
now goes right down to Thomas Road, virtually into Kwinana itself. However, we do not have such an
efficient or well organised system for east-west travel. As the member for Swan Hills reminded me a
moment ago, it is also very important, from an emergency service point of view and particularly for
residents of the eastern suburbs, to be able to access emergency treatment in tertiary treatment hospitals;
namely, Royal Perth Hospital, Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital, King Edward Memorial Hospital for Women
and Princess Margaret Hospital for Children.
A member interjected.
Mr DAY: Certainly the traffic flow through the city generally will be much improved as a result of the
tunnel. More traffic will move along the Burswood bridge-city northern bypass, therefore access via the
Causeway will be much easier than it is at present, particularly during peak hours, and this will assist
ambulances and others involved in medical emergencies.
The concerns of people in the Northbridge area are understandable. It was because of those concerns that
the Government's original proposal to construct a partial tunnel - or trench, as it came to be known - was
changed to construct a full tunnel from the Lord Street area right through to Fitzgerald Stree~ That has
increased the cost of the project but was done to try to allay and deal with some of the concerns expressed
by local people. As a result of the Government's forward thinking decision, the effect on the local
community in Northbridge will be much less detrimental than would have been the case with either the
surface route proposal, which was in the metropolitan region plan for about 30 years, or the partial tunnel
proposal.
To back up the argument it is worth referring to a letter, printed in The West Australian in May 1994, from
John Griffiths, the Chairman of the Australian Association of Planning Consultants in Perth. The letter
states [Quote unable to be checked.]
The challenge is to build it in a way to maximise the benefits and minimise or eliminate the
negative effects. To not build it would place ever worsening pressure on existing east-west streets
in Northbridge and East Perth, Riverside Drive and the Causeway. This association says the
bridge and bypass should be part of the metropolitan transportation network and the road placed
completely in a tunnel.
As the Government has done, of course. It continues The land above could be returned to public space and to the mixed residential and commercial
Northbridge activities the community so appreciates.
Early construction would create the chance to reduce traffic for Northbridge, the Causeway, and
particularly Riverside Drive, which most people see as a major goal for the city environment.
That comes not from a government source but from an impartial group which is making an independent
comment on the proposal.
This project will be of major significance to the whole of the Perth metropolitan area, but in particular to
residents of the eastern suburbs, many of whom I represent as the member for Darling Range. This bypass
proposal also includes the Burswood bridge and the Orrong Road-Great Eastern Highway interchange
upgrade, and it links the upgraded and expanded Orrong Road which has been under construction since
1986. As stated in the Burswood bridge and road city bypass and access study published in September
1993 [Quote unable to be checked.]
Orrong Road is the proposed major route from Forrestfield, Lesmurdie and Kalamunda to the
central area and western suburbs ...
The report further states The connection of Orrong Road to the Burswood bridge and road would provide an alternative to
Albany Highway and Shepperton Road for traffic destined for the central area or for the western
and northern suburbs.
So it improves conditions not only for people in the hills, Midland or Armadale areas, but also for residents
of the Victoria Park, Carlisle and Welshpool areas.
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It is interesting to see what some of the representatives of the south eastern local authorities had to say in
September 1993. An article in The West Australian states[Quote unable to be checked.]
Mayors and presidents of seven south eastern councils also strongly supported the bypass
proposal. South Perth mayor Peter Campbell said the south east corridor had been neglected for
too long. The bridge and bypass proposed in the report should be commended. His statement was
endorsed by the mayors of Belmont, Canning, Gosnells and Armadale and the presidents of the
Shires of Swan and Kalamunda.
I am just old enough to remember the development of the Mitchell Freeway in the early 1960s and the very
significant community debate aroused by its construction. From memory, there was a great deal of
opposition particularly to the disruption it caused to some people during its construction in the 1960s and
1970s. However, it is hard to imagine transportation or the operation of the whole metropolitan area of
Perth without the Mitchell Freeway interchange which now exists. I have no doubt that the city northern
bypass will prove to be just as important to the people of the Perth metropolitan area. Residents will look
back in 30 years and see what great foresight was shown in this decision by the Government to create the
tunnel and the whole interchange network. I oppose the amendment to the motion.
MRS ROBERTS (Glendalough) [4.02 pm]: I support the amendment. This proposal has been widely
acknowledged throughout the community as part of a proposal that started in the 1950s and 1960s. It was
promoted during the 1960s by engineers and has been led by engineers ever since. In the original plan no
town planning considerations were given to Northbridge A member: Was Stephenson an engineer or a planner?
Mrs ROBERTS: I believe he was a planner. We have a Government now which has taken us back to the
attitude of the 1950s and 1960s and to its members' idealised childhood when big engineering solutions
were still the answer to planning problems. Quite against all community reaction to the present proposal,
the Government is plunging ahead. Setting aside consideration of the amount of money involved, whether
it be $400m - or less, as the Minister suggests - or more, as costs inevitably tend to blowout, I want to
consider what innovative, imaginative or visionary proposals the Government could have come up with and
what it could be doing if it were not so locked into this very old plan dreamt up 30 or more years ago. The
community has changed considerably in that time. People's attitude to transportation and some of the
factors related to it have changed markedly in the past 30 years. Thirty years ago the Narrows Bridge was
built; cars and TV were novel and it was a very different world. This is a proposal from that world.
I can see the attraction, to some of the older members opposite particularly, in going back to the 1950s and
1960s when they idealised things and people were not concerned with issues which people worry about
today. Heritage, water quality and air pollution are all very much factors now that were not taken into
consideration at that time. High rise buildings were not considered in any way to be awful or dreadful, as
many people consider them to be today. During the 1950s and 1960s as taller buildings arose and there
were more cars and freeways, this was all part of a young State's development; but Perth has now reached
a very different stage in its history, when it must be more cognisant of limitations to its development.
Although people may wish to go back to those earlier times, we must recognise that now we are in a very
changed world. Matters concerning the development of Perth, its expansion and its ability to supply a good
quality of life for the whole metropolitan area community are of premium importance. It is not just a
matter of developing and expanding, and going north and south without any limit. It has been brought to
our attention, certainly in the past 10 years, that there are impediments to the future expansion of the Perth
metropolitan region.
Some very detailed studies have been undertaken on the deterioration in the quality of our water and air,
and on the effects on our general environment and the lifestyle of the Western Australian community of
increasing numbers of cars on the roads and the burning of those fuels. If this were a Government of some
vision, it would not have taken up that proposal from the 1950s and 1960s. It would have looked at more
visionary alternatives. People are putting forward many suggestions which would involve far better use of
the money being spent and the effort being made in inflicting the Northbridge tunnel on our community. It
would have been far more visionary - and it is acknowledged throughout the community - if the
Government had looked at what people want. People would like an improved public transport system; they
would like an underground railway system.
Mr Speaker, the microphone does not appear to be working properly. It appears to work for part of the
time, then cuts in very loudly and goes off again.
The SPEAKER: The proceedings are being tape recorded.
Mrs ROBERTS: I had a similar difficulty when I was speaking last week and the Hansard reporter
afterwards asked me for the names of people whom I had mentioned in my speech. When the microphone
sound became very loud apparently it distorted what was recorded on the tape.
It is not just a matter of one Government or another Government; it should not be simply a matter of
politics; it should be a matter of acknowledging what is best for the community. I am the first to say that I
did not support everything the former Labor Government did - not by a long way. In fact, I was a member
of delegations to both former Premier Carmen Lawrence and former Minister for Transport Pam Beggs
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asking them to consider, as part of the northem suburbs railway which they were busy implementing,
sinking the railway through central Perth. A committee of the City of Perth engaged consultants to put a
proposition to government for the sinking of the railway and how the City of Perth could contribute to that.
In brief, the plan involved the land used for parking by the City of Perth in the vicinity of the Entertainment
Centre. The City of Perth was prepared to pay $6m or $7m for that property.
A member interjected.
Mrs ROBERTS: The $7m probably reflected the figure that I knew it would be prepared to pay, and we
certainly had our hearts in that proposal. We knew that the community would be behind us and we worked
out what it would cost to sink the railway. We saw that as an opportune time to sink that section of railway
when the line was going through to Joondalup.
Mrs van de Klashorst: Why are you thinking of sinking a railway if you will not build a road? What is the
difference?

Mrs ROBERTS: It depends on the purpose and how one sees future transportation needs - what are the
most efficient and best means of transporting people. Anyone who has had a long term interest in the
planning for the City of Perth knows that the one great impediment has been the railway.
Mrs van de Klashorst: In what way?
Mrs ROBERTS: It is not my intention to give a speech on the impediment of that railway line even though
I could devote another 20 minutes to that topic. Suffice to say one has only to look at the type of east-west
development of the city and the tall buildings there, and the style of development on the other side of the
railway line to see there is not much mixing between the two. For most of the time there has been only
very limited pedestrian access between the central and Northbridge areas.
Mrs van de Klashorst interjected.
."
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mrs ROBERTS: After being on the Perth City Council for almost eight years, I can tell the member for
Swan Hills that the people in the city would like to be better linked with Northbridge and vice versa. The
style of development that has taken place on both sides of the railway line can be reflected in town
planning schemes. The physical barrier need not be there to achieve the sorts of development required on
either side.
Looking at transport needs for the Perth metropolitan area, and in keeping with the public transport
concept, people constantly ask for the expansion of the railway system to Rockingham and Mandurah,
which makes excellent sense. When looking at successful, well-utilised public transport systems in other
parts of the world, one sees there cannot be just a few nodes to the public transport system. At the moment
people can travel from Joondalup to Armadale, or between Midland and Fremantle; but we really need a
properly integrated railway system.
Many people have commented that transport generally is at a stage of transition and that we have reached
the crossroads of making a decision about public transport for the next 20 or 30 years. Most members will
have seen articles in The West Australian in the past week about the expected population growth for the
Perth metropolitan region. Although those reports seemed somewhat exaggerated, clearly we must work
out how we will cater for the transportation of people within our metropolitan region. People have
expressed concerns about the impact of the city northern bypass project on the environment. Only last
week it was drawn to our attention that the entire environmental approval of the project took less than three
and a half hours; that is of considerable concern. The Minister for Planning said that the cost of fuel was
not taken into account in the consideration of this project. The Minister for Transport has been quoted as
saying that he does not think we need to worry about our use of fossil fuels because, if necessary, we could
produce fuel from grain. The only difficulty there is that, based on the figures I have heard, if we turned
our whole wheat crop to fuel we would meet only about 15 per cent of Australia's fuel needs. Yet again
we have an absolutely laughable suggestion from the Minister for Transport. Another factor not taken into
account is the cost of producing an alternative fuel compared with the relative cheapness of fossil fuels.
The member for Darling Range expressed some sympathy for those people who will lose their back yards,
front yards and businesses. No doubt he would be even more sympathetic if they lived in his electorate.
However, we should not be making judgments based on whose electorate is disturbed by such a proposal.
~ither such a disturbance to people's lifestyles is warranted or it is not; it should not really matter where it
IS.

Mrs van de Klashorst interjected.
Mrs ROBERTS: Had the member for Swan Hills been listening she would know that that is exactly what I
have been suggesting. We must look at that broader picture and at the big public transport needs. We must
not look back on the fifties and sixties, when the answer was just an engineering solution: Tunnel
everything underground. We cannot follow what we were planning 30 years ago; we must look to the
future. This is an enormous amount of money for a project that is very much opposed. The Government
c~ul~ be doing many bigger, brighter and better things. I have suggested a couple today: One is the
smking of the railway and the other is the extension of the rail system to Rockingham and Mandurah. The
Government is not attaching the priority to that area that it should. I hardly needed to have it highlighted in
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the newspaper because the people in my electorate suffer the most, but the Government has not bought
enough rolling stock for the existing rail system. If members ask why my electorate is the most affected, it
is because the people boarding trains at the stations closest to the city - that is, Glendalough and
Leederville - get only standing room in the morning. As the train from Joondalup passes through stations
such as Warwick it fills up with passengers and there is standing room only, if any, for my constituents at
the Leederville and Glendalough stations. It seems more than passing strange that the Government cannot
put on enough rolling stock to cater for people who want to use public transport, let alone actually adopt Dr Turnbull: Have you worked out the cost of more rolling stock for the northern corridor system?
Mrs ROBERTS: I am surprised at the member for Collie. I thought she would have looked at the overall
investment and the overall benefits of people using public transport.
Dr Turnbull: I asked you a question. Are you aware of the cost?
Mrs Hallahan interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Member for Armadale and member for Collie.
Dr Turnbull interjected.
The SPEAKER: I formally call to order the member for Collie. She must not interject when I am on my
feet.
Mrs ROBERTS: One of the accidents of history and the way in which this project has been organised from
the start is that people's homes and business properties were being bought anything up to 30 years ago.
People were put on notice that their property was likely to be bought for this old scheme. As a
consequence we had the likes of Mrs Mary Katzantonis of Aberdeen Street returning home from her
honeymoon 30 years ago to be told by her mother that their house was to make way for a bypass. People
like Steve and Michael Kakoulis, whose houses front each of the streets, will have their homes in which
they have lived for 60 years divided by this tunnel.
A member: Have you spoken to them again?
Mrs ROBERTS: I certainly have spoken to them.
Heritage factors are involved. People have lived under this planning blight and have been concerned about
spending money on their businesses or redeveloping their premises because of the threat of this bypass.
We now have what I call an accident of history, with very well preserved buildings in the area. Two
semidetached house at 92 and 94 Lake Street built around 1890, three attached single storey houses at 11
Palmerston Street, a former shop with light wells at 96 Fitzgerald Street, and one of only three buildings in
Perth with a she-oak shingled roof at 52 Newcastle Street are in the path of the tunnel. The project will
also have an impact on other significant heritage buildings in the immediate vicinity such as the Gothic
style St Brigids Church built in 1904, where my grandparents were married in the early 1930s. Although
the church will not be demolished for the tunnel it will be very close to it and will be affected not only by
the construction of the tunnel but also by the impact of proximity.
In conclusion I highlight a few points from a letter I received from John Harper-Nelson who suggests some
solutions. He states that the whole exercise should be put on hold until a full Environmental Protection
Authority study has been done of the effect of the building and underground dam across the present
subterranean flow of water. He maintains that the cost of construction will inevitably blowout to
accommodate the need to increase the pumping capacity of water extractions from the tunnel which is built
through two ancient lakes; that the experience of the Sydney Harbour tunnel, built by the most experienced
people, as no doubt ours will be, has shown that a long tunnel for motor vehicles constitutes a health hazard
for its users; and that plans for a similar tunnel through the Botanical Gardens in Melbourne have been
abandoned because the cost has proved excessive and the ecological effects undesirable. Comments such
as those made by John Harper-Nelson and others must be taken into account properly and this whole
project should be reconsidered in planning for the next century.
MRS HALLAHAN (Armadale) [4.24 pm]: I support the amendment. I hope it will become part of the
substantive motion, because the proposed city northern bypass is a terrible waste of money. We face the
prospect of burying the money in a tunnel when it could be well used in many other parts of Western
Australia and in many other portfolios. Indeed, it could be well used in the Transport portfolio. It is a fact,
apparently, that the Minister for Transport is opposed to the building of the tunnel. The Minister for
Planning looks surprised, but I can tell him that on Wednesday, 20 September 1995, members of a
delegation accompanied by the member for Avon went to see the Minister for Transport because they were
very concerned about the condition of Great Eastern Highway between Mundaring and Northam. They
were agitating for an immediate upgrade to that section of highway. They took with them a petition
containing over 8 000 signatures and the reason for their meeting was to discuss the need for the upgrade
and present the Minister with the petition.
A member of the delegation contacted me - and the member for Avon may have been involved in that - and
I met the members immediately after their meeting with the Minister for Transport. They were astonished
at the utterance by the Minister for Transport that he was opposed to the building of the Northbridge
tunnel. He said something to the effect that although personally he did not agree with it, everybody else
wanted it and he had to go along with it. I thought that was extraordinary as did those three people because
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they could see the money better used on upgrading the areas of the highway. They certainly did not expect,
given the controversy over the Northbridge tunnel, that the Minister would actually say to them that he was
opposed to it. It was a most extraordinary statement.
Mr Shave interjected.
Mrs HALLAHAN: Apparently he did not say that, and these people are very reliable citizens who had no
reason to come out of a meeting and say anything other than what was said in the meeting. I can only
deduce that government members have been caused a degree of embarrassment by this matter, otherwise
they would not trouble even to respond, and that they are as incredulous as I was when these three people
told me what had been said. They were absolutely amazed at this utterance. As I say, they are mature
people who did not expect to hear any reference to the Northbridge tunnel. I guess the topic arose during
the discussion about funding upgrades of the Great Eastern Highway and apparently the Minister
volunteered his personal opinion.
Hundreds of millions of dollars will be poured into a project with which many people, despite what the
Minister for Planning says, do not agree and about which his own colleague the Minister for Transport also
has misgivings. When the Minister for Planning says that very few people disagree with that expenditure,
he should, for a start, refer to the people in local government. Many people in local government, as just
one sector of this community, do not agree with the expenditure of this money on a tunnel. They believe
the money could be much better spent on traffic and trouble spots in their cities, towns and shires. In a
broader debate, other people believe the money could be better spent on reducing the waiting list for
elective and other surgery, and on enhancement of the education system. It is ridiculous or the Minister for
Planning to say that only a few people are opposed, when in my experience many thousands are opposed. I
can only deduce that for some reason he does not want to hear about the opposition or that he is genuinely
not aware of it.
For some time there has been pressure for an additional entry to the city for traffic coming frortPthe east
and the south east. For a number of years the causeway has been a bottleneck, particularly at peak hours,
and the Kwinana Freeway traffic from the south causes a huge bottleneck and is becoming more of a
problem on a daily basis. That is in part because the Government has chosen not to spend money in the
south east corridor in a significant way. Councils in the south east corridor believe they have been ignored
altogether in the metropolitan transport strategy, their needs have been overlooked and they have somehow
become invisible to this Government. That is very poor planning indeed and I would like to hear the
Minister for Planning justify that in his response. It is a very strongly held belief by councillors who are
very responsible in carrying out their civic role. They certainly are keen to promote the interests of their
cities and we would expect no less of them; but they are also involved in a wider range of forums on behalf
of the community and therefore have a wider perspective on the various demands. Despite that, they
believe the needs of their region have been largely overlooked by that strategy.
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Melville.
Mrs HALLAHAN: Because I was challenged about the personal opinion of the Minister for Transport, I
would like to read to members an affidavit which I have just received. It states I Joan Pitts, home duties, of lot 152 Tama Road, Bakers Hill WA in the State of Western Australia
being duly sworn, make oath and say as follows -

1.
2.

I am the abovenamed.

I was a member of a delegation which met with the Hon Eric Charlton Minister for
Transport at Parliament House, Perth on Wednesday, 20 September 1995 between 3.00
pm and 4.00 pm. The purpose of the meeting was to present the Minister with a petition
containing over 8 000 signatures, calling for an upgrading of Great Eastern Highway
between Mundaring and Northam. Mr Charlton said he personally did not agree with the
building of the Northbridge tunnel, but everybody else wanted it and he had to go along
with it. I was accompanied at the meeting by Adrienne Burton of Northam and Billy
Scott of Chidlow. Mr Brent Higgins from the Minister's office and Mr Max Trenorden,
the member for Avon, were also present at the time the Minister made his statement
about the Northbridge tunnel.
Sworn at Wundowie in the State of Western Australia the second day of April 1996.

It is signed by J. Pitts before a justice of the peace. That affidavit was sworn by a person who was at that
meeting. I was at a meeting in Northam recently concerning the bypass of the town of Northam - as
opposed to the city northern bypass. One of the people at that meeting was also one of the persons named
in this affidavit. At the meeting she said spontaneously that the Minister for Transport did not agree with
the Northbridge tunnel and she had been at the meeting during which he made this statement. I said, "That
is very interesting. I would like to speak to you about that some time." I have not had time to get back to
her yet, but clearly her spontaneous contribution to that meeting supports absolutely this affidavit sworn
today.
There are extraordinary machinations within the Court Government about its spending priorities. The
situation before the House is serious and I hope that the Government will respond to this debate. The
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project necessitates the expenditure of huge amounts of money for a very doubtful outcome. Professor
Gordon Stephenson, who has been revered by many people over the years, is not in favour of the tunnel.
His position on handling the traffic is that he is in favour of the bridge but not connecting it with a tunnel.
That would be well supported by the councils in the south east corridor. They want access for traffic to and
from the city and a bridge over the river would enable that peak hour traffic to be facilitated. It would also
markedly reduce that incredible build-up that we now see on the Kwinana Freeway and over the Narrows
Bridge. However, we do not see the Government applying itself to this matter in a sensible way. Only two
links remain to be funded and built and they are at each end of Orrong Road, which has been upgraded and
widened. Housing has been relocated over many years, facilitated very carefully by the City of Belmont.
The end which links the Roe Freeway now should be connected and that could relieve the terrible problems
for the people living on William Street in Beckenham. They just cannot believe their bad fortune in having
to carry the burden for the community of Western Australia now that their street, which was always a
connection between Albany Highway and Welshpool Road, has turned into a major traffic route. They are
living in homes built years ago which now front right onto this massive vehicle density.
At the other end of Orrong Road the connection should be made onto the bridge and over the river. With
expenditure on those two sections, a great deal of traffic pressure could be relieved and facilitate much
greater and freer flowing traffic in the south east corridor. The extension of Roe Freeway would, of course,
help traffic going into the Canning Vale industrial area. The extension of the Tonkin Highway would free
a lot of the traffic through the City of Arrnadale, and facilitate a bypass route in that area. Those are major
expenditures but they could all be done if it were not for the expenditure on a tunnel which none of the
experts seems to believe is desirable or necessary.
The member for Glendalough read a letter from Mr John Harper-Nelson which contained very important
points, not least of which is the problem of the subterranean flow of water. The whole question of air
pollution in Perth is very important and that is distinct from the quality of air in the tunnel and dispelling
the emissions it will generate. I would like the Minister for Planning to reassure the House on a matter
about which all credible opinion seems to say that the environmental assessment of the Northbridge tunnel
has been completely inadequate. The Court Government is once again bulldozing something through with
no regard for the environmental wellbeing of this community. I am talking about people and air quality,
and in this case we are also talking about water flows. There is no suggestion in any speech I have heard
from a Minister of the Court Government that there is a recognition or an understanding of the need for
very thorough assessment in this regard. In fact, a most bizarre situation exists in which the environmental
assessment apparently was dealt with in about three and a half hours. I have to say that will go down
indelibly as a judgment against the Court Government.
Another area that is very worrying is the lack of traffic destination studies and the justification for this
whole project. We all know the Mitchell Freeway is very busy indeed, and that new routes draw out more
traffic. All the literature says that and no-one doubts it for one moment. The Mitchell Freeway is already
beyond capacity at peak hours and for extended peak hour periods. It is faced with traffic being drawn out
of the tunnel and pushed onto it. I do not know how that will be handled and I would like the Minister for
Planning to indicate today how that increased traffic will be managed. We are building up serious
problems on a number of fronts with the construction of the Northbridge tunnel. I ask the Government not
to finalise any of the construction contracts prior to February 1997 and the next state election. It will be a
huge commitment of this State's funds.
It is very interesting that Mr Harold Clough - a significant figure in the Liberal Party of Western Australiawhose company apparently has won the contract, also believes the environmental assessments have not
been A me~ber interjected.
Mrs HALLAHAN: Let us get this straight: Mr Harold Clough has been quoted frequently in the paper in
recent days indicating his significant position in reviewing the structures of the Liberal Party.
Several members interjected.
Mrs HALLAHAN: I take that as implying his very close association with the Liberal Party. He believes
the environmental assessments have not been rigorous enough for this project. That is a very significant
statement in this community. He is a person who enjoys a great deal of respect and has a great deal of
engineering and construction experience. For him to say that the environmental assessments have been
inadequate and in many ways are less than satisfactory should be enough for any sensible Government to
reassess its priorities and direction.
I seek leave to table the affidavit of Joan Pitts.
[The paper was tabled for the information of members.]
[The member's time expired.]
MR LEWIS (Applecross - Minister for Planning) [4.46 pm]: Today the Opposition has shown that it is a
classic Opposition. It must oppose unthinkingly because it sees that as its task. Its members have become
instant experts from hearsay and what they read in the local media. To be candid, what they have said is
pretty thin on credibility and without much expert backup to reinforce the position they have taken.
The project we are talking about is known as the city northern bypass. It is not about one and a quarter
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kilometres of tunnel; it is about a 6.5 kIn major road infrastructure, the need for which was called for over
30 years ago by Professor Gordon Stephenson. He showed quite clearly - indeed, the reservation was
included in the statutory regional plans - the need for a bypass of our city. I accept there is a certain
amount of controversy over whether a surface road should be built or whether it should be placed in a
tunnel; that is the nub of the debate. The decision to build a tunnel arose from extensive public
consultation in which it became clear that people did not want surface options. They wanted the road put
in a tunnel. Putting the road in a tunnel does not do all the things the Opposition has suggested it will do.
A tunnel is inaccessible from the surface because of the grade separation and it operates as a bypass other
than at the interface of the system at East Parade, Lord Street and at the Hamilton interchange.
Planning is about looking to the future, making an assessment of what will happen and having the fortitude
to plan for that, notwithstanding it may be difficult to justify the decisions made and, most importantly, to
convince those antagonists who may be disadvantaged or otherwise disrupted during the construction of the
project. By 2020 the Perth metropolitan region will have a population of two million compared with
today's population of about 1.27 million, so we are looking at an increase of about 750 000 in that period.
There is no designed, purpose built or, indeed, historically a road which adequately services today, let
alone what will happen in the future, an efficient bypass of the City of Perth.
It is interesting to note that all country towns today are trying to remove heavy, high density traffic from
the centre of their towns. They are doing that because of the environmental and safety problems associated
with it and because heavy traffic does blight - and I challenge the Opposition to question this - wherever it
goes. Perth does not have an east-west bypass to connect the major north-south traffic spine, the KwinanaMitchell Freeway, with the Hamilton interchange to the eastern side of the Swan River and the major
associated roadworks in that area. I do not think even the main antagonists believe the Burswood road
should not be built. What is the alternative if it is not built? Do we pour the projected 60 000 or 70 000
vehicles a day that will use that bypass onto the streets of Perth, or do we manage them efficiently in a
tunnel which has no cross-sections? It is a true bypass and it is designed to shift that traffic qt1ft:kIy and
efficiently from Great Eastern Highway to the major north-south transport spine.
People carry on about how it will increase the pollution of Perth. I suggest that the present level of
pollution in Perth, which inevitably will increase with the extra 750000 or 800 000 people who will live in
our region, will become unbearable if that traffic is not shifted efficiently. If it is placed in a bypass
without the ability to egress or access, it will transit efficiently in a journey of perhaps five minutes,
whereas if it is passed along Riverside Drive and St George's Terrace, or Aberdeen and Newcastle Streets,
it will be gridlocked for 20 or 25 minutes. That will cause real traffic pollution from the exhaust fumes that
will be spewing out. As the member for Geraldton rightly says, currently Riverside Drive, which is
supposed to be a scenic drive, is acting as that bypass, inefficient as it is. In winter, when there was an
intense low weather pattern, at high tide Riverside Drive was flooded and the Perth road system collapsed
because that was the only road that could bypass the city.
We are planning for the future of the Perth region so we can manage the traffic that will inevitably
increase. It is no good saying we should pull up the drawbridges and keep the traffic out. We live in a free
society. Let us not kid ourselves - people have the ability to move around at will and they will do so. We
would be irresponsible and derelict in our duty if we did not plan for the inevitable. If we did not build this
major road infrastructure facility, it would be a blight on the future of Perth which would be irrecoverable
in the long term.
I can well remember in 1973 or 1974, when Tom Uren was the Minister for Regional Development - I
think the department was called DURD - Mr Uren put on hold the extension of the Kwinana Freeway south
of Canning Bridge, until quite properly the people of Australia threw that discredited federal Labor
Government out of office by a huge majority.
A member interjected.
Mr LEWIS: No, it was not. I have given members an example of how shortsighted Uren was at the time.
He was not going to have that freeway built south of Canning Bridge; that was the truth of it, and that was
only 22 or 23 years ago. I put to the people of Western Australia and members opposite: Can they
seriously imagine the Perth metropolitan region without the Kwinana Freeway operating as it does today?
We would not have a city because it would be an absolute disaster.
A member interjected.
Mr LEWIS: Yes, it certainly would. There would be one helluva western suburbs highway.
Several members interjected.
Mr LEWIS: Go and ask those people today how Perth would operate with that road system. The answer is
very clearly it could not operate and people would say, "Of course we need that north-south major traffic
distributor and major highway." The controversy that raged 25 years ago over the Narrows Bridge and the
Kwinana and Mitchell Freeways is very similar to the controversy raging today, with one huge difference there was a controversy then; today it is a whimper. It is a beat-up by a very few, shortsighted people aided
and abetted by members who have a political interest. They do not have the magnitude of mind to see how
Perth will operate in the future; out of their very shallow, selfish, political interests they try to drum up a
few votes because they are frightened that courageous Governments will continue to win office.
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A member interjected.
Mr LEWIS: Did the member know that Gordon Stephenson still says that the bypass he included in the
Stephenson-Hepburn plan is as valid today as it ever was? The only issue Gordon Stephenson questions is
whether it should be in a tunnel.
A member interjected.
Mr LEWIS: I will not field that interjection because I do not have time, much as I would love to do so.
We hear members of the Opposition go on about the environment today. Environment and heritage are
matters clawed onto by desperate people because it is a popularistapproach when they have no other means
of arguing rationally.
Ms Warnock interjected.
Mr LEWIS: For the benefit of the member for Perth, who knows the truth of this matter, two very in-depth
heritage studies were done on that proposition. They were both independent and undertaken by highly
reputable heritage experts. Although those studies recognised that some municipal heritage was involved,
certainly no state heritage is involved. There are about five properties that could be considered for
placement on a municipal list associated with the Perth City Council. However, for the antagonists to say
there is a major heritage problem could not be further from the truth. The best the heritage experts could
come up with was that there are some minor structures in the realm of municipal heritage that certainly will
be impacted upon.
If the Government accepted that nothing could ever be touched because it might have some significance in
a municipal heritage sense, I put it to the House that no-one would ever do anything. The real skill is in
rationale and making decisions on what is important and recognising the priorities. This is what I believe
this Government has done. Of course, everyone knows that environmental consideration must be given to
a major construction project, but until a project is designed it cannot be assessed environmentally. The
design takes into account the water tables, the airsheds, and the nuisance associated with traffic that the
project would engender. Trying to assess the environmental impact of a car on a map is a nonsense. The
only wayan adequate environmental assessment of a project of this kind can take place is on the basis of its
physical desisn. I suggest that any fair-minded person would agree with that. It is a nonsense to try to
make an envlfonmental assessment of hypothetical problems that have not even been addressed in the
project deSign. All those concerns that have been ventilated publicly will be taken into account in the
design. Indeed, I assure the House that the environmental impact of this project will be far less in the long
term.
There has been very rigorous consultation with the public over this project. The public very clearly said it
was not to be a surface option; it wanted the road in a tunnel. The penalty for that is $80m. If the
Opposition wants to whinge, and accepts that we need the Burswood road and bridge, the bypass and the
surface option, it should be talking about the $80m. It is not taking money away from schools or hospitals
or other social programs because the Government had the courage to add a levy of 4¢ to the price of petrol
which was designed to sort out many of the traffic problems of the Perth and country regions over 10 years.
I would like to respQnd to many of the topics raised in this debate, but if we do not do something about the
traffic blight that exists in Northbridge today, the opportunity for urban renewal will be missed forever.
Northbridge will be given the opportunity to expand, uninhibited by surface roads which no-one will be
able to cross. The traffic will be put underground and Northbridge will have a great opportunity to renew
itself and extend further north. That dreadful strip along Aberdeen and Newcastle Streets will be
rejuvenated, which I am sure everyone agrees must be done.
The member for Armadale read an affidavit from a person in her electorate. I spoke about it to the Minister
for Transport and he said quite clearly that he has never been against the project known as the city northern
bypass. What he did say was that he was not completely in favour of the Northam bypass. The member
for Avon was there and he will confirm that that is what the Minister for Transport said. It is unfortunate
that people at that meeting mistook his comments about the Northam bypass to be about the city northern
bypass. That is quite a natural error that could be made and it is unfortunate that the Labor Party has
rounded up people to make those statements. We all know the huge priorities on the limited funds of
government. We would like to carry out our projects, but in government we must set priorities and
unfortunately we cannot do them all because of the limited funding. The Minister for Transport was quite
clear about what he meant and it is unfortunate it was misinterpreted by that person. The Government in
no way supports the motion.
MR TRENORDEN (Avon) [5.05 pm]: From the outset I wish to make it very clear that the three women
who have been involved in putting the white crosses on Great Eastern Highway have done an outstanding
job. I support their efforts 1 000 per cent. However, there is some question about exactly what transpired
at the meeting referred to by the member for Armadale. At one stage the meeting became quite emotional
and I would be interested to know how many people signed the statement. Is it one or three?
Mrs Hallahan: The one I read is signed by Joan Pitts.
Mr TRENORDEN: That is what I thought may have happened.
Mrs Hallahan: What does that mean?
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Mr 1RENORDEN: It means nothing at all. All I am saying is that three very decent individuals who do a
lot of work on Great Eastern Highway are understandably very emotionally involved in that activity. At
the meeting with the Minister one person in particular became quite emotional and distressed about that
issue, and that was when the Minister made his comment. I will not denigrate those people in any way but
I needMrs Hallahan: You must let me answer. They came around the comer from their meeting with the
Minister for Transport and that is when I met them. They all - and my memory is that two of them in
particular spoke about this matter - were very clear that the Minister spoke and said that he did not favour
money being spent on the Northbridge tunnel.
Mr 1RENORDEN: I am constantly approached in my electorate by people confusing the Northam and the
northern bypass. It happens regularly.
Mrs Hallahan interjected.
Mr 1RENORDEN: No, that is not what he said.
Mrs Hallahan: What did he say? Why do you say they got confused?
Mr 1RENORDEN: The discussion was about Great Eastern Highway, and what the Minister for Transport
actually said was that he gave preference to the Great Eastern Highway over the Northam bypass because
of the work of these three outstanding women. That is where the confusion arose. It arose at a time of high
emotion. I was at the meeting and I do not blame anyone for what was said there. I can understand totally
why the statement was made because the same confusion about "Northam" and "northern" occurs in my
electorate. I believe there has been a simple misunderstanding and confusion.
Mrs Hallahan: Why did you let three such fine people come out of that meeting with what you believed to
be a misunderstanding?
Mr 1RENORDEN: One of the women was very interested in the Northam bypass because~he is a
Northam resident. The others were not so interested in the Northam bypass, so again there is an
understandable contrast. The Northam resident has done a lot of work on the Northam bypass. The
mistake is understandable.
Amendment put and a division taken with the following result Ayes (20)
MsAnwyl
MrM. Barnett
MrBrown
MrCatania
Mr Cunningham
Dr Edwards
Dr Gallop

MrGraham
MrGrill
Mrs Hallahan
Mrs Henderson
MrKobelke
Mr Marlborough
MrMcGinty

MrRipper
Mrs Roberts
MrThomas
MsWarnock
Dr Watson
Mr Leahy (Teller)

Noes (28)
Mr Ainsworth
Mr Blaikie
MrBoard
Dr Constable
MrCourt
MrDay
Mrs Edwardes
Dr Hames
MrHouse
Mr Kierath

MrLewis
Mr Marshall
MrMcNee
MrMinson
MrNicholls
MrOmodei
Mrs Parker
MrPendal
MrPrince
MrShave

MrW. Smith
Mr Strickland
Mr Trenorden
MrTubby
Dr Turnbull
Mrs van de Klashorst
MrWiese
Mr Bloffwitch (Teller)

Amendment thus negatived.
Debate (on motion) Resumed

MR JOHNSON (Whitford) [5.13 pm]: I refer to one of the recommendations in the first Kyle inquiry - I
will not cover the events of the royal commission - that is, that the City of Wanneroo should be split.
When I was mayor of Wanneroo I had a meeting with Peter Kyle while the inquiry was taking place. Mr
Kyle wanted my opinion on the way the city was being run and whether it was growing too fast and too
big. He asked me what I thought should happen in regard to splitting the City ofWanneroo. I told him that
I felt that while it had a population of 180 ()()() there was no great necessity to split the city. However, I
said that as and when the city grew larger - if it reached a population of about 300 ()()() - it would be
unacceptable from the point of view of local government, and certainly I would prefer to see the city split
at least into two before then.
I now believe the time has arrived to consider splitting the city into two. That is no reflection on the
present councilor its officers and should not be taken as such. The population of Wanneroo is
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approximately 220000. It is without doubt the largest local government area in Western Australia. Those
220000 residents are represented by 15 councillors. In the north ward approximately 17 000 voters on the
electoral roll are able to vote in the council elections; in the south west ward there are approximately
45 000 voters; in the south ward, approximately 56 000; and in the central ward, 46 000 voters. That begs
the question: Is there real quality of representation for all those residents in Wanneroo? I suggest it is
worlds away from the theme of one-vote-one-value simply on representation terms. When I was mayor of
Wanneroo, together with the Town Clerk and, in fact, the council, I put forward to the then Minister for
Local Government the possibility of splitting those four wards into 10 wards. Obviously, in a city that size,
with more than half - perhaps even three-quarters - of the voters being in the southern part of the city, is it
equality that the councillors representing the voters in the northern area could be outvoted at any time?
This has not happened, to my knowledge; the councillors in general have been very responsible and I am
pleased about that. However, with only four wards it means that one councillor in, say, south ward, which
is the most populous ward now, could be looking at representing 56 000 people.
The argument is that there are now five councillors in south ward, but anyone who has spent time in local
government knows that very often if one is the lucky one - or unlucky, depending on one's point of view one could be the person who is approached every time, depending on where one's name falls on the register
in the council directory. If a person is the first one on the register he will be contacted every time, and if
the constituents get through to him they very often do not bother with the other councillors. In that
instance, I am saying that one councillor should not be expected to represent anything up to 56 000 people.
I am sure the House will agree that that is inequality and it is not good representation of the residents by
councillors who are there to look after their interests.
As I said, the present population of Wanneroo is approximately 220000. The projected population by
2000 or soon after is 300 000 in one local authority area. I remind members that the population of the
Perth metropolitan area, which of course encompasses Wanneroo, is 1.2 million. At today's date
Wanneroo council represents one-sixth of the population of Perth. When the population of Wanneroo
reaches 300 000 by 2000, it could represent 25 per cent of the population. It gets worse. By 2020 the
projection is that between 500 000 and 600 000 people will live in Wanneroo. Is this true local
government? I do not believe it is and I am sure most members do not.
It is also important to look at the area of Wanneroo: It is 800 square kilometres - the same size as
Singapore - and I am sure members will agree that that is an enormous area for a local council within the
metropolitan area.
Mrs van de Klashorst interjected.
Mr JOHNSON: As the member for Swan Hills said, the Shire of Swan is bigger; it covers a massive area
but it is very sparsely populated. One must also look at the responsibilities of the council and ask whether
there is sufficient representation to manage the budget it now handles. The budget for which the Wanneroo
City Council is responsible is $110m a year. Is it right that 15 well-meaning, but nevertheless part time,
councillors should be responsible for such a huge budget? It is an onerous responsibility and one that
should not be inflicted upon 15 part time councillors.
Another problem that concerns many residents in my area who live in the southern part of Wanneroo is that
most of the money now appears to be spent in Joondalup rather than the rest of the City of Wanneroo. The
City of Wanneroo is in the process of building at Joondalup a new council chamber with an ancillary
mayor's office and councillC'rs' offices, together with a regional library - and I have no problem with that;
that is a facility that local authorities must provide for the public of Western Australia. However, the cost
of the new council chamber and regional library is $20m, although I have just heard that unfortunately the
budget has already blown out to $23m - a 15 per cent increase - and they are not even half way through that
building. The new council chamber will put this Legislative Assembly Chamber to shame because it is a
magnificent looking building inside and outside. I wonder whether that amount of ratepayers' money
should be spent on what is seen by people to be an ivory tower in the middle of Joondalup. The $20m that
has now blown out to $23m is part of a $6Om project which is all being spent within a few hundred metres
in the heart of Joondalup.
Joondalup will end up like a satellite city of Perth - and I have no problem with that. It is a very sensible
development of that area because it is just about the right sort of distance from Perth. It has an enormous
retail and commercial base, and also office base, together with some of the state and federal government
agencies. However, people in other parts of Wanneroo have been, and are still, unhappy that all this money
is being spent in Joondalup. Many people live in what is now known as the old town of Wanneroo, which
is the historical part of the city. Wanneroo has a tremendous history. When I first arrived in Australia I
met some pioneers from Wanneroo and they are the salt of the earth. I am very fortunate that they
befriended me. I know all their families and spend quite a lot of time with them, and I can tell members
that some of those people are unhappy that this money is being spent in Joondalup, when what is now
known as the old Wanneroo townsite is being sadly neglected. I know that my colleague the member for
Wanneroo on many occasions has pleaded for money to be spent in the old township ofWanneroo.
Should the city council have committed this sort of forward budgeting on such a grand. scale as the new
council chambers and the proposed civic and cultural developments, when Peter Kyle in his first report
recommended quite clearly that the City of Wanneroo be split? Various petitions have been submitted
from different parts of the City of Wanneroo to the Minister for Local Government pleading for the city to
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be split. Was it really responsible of the council to go ahead, knowing of these recommendations and
knowing that at some stage it was inevitable that the city would be split?
Some councillors or ex-councillors would like to see Wanneroo become the Brisbane of Western Australia,
but with a population of 1.8 million throughout the whole of Western Australia and a population of
approximately 1.2 million in and around the Perth metropolitan area, do we really need a Brisbane in the
form of Wanneroo in Western Australia? I suggest we do not. I suspect that biggest is not always best
and, although economies of scale can very often be realised, there comes a point at which inefficiencies
occur and true representation suffers. That will happen in Wanneroo. I do not believe that 15 councillors and that number cannot be increased because of the Local Government Act - can truly represent the
220 000 people who live there now with a projection of 300 000 within a few years. I do not believe for
one moment that that is local government. People in other areas would quite rightly have something to say
about that.
There was a suggestion in the Wanneroo community newspaper a couple of weeks ago that a leaked
document existed suggesting various boundary changes in other local authority areas. The report said that
some of Stirling would be hived off to other local authority areas and part of the southern area of
Wanneroo would be hived off to the City of Stirling. I do not know whether that report is true; I am told it
is not true and that it was just someone flying a kite. I am not really interested in whether it is true. I am
speaking up for what I believe is right for Wanneroo. I have heard an argument for splitting the City of
Stirling at some time. The City of Wanneroo will keep growing. At present it is growing at the rate of the
entire population of the town of Bunbury every two and a half years. How can 15 councillors represent all
those people? They cannot.
I suggest that initially the City ofWanneroo be split into two with an option at a later date for the northern
area to be split again. It would be in the best interests of the people of Wanneroo for there to be a southern
city comprising approximately 100 000 residents. That is a very sustainable population for a city - and
dare I suggest the name of that city be Whitford?
.,
A member interjected.
Mr JOHNSON: If one had American leanings one could call it Johnsonville but I would not suggest that!
I suggest Whitford, not because it is my seat at the moment - my seat changes to Hillarys at the next
election - but for two reasons: It has one of the busiest train stations in the northern suburbs - that is,
Whitford - and one of the largest regional shopping centres, Whitford City, is in that area. Whitford would
be a good name for a city of about 100 000 people in the southern half of the present City of Wanneroo.
That would leave for the time being about 120000 people in the northern end. The southern area is now
virtually built out, and only the northern area has the potential to expand. That area could start off with
120000 now and still remain the City of Wanneroo until such time as it reaches, say, 200 000 people. The
western side of Lake Joondalup would then become the city of Joondalup with about 100000 people; the
third city, which would take on all the extra expansion over the next 20 and 30 years would be the old city
ofWanneroo where the old Wanneroo townsite is now, extending as far as Two Rocks and covering all that
area that will be developed in that time.
I truly believe that the time has come for this to occur. I am glad that some recommendations will be made
by the committee now sitting. I am not privy to those recommendations or when the Minister will have
them in hand, but I hope it will not be too long. The longer this is delayed the more money will be spent in
one specific area of Wanneroo. I am sure my colleague the member for Marangaroo would like to see
more money spent in his area, rather than it all being spent in Joondalup. There is an urgent need for
money to be spent in not only the south western side but also the south eastern side of Wanneroo. Possibly
the member for Marangaroo's area could end up in the City of Whitford, which would be absolutely great.
I am sure he would love to have a major railway station in his electorate.
I ask the House to consider the points I have made. I reiterate that this is no reflection on the present
council. It is doing the best job it can, but it should take on board the recommendations of Peter Kyle.
Many people place a lot of store by what he has said in the recommendation to split that area. Perhaps a
halt should be called to spending in the City of Joondalup until the Boundaries Commission or whoever
will be looking at this matter comes down with a final recommendation for Parliament to deal with. I thank
members for listening to my comments on Wanneroo and hope that in the not too distant future we will see
something come of the recommendations.
MR RIPPER (Belmont) [5.33 pm]: Western Australia is enjoying, and will further enjoy, a surge in
investment in the resources industry. The annual report of the Department of Resources Development for
1995 shows that at the time of writing 51 projects worth $12.2b were under investigation; 22 projects
valued at $4.3b were at the stage of being committed; and 38 projects valued at $5.8b were under
construction. A level of interest in the resources industry from investors of that significance is a great
benefit for the community. It is also a significant political benefit for this Government. However, it also
imposes a responsibility on the Government not simply to sit back and enjoy the fruits of that private sector
activity, but to play its part in facilitating the investments being made by the private sector.

I wish to address the area of demand for skilled labour. Shortage of skilled labour is one factor which
could limit the expected surge in investment in resources industries. The shortage of skilled labour is also
a classic area for which the Government has a responsibility. I will give some examples of the increases in
demand for skilled labour which I expect to occur in the next few years. The direct reduced iron plant that

772

[ASSEMBLY]

BHP is constructing at Port Hedland will employ 1 300 workers in the construction phase. Recently I
visited the Kanowna Belle gold mine. It is presently an open pit mine but it is planned to take operations
underground fairly soon. When that occurs the company will need to employ an additional 160 operators.
I asked the people who briefed me from where they expected these operators to come and their answer was
they supposed the operators would have to be gained principally by poaching; in other words, by recruiting
employees from other mining operations.
Already we are seeing some shortages in the supply of skilled labour in the mining industry. There is a
shortage in this State of mining engineers which has made it very difficult for the Department of Minerals
and Energy to employ mining inspectors. We drew attention to that problem in the Estimates Committee
process last year. Because of the salary structure in the public sector, when wages are being bid up as a
result of a shortage of particular professional skills, it is sometimes very difficult for the public sector to
keep up. The Department of Minerals and Energy is finding it difficult to recruit enough suitable mining
engineers to act as mines inspectors. The only thing which has overcome that problem has been the fact
that about 80 mining engineers came into Australia in the 1995 migration program. I understand that South
Africa is a source of mining engineers who can be recruited as mines inspectors.
That is not the only evidence of shortages of skilled labour. The Chamber of Commerce and Industry of
Western Australia became concerned about this issue last year and conducted a number of consultations
with various stakeholders and other studies to determine precisely what was the position. It came up with
some forecasts for employment growth between 1996 and 1998 in a number of occupational classifications.
It based its conclusions on occupational classifications determined by the Australian Bureau of Statistics,
the Australian standard classification of occupations. I refer to two of those occupational groups. The first
is structural steelworkers, boilermakers and welders. The forecast for employment growth between 1996
and 1998 for that group in Western Australia is 5.5 per cent per annum and nationally it is 1.05 per cent
The forecast for employment growth for another occupational group, metal fitters and machinists, between
1996 and 1998 is 4.5 per cent per annum in Western Australia and 0.94 per cent nationally.
The Minister for Resources Development when talking about the forthcoming surge in resources industry
investment made some comments about the shortages of skilled labour. He has been inclined to argue that
most of the shortages will be made up from interstate migration. The figures issued by the Chamber of
Commerce and Industry discounts that argument of the Minister for Resources Development. If there is
growth in other States of around 1 per cent, there will not be a surplus of people in those trades occupations
prepared to migrate to Western Australia to take advantage of employment growth in this State. I do not
think that those figures give us confidence that we will be able to overcome skilled labour shortages by
interstate migration.
There is further evidence from the Chamber of Commerce and Industry about forthcoming shortages of
skilled labour. For example, we all know how difficult it has been over recent years for young people in
our electorates to gain apprenticeships. The Chamber of Commerce and Industry tells me that it advertised
70 vacancies for apprenticeships in its group apprenticeship scheme. Remarkably it received only 58
applications. That is perhaps an indication of the difficulty there may be in obtaining suitable skilled
labour for the mining industry itself, and for the fabrication and construction industries which will support
the development of these projects.
A member: People who live and work in mining communities do not look upon Australia as made up of
divisible States. They will go anywhere in Australia - from Mt Isa to Leinster and from Leinster to
somewhere in South Australia.
Mr RIPPER: I agree with the member, but the difficulty is that it is not as if there will be a surplus of
people living in other States who are interested in the mining industry and who are unemployed. There
will be growth in employment in the two occupational groups that I mentioned nationally as well as in
Western Australia.
A member: Do you know where they will come from? They will come from overseas because invariably
most Western Australians do not want to go and work in outback mining towns, particularly those who
currently live in Perth.
Mr RIPPER: There certainly is a role for the migration program, and I will come to that. However, that
must be secondary to making sure that our own people have the best opportunity to benefit from this
resources investment.
To return to my argument, last year the Chamber of Commerce and Industry put on 50 new apprentices.
This year I am told 120 new apprentices have been put on, so that gives us some idea of the sort of
development that is taking place and the demand for labour. To its credit the Chamber of Commerce and
Industry did not simply make those forecasts. It took some action. It developed the Chamber of
Commerce and Industry skills shortage project and that has been supported to the tune of $1.27m by the
Commonwealth Government through the Department of Education, Employment and Training. That is a
very commendable response by the Chamber of Commerce and Industry. It is also commendable that the
Federal Government has supported that skills training project which began in September last year and
which will run through until the end of December this year. That will provide 100 000 hours of structured
training. It is aimed principally at upgrading the skills of the existing work force and, as the existing work
force is enabled to take on higher skilled jobs, those lower skilled jobs can be backfilled by new
employees.
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Where is the state support for the increased training and employment needs of the resources industry?
There is further evidence of demand for skilled labour in the resources industry. The Department of
Minerals and Energy and the Department of Training conducted a joint survey of labour demand and
supply for mining companies. They surveyed 101 companies and 55 companies responded. Of those 55
companies, 69 per cent reported skills shortages in technical, trade, skilled and semiskilled occupations
over the past 12 months; 76 per cent anticipated shortages in those areas between 1996 and 1997. The
companies had a number of strategies which they suggested could overcome these shortages. They
suggested government incentives, subsidised apprenticeship and traineeship schemes, company based
training and more in-house training effort, encouraging industry to recruit more apprentices, greater
promotion of mining career opportunities, and short mining related TAPE courses, traineeships and
prevocational courses. Further suggestions which came out of the consultations associated with the survey
included increasing adult apprenticeships, and training experienced tradespersons in other trades.
The report came up with what it called major project outcomes and under that heading the authors of the
study say that "a range of strategies will be examined by the Chamber of Mines and Energy and the
Department of Training including increased promotion of traineeships and adult apprenticeships, the
development of accelerated trade training programs in the metals and engineering trades and electrical
trades, the development of processes to facilitate skills upgrading and training, the development of
intensive training programs for plant operators and" - this is where the Parliamentary Secretary comes in "the provision of additional publicly funded minerals and mining related vocational education and training
delivery". Some important strategies have been suggested by the mining companies responding to that
survey and by the Chamber of Mines and Energy and the Department of Training in reaching its
conclusions on the outcome of the survey. The important question is: How much commitment will the
Government make to those strategies?
Mr Bloffwitch: As much as we possibly can. You know as well as I do it is a funding exercise.
Mr RIPPER: The member for Geraldton says as much as we can and it is a funding exercise; tltt!; surge in
resources investment will bring in considerable additional funds to the Government by way of payroll tax
and royalties and that additional money in the State's coffers provides the Government with some capacity
in the future to pay for the needs of the community. The Government has a responsibility here. The
private sector is making a magnificent contribution to the future of this State's economy by the investments
it is proposing to make in the resources industry, and the Government has a responsibility to facilitate those
investments.
I now deal with some further evidence of skills shortages. It is not only the case that major industry bodies
are concerned about skills shortages; there is also a concern in particular regional areas about likely
shortages of skilled labour. I quote from a document which I understand has come from the
commonwealth Office of Labour Market Adjustment. It is an examination of the Bunbury-Wellington
region's capacity to meet the skills requirements of forthcoming projects from 1996 to 2001. In this survey
the demand from all the resources projects that are likely to occur in the south west in those years has been
compared with the likely supply of labour from those people apparently unemployed who have relevant
experience. The survey states that from a combined head count perspective this report shows that for two
years from May 1996 until May 1997 there will be a site shortfall between project demand and the ability
of the current skill based database to meet this demand. The shortfall averages 1 000 jobs over that period
but there will be a peak shortfall in the south west of 1 500 jobs in May 1997. According to this report in
the break-up among tradespeople the peak shortfall will be 500 jobs in May 1997 and among labourers and
related occupations the peak shortfall will be 800 in June 1997. I know all about mobility in the mining
and construction industries but, at the same time as that shortfall of skilled labour in the south west, there
will be enormous demand for skilled labour in the goldfields and the Pilbara. That shortfall in the south
west will not be met by migration from within the State or from interstate because of the increased demand
in other States for workers in these occupations.
This is an important issue for the success of the current surge in resources investment. If there is a
significant shortage of skilled labour, the costs of employing that skilled labour will rise quite significantly,
which will increase the costs of getting these projects off the ground. Delays are also likely to occur in
developing certain projects if it is difficult to find the labour that is required. There will be a deterioration
in the investment climate in this State as costs of and delays in getting projects off the ground increase. It
is also a local content issue: We want resources investment to provide the maximum benefit possible to
Western Australian companies and Western Australian people. If we cannot provide the skilled workers
the work will flow overseas.
It is part of that government responsibility to provide infrastructure. I am arguing that the Government
must increase its commitment to training to cope with the demand that will flow from the surge in
resources investment. The Federal Government has a responsibility here as well, but its responsibility is
principally to the long-term unemployed, and if we take the long-term unemployed and train them from
scratch to the standards required by the resources industry in these particular occupational classifications, it
will all be too late and they will not come onto the market until the peak in demand has passed. I do not
think we can look to that federal responsibility for providing training for the long-term unemployed as the
answer. In any case, the Federal Government has already provided some assistance; for example, to the
Cham~r . <?f Commerce and Industry. The State, on the other hand, in my understanding, has a
responSIbility to provide services, including training services, to people who have been unemployed for
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shorter periods, and it has a responsibility to provide services upgrading the skills of the current work
force. That state responsibility must have more funding if we are to facilitate the resources investment that
is to come.
A member: It does not all have to come from there; I think T AFE has taken some wonderful initiatives in
our area with the year 10 students from the high school being able to use the TAFE courses.
Mr RIPPER: Yes. Under the previous Government there was, and there continues to be, progress in the
TAFE sector, but a special effort is needed because of this resources investment that is upon us. I was
disappointed when I went back to the Budget papers for last year and had a look at the Program Statements
for the Department of Training; I did not see any mention of the forthcoming surge in resources investment
and the need to provide special programs to meet the demand for skilled labour that would arise.

I understand there is a joint Department of Training and Department of Resources Development study on
the skill requirements of major projects, and that that study was expected to be completed at the end of
March. It is good that that study has been undertaken, but most people are saying that the shortage of
skilled labour is starting now and that demand for labour will be high from May this year onwards. If we
are still talking about it, if we are still studying it, if we are still considering recommendations, we are
missing the boat because demand for skilled labour will be very tight from next month onwards. If the
Government considers the report and responds a year down the track, it will all be too late and the
deleterious effects of those skilled labour shortages that I have been talking about will have impacted on
resources investment.
The Government has been slow to act. Industry was concerned about this problem for most of last year,
and what is needed from the Government is not more studies or more consideration of recommendations,
but a specific increase of millions of dollars for training to underpin the surge in resources investment.
There should be a package in the forthcoming Budget which deals with this issue. I would like to see a
ministerial statement on this matter so that the community and the resources industry can see how much the
Government is prepared to commit to this need. I repeat, the private sector is the main driver of resources
industry development, but the Government does have a role. It is not simply to luxuriate in all the
investment and employment that is occurring; the Government's role is to provide the necessary
infrastructure. It is all very well for the Government to say how committed it is to the resources industry,
but that commitment must be backed with hard budgetary decisions to fund the infrastructure that is
required, in particular in the area of training. We need, at the very least, a ministerial statement on the
Government's plans in this area; but we need most a budget package with hard dollars committed to this
requirement.
It is not only a matter which should be met by training schemes; there is obviously a role for international
migration as well, and just as international migration has helped meet the demand for mining engineers, so
it can meet the demand for other skilled workers that will be required by the resources industry. We should
be looking firstly to provide opportunities for our own people. We should be looking first to meet training
needs, and only if we cannot provide opportunities for our people or meet the training needs should we then
look at migration. There is a role for migration, anc I believe the State Government should be lobbying the
Federal Government to make sure that the needs of Western Australian resources industries are taken into
account in the design of the federal migration program. For example, the federal immigration program
provides for certain occupations to be designated as priority occupations, and migrants who can work in
those priority occupations gain some advantage in the points test if those occupations are so designated.
The State Government should be lobbying the Federal Government to del;ignate some occupations in those
areas where skill shortages are likely to occur in the resources industry in Western Australia. In short, this
problem requires two approaches from the Western Australian Government: A commitment of cash in the
Budget, and lobbying the Federal Government for changes to the migration program.
In the few minutes remaining, I shall move onto another issue. As the member for Belmont I have been
very concerned about the future of the Belmont international baseball stadium. The Belmont City Council
decided last year to terminate the baseball teams' lease of the stadium, and it wanted them out within a
month. That was a grossly irresponsible decision which threatened to waste investment which had been put
into that stadium over the years. Investment has been made in that stadium by the Federal and State
Governments of approximately $lm, various baseball organisations have put in approximately $100 000,
and the ratepayers have put in about $300 000. The council proposed to kick out baseball at a month's
notice - an extraordinary proposition when a major team such as Perth Heat is involved in a national
competition, a team which must make arrangements far into the future. I do not believe that was a
responsible decision. It wasted the previous investment and also, I believe, jeopardises Belmont's ability to
attract federal and state assistance in the future. What State or Federal Government will provide assistance
to a council to construct a major sporting facility, if the council then throws away that assistance by
demolishing the facility?

Sitting suspended/rom 6.00 to 7.30 pm
Mr RIPPER: Belmont City Council is spending $65 000 of ratepayers' money promoting the district under
the theme "City of Opportunity". A facility such as the Belmont international baseball stadium by its very
existence helps promote the district, because every time a major baseball match is held at the venue it is the
name of Belmont which is up in lights.

A member: What is the council in favour of?
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Mr RIPPER: I am not sure. The council argues that it wants to demolish the facility and turn it over for a
housing development It will make some money from the sale of the land and from income received from
the housing development That is a very short-sighted argument. That argument could be made for every
park in the district. It ignores the economic benefits that the facility provides for the promotion of the
district and it ignores the economic benefits which accrue to the businesses in the area, in particular to the
hotels and motels. The State Government has a responsibility on this issue and I would like to see the State
Government pursue this matter with Belmont City Council and ensure that this major facility, described as
Australia's premium baseball facility, is retained.
Amendment to Motion

Mr RIPPER: I move That the following words be added to the motion but regrets to advise Your Excellency that the House has condemned the Premier for his
weakness in not requiring his Ministers, in particular his Ministers for Health, Transport
and Family and Children's Services, to observe proper standards of accountability and
integrity in their dealings with the Parliament and the public.
Several members interjected.
Mr RIPPER: It has been an ordinary day.
The SPEAKER: Order! Before I give the Deputy Leader of the Opposition the call: I allowed the member
for Belmont to read the amendment, despite the fact that his time had expired. In the past couple of weeks
a number of members have cut it too fine, so I encourage members to be more observant of their time.
DR GALLOP (Victoria Park - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [7.35 pm]: I second the amendment,
and in so dQing I will raise two very specific matters in connection with answers given to questions in this
Parliament on Thursday, 28 March 1996. Question without notice 88 relates to the privatisati~ of the
management of the Harvey and Yarloop hospitals. It is clear to me that, whether knowingly or otherwise,
the Minister for Health has misled this Parliament about that matter. The first question I asked the Minister
was whether the successful tenderer, Emcare, had been finding it difficult to manage the contract - that is,
the contract to manage that hospital - to which the Minister replied that it had not.
We believe that the contractor Emcare is having difficulty running the Harvey and Yarloop hospitals and
the moving of Emcare from the private sector where it normally operates, into the public sector, with its
conventions and its requirements of public sector accountability, has caused it problems. The Opposition's
knowledge of the difficulties with that contract did not come from any members of the staff of the Harvey
or Yarloop hospitals. I make that point because it is our understanding that members of the staff of those
hospitals have been subjected to what can be described only as a grilling as a result of the questions I have
raised in Parliament. The Opposition's source is Emcare itself. People involved in the health industry talk
among themselves, and we have been told that Mr Emery from Emcare has been telling people that he has
had difficulty with his contract because of the requirements of public sector accountability. We believe our
source is rock solid, therefore the Minister for Health's first answer was wrong; Emcare is having difficulty
managing that contract because of the public sector requirements which that contractor must observe.
The second question I asked was: Is it the case that the boards of the hospitals held a meeting to discuss
the situation? The Minister's answer was no. The facts are these: A meeting was held last week between
representatives of the board of Harvey and Yarloop hospitals and Emcare. In fact it was a normal district
meeting that is held in that area to discuss matters of mutual concern so that the two hospitals do not do
things that contradict each another within the district and therefore duplicate the use of resources. I believe
that the Minister for Health should have told this Parliament that that meeting was held. It interests me that
the Minister denied that such a meeting was held.
I also asked whether the meeting discussed the problems that Mr Emery was having in delivering on his
contractual obligations in Harvey-Yarloop. The Minister said that it did not; however, his record is not
very good because he also said that Emcare was not having any difficulty meeting the terms of the contract,
whereas we have very good evidence that in fact it is having difficulty. The Minister also denied that such
a meeting was held. It is now incumbent upon the Minister to tell us whether that meeting did discuss the
contract and Mr Emery's ability to deliver on it and meet the requirements of public sector accountability,
because it is our understanding that he is finding it difficult to translate his work from the private sector to
the public sector. In the public sector, for example, certain information and reporting requirements must be
met. Perhaps the Minister could indicate whether Mr Emery is having difficulty meeting the information
requirements of his public sector contract.
Last year I raised the question of the way this contractor was dealing with the payroll, and I wrote to the
Minister, who confirmed to me by letter that there was some difficulty with the pay of the workers at those
hospitals going into their credit union accounts, which meant that some of them were having difficulty
meeting their repayments. That is one issue that has been acknowledged by the Minister publicly in
~elation to the way that contractor is carrying out his work. We maintain our view that there are difficulties
10, that contract and that those difficulties have been raised by the contractor with the Government, and we
Will pursue the question of whether the extra staff that those two hospital boards are seeking for those
hospitals are related to the difficulties Mr Emery is having managing that contract.
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The Minister said that the difficulties related to only the accreditation process and the need for that
accreditation process to be conducted properly, but I thought that if this Government brought in a person to
manage the system down there, it would be the responsibility of that person to manage the accreditation
process, as the chief executive for the hospital. The fact that it appears that an effort is being made to
transfer responsibility for that to the normal Health Department budget leads me to wonder whether the
problems down there are in fact deeper than the Minister has let on.
To summarise this half of my argument: The Opposition reasserts its view that it is stupid to contract out
the management of the Harvey and Yarloop hospitals. Country hospitals of this type are best managed on
the ground by the people who work in the hospital. We have a ridiculous situation where a person whose
primary business is in Perth is managing the Harvey and Yarloop hospitals and is not on the spot in those
two hospitals. We also have very clear evidence from the contractor himself, who is saying within the
health industry that he is having difficulty meeting the terms and conditions of public sector accountability.
We have evidence that a meeting was held in Harvey and Yarloop last week, and it is certainly as a result
off that meeting that some decisions have been made about attempting to get extra staff in that hospital.
The answers given by the Minister indicate to us that either he did not take a direct interest in this matter
and simply accepted what was given by him to his department - if he did take an interest in it, he would
have given a much fuller and more comprehensive answer to this House - or, he has simply been trying to
conceal the true situation from this Parliament. We know the former Minister for Health, the member for
Riverton, told the people down there, "Don't worry about the privatisation because if there are any
problems. we'll make sure that the resources go in to make our contracting-out work." We know that is
what the former Minister for Health said in relation to that contract, but I reiterate the Opposition point of
view: What a stupid policy to have someone in Perth running the Harvey and Yarloop hospitals. It would
be much better to have a person on the ground there running the hospitals in the interests of those local
communities.
Another issue I would like to raise is also in relation to an answer to a question, on 28 March 1996, about
bed closures in Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital. Something very strange is going on in the answers that have
been given to questions about Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital. I asked the Minister whether he would
confirm that ward B 10 will close and whether there will be a loss of 29 beds at Sir Charles Gairdner
Hospital. His answer was that ward B 10 will be emptied from 22 April and the patients will be shifted to
ward G73, and along with that change there will be a rearrangement of beds throughout the hospital leading
to a net reduction of 17 beds in the hospital. That is a pretty clear answer from the Minister: Seventeen
beds will be lost in that hospital. I am puzzled about the Minister's answer because when I raised the
matter of the staff numbers that would be lost in that hospital, the Health Department said, "In fact, we will
be employing another four nurses at that hospital." The real situation is that there were 26 current
vacancies in Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital. As a result of the reduction in activity in the hospital due to the
budget cuts of this Government, 26 positions were not filled. When it was determined to close down more
beds in that hospital along with this rationalisation process, 22 of those vacant positions were abolished and
then claims were made that the hospital would get an extra four nurses. The truth is that, according to
logic, 22 nursing posts will be lost.
If the Minister, in talking about nursing posts, did not mention the vacancies that were already there before
they moved in with their rearranging, I wondered whether the same thing applied to beds. Further research
has indicated that, when this move began, 33 beds had already been closed in Sir Charles Gairdner
Hospital. Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital in recent times has had 33 vacant beds that could have been used
by people in Western Australia requiring elective surgery. Because of the budget policies of this
Government, the hospital could not use 33 beds. This is revealed in a memorandum announcing the
reorganisation sent out to all staff by the acting chief executive on 14 March. It states -

The proposed changes will enable us to consolidate our existing 33 closed beds into one ward,
rather than having them located throughout the hospital as they are at present.
That memo confirms that already 33 beds in that hospital were not being used. On top of those 33 beds, we
have found out from the Minister that 29 beds in ward B 10 will be closed and the patients shifted to other
parts of the hospital. It is very interesting that I received a memo from Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital
headed "Bed Allocations - Final Arrangements", dated 15 March 1996, which goes through all the wards
that will be subject to the rearrangement, and then at the bottom talks about empty beds. As a result of all
the changes, according to this memo, there will be 62 empty beds at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital. It is
interesting that in the mail today I have received a letter, which I picked up from my office during the
dinner suspension, which questions what the Minister said after the letter writer had read an article in The
West Australian. There is no signature to the letter, and it states I have heard that 64 beds are being lost, which may be rum our, but what is definite is that staff is
already cut down ...
A member: Did you write the letter?
Dr GALLOP: I certainly did not. The letter continues ... In BID there are now only three nurses on night duty instead of four, which makes their work
very difficult and so much worse in the case of emergency.
Is it not interesting? I received a letter in the mail today telling me that there is a rumour that 64 beds have
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been lost. I received a memo from Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital which indicates that 62 beds will be
empty as a result of the rearrangement. Is it not also interesting that the 33 beds that were already closed,
plus the 29 beds that have been taken away from ward B 10, total 62? That may be a complete coincidence,
but it leads me to ask whether the Minister has misled this House in relation to the numbers of beds that
will be closed at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital, because the memo I have received indicates that not 17 but
62 beds will be closed. However many beds it is - it is about time we got some clear statement - it is too
many. We have the longest elective surgery waiting lists in Australia. We do not know Queensland's
waiting times because it did not participate in the survey, but all the other States did. One of our major
teaching hospitals is getting rid of nurses and closing down beds in what it calls a rationalisation, and when
I ask the question of the Minister, he says, "Only 17 beds are being closed." I want the Minister to detail
very clearly the wards from which those 17 beds that he claims will be closed will come, and I want him to
tell me given this memo whether it is true that 62 beds and not 17 will be closed.
These questions should be answered. Certainly there is no doubt that the Minister has misled this House in
relation to what is going on at Harvey and Yarloop hospitals. It is about time the Government came clean
on its contracting out policies and was honest with the public about any problems that may exist. In respect
of the bed reallocations, we need a frank and honest answer from Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital through the
Minister for Health on what is going on in that hospital. It is not good that any beds should be closed, but
if more than 17 beds are being closed, we certainly want to know about it. The Minister must advise us
about the beds that not only are being closed in the current round of closures but also have been closed in
that hospital recently, because that figure that matters to the people of Western Australia. That figure will
indicate the extent to which that hospital has had its operating capacity reduced. This Minister must start
coming clean on these major issues of health policy.
MR PRINCE (Albany - Minister for Health) [7.50 pm]: I will reply to the matters raised by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition; however, I point out that both matters - Harvey-Yarloop and Sir Charles
Gairdner Hospital beds - were the subject of questions last week. They were questions with<Mt notice, of
which the member had given me notice of about an hour or an hour and a half, and the information that I
then gave to the Parliament was the information with which I had been supplied through the Health
Department by the respective hospitals. There was no time for me to make any form of personal inquiry or
any ability on my part to obtain the information direct; I relied upon the information supplied in response to
the questions. That is not in any way intended as a cop-out on my part; I am simply saying that that is the
way in which the system works, as the member and other members in this place well know, in the time
available. I appreciated being given advance notice of a question without notice and I obtained what
information I could.
With regard to the specific question asked by the member for Victoria Park on the Harvey-Yarloop
hospitals, namely whether a meeting was held at which the boards discussed certain matters, I gave to this
Parliament the answers that I was given. That was totally accountable, totally above board, and the answer
was to the effect that no, a meeting had not been held. I gave those answers in good faith, and I trust that
the member accepted those as such. There was no intention on my behalf to do anything otherwise. I was
informed afterwards that there had been a meeting. I did make some inquiries because when I sat down
after having answered the question, the member for Victoria Park in an interjection, which mayor may not
have got into Hansard, said across the Chamber, "There was a meeting." I take the member for Victoria
Park at his word, if he says there was a meeting and the information that I have been given says that there
was not. I took the matter further and raised it with the Commissioner of Health. I am informed that there
had been, as the member has just said in his speech, a normal meeting of the boards. It was nothing
special; it was just a monthly, fortnightly or quarterly meeting, when the boards get together to discuss a
whole range of issues with an agenda for quite a lot of matters. Notwithstanding what the member has said
with respect to his source for this information, it is surprising that the perceptive depth of his question
should have come from anyone other than someone who was at the meeting. However, he says that it did
not; he says that it came from outside, and I must accept what the member says even though reason and
logic tend to suggest otherwise.
There was a meeting, as the member says, at which I understand a whole agenda of matters was discussed
and during that meeting I gather that, among other things, the question of coping with the accounts not
being in a proper state to be audited was discussed A member interjected.
Mr PRINCE: No, the accounts as inherited from the previous administration, which had caused Emcare
some problems and difficulties. The question of possible extra staff for the accreditation process was also
raised. With regard to whether difficulties and so on were being experienced, the information I have is that
the answer I gave to the member's question was accurate; I did not mislead this House. I have raised that
matter with the Commissioner of Health and he has assured me orally today that I have not misled the
House. However, the member has raised the matter again, and I will again take the matter back to the
Commissioner of Health when he returns from Melbourne tomorrow night. I will ask again that I be given
full information with respect to this meeting on what was discussed, and if I have in some inadvertent way
misled this House, I will come back in here and say so.
Mrs Hallahan interjected.
Mr PRINCE: It is very kind of the member for Armadale to say so. I point out, with regard to the
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recording process, that what the member has just said is not being recorded. I am simply saying that if I
have misled the House, it has been inadvertent, and I trust that members accept that At the time I gave the
answer I was not aware that there had been any meeting at all, and I have followed up on the matter that the
member for Victoria Park raised in his interjection.
With regard to Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital, beds and staff numbers, I reiterate the answer that I gave last
week: A general rearrangement has taken place in the hospital that has resulted in a 17 bed reduction, and
that is largely possible because of the increasing length of stay for patients in several units. Bed numbers
have been arranged to increase bed capacity for the units that require an increase and to reduce the bed
capacity for those units where the length of stay has decreased considerably. The member for Victoria
Park no doubt knows this, but other members may not: I have been fascinated to learn in the past thirteen
and a half weeks that I have been Minister, the way in which medical technology - the doctors particularly
but the whole staffing in respect of elective surgery - has changed to a day surgery base, and all hospitals
are moving to more and more day surgery cases.
I had the privilege a few weeks ago of opening the day surgery unit at Fremantle Hospital where on that
day a patient's gall bladder had been removed. This is the first time in Western Australia, and probably
Australia, this operation has been carried out on a day surgery basis. The number and variety of operations
that can now be carried out on a day basis is really quite extraordinary, and getting broader by the day and
month. This is clearly good patient care, because the length of time a person stays in hospital is reduced;
they are coming from their homes into the hospital and going back and convalescing at home, should
convalescence be necessary. The result is really a quantum shift in the way in which the large hospitals are
dealing with patients. With those sorts of remarkable technological changes, it is hardly surprising that th~
number of beds for in-patient care is changing. I know Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital, for example, is
working on plans at the moment for a stand-alone day surgery unit. It wants to locate it on the ground
floor, and it will require separate theatres and so forth to be allocated to it. A day surgery which operates
on quite a large throughput has difficulty operating through main theatres where one case may take three or
four times the time allocated to it and hold up day surgery cases. In other words, it is a move that all major
hospitals are making.
I will be interested to know what research the Deputy Leader of the Opposition has in relation to beds. He
might recall that last Thursday, after he asked his main question on Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital, he asked
me a supplementary question about nursing positions, and I was unable to answer it I said in this House,
"I cannot answer your question. I will get you the information." I did that, and handed it to the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition last Thursday afternoon. The situation was then, and still is, that because the
changes involve, among other things, moving all the patients from the B 10 oncology ward to ward G73,
which puts those patients adjacent to special rooms designed for orthological bone marrow transplantation,
there has been a reduction of nursing positions. The result is 22 fewer nursing positions in the hospital, but
there were 26 vacant positions - not lost positions, but vacant positions; in other words, unfilled jobs which people could have had. That figure of 26 is now reduced to four; there are four vacant nursing
positions at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital. There has been no loss of jobs because the jobs were not filled.
There is still a requirement for more nurses, but the services being delivered are the same, the activity level
is the same, and there has been no reduction in the activity of the hospital. That is the information I have
from the acting chief executive offser of the hospital.
I appreciate what the member for Victoria Park says with regard to which wards all the beds are coming
from. He wants to know all about it; he seems to have some information. I am more than happy to obtain
all the information that he requires, and I shall make that request of the hospital through the department
tomorrow. I will give the member the information as soon as it is available. If Parliament is not sitting, I
will send it to the member. One could not have better accountability than that. I have not misled this
House. The whole problem with this area is that we have a finite resource but an increasing level of .
activity, partly because of changes in technology, which I have mentioned, which increases the range of
operations possible and increases the number of people who can be operated upon, and partly because of
the horrendous decline in private health cover, particularly in the past five years, but which dates from
earlier than that and has been increasing. Last year 27 000 people in this State dropped out of private
health cover. That is an average of 500 a week, but it was not actually 500 a week because it was rising
towards the end of the year. As soon as people are driven out of private health cover they have nowhere to
go but to the public system. They have no choice, and that puts a greater strain on the public system. I
remind members that I have been advised that interjections will not be recorded.

Mr Brown: The rise in numbers of people dropping out of private health cover must be in reverse
equivalent ratio to the num ber of people taking on workplace agreements.
Mr PRINCE: The member for Morley is trying to draw some very far-fetched connection between
workplace agreements and private health cover. I assure the member that has nothing to do with it, and the
surveys quite clearly show the reason for people dropping ·out of private health cover is because they
perceive they are paying for their medical cover anyway through their Medicare levy and they do not see
why they should have private health cover on top of that -

Mr Bloffwitch: They pay three times Mr PRINCE: As the member for Geraldton has just said, they pay three times because they also pay
through their general tax. It is a misunderstood fact that the Medicare levy does not pay. It pays for
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approximately one-third or less of the cost of running the public health system, but most people think it
pays for it totally, and it does not. The public health system would not be able to cope if no-one had
private insurance; it would simply collapse. The former federal Minister for Health, Senator Graham
Richardson, said, "If we ever drop below 40 per cent we've got problems," and we did. It happened a few
years ago, under the Labor Government in Canberra, and it was a very deliberate policy of the federal
Labor Government. We are reaping the rewards now. It will tum around, but it will take time, because
people must be attracted back to private cover and have tax rebates for the cost of private health cover.
That is in the new coalition Government's policy, but it cannot be introduced before 31 July 1997 so people
will benefit only in the tax year 1997-98. There will be a turnaround, but it will take some years. In the
meantime we are left with the problem and we must cope with it. That means, as a direct result of federal
Labor Government policy, pressure on the public hospital system that should not be there, because as
Graham Mabury put it to me when he interviewed me on radio one evening some weeks ago, "Those who
can pay should; those who can't should get it for free." I think that is a very reasonable proposition, but
those who can pay are not paying because they can see no particular benefit for it from a financial point of
view. They take the risk and wind up in the public system.
Several members interjected.
Mr PRINCE: There is a difference, and a great many people appreciate that, but those who look at it from
only a financial point of view are opting with their cheque books not to join or not so stay in private
insurance, and it is a major national issue.
I have mentioned that and the technology issue; the next issue is that one of the principal drivers in all this
is the aging of the population. Those from the baby boom years are getting older, and I remind members of
a graph that was published in The Australian last year which showed, as far as these things could be
estimated, the increase in the population of the world. I think up to about 1945 it doubled, and from 1945
to 1990 it doubled again. In other words, the graph indicates a relatively low growth with a slig!J.t incline
until the immediate postwar years, when it almost becomes exponential and the line on the grapJrbecomes
very nearly vertical. We have a huge growth in population worldwide - in this country partly as a result of
migration and for other reasons. If we compare the population Western Australia now with 30 years ago, it
is 1.8 million now and in the mid-sixties it was between 500 000 and 700 000, going towards 1 million.
We have had staggering population growth, and that also is a driver on the public system, and the aging of
the population.
Those are the three major factors. Of those we can do something about, private health cover is the obvious
one that must be, and will be, addressed. In the meantime we must cope with what we have. More than
one-quarter of this State's budget is spent on the public health system - not just the public hospitals; four
hospitals, largely the four major teaching hospitals, actually take over $900m of the $1.5b that we spend on
health. That is a huge amount of the taxpayers' wealth going into public health; more than a quarter of the
total budget. It is difficult to know how much more could be put in, because a variety of other public
services must be provided. It is not peculiar to this State; it has happened Australia-wide and in all other
comparable Organisation for Economic Co-Operation and Development countries. Therefore, we have had
to be stringent in how the money is spent; we have to look very hard at efficiency, and the requirement has
been to produce more for the same amount of money. That is what we have done in this State.
Several members interjected.
Mr PRINCE: It would not have been so hard were it not for the fact that we inherited a situation where we
were spending in interest on state debt more than we were spending on the Police Force. If we had not had
that burden, there would have been more money around in the public system generally Several members interjected.
Mr PRINCE: - and part of it could well have been used in the public hospital system. In the meantime, the
system has coped very well with the stringency that had to be applied across the whole of Government, and
will have to be applied for some time to come.
MRS HALLAHAN (Armadale) [8.08 pm]: I fully and enthusiastically support the amendment that this
House condemn the Premier for his weakness in not requiring his Ministers, in particular his Ministers for
~ealth, Transport and Family and Children's Services, to observe proper standards of accountability and
mtegrity in their dealing with the Parliament and the public. We have a problem with the Minister for
Transport who pays scant regard to parliamentary requirements or to public accountability. In fact, it could
be said that there has been a corruption of the processes under the Transport portfolio, and I think the
letters to the editor on page 13 of today's The West Australian must surely mean that the Deputy Premier
fin~lly understands that people are very unhappy with the way the Minister for Transport carries out his
dUDes, and that he has made too many serious mistakes.
Several members interjected.
Mrs HALLAHAN:
requirements -

He has taken too many deliberate actions, cutting across any accountability

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
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Mrs HALLAHAN: Mr Speaker, we have a chorus from the National Party; we could almost bring in a
conductor and orchestrate them. It is most unusual to have both the Deputy Premier and the Minister for
Primary Industry in the House, so they must be here today to defend their colleague in the same way as
they did in The West Australian. They would need to write many letters to make people forget how they
were misled by the Government before the last election - with the concurrence of the Premier, although we
know that Richard Elliott runs him and his office. We have a weak: Premier who has no concern for the
wellbeing of Western Australians, or for honesty or integrity. An example of that was the closure of the
workshops at Midland.
A member interjected.
Mrs HALLAHAN: An undertaking was given prior to the last election, and then action was taken to close
the workshops. The member for Swan Hills was not in the House earlier when I said what a terrible
beginning it was to her parliamentary career to be faced with such embarrassment at the hands of these
unaccountable government frontbenchers. I understand that by some time next week the Minister for
Transport may be replaced - the misgivings and criticisms are so serious that people are predicting that that
will be the case. The Leader of the National Party laughs uproariously; however, by his letter to the
newspaper today, he has acknowledged there are serious shortcomings in the way his colleague carries out
his duties.
I wish to refer to a number of matters within the Transport portfolio. It is a very big and complex portfolio
which is well beyond the competency of the present Minister. That is aside from the fact that he disregards
processes which nowadays are regarded as absolutely essential. We all know the privatisation of Stateships
did not observe proper processes, and I would like to hear the Deputy Premier defend his colleague's
actions, on the principle that things can be done in corrupt ways if one wants to save money.
Mr House interjected.
Mrs HALLAHAN: Is the Minister for Primary Industry saying that if one can justify the ends, one does
not have to worry about the means? This is what the public of Western Australia believes about this
Government One does not have to worry about the way one gets to the end goal.
I refer also to the situation with MetroBus. A magnificent service is about to be destroyed, and again the
tender process is under question.
Mr Shave: MetroBus is carrying twice as many passengers now as it did when you were in government.
Mrs HALLAHAN: Is the member talking about MetroBus and Westrail combined? They are lumped
together in the figures, are they not? I tell the member why that is: It is because the previous Government
put in the electric rail system.
Several members interjected.
Mrs HALLAHAN: It is very interesting that every time members opposite try to support their case they
use statistics, the improvement of which is as a result of the work the Labor Government did. We do not
mind members opposite claiming credit for our work; we know it was one of our great success stories. If
the public transport system were not carrying more people, members opposite would have to be presenting
some sort of explanation for that.
I wish to go through a short list of other problems in the Transport portfolio, because there are so many that
I have insufficient time to cover them all adequately. I refer first to the role of Mr Henshaw, his
relationship with Goninans, his role in recommending the closure of Midland Workshops, and the fact that
Westrail now employs him as a consultant at $110 an hour. We know that if we were ever given access to
the financial analysis that led to the decision to close the Westrail Workshops, we would find that it would
not stand up to scrutiny. This lot opposite is so cowardly that it refuses to bring the information into the
public arena. Until we have that information on the table, how can we believe other than the evidence that
is before us? That is the judgment the Western Australian community also must make.
I tum briefly to the taxi industry. The industry is being deregulated, and many people who formerly made
a reasonable living out of it are now unable to do so. Where formerly they were compensated for the quiet
nights at the beginning of the week by the weekend nights, it is now very difficult for many drivers, given
the multipurpose taxis and the peak period plates that are now on the road, and the extraordinary
competition for business, with people going to friends' houses and getting into one vehicle as multiple
passengers, thus saving fares. We cannot blame the public for doing that; it is a very nice service for the
public. However, it is not clear what the future holds for investment and service from the taxi industry. To
compound the problem, this Government has failed to assess or examine safety measures that would be
useful to the industry and which could be provided by way of incentives through the taxi industry fund $3m is sitting there. Every weekend over the past three weeks a taxi driver has been robbed, or stabbed, or
both, and this Minister, the subject of the debate tonight, has done nothing about it. In fact, Luke Tonkin is
still in Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital in a very frail condition.
Mr Shave interjected.
Mrs HALLAHAN: I am blaming the Government and the Minister for not implementing safety measures.
The member would be foolish to be other than very quiet because this Government has been in office for
three years, there is $3m sitting in the taxi industry fund, and it has done nothing to improve safety
measures.
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Mr Shave interjected.
Mrs HALLAHAN: The member for Melville can carry on; he is not exactly a radiant shining star.
I turn now to the dishonesty about funding for Main Roads, which has been the subject of debate in another
place, and the question of road trains and the fact that the largest vehicles permitted in a metropolitan area
anywhere in the world have been allowed in Western Australia. No education campaign has been
conducted for the general motoring public, because the Minister for Transport wanted to introduce his
policy by stealth. That is absolute, extreme negligence.
Another problem concerns the MSS Security Services guards on Westrail trains. A report has been
compiled about their dissatisfaction with and concerns about their conditions of employment and the safety
conditions that apply to them. One report, independent of the report to which I have just referred, was that
on one occasion a train's security camera system had been used to implicate an MSS guard who had tried
to diffuse a situation. Instead of the information in the camera system being used to identify the offender,
it was used to convict the MSS guard, and some guards now believe the camera system is there not to assist
them but to spy on them.
It is a very sorry state of affairs, and at a time when the Transport portfolio has gone from debacle to
debacle, the head of the Department of Transport Mr Stuart Hicks is about to retire. I believe Mr Hicks is
well regarded by members of the House. He is a person of outstanding experience and achievement, and
the fact that he announced his resignation yesterday and is not seeking reappointment is in no small way a
commentary upon the Minister and the Court Government collectively. I know Mr Hicks would not want
his resignation to be used politically, but any observer would have to say, "What a coincidence that we
have fiasco after fiasco and that the head of department, a person of expertise, experience and respect, does
not seek reappointment." We all know there is no connection between those things"
Whatever the Deputy Premier likes to say about the Stateships saga, due processes were not followed, and
it was a huge embarrassment and a serious blow to the Court Government in promoting «Self as a
government that would be accountable and open. We have seen this Government corrupt the processes in a
mindless way to assist its mates. It is a serious situation. Global Livestock Exports Pty Ltd has sadly
found itself at the end of this unsatisfactory process. It brought its case to the attention of the public
because it found it beyond belief that a Minister of the Crown would give out the misleading information
that was given to The West Australian last week when the Minister for Transport said, "No exporters have
been disadvantaged by the closure of Stateships; show me who they are; we have not heard of them." That
exporter had written to and telephoned the office of the Minister for Transport; he had brought the matter to
the attention of Dr David Honey, the President of the Liberal Party, who had brought it to the attention of
the Premier; and he had written to the Deputy Premier. That company has no interest in criticising the
Government, but Mr Jan Boyett, the principal of that company, wrote to the Minister yesterday, wishing to
clarify some of the things the Minister had said. The Minister said that on the third journey, the company
did not show up, which, by implication, indicated that it was unreliable. Mr Boyett, who is not a supporter
of the Labor Party, says that is highly misleading, because his company completed the third voyage, and it
gave Stateships notice well in advance of shipping for the second voyage that a health scare had occurred
in Sarawak's pig industry and its veterinary authority had temporarily suspended all import permits. He
said that the Minister's comment was made in the context that people believed the boat was ready to leave
and the company simply did not show up, and that was totally misleading.
Both the Deputy Premier and the Minister for Primary Industry interjected that they bent over backwards to
assist Global and did everything they could. Global stated in its letter that it had received absolutely no
substantive suggestions from any government department or any Minister's office of any viable alternative,
assistance or transportation, and that all the correspondence received indicated that a private sector service
would take over from Stateships. Will something be arranged in the next two weeks? I am told that is a
possibility. Global states in its letter that it knows now that this has not occurred in the past 10 months, yet
the letters from the Minister gave the impression that such a takeover of the relevant service was imminent;
and that, at best, all replies conveyed a lack of the writer's knowledge of exporting livestock.
How can these agrarian luminaries promise the industry that they will provide an alternative means of
transport yet fail to do so? For 10 months they have kept exporters dangling, saying, "We will arrange
something." They have never arranged anything. They may yet arrange it - who knows?
Another allegation made by the Government was that Global had been offered alternative transport but had
rejected that offer. Mr Boyett maintains that that statement is false; no viable or even workable alternative
was offered, and he would not have rejected any offer unless such an offer was totally stupid. Mr Boyett
states that if the Government could show him where the offer was made, or if it had a fresh offer which was
viable, it should advise him so that he can complete export as soon as he can arrange permanent quarantine
:procedures. Global is serious about exporting. It has turned a niche market in the Philippines into a $2m
Income for pig breeders in Western Australia in 1995. This Government has discounted that effort. Does
the Deputy Premier believe that niche markets are important in building up trade?
Mr Cowan: Yes.
Mrs HALLAHAN: The Minister for Transport scoffed at the idea; he said on ABC Radio last week that it
was only a niche market to east Malaysia.
This matter has been to court, and the court ruled that there was a contract, despite the fact that the
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Government says there was not The Government is now appealing against that decision, and that aspect of
the matter is sub judice. The Deputy Premier apparently said about Mr Jan Boyett of Global Exporters Pty
Ltd, "What is he looking for - subsidised fares for his pigs?" This trader went to Stateships and got a
freight rate. He did not bargain for it or seek a discount; he took what was offered, as any trader would do,
as anyone in a commercial transaction would do.
Mr Cowan: When did I say that?
Mrs HALLAHAN: The Deputy Premier is alleged to have said that I would like to hear the Deputy
Premier's denial.
Mr Cowan: I do not know what I am supposed to have said. I said absolutely nothing.
Mrs HALLAHAN: The National Party apparently thought that people who had been disadvantaged by the
closure of Stateships should be compensated. I understand that was a motion at a Kellerberrin zone
conference. I understand that the Deputy Premier spoke in favour of that; or if he did not speak in favour
of it, he voted in favour of it. I am told the Minister for Transport spoke in favour of it and voted in favour
of it. I would like to hear the Deputy Premier deny that too, because he has real problems with some of his
branch members, who are very disappointed with his performance and that of his team in this saga. Global
Livestock Export has indicated to me that it will go back into exporting if there is a viable alternative.
Dr Turnbull interjected.
Mrs HALLAHAN: Is the member for Collie saying that there are no pig breeders in Kellerberrin? I would
like the member for Collie to make this clear, because I understand that one of the breeders is a
subcontractor to Global.
Mr Cowan interjected.
Mrs HALLAHAN: Some of the pigs come from that area; perhaps the Deputy Premier should advise the
member for Collie.
A litany of problems is being experienced by the community, and I have not even referred to the
submission made today by the Public Transport Union to the Premier. The member for Nollamara will
refer to that, because MetroBus is an important community issue. I have not referred to the Auditor
General's report on the contracting out of the South Perth ferry service and the measures which the Auditor
General believes should be in place but which are clearly still not in place for the contracting out of
MetroBus. This Government pays scant attention to the proper standards of accountability and integrity in
its dealings with this Parliament and the public, and one day that will be its ruin. Sadly, in the meantime
many businesses and individuals are feeling the effects of the Government's decisions and actions.
MR BROWN (Morley) [8.28 pm]: I support the amendment. This Government prides itself on being a
Government of integrity and honesty which reports to the public of Western Australia openly and fairly and
in a non-misleading way. It is interesting to test that claim against the reality, and I will do that by
examining some of the media statements made by Ministers to see whether they are accurate and truthful. I
will rely not on media statements as reported by The West Australian or other newspapers but on the
official media statements issued by Ministers, presumably through their media advisers.
It is appropriate to commence with a media statement issued by the Minister for Family and Children's
Services on 10 February about a new youth program. I was interested in that matter, so I asked the
Minister a question on notice, the answer to which I received today. I asked-

Did the Minister issue a media statement on 10 February 1996 concerning young people
throughout Western Australia being given a chance to enjoy school holiday activities as part of a
new youth program?
The answer was yes. I then asked Is this program in addition to the $200 000 youth holiday program announced by the former
Minister last year?
I asked also What are the differences between the two programs?
The answer was There are a range of youth initiatives being developed including a youth development scheme
being piloted in secondary schools this year. The holiday program forms part of this overall youth
program.
That is very interesting, but it does not answer the questions that I asked. I persisted in my attempt to get
some answers, and I asked Does the Government intend to provide a total of $300 000 this year for youth holiday programs,
being $100 000 for the program referred to in the media statement and $200 000 for the program
announced by the former Minister last year?
The answer was no. The fifth question I asked was -
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If not, what is the total amount that will be provided for youth holiday programs?

The answer was $200 000. That means that $200 000 was allocated last year for a youth holiday program,
and $200 000 has been allocated this year for a youth holiday program, yet the media statement proclaims
that this is a new program.
A member interjected.
Mr BROWN: I do not have the media statement in front of me, but it refers to a new youth program, and
the general understanding of the word "new" is not new in the last two to three years but something that has
just been announced. That is not a huge issue, but it goes to the manner in which the Government reports
accurately to the people of Western Australia through the paid media office, because the paid media office
provided this statement to the now Minister for Family and Children's Services so that she could proclaim
in February 1996 that there was a new youth program - not new money, but a new youth program.
Mrs Edwardes: It refers to school holiday activities as part of a new youth program.
Mr BROWN: I have read that statement, and it is couched to give the public the impression that this is a
new program and new money. Governments sometimes engage in repackaging. Repackaging is simply
taking old money, putting a few frills on it, making it go through a couple of hoops, and declaring it to be a
new program, when really it is the old money. Ministers like to do that because sometimes they cannot get
any "new" money, so they take the old money, repackage it, and deliver it again. However, there should be
a limit to how many times that can be done, because this appears to be an annual media statement. At page
1397 of Hansard of 12 April 1995, I asked a similar question of the Minister's predecessor, because almost
12 months ago he issued a media statement proclaiming a new youth program, so that is two new youth
programs in 12 months. That is not bad, except - guess what - it is still the same $200 000 that was made
available by the Government in 1992-93, 1993-94 and 1994-95 for this program. So far, we have seen two
media statements, 12 months apart, declaring a new youth program. This is not a huge issue, b\lt it goes to
the important issue of the integrity of the process of providing the public with true, accurate and full
information. It shows clearly that the Government is quite happy to mislead the public of Western
Australia through its media statements to try to get some political advantage when in fact there is nothing
new at all.
Last week, as the Minister will recall, there was a debate in this House about the Charitable Collections
Advisory Committee. During that debate, the Minister undertook to table an edited version of the minutes
of a meeting where legal advice was given to the Minister about her powers under the Act to take action to
limit the amount that charitable collection agencies can keep for themselves. We have not seen that
information. Where is it? Is this another example of Ministers saying they will do one thing and not doing
it? The reference is page 422 of the Hansard of 26 March.
I turn now to accurate reporting. Ministers should report to the public the pluses - the good things the
Government does - and the minuses or hiccups that occur from time to time. Open and accountable
Government is about saying, "Yes, we made a mistake about that, or something went wrong." Let us look
at the performance of the Minister for Transport. Almost every week, we see about 10 media statements
from the Minister for Transport that a contract has been let to build a road here or to put some piping in
there, and it all looks very good, but we do not hear about the things that have gone amiss. That
information is secreted away. There is no preparedness to be open about that.
A classic example is a question that I asked last week about a contract that was let to the Monadelphous
Group of Companies. I was told in the answer that a $4m contract had been let, and there were a few
problems with the contract: There was a cost overrun of $lm, or 25 per cent of the contract, that the
Government had to meet. We did not see a media statement about that. We did not see any disclosure to
the Parliament about that. That was held away from parliamentary eyes and away from scrutiny. It was
only because a direct question was asked on the matter that the Minister was placed in a position of either
ignoring the question - which raises a range of other questions - or answering the question dishonestly,
which he cannot do if he wishes to remain a Minister. Obviously, a political decision was made to answer
the question fully.
.
That is an improvement, because last year when I asked for details about contracts - how much was spent,
how much contract prices were, how contracts were assessed, what the selection criteria were - the answer
was, "We will not tell you." This is only the Parliament; excuse me for asking! Why should we ask? Why
should we know? Why should the Minister tell us? At least there has been an improvement. We got the
information. We can see why the Minister does not want to provide the information if it indicates a 25 per
cent overrun. This is the first full answer I have received, so I commend the Minister for Transport for
bringing out all of that information, because he has realised that he cannot sit there mute or give the funny
answers, "This is commercially confidential", or "We will provide the information in the fullness of time."
He has finally realised that does not wash, it is not on, and it is not acceptable, so he now provides the
information. In this one contract, let by a Government that is accountable and that says that contracting out
saves the taxpayers money, there has been a 25 per cent overrun, or a $lm overrun on a $4m contract. Was
there any ministerial statement to the Parliament to show that the Government is open and accountable?
There was not a bean. The Government has not measured up to its stated criteria of being open and
accountable to the public of Western Australia.
I turn now to an answer to a question that I received today from the Minister for Family and Children's
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Services. The current Minister for Family and Children's Services is providing the answers a bit faster
than her predecessor did, so I give her a tick for that, because her predecessor took six to eight months. In
fact, Hansard shows that all of the answers came in a rush for the last day that Parliament sat. The reason
that they were all answered on the last day is that they were altered. They were absolute rippers, but we
will use them during this year; it is never too late to use this information. At least this Minister is
providing the answers a smidgin faster. She still has some way to go, and some of the hard things have not
yet been answered. We will see whether there is any improvement, but at least it is a bit quicker than the
six to eight months we had to wait for her predecessor. It is a lot easier for a new Minister to provide
answers and to be open about some of the things that went wrong in the past because the Minister was not
in that seat at that time.
Mrs Edwardes interjected.
Mr BROWN: That is right, and the Minister would like the answer that she provided today. Remember,
this is a Government of accountability. Last year, the Government allocated $250000 to non-government
organisations. It did not want to give that money to the peak organisations, even though it said in its policy
documents that it would look after the peak organisations. We asked the Government before it distributed
that money, whether it had a discussion with the organisations that would receive that money. That was
not a bad question. We also asked the Government whether it had entered into an agreement with the
organisations about how that money would be used. The answer was, "No, but the cheque is in the mail."
These non-government organisations said, "Good, we have got another bit of money. What will we do
with it? We could use some for this and some for that." I do not blame them; they are battling. The
answer provided today shows that the Government has failed on being accountable and faithfully reporting
to the people of Western Australia.

MR COW AN (Merredin - Deputy Premier) [8.49 pm]: It will come as no surprise to the Opposition that
the Government strongly rejects this amendment.
An opposition member interjected.
Mr COWAN: I am pleased about the interjection, because the only reason that I am on my feet is to try to
put some balance into the argument, if that can be done, given the extent to which I have seen probably the
most unbalanced level of reporting ever of what has been achieved in Transport since my colleague in
another place has taken responsibility for that portfolio. It gives me a great deal of pleasure to defend the
Minister for Transport - not that he needs me to defend him; he is quite capable of defending himself.
An opposition member: Does he need defending?
Mr COWAN: He certainly does not. I do not intend to make any comment about the remarks made by the
member for Morley, but I would like to remind the member for Morley about some of his actions in the
past. I refer particularly to a time in 1989, when the member for Morley happened to be the Secretary of
the Trades and Labor Council and he did something which I do not think does him any good at all; namely,
he took a letter that I wrote to him, paraphrased it, rearranged it, and then gave it to the Press. That
demonstrates the member for Morley's integrity, credibility and honesty, so he should sit there quietly and
listen to me talk about the integrity and honesty of my colleague in another place. I have harboured that
story for some time in order to remind the member for Morley of it.
I tum now to some of the issues raised by members opposite in regard to the Minister for Transport. The
first issue that is invariably raised is the Midland Workshops. Let us put the matter in balance, even if we
can only get it on the record in this House. It has probably been stated half a dozen times, but it deserves to
be restated because nobody reports it, and I do not think members opposite have the listening skills to
enable them to absorb what actually happened. It has always been acknowledged, that the policy of the
coalition was to transform the Midland Workshops into a place of engineering excellence. The unfortunate
fact of life is that because its equipment was so antiquated, the cost of that was horrendous. The Midland
Workshops were costing the State in excess of $19m a year - it might be closer to $21m - to operate. We
found that the capital cost associated with the workshops made it out of the question to improve the
workshops to produce a centre of engineering excellence.
When we asked the workers at the workshops whether they had some suggestions about how the
workshops could remain open and continue to operate, we got nothing. When we announced that the
workshops would close and redundancy packages would be offered, we received 900 applications for
redundancy. That indicates the commitment of those workers to the Midland Workshops: They voted with
their pockets in droves. As a consequence, we have been able to contract out all the maintenance and
engineering services required by Westrail. Some of those services, albeit the smaller services provided to
the major contractors, are location specific. They are being regionalised. As a member who represents one
of those regions, I am very pleased about that policy. That is saving the State of Western Australia a
significant amount of money. Westrail's total operating saving is $67m, which is clearly profit. I saw that
on page 13 of The West Australian today, and that is the first time I have ever seen it in The West
Australian, because nobody has put balance into this argument.
I tum now to the tired old story of road trains.
Mr Kobelke interjected.
Mr COWAN: We know that the member for Nollamara has the capacity to make a lot of noise, but he has
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great difficulty in that either he has a hearing affliction or his listening skills are very poor. My advice to
the member for Nollamara is, if he wants to round off his capacity to be a competent member of
Parliament, not only does he have to be able to speak and to articulate his case, but also he has to develop
his listening skills, because if he has any shortfall at all, it is that he does not have the ability to hear what
people say to him. That is something on which he must improve if he wants to make a contribution to this
place, because until he does, no-one will take him seriously; he will just be regarded as someone who
makes a lot of noise.
The actions of the Minister for Transport in regard to Westrail, which include the closure of the Midland
Workshops, have saved Westrail $67m in one operating year. It does not matter which way we juggle the
figures; that is the saving. We get it by not having to pay $21m to maintain the Midland Workshops. We
get it by not having to pay the salaries of those Westrail employees who took redundancy. We get it by
improving the haulage and freight operations of Westrail.
MetroBus and ferry services were other matters raised by the Opposition. Again, there has been a saving to
taxpayers. We must remember that it is not only the users of those services who fund their operations but
also the taxpayers through the consolidated fund, because they all run at a loss. There has been a saving to
taxpayers of $24m a year. In regard to the ferries, I noticed with great interest this morning a story in The
West Australian in which someone was quoted as glibly saying that the transition costs for the transfer of
the ferries from the public to the private sector had blown out from an estimated $14 000 to over $200 000.
That was clearly very wrong. The transition costs for the transfer were $13 800. That information was
available, but no-one chose to print it. The balance of the money was superannuation, which it was the
workers' right to claim. When those workers left the public sector, they were quite rightly able to take
their superannuation with them, and they did. However, people are not interested in the truth. They are
interested only in creating something that is sensational.
An opposition member: You are getting into The West Australian.

.,

Mr COW AN: I am.
An opposition member interjected.
Mr COW AN: I do not think anyone has ever given me that reputation, so I am not too worried about that.
I tum now to Stateships. There has never been any denial that in the best interests of reducing the costs of
Stateships, the Minister for Transport made it very clear that he wanted the stevedoring of those vessels
reduced. He invited tenders from those stevedoring companies that were able to provide that service on the
waterfront. In the first instance, two of the recognised stevedoring companies said they were not prepared
to tender, but they were cajoled into submitting a tender so that competitive tenders could be submitted. In
the time that those tenders were called, the officers of Stateships forgot that the Government had amended
the State Supply Commission Act and now required that tenders be advertised and be open and public. In
this case, the people who were providing a stevedoring service on the waterfront were identified and
invited to submit a tender. That is the only area where the State Supply Commission found that there was
any error. One would think that the Minister for Transport had committed a criminal offence. He had not.
The tender was awarded to the lowest bidder.
An opposition member interjected.
Mr COW AN: The member can take my word for it, and I assure him that we will not be embarrassed.
However, it was then that the Maritime Union of Australia decided that it would not allow any vessels to be
serviced in the Port of Fremantle. Do members opposite think that this Government could hold its head up
and allow itself to be blackmailed by the Maritime Union of Australia? Of course it could not and it would
not.
.
I tum now to Global Livestock Exports. I know that this matter is the subject of an appeal. It has been
claimed that this matter is sub judice, but I have been advised - I am not a lawyer - that it is highly unlikely
that it is sub judice, so I think I am free to talk about it. I repeat, just to put the record straight, because I
know that this information has been made public, that Global Livestock Exports received a letter from an
officer of Stateships which said, "In response to your interest in exporting livestock, we are prepared to
modify or have you modify our stock packs." Stock packs are container sized packs which allow stock to
be transported on a vessel. The packs contain the feed for the voyage, so little maintenance of the animals
is required. The letter indicated that if Global was prepared to meet the cost of modifying those containers,
Stateships would give priority space to that exporter for up to six voyages. I do not regard that as a
contract, and I will be interested to see how the appeal turns out. It is true that on the first voyage, 60 pigs
were loaded and sent to East Malaysia, and that on the second voyage, just over 50 pigs were sent. On the
third voyage, for whatever reason - I accept the reason that there was a health scare - that option was not
taken, but Stateships did undertake to find alternative transport.
Mrs Hallahan: You do not know your facts.
Mr COWAN: I know my facts very well. I am trying to point out that there is a vast difference between
that perception and the reality. That perception appears to be the province of the Opposition, and it is
maintained by The West Australian, which regards it as its exclusive province, but it is nevertheless a
perception. The reality is that since my colleague Hon Eric Charlton has been the Minister for Transport,
he has saved taxpayers $24m a year in the MetroBus and public transport services of this State. He has
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increased the number of taxis available in Perth. He has commenced a modernisation program at Westrail
which has allowed it to effect savings of $67m a year. He has gained an additional $lb a year for road
construction and improvement over the next 10 years. For the fIrst time in the history of this State, a
dedicated air freight service is leaving Western Australia twice a week. If members opposite want
anything more, they need look only at the function of our regional ports. The Minister for Transport can
stand on his record very proudly, notwithstanding the fact that members opposite, aided and abetted by
certain members of the media, want to create a perception that is so far removed from reality that
everybody regards those who are creating that perception as a joke.
MR KOBELKE (Nollamara) [9.08 pm]: I support the amendment The Deputy Premier urged me to
improve my listening skills so I might be a better member of Parliament and I thank him for the advice. I
seriously believe one needs to be a good listener - that is certainly a major failing with this Government and if I can improve my listening skills, I will be very happy to do so. Perhaps the Deputy Premier can
correct me, but I understood that he said that the cost of running the Midland Workshops is $21m a year.
Did I hear that correctly? Was that the loss?
Mr Cowan interjected.
Mr KOBELKE: Yes. The Deputy Premier also said that he closed the workshops, and through that action
actually saved $67m a year.
Mr Cowan interjected.
Mr KOBELKE: The Deputy Premier is now in the Legislative Assembly. He is not out on his tractor
going around the paddock talking to his sheepdog. We would like him to make some sense. The Deputy
Premier attacked the Opposition over the Midland Workshops. He said the workshops had to be closed and
he gave some reasons. I see some validity in those reasons but they do not paint the full picture. He said it
was because it was costing $21m and that saved money! He went straight on to say that the Government
saved $67m a year. Could it be that he is talking about something totally different? That is the whole
point. The Deputy Premier cannot defend the Minister for Transport when it comes to facts because the
facts stack up totally against the poor incompetent Minister. The Deputy Premier feels the need to spring
to the Minister for Transport's defence, but he cannot do it with facts. I interjected on him time and time
again until I was told I should desist, asking him to give us the fIgures. If $21m is saved by closing it
down, what are the current outsourcing costs? Are they $21m; are they $lOm; are they $50m? That is the
only way in which the Deputy Premier could mount any defence for the Minister for Transport over the
closure of Midland Workshops. I interjected on him time and time again indicating that I might not be able
to listen as well as he would like, but I can add up, and I know that one cannot compare apples with pears
and make any substantial judgment about the value of either the apples or the pears. We have had a load of
nonsense from the Deputy Premier, supposedly in defence of the Minister for Transport.

I tum now to some transport issues. We have no problem on this side with tendering out. Tendering out
has been a fact of life in government for many years, and there can be effIciencies and reductions in costs
in tendering out in certain circumstances. However, we are seeing from this Government the wholesale
shift to contracting out and tendering out for the purposes of its particular ideology. It is not based on any
sound management practice which might lead to improvements in the system. We have in black and white
from the Minister for Transport that it is the intention of this Government within its period of office maybe only a part of it - to contract out 50 per cent of the metropolitan public transport services. That was
the goal. It did not matter what it cost. It did not matter what methods were used, whether they were legal
or iIIegal; it did not matter what rorts the contractors might pull. The goal had to be reached - contract out.
That was all it was about. It was simply a political decision, not a well based management decision.
In support of that, I will draw on some information which has been provided by the Public Transport
Union. I have a letter that Mr Trevor Greenham has written to the Premier. Therefore, when I use fIgures I
am accepting that the figures Mr Greenham has used in his letter are accurate. If I am found to be wrong, I
will be happy to come back and make a correction. However, we certainly cannot rely on the figures from
the Minister for Transport, because time and time again this Minister has been shown to be not speaking
the truth. He says one thing, then he says the opposite, and he is shown to be not speaking the truth at all.
He simply cannot handle the numbers; he cannot handle the facts. No-one could rely on figures given by
the Minister for Transport. I realise that Mr Greenham from the Public Transport Union has a vested
interest, but that vested interest, as well as that of the workers, is the maintenance of a good quality public
transport system. It knows the public transport industry and it has some access to accurate figures. I am
confident that Mr Greenham has done his best to ensure that the figures are correct, although, obviously,
this Government in trying to hide the fIgures does create some diffIculty. The third point I make is that if
the Government wishes to contest any of the fIgures I am using from Mr Greenham' s letter, it need only
table all the documents. The Government should make the whole process open and transparent, and we
will then see who is telling the truth.
Mr Greenham has pointed out in his letter the objective of the Government in calling tenders and
contracting out public transport; that is, to improve the efficiency, effectiveness and responsiveness of
public transport. That can be found in the report of the Office of the Auditor General from which some of
these figures are drawn. The Opposition has no difficulty with that objective; in government we would say
the same. However, the difficulty is with the mechanisms that have been employed in order to contract
out. I wish to cite a number of occasions where the mechanisms have simply not been adequate, and where
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they have not ensured a fair and open tendering process which has gained the best and most efficient
contracting for the taxpayers of this State. The fIrst problem with the mechanism is that the process
ignores the cost reductions already achieved by MetroBus, which have been in place for some time, in
consultation with the Public Transport Union. MetroBus was on target to reduce the total cost of bus
services by about $30m per annum. This means a reduction .in the cost per kilometre to $2.20, compared
with other States where the cost is $3 per kilometre. We can see from those fIgures that, in consultation
with the Public Transport Union, there was a clear move to create an extremely efficient metropolitan
transport system. In fact, benchmarking studies provided by the Public Transport Union have shown that
MetroBus was one of the most effIcient operators in Australia. If these studies are correct, the advantage of
competitive tendering and contracting out are at best marginal and, after consideration of the transition
costs, not justifiable except, as I have said, for the political reasons for which this Government has
embarked on this course of action. There are no savings above the transitional costs that will be of any
advantage to the taxpayers.
The second breakdown in the mechanism is that it ignores the value of the business for MetroBus. If
MetroBus wanted to buy back the business of the Perth water transit - that is, our ferry service - or of
Swan-Midland transit - that is, the Midland buses - how much would it have to have pay for those
providers on five and 13 year contracts? The contracts are cost-plus, so there is a guaranteed profit. If the
provider of one of these contract services defaulted, I am assuming - I am not familiar with the contracts that they contain clauses that the Government could apply and actually take back the service. I do not see
that as a problem, because I expect that that would be fixed by the legal advice that would be involved in
forming the contracts. However, what would happen if we found that with this cost-plus contract the
Government was paying exorbitant amounts of money to a particular contractor? Would we simply wait
for the end of the 13 year contract and then renegotiate, or would we be locked into a contract - five years
for the ferry and 13 years for Midland Transit - and have to pay the high cost? That is where the point of
the value of the service to which I have just alluded comes in. The Government would have to b»y out the
contract to retrieve the situation, so there is actually a value in the service, and that has not been taken into
account. The Department of Transport will have given away a business that is owned by the Government
and where the net advantage offered by the winning tenders was marginal. I have from MetroBus an
estimate of that cost; the estimate given in the letter by Mr Greenham is in the order of $70m. That value whether it is $70m or otherwise - is quite considerable and has been totally ignored in this competitive
tendering and contracting process. The Government did not go into this process on the basis that we have a
viable transport provider which is an asset to the State, which is worth something, and which should be
taken into account in preserving the current system. That was not part of the tender process.
A third breakdown in the mechanism is that any part of the process which is not defined prior to the
evaluation process allows for manipulation of the results. The Government is shifting the goal posts. If the
different tenderers are not working to the same rules, how can the various offers be genuinely compared?
The OffIce of the Auditor General made a number of recommendations after completing a report on the
South Perth ferry service. Among these recommendations are the following Clear and measurable objectives are set which include desired outcomes. Objectives include aims
with regard to the ownership of assets which are linked to risk and clearly spelt out in the tender
documentation. Evaluation criteria and the relative weightings to be applied to them should be
finalised before tenders are opened.
And the fourth point The validation of the assumptions made by tenderers in formulating their bids are thoroughly
tested and, where appropriate, adjustments made.
We see in the report of the Auditor General that they are things which should have been taken into account.
However, the Public Transport Union found in its case No CI06095J96 in the Australian Industrial
Relations Commission that the discussions it entered into showed that these recommendations of the
Auditor General were not in place for the current round of tenders. Clearly, therefore, his advice had not
been followed in this headlong rush to privatise for the sake of privatisation.
Another major problem with the mechanism involved in the process set out by this Government is that
MetroBus had assurances from the Minister for Transport, in fact in a letter dated 26 October 1995, that the
tender process would not proceed until all price and policy issues had been resolved. Another letter from
t~e ~inister dated 19 February 1996 stated that the tender process would proceed before these issues were
fmahsed. That is another about-face by the Minister on a crucial issue.
The fInal point I make about the failings of this Government's mechanisms is that according to the Public
Transport Union, MetroBus still does not have a definitive price for its tenders. It raised many issues with
both Treasury and the Department of Transport and it failed to finalise them before the tendering process
started. The ~inister for Transport has simply referred these issues to the tender evaluation committee,
ther~by allowmg manipulation of prices behind closed doors. Open and accountable processes are not
c~ed out when those particular objectives are not met and when the information required is not clearly
lrud out so that all those participating can tender on a fair and equal basis.
In the time r~maining to me I wish to cite a number of simple examples in the Department of Transport
w~ere tendenng. out really has not been followed in a fair and just way. I reiterate the case of the Swan
RIVer ferry services to which I have briefly alluded. The Auditor General compiled a report - No 9 of
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1995 - in which he said that the reason for undertaking the ferry tender first was to ensure any lessons
learnt would be applied to the larger and more complex bus service contracts. That did not happen. It was
simply a case of, "Roll it on; rush into it and contract out." The lessons that could have been learnt from
the tendering out of the Swan River ferry services could not be used because the process simply rolled on.
Mr Pendal interjected.
Mr KOBELKE: I am talking about the contracting out and the cost benefit that this Government claims
exists when there is no cost benefit. I am sure the member for South Perth would be very interested if he
listened.
The Public Transport Union understands that MetroBus tendered $395 000. This amount was subsequently
increased by $25 000 by the tender evaluation committee without any reference to MetroBus. The
successful tenderer is believed to have come in at $387 796, which is approximately $7 000 under the
tender price by MetroBus for that service. The tender evaluation committee estimated the transition costs
at $14 000; that is, the transition costs would be met by two years' savings. In reality, it was found that the
transition costs were approximately $220000, not $14 000. That figure, I believe, comes from the Auditor
General's report. The Government is saying that for an annual saving of $7000 transitional costs are
$220 000, and that does not make any allowance for the value of the business, which is a government
business in the first place. An examination of the cost comparison reveals that the payback of the transition
costs was compared with the 1993-94 operating costs, not the MetroBus bid. Again we see further slanting
of the whole process against MetroBus - fixing the figures so it would lose. I do not know how else one
could interpret that sort of procedure. Clearly, there can be no justification for a saving of $7 000 per
annum when there are transition costs of $220000 for setting it up - and it is only a five year contract.
Mr Trenorden interjected.
Mr KOBELKE: That was in the Auditor General's report. The member for Avon should read the Auditor
General's report. We find with members of the National Party that one gives them facts and all one gets
back is noise. The member for Avon should yap to his sheepdog, he will make more sense there. Members
of the National Party simply cannot face up to the facts. We see with the Swan River ferry service that it
was not a proper tendering process that led to a saving to the taxpayers of this State; it actually cost them
more.
I turn now to the Swan-Midland transit. Again the tender evaluation committee adjusted upward the
MetroBus bid without consultation with the organisation. This adjustment was undertaken using advice
from the consultant, Price Waterhouse. The adjustment was made by increasing the profit margin from
3 per cent to 7.5 per cent on the MetroBus bid. It actually built up the MetroBus bid to try to rule it out,
saying that the profit it expected the private operator to make was 7.5 per cent. The Treasury advice on 7
March 1996 stated that given the cost-plus nature of the contracts and the risk substantially remaining with
the Government, the 7.5 per cent profit margin was too high and should be adjusted downwards. Members
can see that it was not fair competition. The whole thing was set up to get it out to contract because that
was government policy. The Government is entering into a cost-plus arrangement, so if the costs go up and they quite likely will, because the union is seeking to get a salary increase for those drivers under the
private contractor - the Government will just fork out. It in some measure loses control of the process. It is
guaranteeing the contractors certain costs set down in their conditions, plus a profit. Therefore, if the costs
rise - and contractors in the past have been known to find ways to add on costs - the taxpayers will pick up
the bill. The Government will not have control of a whole range of management issues which remain with
the particular contractor. The Public Transport Union indicates in its figures that if the current rules of
costing had been applied to the MetroBus bid, its price would not have been the $4.4m which was entered
into the tendering arrangement, but $3.8m. It is believed the winning Swan-Midland transit bid was $4m.
If those figures are wrong, I challenge the Government to lay open the books and show where they are
incorrect, because I believe the sources behind these figures are reliable.
The last example I have time for is the passenger information service. The Department of Transport
excluded MetroBus from tendering on the basis that it did not want to provide a bus service which ran the
information service. The transition costs for the staff were estimated at $1m, based on instructions from
the Department of Transport that staff would transfer to Serco. In reality, the staff decided not to take the
pay cut of up to $10 000, and they did not transfer. The cost to government was $2.3m.Therefore, an
ideological bent to simply contract out whatever it could led to a cost of $2.3m for that work when it could
have been done much cheaper, as I understand it, under the existing system. It was an ideological decision
by this Government with no reference to proper management principles. We can now see why the Deputy
Premier simply cannot defend his Minister for Transport.
MR TRENORDEN (Avon) [9.28 pm]: I do not have to get involved in this debate because of the
remarks of the previous speaker - he said nothing that required a response - but there are a couple of issues
in which I have a particular interest. As the chairman of the AvonLink committee, which called a
community group together and put the AvonLink train onto the rail, I am interested that Labor members
opposite really believe they can say things in Kalgoorlie which will not impact on people in the town of
Northam. The fact that members opposite have told the people of Kalgoorlie that they would shut down
the AvonLink will certainly be prominent news in Northam. When members opposite say in the local
Kalgoorlie newspapers that they will shut the AvonLink service, they tend to forget that the seat of Avon
was formerly the seat of Northam. That will be prominent news in Avon. They have forgotten that the old
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seat of Northam, which became Avon Valley and is now Avon, was 53 years in the hands of the ALP. The
Labor Party still actually has a few voters left in that community and it has been attacking those voters.
The most important thing that has happened to the Avon community recently is the AvonLink train. Labor
has been attacking it wholesale and claiming in Kalgoorlie that it would shut down the service. The people
of Avon have been listening to that talk with great interest because it is being reported.
Mrs Hallahan: Show us the evidence.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! Member for Armadale, I do not have a hearing affliction as it was
claimed of the member for Nollamara and I am sure I heard you say something unparliamentary a moment
ago. I ask you to withdraw.

Withdrawal of Remark
Mrs HALLAHAN: I withdraw the implication by saying to the member that he should not lie.
Mr Kobelke: Point of order!
The ACTING SPEAKER: Before you make that point of order, member for Nollamara, I am sure the
member for Armadale is very familiar with the convention of this House. When someone is asked to
withdraw, the withdrawal must be unconditional and without debate or other comment, and that was not the
way the member did it; therefore, I ask her to withdraw and say nothing else at the time, please.
Mrs HALLAHAN: This is the new Minister for Transport speaking. I withdraw.

Point of Order

.

Mr KOBELKE: Mr Acting Speaker, I simply seek a clarification on your ruling because we do not have
Hansard here - I am not sure what is going on, but Mr Trenorden: You never are!
Mrs Hallahan interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr KOBELKE: The statement you made, Mr Acting Speaker, I know was said with the kindest intent, but
I think you suggested that I had admitted that I had a hearing problem. I certainly do not, and did not; I
have very acute hearing, much to the embarrassment of the Deputy Premier, with whom I exchanged some
light banter regarding the need to have good listening skills. I did not refer to any deficiency in hearing.
The ACTING SPEAKER: I am not sure whether that is a point of order and I am also not sure whether it
does not give some justification to the claim made by the Deputy Premier, because I said that I was sure I
did not have a hearing affliction as the Deputy Premier claimed that you had. I was not saying you did.
Mrs Hallahan interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: That is exactly what I said - or words meaning the same thing, member for
Armadale, and I do not want to have any more debate on the matter. I am sure Hansard has got it all down
very nicely for us anyway.
Several members interjected.

Debate Resumed
Mr TRENORDEN: The AvonLink committee was a community committee. I was the only politician on
it. At least three briefings were offered to the member for Agricultural Region, Hon Kim Chance, and I
even gave him an open invitation to attend any meeting of the AvonLink process. The fact that he never
chose to attend is his business, not mine. The claims that have regularly Mr Graham: That is absolutely right. The way you run meetings, I am not surprised.
Mr TRENORDEN: The member can complain about the way I run meetings Mr Graham: The Minister leaked wrongly and incorrectly and alleged that he said things that he did not.
Mr TRENORDEN: I have no idea what the member is talking about, but the point is that the AvonLink
committee put together a train service to the town of Northam where it knew people in governmentMrs Hallahan: At what cost to the people of Kalgoorlie? Tell me that.
Mr TRENORDEN: Zip. Nothing.
Mrs Hallahan: That is not true.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr TR?NORDEN: I want the member to keep quiet so that I can get these words into Hansard, because
they wIll be in Northam pretty soon. The member for Armadale said that she did not wish the train service
to close down but she is telling me right now that she does.
Mrs Hallahan interjected.
Mr TRENORDEN: The member is telling me right now that she wants to close down the train. The cost
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to the Kalgoorlie community of the AvonLink is nothing. In fact, the service to Kalgoorlie has been
dramatically increased. The patronage is up 16 per cent on previous numbers. When members opposite
were on this side and had control of the Treasury bench they flatly refused even to examine the prospect of
running a train between Perth and Northam. There were many requests over a period of a decade just to
examine the process, and they would not even examine it. The fact is that members opposite had no
intention of giving a service to the community of Northam, but the current Minister for Transport
delivered, as he always does. The people of the Avon region, which is far more than the Northam
community, are delighted about that train. It is doing humanitarian things, above all else. It is taking sick
people to specialists; it is taking Mrs Hallahan: That is a very good thing.
Mr TRENORDEN: It is a good thing. Many of them have cancer. If members have ever travelled along
Great Eastern Highway, they will know what a disgrace that road is. The only correct part of the name
"Great Eastern Highway" is the word "east". The rest of it is a lie. People with cancer and other serious
diseases can comfortably travel on that train and they are doing so in ever increasing numbers. The
patronage is going through the roof. It is well above what the Government, Westrail and the two public
surveys estimated it to be.
A member: The member for Avon should tum his car in and just travel by train!
Mr TRENORDEN: I would like to, actually, but it gets here a bit late for some members opposite; they
would growl at me!
The patronage is continuing to grow and it is the most Mrs Hallahan interjected.
Mr TRENORDEN: It is far cheaper to run than FastTrak, so will the member shut down FastTrak? It is
far cheaper to run than the Prospector. Will members opposite shut down the Prospector?
Mrs Hallahan: How can you say that?
Mr TRENORDEN: I am the chairman of the committee which put together two reports which are public
information. Members opposite can read them any time they like. The AvonLink is far cheaper to run than
the Australind Mrs Hallahan: It is another rort on the taxpayers of Western Australia.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr TRENORDEN: It is the cheapest passenger train operating in the State.
Mrs Hallahan: Do you mean the tickets are the cheapest?
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr TRENORDEN: It is 25 years old, but it is still a first class train. It is running on existing
infrastructure. Only $100 000 of taxpayers' funds was required for infrastructure.
Mrs Hallahan: That is not true. You are misleading the people of Western Australia.
Mr TRENORDEN: The member can rabbit on as much as she likes, but the people of the greater A von
community will be very interested in what members opposite have been saying about the AvonLink
service. The fact that they wish to shut down that service - they never wished to supply the service in the
first place - will be of great interest to my constituency. The Labor Party actually gets quite a good vote
out of the people of Northam - at least it used to Mrs Hallahan: I should think so.
Mr TRENORDEN: But for the last couple of months the Opposition has been attacking Northam's number
one possession. The Opposition will pay a price for that.
A member: Apart from their member of Parliament!
Mr TRENORDEN: I do not think I am its number one possession. I happen to think I am a little bit
human in other areas.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr TRENORDEN: I will examine some of these other areas - MetroBus for example: For years one of
my communities, Wundowie, just out of the metropolitan area, begged the ALP to give the community a
bus service.
Mrs Hallahan: The ALP?
MrTRENORDEN: Yes.
Mrs Hallahan: Do you mean the Labor Government?
Mr TRENORDEN: I will tell the member why I said that. I get 88 votes out of Wundowie; the Liberal
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party gets 93; the other millions go to the ALP! It got 488-odd votes from Wundowie. The number of
votes I get out ofWundowie is not worth putting on the back of a postage stamp.
Mrs Hallahan: The people of Wundowie will be very interested in this!
Mr TRENORDEN: They are great people but they do not vote for me, and they have not voted for me in
three elections.
Mrs Hallahan: Wise people!
Mr TRENORDEN: Okay. But did the Labor Party do anything for them when it was in government? No.
At long last these people are starting to get some service because we have changed the rules. The Labor
Party would not take the public transport over the metropolitan boundary line at any price. The Labor
Party will pay a price now, because one day that community, which has many people who do not have
transport, will remember that the Labor Party did not wish to give that community a service.
Mrs Hallahan: That is not true.
Mr TRENORDEN: The Labor Party had 10 years in which to give them a service and it flatly refused.
Now it objects to the fact that under this Minister the people of Wundowie have a train service.

Mrs Hallahan: No one is saying that. Don't lie.
Mr TRENORDEN: The Labor Party objected strongly to their getting a service.
The question of Stateships and the deal with Westpac - the lease that had to be purchased back by the
Government of the day was one of the outstanding financial messes this State has ever seen. The Westpac
lease showed members opposite to be totally economically incompetent. The reason that was given was
the same reason the colleagues of members opposite on the federal scene could not do anything about the
Australian shipping line: The ALP had to look after the unions. The Labor Government was prepmed to
take $2Om a year of taxpayers' funds to employ a handful of seamen. That was what it was about.
Mrs Hallahan: What an outrageous thing to say.
Mr TRENORDEN: It is a fact. Members opposite are blaming this Minister for Transport for fixing up
problems that were caused by the sheer incompetence of the previous Government.
Mrs Hallahan: What rubbish!
Mr TRENORDEN: That Westpac lease is a doozey. It should be nailed up somewhere in this Parliament
as an icon to show exactly what should not be done in commercial activity. If ever a very poor contract
was negotiated since 1900 in this State, that was it.
A member interjected.
Mr TRENORDEN: The Opposition left it to this Government to clean it up and now it is abusing the
Minister for Transport for cleaning up its mess. The only people enjoying it are Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr TRENORDEN: I am sure people from Westpac will be listening to this and laughing their heads off,
because the only winner was Westpac - which I am not very fond of for closing the Brookton branch on 19
April. The only winner out of the deal was the Westpac Banking Corporation. Did the taxpayers win? No.
Did members opposite win? No; they are so embarrassed they do not want to talk about it.' Did the
Government win? No; it had to clean up the mess.
I tum now to Stateships. Stateships was a debacle. This Government wanted to keep Stateships going.
Who actually shut it? The Opposition's mates from the union movement shut Stateships. Those mates
from the union movement came across here and said, "You're the State Government; you have no right to
deal on the waterfront; the waterfront belongs to us. The Opposition will back us up and the Federal
Government will back us up", and that is basically what happened. Stateships therefore had to go as a
result of the deals done by members opposite while in government and the support they gave the union
movement, both state and federal. Members opposite do not have an argument in relation to Stateships.
Mrs Hallahan interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr TRENORDEN: Roads is another issue. Great Eastern Highway, as I said, is an absolute misnomer.
The only thing correct about it is the word "east". It is a disgrace.
Mrs Hallahan: Don't be boring. You have done that one once.
Mr TRENORDEN: At long last Great Eastern Highway is being upgraded.
Mrs Hallahan: Do you know who paid for that? It was the Commonwealth Government, not the State
Government.
Mr TREN<?RDEN: Those three women we were talking about earlier today placed 31 crosses on the side
of that section of road. Two of those crosses represented people who were personal friends of mine and it
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is sad testimony to this State that that road was never fixed. The number 1 artery to the Eastern States was
never fixed by the previous Government. Now it has been fixed.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr TRENORDEN: I send out a survey every January in my electorate and the responses are coming back.
This is the best Minister for Transport we have ever had. He is fixing our roads. He is saving our lives.
Mrs Hallahan interjected.
Mr TRENORDEN: I have the surveys here if members opposite want to read them.
What has happened with the ferries? They have increased service and increased patronage, and inembers
opposite are complaining about it.
I will defer to the Whip and to the House itself. I did not intend to take up so much time but it is very
difficult to sit quietly on this side, where we are wading through a whole mass of incompetence left by
members opposite. The people who are bitching and complaining made the mess in the first place. They
are only bettered by the local newspaper, The West Australian, which for some reason wishes to take up
that role. We should be somewhat supportive of The West Australian for taking up that role because
somebody has to give us some opposition. Members opposite certainly do not.
MR GRAHAM (pilbara) [9.45 pm]: I will not take up too much time of the House, but I wish to return to
some of the matters that came up at the start of Parliament today. I do that within the context of the
amendment which condemns the Premier for his weakness in not requiring his Ministers to observe proper
standards of accountability and integrity in their dealings with the Parliament and the public. It is their
dealings with the Parliament about which I wish to speak, and the comments by the Leader of the House in
his response to the Opposition's motion. He tore into members on this side with a tirade of abuse - that is
no problem for us; we are used to that from the Leader of the House - and said that it was not an important
issue and standing orders should not be suspended for various reasons. I have described the Leader of the
House in previous debates in this House, even by substantive motion, as the worst Leader of the House that
this Parliament has ever seen and his effort today substantiates that. When we talk about accountability,
members will recall how the Leader of the House went to great lengths to do his Neville Chamberlain
impression - "I've got an Act" - and his McCarthy impression, "I have a piece of paper here that says - ".
Members should bear in mind that we are talking about standards of accountability and integrity. The
Leader of the House argued that the Speaker was not the employer of the staff of this Chamber. He was
wrong on a number of grounds. Firstly, the Act he was waving around states quite clearly in part 2The Speaker acting on the recommendation of ...

It lists a number of people ... is the employer.
There is no doubt about that. Further on in the Act - this is the part the Leader of the House was raving on
about - there is a section about who can represent whom in the Industrial Relations Commission. Any
sensible person hearing this debate would have no doubt - because it was the crux of the argument of the
Leader of the House - that the Speaker shall not represent; the Speaker shall be represented by certain
people. We are talking about integrity in our dealings with the Parliament.
The same Act that the Leader of the House was talking about states Nothing in subsection (1) prevents a person from representing the President or the Speaker in any
manner as applied for in the sections of the Act.
The very next paragraph after the one that the Leader of the House was waving around excludes his
argument. Where does that stand in relation to integrity in the House? Not only was he wrong but also in
the next item of business of the Parliament the Minister for Labour Relations substantiated our argument
that he was wrong. The Minister for Labour Relations said quite clearly - and members heard the laughter
from both sides of the House - that the Speaker was the employer.
The Opposition moved similar motions in both Houses. I went down to see what was the Government's
response in the Legislative Council to this heinous motion to suspend standing orders to allow us to discuss
the industrial dispute. In this place it was described by the world's most arrogant Leader of the House as a
rabble, a stunt and a performance which could not be dealt with in any way, shape or form in this Chamber.
I am told by our Whip that in the other place the Government not only agreed to suspend standing orders,
but also carried a motion which expressed its grave concern at the breakdown of enterprise bargaining
between the Presiding Officers or their delegates and the parliamentary staff. We could not even talk about
it in this Chamber, in which the Government is formed, because of the attitude of the Leader of the House.
We could not even get an agreement to suspend standing orders to debate it, but in the other place not only
were orders suspended but also the motion was carried.

It goes further: I am sure members will recall what I said; that is, that the Speaker should report to the
House because it is a matter which intimately affects each and every one of us here. The motion carried in
the other place said exactly the same. What did the Leader of the Government in that Chamber do? He did
not abuse the Opposition and tell little porkie pies about his interpretation of different Acts. He provided to
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the Chamber a detailed report of the ongoing negotiations - I am happy to make copies available to any
members - information about both positions, information about the offer, what happens now, where it goes
from here, where each of the issues go and how the matter will be dealt with.
A member interjected.
Mr GRAHAM: One can be as Machiavellian as one likes in politics and one will probably never be wrong.
Whether the Leader of the House in this Chamber was set up is not the important question. What is
important is that the Leader of the House and Deputy Leader of the Liberal Party - he won that title in a
raffle - when asked by this Parliament to consider a motion to suspend standing orders to deal with the very
functioning of this Parliament, would not do it It was nobody else's decision. He cannot duck this one
and say, "Oh, it was a Cabinet decision." It was his decision. I said at the time that each and every
member opposite had to make a decision, but they did not; they backed the deputy leader.
A member interjected.
Mr GRAHAM: The Government's colleagues in the other House did not. Those colleagues in the other
House agreed with what the Opposition put forward and dealt with the matter, and received a full report on
the most serious industrial dispute that this Parliament has ever seen. The Minister should be ashamed of
himself.

MRS EDWARDES (Kingsley - Minister for Family and Children's Services) [9.52 pm]: In opposing this
amendment I wish to address the three matters raised by the member for Morley which accused me of not
being open and accountable to either this Parliament or to the public. The first issue concerned a media
release issued on 10 February 1996 which dealt with school holiday activities. Some grants were made
available by this Government as part of a new youth program. That youth development scheme, for which
$200 000 was made available, was launched by the former Minister last year. The amount of $100 000
announced on 10 February was for grants of up to $2 000 for each of the school holiday periods M1 April
and July. Those grants closed on 26 February. The member for Morley alleged that it was not a new youth
program. I assure him that it was part of a new youth program which was the youth development scheme
developed and announced by the former Minister for Family and Children's Services last year. The
holiday program formed part of this overall youth program. Therefore, I totally reject any accusation that
there was any attempted or even perceived misleading on my part. Obviously the way he was reading it
was confusing. I suppose if I had added "as part of a new youth program" and identified the fact that it was
the youth development scheme which was being piloted and announced by the former Minister, it might
have clarified the matter for the member for Morley. I will bear that in mind in future to ensure that he
does not feel he has been misled.
In relation to tabling the edited versions of the January 1994 minutes of the Charitable Collections
Advisory Committee, I am advised that the ministry has completed those edited minutes. They have been
received in my office but I have not yet sighted them. I attempted to get hold of them this evening but it
was not possible to locate them; as soon as I do I will bring them into this House.
The third issue the member for Morley raised was in relation to question 113, which was further to
question on notice 4254 of last year referring to the amount allocated to each non-government organisation
as part of the $250 000 distribution. Members may recall that there were some changes to funding last
year. I am advised that at a meeting between the former Minister and a number of representative bodies it
was agreed that funds to services should be provided by the Department for Family and Children's Services
to enable them to join a representative body of their choice. The purpose of paying the money to those
funded services and their selecting representative bodies was to ensure that those representative bodies
were accountable to the people subscribing to them or obtaining membership of those bodies, rather than to
Ministers.
A member interjected.
Mrs EDWARDES: Yes. That is the information I have been provided with. If members read the new
agreement developed with the Western Australian Council of Social Service, they will see that one of the
clauses it wanted to have amended was in relation to those amounts of money allocated to each of the
organisations for them to subsCribe. I have attempted again tonight to get a copy of the new draft
agreement. One of the concerns raised by the peak bodies was that each of those non-government bodies
themselves was like everybody else; they were always chasing money. They were very committed pcople
and as soon as they got any sum of money, whether it was $450 or $2000, depending upon the sliding
scale, they would use it to provide the service that they were there for rather than joining one of the peak
bodies. The peak bodies will, of course, be concerned that not only are they competing, but also the
organisations will not seek membership because they will utilise the money for provision of services.
One of the changes the Government has made in the new agreement is that these organisations must use
that money for membership or declare it as a surplus. They need approval from the Minister to use it for
any purpose other than that for which it has been allocated. I am sure that members would appreciate this
new agreement entered into. I would like to have had a copy of the wording of this particular section so
that members could see that it was an issue addressed by those peak bodies and one of the issues that they
~anted to have addressed in the new agreement. They accept this now because it means that they are
mdependent of government in terms of those organisations for which they provide the services, and they
are now accountable for the provision of those services to their members. Obviously the agreement is still
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new in terms of how the operations are going. Members will be aware that W ACOSS met the Premier last
year and a separate agreement was entered into with the Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet which was
referred to as the memorandum of understanding. An officer from the Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet
has since been seconded to W ACOSS to assist it with the development of its business plan and the like.
That business plan is about to be received back by the Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet and it will be
assessed in light of what it has been able to achieve. My discussions and meetings with it have been very
fruitful. I believe it has come a long way in relation to where it was and where it is going, as has the Youth
Affairs Council. It shows that these groups are not standing still; they are looking to the future; they are
prepared to change with the times. It is the same with quite a number of other organisations. For instance,
I was very impressed with the new youth program operating out of the new Fremantle City Council. Not
only has it changed its logo and the mission statement, but also it has addressed some of the major needs of
its client base. Rather than saying, "We have been doing this particular program for quite some time", it
has gone out and asked the people what they wanted and has changed its service delivery accordingly.
I am continuing to meet these organisations on a regular basis. Currently WACOSS is preparing its
business plan, which will be independently assessed by the Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet, and I will
be part of that Obviously a decision will be made as to whether WACOSS has met the targets which were
part of that memorandum of understanding. That is obviously something which will come out of that
assessment In relation to the Youth Affairs Council and the women's refuge association, I have already
indicated that those organisations provide a tremendous service not only to their members but also to the
Government They have been the "one voice", so to speak, which is what peak bodies are all about. By
virtue of the fact that they must get membership because of the way the new funding has been rearranged,
the Government knows that they really are representative of those particular groups.
I am conscious of some of the problems facing the Youth Affairs Council at the moment and I am working
with it and the department to try to overcome some of those concerns. This may well mean that a similar
memorandum of understanding will be entered into with set objectives for it to achieve additional funding.
That is presently being worked through for those organisations.
A member interjected.
Mrs EDWARDES: The Council of Homeless Persons, the youth accommodation association and the
Youth Affairs Council are in the process of deciding whether they will come together as one. WACOSS
has been assisting these organisations to facilitate that. I have not heard formally whether that will be
achieved. I have heard informally that there is some progress towards that end. Again that is something
that we are still talking to them about, particularly in relation to what their objectives will be for the future
if any extra funding is made to them.
I totally reject the accusations of lack of openness and accountability in the three matters which have been .
raised. There has been no misleading, and if the member for Morley has any concerns at any time about
some of the answers provided. which may appear to be different from previous answers, he should not
hesitate to tap me on the shoulder and ask me about it. As I indicated, I do like to receive members'
questions and, in particular, I like to see the answers that the department gives me in response to those
questions. Ensuring that questions on notice are answered as promptly as possible is part of the
performance target in my office.
Amendment put and a division taken with the following result Ayes (19)
MsAnwyl
MrM. Barnett
MrBrown
MrCatania
Mr Cunningham
Dr Gallop
MrGraham

MrGrill
Mrs Hallahan
Mrs Henderson
MrKobelke
Mr Marlborough
MrMcGinty
Mr Riebeling

MrRipper
Mrs Roberts
MsWamock
Dr Watson
Mr Leahy (Teller)

Noes (29)
Mr Ainsworth
MrC.J. Barnett
Mr Blaikie
MrBoard
MrBradshaw
Dr Constable
MrCourt
MrCowan
MrDay
Mrs Edwardes
Amendment thus negatived.

MrHouse
Mr Johnson
Mr Kierath
MrLewis
MrMcNee
MrMinson
MrOmodei
MrOsborne
Mrs Parker
MrPendal

MrPrince
MrW. Smith
Mr Strickland
Mr Trenorden
MrTubby
Dr Turnbull
Mrs van de Klashorst
MrWiese
Mr Bloffwitch (Teller)
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Debate (on motion) Resumed

DR TURNBULL (Collie) [10.07 pm]: It gives me great pleasure to rise at this very late stage in the
Address-in-Reply debate, but still at a very relevant time for me to inform the House of the visions for the
future in the electorate of Collie. Members probably know that a wonderful event occurred in Collie on 13
March; that is, the Collie power station construction started.
A member interjected
Dr TURNBULL: Yes, this is the real power station. This is the one which will actually deliver megawatts.
On 15 March we had the ceremonial concrete pour on the new Collie power station construction site,
because work actually started on this site in about October last year.
Several members interjected.
Dr TURNBULL: The member for Peel is not in his seat and he is interjecting very incorrectly. At least
this power station will deliver megawatts. The Opposition's power station was never going to deliver any
megawatts from coal. It was to produce megawatts from gas - do not worry - because that was the
program. Anyway, I will inform members of a few details about this project: The power station will take
two and a half years to build and the erection of the steelworks for the boiler starts next month. It will have
a 170 metre high chimney stack. The interesting thing about this chimney is that it is being built to
accommodate two 300 MW turbines. The erection will be completed by July 1998, which is when the
commissioning will begin. The power station will actually go on-line in December 1998, just in time to
assist with the peak electricity demand which occurs in the summer periods in Western Australia.
As Western Power's managing director David Eiszele said in his speech, this is the first coal fired power
station to be built in Western Australia since the Muja power station was finished in 1986. Since then, all
the new generation plants have been gas fired. This raises the strategic importance to Western Power of
maintaining a balance of coal fired and gas fired electricity generation. The ability to use both c~al and
natural gas to generate electricity will enable Western Power to reduce the impact of sudden interruptions
to the supply of the fuel. The new Collie power station is essential in that strategy.
Mr Eiszele addressed two of the most important issues which arise with electricity and power generation in
Western Australia; that is, generation must be competitively priced and there must be reliability of supply.
The harsh reality is that coal is in competition with gas as combined cycle, directly, and in co-generation.
The fight is to be the preferred energy source for both domestic and industrial customers. Mr Deputy
Speaker, this is the situation in Collie at the moment. The fight to ensure that electricity from our energy
source is the most competitive has been addressed for a number of years now, particularly for the past two
years, since 25 March 1994, when the announcement was made that the underground coalmines at Collie
would close. Since that time, much work has been done in opening new open-cut mines in Collie by both
Western Collieries Ltd and Griffin Coal Mining Co Pty Ltd. These are to be very efficient producers of
coal.
The people of Collie are aware that gas is a very serious competitor. I discovered a very interesting fact
which I had not realised before but which is being advertised on television; that is, domestic gas - for
heating purposes, for hot water in particular, for space heating and for cooking - is only half the price of
electricity. In other words, gas used directly in the household costs only half the amount of electricity. Of
course domestic gas cannot be used for all electrical appliances, but home owners are increasingly using it
for heating water, cooking and heating space. It is anticipated that between 1994 and 2000 the demand for
gas in households will increase by 4 per cent a year. In that same time span of six years, the demand for
domestic electricity is estimated to increase by only 2 per cent a year. In those six years the increased
direct usage of gas will be worth $100m. Domestic demand will shift from electricity to gas. This is a
very serious challenge to electricity generated by coal. One of the other serious challenges which is
approaching the electricity generation system - whether that electricity is generated by gas or by cogeneration - is air conditioning. It is envisaged that air conditioning, particularly in big instrumentalities in
large buildings such as the old R & I Bank tower, will be able to be provided through the direct use of gas
used in the air conditioning system. When one considers that they will get their air conditioning from gas
at half the cost of electricity, that will be a very serious challenge. In the vision for the future of Collie
electricity, we must keep this in mind; we must face this challenge from gas.
Gas is a competitor not only in the domestic field but also in the industrial field. Gas from the North West
Shelf used to cost $5 per gigajoule and $1.80 to transmit it down through the pipeline. This cost has now
fallen. Gas from the North West Shelf can be bought under specific contracts for as little as $1.50 GJ and
its transportation costs for the next three years are fixed at 98¢ GJ. Therefore, members can see that gas in
the industrial scene fed directly into an industrial process is quite competitive with coal produced
~lectricity, even when coal costs $30 a tonne. Mr Deputy Speaker, this challenge to the power generation
mdustry in Collie is a very real threat and one that must be taken seriously by the people of Collie.
As David Eiszele, the Director General of Western Power, said the most important factors in energy
supplies are price and reliability. The single gas line from the North West Shelf down to the south west has
had three episodes in the past 12 months which have thrown into doubt the reliability of that supply. That
supply was interrupted for about 24 hours on two occasions, highlighting the shortcomings of Western
Po~er having a single supply of gas using a single gas pipeline. In those terms, the Collie coal fired power
statIon has far more reliability than the gas supply. This is one of the things that we in Collie must
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treasure. We must guard very closely this position in which we can be the reliable suppliers. Everybody
involved in the energy industry in Collie - the miners, tradespeople, office management, the Muja power
station workers, unions, shareholders and the owners - must keep this very tight market in mind as we work
towards ensuring that our productivity in the workplace is competitive.
Productivity is being tackled in a number of ways, one of which is to look at the Western Collieries
workplace agreement for the new coal mine. It talks about a 24 hours a day operation with 12 hour shifts.
Those negotiations are going on at the moment. When one is involved in negotiations it is a very delicate
situation; there must be an attitude of trust between the companies and the unions. Unfortunately in Collie
at the moment people, particularly the Western Collieries representative from the metal workers union, are
saying that there is a document which says that Western Collieries is receiving $55 a tonne for coal at the
moment. Everyone in Collie is quite outraged by that, but as we know from many of the issues debated in
this Chamber, when people are presenting an item which they feel favours their case, they are not very
likely to tell the whole truth. Unfortunately, so far no-one has actually seen this document which
supposedly says that the price of coal is $55 a tonne. Many people in Collie are very cross about this and
they are saying, "Why should we cooperate with the new workplace agreement if that is the price that
Western Collieries is getting?" I challenge the shadow spokesperson for Energy in this House to
communicate with his associates in Collie and point out some of the facts of life about this challenge of
gas. He should indicate that maybe it would be worthwhile showing a few more people in the union, in
particular, this document which purports to say that the price of coal is $55 a tonne. There may be some
very specific reason that some of the tonnage is at that volume, and I have asked the Minister for Energy to
investigate this issue and to give me an answer which can be conveyed to the people of Collie as to why
there should be such a price for the tonnage. One of the reasons may be that the company wanted its return
at a specific time in the life of the development of the new coalmines; it might not have wanted it at a stage
when they were not into development. Many other issues might have affected the price, such as taxation
trade-offs and moneys required for new mine development Western Collieries Ltd is spending $120m on
developing the new coalmines, and it might have a very good reason for taking its profit at one point of
time in a contract; for example, it might wish to put it into mine development A few people in the Collie
area might not have the full picture of how we have to meet this challenge of the cost of gas and the
challenge of productivity on our coalfields and in our power stations.
I tum now to something which I have spoken about many times in this Parliament. It is the most exciting
and challenging technological development in the world, and will be of benefit to our civilisation: I refer
to the development of a fuel cell or power storage method. This energy storage method will enable us to
smooth out the peaks and troughs in production and demand. It will enable us to use wind power and solar
power so that energy can be delivered at the time it is needed; that is, when it is cold and there is no sun, at
night time, or when there is no wind. It is the same with tidal power. It will be one of the great successes
in utilising these renewable energy sources.
A member interjected.
Dr TURNBULL: That is right. It will also be of benefit, of course, in the coal generation area. Coal base
load power stations function far better when they are always at the same level, when there are no
fluctuations in the amount of energy being produced. If we can continue at a base load constant level,
some of the energy being produced could be stored. Last week the Minister for Commerce and Trade
released a document called "Development Options for Western Australia: Western Australia 2029". In
that document he gave an example of what we wiII be doing in the year 2029. Western Australia could be
one of the leading lights in the world in the area of hydrogen fuel cells. It is also reported in the Office of
Energy's publication under the heading of "The future of fuel celIs: The race is on". It states Energy planners around the world are watching closely for early market opportunities. In general,
all fuel cell developers are likely to have commercial units available at the cost of around $1 500
per kilowatt in about three to four years time. In comparison, the current initial capital cost for
diesel generators is in the order of $700 to $900 per kilowatt However, the major competition for
commercialisation of fuel cell technology may come from efficiency improvements being
developed in the very efficient gas turbines. The opportunities apparent are only the tip of the
iceberg. An energy analysis has suggested that a small 2 kilowatt fuel cell sitting in the bottom of
a home's water heater could simultaneously produce electricity for the home and hot water, and
the excess power could be fed into the local power grid.
These are the very exciting areas of challenge in the energy industry. Westem Australia has allocated some
funds towards assisting with the development of these solid oxide fuel cells, which are actually ceramic
fuel cells. Western Australia has an opportunity to l,e right at the forefront of this technology and I urge
the Minister for Commerce and Trade and the Minister for Energy to ensure that the State has enough
money for the research and development of this technology. As the Minister for Primary Industry was
walking past, he indicated that he would be in this as well. This is the sort of technology which could be
used on farms. Currently, if it were to cost a farmer $15000 to $20000 to extend the system which
provided electricity, it would be very competitive to have solar energy. Once we have these fuel cell
storages in place, it will be very competitive. They are not worried about this in the coal industry because
while the price of coal is being kept down and the productivity is up, there will always be a market for base
load electricity generation.

Mr Deputy Speaker, I also wish to address the issue of the weighting of the rural vote. I feel very proud as
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a National Party member, particularly for the electorate of Collie, to
be able to say that I strongly support
the weighting of the rural vote. If we want the National Party's vision
for country Western Australia to be
viable, active and sustainable, we must have true democratic representatives
in the Parliament. One of the
only ways for that to happen is to ensure that we maintain the rural vote
people here who feel very disappointed that the High Court has weighting. I know there are some
endorsed the continuation of vote
weighting in rural Western Australia. However, the High Court's decision
is based on very sound factors.
In Australia, we consider not only the equality of voters but also the
qualitative factors of community of
interest, remoteness, sparsity and size of the electorate. One can also
tie in the High Court's decision with
the recently released Federal Parliament joint standing committee on
electoral matters. That committee has
just produced a report called "Electoral Redistribution". In that report
- this is prior to the High Court's
decision - the committee recommended that economic, social and regiona
l interests, geography, means of
communication and travel, together with community of interest,
were of paramount importance in
determining the redistribution.
Mr Leahy inteIjected.
Dr TURNBULL: The member for Northern Rivers has raised an
interesting point; that is, the size of
Mandurah and Bunbury. I do agree that we do have to consider that
as an important point. As the High
Court said, changes to the method of distributing the electorates in Western
Australia are a decision for the
Parliament and the electorate representatives therein. I agree that an
issue that Parliament could look at is
the number of voters now based in some of the regional centres, particul
arly in Mandurah and Bunbury.
Kalgoorlie, Geraldton and Bunbury are quite big regional centres, but
they
are quite a lot further from the
capital city. Places like Port Hedland, in particular, once we have the
new
iron ore beneficiating industry
there, could become a very populated centre, although, again, one must
take into account things like travel,
the geography of the area and the socioeconomic and regional interest
s.
I am very proud that the National Party has stood up, almost without
support from anybody else~n this
issue of the weighting of the rural vote, because I know people even
within the Liberal Party feel that this
practice must be done away with. I contend that for the benefit of rural
and regional Western Australia and
for all the economic and industrial development based in rural
Western Australia and which is the
powerhouse of our economic development and very high standard of
living - one of the best in Australia we must maintain the weighting of the rural vote. We must be proud
of maintaining that practice.
Mr Deputy Speaker, I make one final point: Did you know that in the
islands off the north of Scotland the
weighting of the rural vote is three times what it is in the electora
te
England, the home of the Westminster democratic system, accepts of John Major? The reason that
weighting of the rural vote is the community of interest, historical bases that disparity and allows for the
and remoteness from the centre of
government. John Major's electorate is based on a county which is
historically a community of interest,
whereas the islands in Scotland are very remote and have a very sparse
population. It is essential that that
sparse population is maintained for the economic benefit of that country
will continue with this practice. I agree that there are grounds for discuss . Here in Western Australia we
ion in some areas but the National
Party's vision and support of the weighted rural vote must continue.
MR AINSW ORTH (Roe) [10.38 pm): A report commissioned by the Departm
ent of the Prime Minister
and Cabinet last year, and released before Christmas, entitled "Trends
in
the
Distribu
tion of Cash Income
and Non-cash Benefits", was about living standards in Australia between
1981-82
and 1993-94. That
report is interesting, because despite all of the rhetoric we have
heard from the Commonwealth
Government over the last 13 years, real private incomes in that period
fell by approximately 9 per cent, and
the report claimed that the social wage had made up the gap; that is,
the cash and non-cash assistance from
Government to households. A paper in the Business Council Bulletin
of February this year highlighted the
shortcomings of that report; namely, that it did not take into account
the increased hours of work
undertaken, which averaged 4 per cent over that period, and that the
decline in real wages when those
increased working hours were taken into account was about 13 per
cent. The social wage is claimed to
make up the gap. The formula used to provide the report's conclusions
to households; for example, the cost of public utilities. In part ignores many of the indirect costs
because of dividend payments to
~overnment, the dividend payments of public utilities
to government during the period of that report have
Increased by some 650 per cent. The claim that living standards have
improved when the social wage is
added ignores these facts. It also ignores the fact that one cannot get
more back from the Government than
one pays in tax - certainly not on a sustained basis, anyway. The Federal
assets to pay the bills; for example, the Commonwealth Bank and Qantas.Government has been selling off
The national debt, as we well
know, has skyrocketed in that period. Therefore, this nation has been
living
with an unsustainable credit
card mentality.
Since the pUblication of that article, the Federal Government has changed
. One of the big challenges faced
by the new Government is to turn around that situation. The Busines
s Council Bulletin of March states that
believes it is a priority for the new Government to turn around the
Incomes. That includes an overhaul of the tax system, but perhaps of decline in real terms in household
more importance to me as a member
from a regional area is a reduction in business costs. A reduction in
business costs is very important if we
are to achieve decentralisation, which is vital to regenerate some of our
rural and regional areas. We must
also provide some assistance to get rural businesses going and to create
the job opportunities in country
towns which do not exist now.
In my home town of Esperance, one of the things that is starting to
work against the provision of further
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job opportunities and encouragement of new enterprises is increases in the cost of power. I have spoken in
this place before about the federal tax on light fuel oil, which has doubled Western Power's losses for
generating power in that area, because Esperance is not on the grid. Major organisations in the town, such
as the Esperance Port Authority, which do not share in the uniform tariff policy of the State Government
but are already on contract, are currently paying 14.6¢ a unit, which is far higher than competitive ports
which are on the grid. A contract is likely to be renegotiated in August this year. The indications are that
the unit cost of power for the port authority will increase from 14.6¢ to 22.6¢. The reason for that increase
is totally the federal excise on light fuel oil. Geraldton Port Authority, for example, is not a diesel
generated system but is part of the grid, and also off-peak rates are available to it which are not available in
Esperance.
The power consumption at the Port of Esperance for a recent 13 week period was $214918. If the
Geraldton rate were applied for the same period, and for the same times as the power was used - the
member for Geraldton might be interested to know how cheaply his port is getting electricity compared
with the Port of Esperance - and if we allowed for the fact that Geraldton has off-peak power, Geraldton
would pay only $89 174, in comparison with the $214 918 paid by Esperance. That means that the Port of
Esperance is paying 241 per cent more for its power than Geraldton. That is before the likely increase
because of the fuel oil tax hike. If the power charge does increase to 22.6¢, the additional cost of power to
Esperance in the example I have just given will increase from $125744 to $243 507 for the same work
done, or 373 per cent more than the cost of the same job at the Geraldton port.
Mr Bloffwitch interjected.
Mr AINSWORTH: I am not comparing differences in tonnages. The difference in the cost of power is
purely because Geraldton is on the grid and Esperance is not.
A member interjected.
Mr AINSWORTH: I know there are differences in other places in the north of the State. However,
because of the cost of the fuel-fired generator, Western Power is already losing money, and it is only the
three major power users in the Town of Esperance - that is, the port authority, Cooperative Bulk Handling
and the fertiliser works A member interjected.
Mr AINSWORTH: Okay, but they are paying the higher price. They are not getting the uniform tariff.
The problem is that while the Minister has rightly said to the Esperance community - those small business
people who have been concerned about the comment from Western Power that they might also be put onto
this higher power cost because of the losses it is sustaining - that Western Power has become a more
corporatised entity, government policy on uniform tariffs still applies to small business and households. I
was pleased to hear the Minister say that. However, contrary to that, some people who want to establish a
small business in Esperance, the estimated power usage for which would be no more than for a small
engineering works, or something of that nature, have been quoted by Western Power the horrendous
connection cost of $84 100 for one transformer and one outlet - the power is virtually on site; it is just over
the road - and an indicative price for electricity of 40¢ to 45¢ per unit. How can new businesses survive
with that sort of cost and how can they even get started? They cannot. It is interesting that another person
who recently had power connected at Bandy Creek boat harbour, which is the area I am talking about,
negotiated that cost down to a $13 000 connection fee for each of two blocks, yet this connection is being
quoted at $84 100.
There are two problems: The high connection cost, which I suspect has very little to do with the cost of
generation per se; and the horrendous cost of 40¢ to 45¢ per unit, which would put off anybody trying to
start a business. That must be addressed by the new Federal Government, because it must remove the tariff
that was recently put on light fuel oil and exempt from tariff that fuel oil which is used for power
generation, which is a basic necessity. The Commonwealth and State Governments have a role to play also
in rational ising charges and other imposts on business so that we can encourage businesses to establish in
country towns to provide the jobs so desperately needed for our youth in particular and also to alleviate
some of the social problems due to unemployment. That will lead to an improvement in the quality of life
in regional areas, and to regional development, about which many of us have talked, and about which this
Government has also done something. However, there is a long way to go, and some of these basic costs
for services must be addressed even more than they have been.
Another vital ingredient if we are to see the sort of growth that I believe the Roe electorate, and many
electorates like it, is capable of, is an improvement in the quality of education. When highly qualified
people look at the attractions of a town or region, they look at the education opportunities for their children,
and in particular at the tertiary opportunities, and in many cases the towns in regional and remote areas are
found wanting. For that reason, it is very hard for businesses to attract to their areas professionals with
senior high school or university age children, because they are reluctant to go to towns that do not provide
the same facilities as a city such as Perth provides.
Esperance has been very active in achieving progress in the education area. Two or three years ago,
because the Esperance community was not happy with Esperance TAFE being administered from Albany,
and it was felt that Esperance was missing out, it took steps to lobby the Government to remove the
connection between Albany and Esperance and to have Esperance T AFE became part of Kalgoorlie
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College, which is an independent college. That happened very quickly
, and there was an immediate
improvement in the range of facilities and the quality of some of
the equipment that was put into the
Esperance Tertiary Education Centre. However, the major facilities
at
should be upgraded, and because Kalgoorlie College and the Kalgoothe centre are still well behind and
forces to become part of a regional campus of Curtin Univers rlie School of Mines have joined
ity, which includes Esperance, the
opportunity has now arisen for an extension of tertiary facilities into
the Esperance area. The Esperance
community has also finalised a proposal for a community college, which
will be a further step in having
integrated education in the region. That college will be a federation
of the Esperance Senior High School
and the Esperance Tertiary Education Centre.
One of the reasons we are doing this is to provide greater opportunities
this State. Also, many of our youth are going to Perth and other educatifor people in the regional areas of
not return to Esperance. We also need to provide training opportunities on centres, and many of them do
university course access for youth as well as mature age students, because for vocational students and local
many mature age people wish to
be students but cannot leave the regions to attend university.
The current TAPE participation rate in Esperance is well below that
of other parts of the State and nation.
Esperance has a participation rate of 53 per thousand population in the
15
the state average is 70 and the national average is 90. Esperance is well to 64 year old age group, while
below the state average and a long
way short of the national average. Therefore, there is scope for an increas
e of between 30 and 70 per cent
in current enrolments just in TAPE courses. In addition, the univers
ity
course
availability will increase
locally with the model that I have mentioned. Currently, 26 people
per thousand population in Esperance
are involved in tertiary education, compared with a state average of
45
of scope for improvement. Another aspect of the community collegeper thousand. Again, there is a lot
concept is that apprentices, who
currently travel to Perth in most cases for their off-the-job training, will
be
able to do that training locally,
which will be beneficial for them and their families. In addition, it
will
Aboriginal students and for people out of town who want to access some provide better opportunities for
of the facilities. We envilbge 24
hour key card access to some of the facilities that the commu~ity college
will offer.
The Esperance Senior High School, the Esperance Tertiary Education
Centre and the residential college are
in need of major refurbishment. We are lucky that they are all on the
have a combined facility which will save money and will be a good same site, so it will be possible to
major expansion, if needed, because of the vision of the Esperance investment. Land is available for a
Shire
realised that some of the education land that had been earmarked in various Council many years ago. It
parts of the town was likely to
be used for other things, so it bought land adjacent to the high school
and the tertiary education centre, and
it has now handed that land to the Minister for Education to be used
for education infrastructure. I think
that foresight will be rewarded when the combined education facilitie
s are provided on that site.
This is a model for regional education in Western Australia. It has not
example in Australia of which I am aware is at Coffs Harbour. There been done before. The only similar
is very strong support for this model
from a wide cross-section of the Esperance community, and I believe
because
it is destined to succeed. There are moves already to establish the commu of the support it has received
nity college as an incorporated
body, and the aim of that body is to coordinate the upgrading of the
high school, the tertiary education
centre and the residential college as a single project.
One of the projects that should be put in place early in order to progres
s this plan is a combined library
resource and telecommunications centre. That would free up space
in the high school, which is currently
short of space for many things, and also provide a positive first step
community that its dream is becoming a reality. I was pleased for the joint facility and signal to the
to hear the Minister for Education's
comments when he visited Esperance recently about his vision for super
high schools, and also to hear him
say that Esperance was a prime candidate for one of these super
high schools because of its current
situation and also because of the support that the community has given
to this plan. That is welcome,
because there is a demonstrated need. Super high schools, which
will replace larger country secondary
schools, will allow greater teacher specialisation and curriculum offering
to students.
The benefits of economies of scale in larger secondary schools with
capital expenditure have been hard to
quantify, whereas with current expenditure they have been more easy
to quantify. In the model about
which I have been speaking - a joint facility involving tertiary, post-co
mpulsory and secondary - the
savings from shared capital resources are far easier to identify than
those for a large high school per se.
Therefore, I am confident that when this gets going, we will see major
the duplications of expenditure on resources that we have seen in the savings and we will avoid some of
past, where facilities in different parts
of town have doubled up in areas like trades, manual arts and librarie
s. I am confident that this facility will
be a model for the State, and in particular for those regional and remote
to upgrade educational opportunities for their young people. I look parts of the State which are seeking
forward to the state Budget this year,
when I hope there will be an allocation of funds for at least part of
the
facilities to bring them one step further towards the integrated facilitygeneral upgrading of those three
and community college which
Esperance needs so desperately.
MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [10.57 pm]: I extend my congratulations to
the new member for Kalgoorlie, and I
trust that the time that she spends in Parliament will be fruitful and of
represents. Since I was first elected, I am not sure whether I have advantage to the electorate that she
seen four, five or six members for
Kalgoorl~e come and go by various means. Therefore, the length of
time for which the current member for
Kalgoorhe stays here may depend on her aspirations. In my first speech
in this place in 1971, I said -
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Today, speaking for the first time, I have an overwhelming feeling of the tremendous
responsibility that the people of Vasse have placed in me, but that is a challenge I accept.

Upon reflection 25 years later, I can honestly say that one has an extraordinary privilege and responsibility
to be elected by one's community to represent it in the Parliament. Irrespective of the side of politics from
which we come, during the period for which we are elected, we are the only voice of the electorate.
I referred in that speech to several issues, including the problems being faced by the dairy industry, and the
need to be ever vigilant about the importance of the timber industry to the electorate of Vasse. In 1971,
over 400 people were employed directly in that industry. It is significant that things have changed, and in
this speech I have the opportunity to reflect on some of the changes that have taken place in that industry
and to give my view on some of the changes that should take place in the future. The dairy industry today
is facing another series of concerns, and I have no doubt that in 20 years, a future member for Vasse who is
reflecting on the dairy industry will have to deal with another series of concerns and challenges that must
be met. In regard to the tourism industry, I had to plead the advantages for an area which was relatively
ignored by government and not generally understood by the wider community. The changes have been
significant, and everybody who wants to be somebody now wants a Busselton-Margaret River address.
That was not the case in 1971.
In 1971 the timber was exported for sleepers, but today the industry is revered and the timber is protected
and is used for fine furniture. One company, Jensen Jarrah, now markets its fine jarrah furniture
internationally. It sells to Harrods and to other firms around the world. Timber that was considered to be
industrial grade and was cut for railway crossings 25 years ago is now considered to be of the finest class.
In February 1971, 145 years after settlement, Western Australia celebrated the achievement of its first one
million people. However, the population has almost doubled in the past 25 years. The area now has first
class tourism resorts. Its viticulture industry and its new protea industry are recognised around the world.
Only last weekend the Deputy Premier opened a surfboard factory in the area which will produce
surfboards that will be sold internationally. The same day he also visited another surfboard factory which,
that week, had sent a container load of surfboards to European destinations. In 25 years an area that was
regarded as being backward has become the focus of not only Australia, but also the world, and it will grow
significantly.
During that 25 years I was delighted to be one of the people who encouraged the Tonkin Government to
purchase a block of land that ran down to Cape Leeuwin. There was some dispute at the time about the
Government purchasing that 2500 acres of land, because the finance was not available. However,
eventually the Government paid $52000 for the 2 500 acres of land that forms the basis of the LeeuwinNaturaliste National Park. I also ran foul of developers who sought to subdivide land at Cape Naturaliste
into five and 10 acre lots. I opposed their proposal, and their annoyance was demonstrated at a subsequent
election. However, I am delighted to report that that significant parcel of land adjacent to the Cape
Naturaliste lighthouse now forms the northern end of the Leeuwin-Naturaliste National Park. That is all
part of the heritage of this State.
It is not generally appreciated that in 1971 Western Australia was relatively devoid of any national parks.
Therefore, I am proud to be a member of an organisation that I helped to start - The Leeuwin Conservation
Group. In recent years that group has not performed as well as I would like, but when it was formed it
endeavoured to seek the best environmental information available so that the community could be better
informed. At that time a small piece of land had been set aside around Caves House as part of a national
park estate, but that was all. However, in the short period of 25 years, the area set aside in national parks
has grown significantly. More people now visit the Leeuwin-Naturaliste National Park every year than
visit Ayers Rock; and as the years go by, the number will increase even further. The Augusta-Margaret
River Tourist Bureau, assisted by a grant from this Government, is building a cave interpretative centre,
which will be completed this year. It is projected that that centre will be visited by half a million people a
year in the foreseeable future.
New hospitals at Busselton and Margaret River have been developed in that 25 year period, and a five year
high school at Margaret River has also been developed. They are significant developments. A scheme
which had important social significance for rural communities - it was not appreciated by the wider
community - was the Rural Housing Authority. It enabled people who lived in substandard group
settlement homes to acquire new houses. A number of homes were built in the region in the late 1970s and
early 1980s through that scheme. That was a significant social benefit for the wives and the children in that
area.
This year it was decided to provide infill sewerage to Busselton. That is an important tool in the proper
development of that community. Busselton airport, which is being developed currently, is being financed
by a $3.5m grant that was provided by this Government two years ago. The airport will have a runway
length of about 1 800, metres and will tak~ aircraft of the size of a BA146. There was some dispute about
whether a runway length of 1 800 metres was necessary, and it was suggested the length should remain at
1 200 metres. I would be fascinated to return to the area in 20 years and see what were the demands of the
community at that time. When putting in place the various services to cater for future development, it is
important to be visionary, and to appreciate the significant growth that is going to take place in the region.
Only this week the Minister for Employment and Training opened the first Busselton TAPE centre. That
centre is situated on the high school land. It cost $800 000 and comprises a series of transportable
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buildings. I venture to say that even though it appears to be a generous decision by this Government it will,
in the long term, prove to be a very short-sighted decision. Within five years the demand will be so great
that the local community will demand a new site for a TAPE campus. This is the first independent T AFE
site for the Busselton community. Prior to this year the Busselton community depended upon the
generosity of the Seventh Day Adventist Church for the provision of a TAPE centre.
The saga of the Busselton courthouse and police station is ongoing. Notwithstanding the comments of the
Commissioner of Police and his officers about Busselton not needing a 24 hour police station, I hope the
.saga will be resolved. I am sure the commissioner will be proved to be wrong and that will be sooner
rather than later.
This week the Minister for Transport was in the area and the issue of the Busselton bypass road,
programmed for the year 2000, was discussed. I venture to say it will go ahead much earlier than
anticipated. While it has taken 160-odd years to achieve this outer bypass road, planning for it will need to
start fairly soon. This bypass road will be constructed in an area where there has been very significant
growth.
I am predicting significant growth and development in two other areas. First is the extension of national
parks. Arrangements between the Government and private property owners for the management of private
land will be necessary. They must be encouraged to manage their land in the same way that a national park
is managed. More importantly, it will be necessary to declare some areas as marine parks. It is a very
necessary requirement not only of the community I represent, but also of Western Australia as a whole, to
have a substantive system of management of this State's marine and aquatic areas.
Planning has always been a very controversial and divisive issue. Satisfactory planning is paramount to the
development of any area. The Minister for Planning deserves a special commendation for his involvement
in regional planning in the Leeuwin Naturaliste area. I support his reasoning behind the regional planning.
It has concerned me for some time that planning decisions have been the province of the respect\je shire
councils - in my electorate they are the Shires of Augusta-Margaret River and Busselton. Although certain
decisions are made by the local authority to proceed with regional planning, the shire's policy could change
following a council election.
The Leeuwin Naturaliste area is now recognised as important not only to Western Australia, but also
nationally. It is not possible to have two sets of planning rules either side of a shire cadastral boundary.
There must be an overall planning concept. The Minister has appointed a committee, of which I am
pleased to be a member, to consider a planning concept. Following discussion with the local community, it
is hoped a mini-regional plan will be put in place. The community will then be in a position to understand
the planning requirements. Community involvement is fundamental to the future of the area I represent.
When a bad planning decision is made, a community is left to contend with it for 100 years; however, a
good planning decision goes unnoticed.
Another matter which concerns me is that some planning approvals are not granted on the basis of
integrity. Currently some planning approvals are granted on the basis of how much land a developer is
prepared to hand over to the State, or on what other inducements can be offered to local authorities. I am
not saying any level of corruption exists, but there must be integrity in planning. Whether a developer
wants to give up 50 or 80 per cent of his land is another matter. I hope the plan that the Minister is keen to
put in place will have the wide support of members of this House. It will ensure integrity in planning by
this Government which, I hope, will follow through to successive Governments.
This Government must address the question of land management, particularly environmental management
and auditing, sooner rather than later. For some time the financial scrutiny by Parliament has simply not
been as good as it should be. In Queensland, Victoria, South Australia and Western Australia there has
been financial mismanagement. As a result, a number of royal commissions and other independent
inquiries have been established. These inquiries have demanded a far greater level of financial
management and independent auditing by the Government and scrutiny by the Parliament. The
Government and Parliament of this State have accepted that that should be the case. The challenge I put to
members is that they must be conscious of the environment and of the need for environmental management
strategies and environmental auditing. What is the point of living in an environment which is financially
successful but which has foul air and water? Parliament sets the conditions but the government agencies
carry out the policing and stipulate how the private sector will operate under the various licensing
provisions. The private sector is pursued by government agencies, but who checks on the Government?
Which department is responsible for providing an audit of its land or marine management capabilities?
There is not one.
Sooner rather than later this Parliament must come to grips with environmental management and auditing
in the same way as it has with financial management. It would be done on a year by year basis. Each year
the Parliament would be in a position to look at the environmental positives of an agency in managing its
responsibilities. Alternatively, it would be aware of the negatives on a yearly basis, which would allow it
to take some corrective action. I am sure that had an environmental management and auditing scheme been
in place, this State would not have the salinity problem it has today. If the problem had been detected
earlier, the necessary action would have been taken to alleviate the problem.
I want this State's beaches, forests, and marine and land environment to be enjoyed by future generations.
If this Parliament accepts the general concept of motherhood, it must be prepared to put in place a set of
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checks and balances which will ensure that environmental management strategies and environmental
auditing occurs. I do not know how long it will take for the Parliament and the community to understand
the importance of the environment, but eventually it must have a place in the future.
MR C..J. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the House) [11.22 pm]: I thank members on both sides of
this Chamber for their contribution to this debate.
The ACfING SPEAKER (Mr Day): Before I put the motion it appears, with the exception of the short
contribution by the Leader of the House, that the speech by the member for Vasse was the last in this year's
Address-in-Reply debate. The Minister for Health reminded me a short while ago that the speech by the
member for Vasse will be his last contribution to an Address-in-Reply debate in this Chamber, given that
he has indicated his intention to retire at the next election, which is due to be held early in 1997. Given that
his first contribution to an Address-in-Reply debate was in 1971, some 25 years ago, it is a significant
achievement and is worthy of note by this House.
Question put and passed; the Address-in-Reply thus adopted.
HUMAN REPRODUCTIVE TECHNOLOGY AMENDMENT BILL
Returned

Bill returned from the Council without amendment.
ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE - ORDINARY
MR C..J. BARNETT

(Cottesloe - Leader of the House) [11.23 pm]: I move -

That the House do now adjourn.
On behalf of members I extend appreciation to those staff who have worked both within this Chamber and
in the building today.
Question put and passed.
House adjourned at 11.24 pm

I
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE
JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - VICfIM SUPPORT SERVICE
Staff Details; Budget; Privatisation or Contracting Out Plans
11.

Mr BROWN to the Minister representing the Attorney General:
(1)

How many staff are employed in the victim support service?

(2)

What is the classification of each staff member?

(3)

What qualifications does each staff member have?

(4)

What is the nature of the work carried out by each staff member?

(5)

What is expected to be the total budget outlay for the victims support service in
the 1995-% financial year?

(6)

Is any consideration being given to privati sing or contracting out the work currently
carried out by the victim support service?

(7)

If so, what consideration?

(8)

If not, has the Government abandoned the idea of privatising or contracting out the
victims support service?

(9)

If so, why?

Mr PRINCE replied:
The Attorney General has provided the following reply -

.

(1)
(2)

Ten, exclusive of services provided by persons engaged under contract.
1 x level 8
2 x level 6
4 x level 5
2 x level 3
1 x level 1

(3)

Seven staff have social work qualifications, one is an ex-prison officer, one has a clerical
background and one has a keyboard/reception background.

(4)

Director level 8 is responsible for program development, management and policy
development and implementation.
Coordinator, level 6 is responsible for professional supervision, the volunteer program
and contract management.
Counsellors level 5 - three - are responsible for direct counselling and debriefing services
to victims of crime.
Child Victim Witness Coordinator level 5 is responsible for the non-evidential
preparation of children as witnesses.
Community Education and Training Officer level 6 is responsible for victim awareness
training for Ministry of Justice staff, police and community agencies.
Information officer level 3 is responsible for providing criminal justice information to
victims of crime.
Administrative assistant level 3 is responsible for budget, financial, physical assets and
human resource support.
Receptionist level 1 is responsible for reception and keyboard duties.

(5)

$951 000.

(6)

Yes.

(7)

Consideration is being given to contracting out work in the Broome region.

(8)

It was decided not to contract out the victim support service as a whole but to contract
out regional services which are now in place at Bunbury, Albany, Geraldton, Kalgoorlie,
Port Hedland and Northam.

(9)

Relationships of the victim support service with the police and the Director of Public
Prosecutions can be better maintained under the arrangement outlined in (8). .
FA MIL Y AND CHILDREN'S SERVICES - ABUSE IN FAMILIES CAMPAIGN,
ADDITIONAL FUNDS

31.

Mr BROWN to the Minister for Family and Children's Services:

(1)

In April 1994, did the former Minister for Community Development, at or around the
time of the launch of the Abuse in Families campaign, promise additional funds would
be provided to programs to help people from abusive or potentially abusive families as
well as additional funds being provided to assist Aboriginal and ethnic groups?
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(2)

Exactly what additional programs has the Government provided?

(3)
What is the nature and cost of each program.
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1)
(2)

(3)

Yes.
The Government has funded a mass media campaign; established the Family Help Line; funded
services for victims, perpetrators and children who are the secondary victims of abuse; and funded
community initiatives.
The mass media campaign aimed to increase community awareness and understanding about
abuse in families, to reinforce attitudes that abuse is not acceptable, to create awareness of the
community's responsibility and to create awareness of the services available. Funds of $900 000
were allocated to the media campaign. The Family Help Line provides a telephone information
service which particularly targets families that are experiencing abuse or other relationship
problems. The operational cost of the service is $22 500 per annum and the staffing cost is
$151 579 per annum.

FAMILY AND CHILDREN'S SERVICES - CRISIS CARE, PARENTING LINE, FAMILY HELP
LINE, TELEPHONE CALLS RECEIVED; STAFF EMPLOYMENT; COST
32.
Mr BROWN to the Minister for Family and Children's Services:
(1)
Between 1 July 1995 and(a)
31 December 1995;
(b)
31 January 1996;
(c)
29 February 1996,
how many calls were received by the (i)
Crisis Care;
(ii)
Parenting Line;
(iii)
Family Help Line,
telephone services?
(2)
(3)

What is the total number of staff employed on these telephone services?
How many staff are employed on each service?

(4)
(5)

What is the total cost of operating each service?
Of the calls received b); the Family Help Line, how many callers have been provided
with (a)
information;
(b)
counselling?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1)
Crisis care (a)
21 047
(b)
24657
(c)
28033
Parenting Line - commenced 12 October 1995 (a)
834
(b)
973
(c)
1 158
Family Help Line (a)
4469
(b)
5449
(c)
6885
(2)-(3)
(4)

Sixteen full time and 20 part time staff are rostered across more than one service according to
demand and additional staff are rostered on if required.
Crisis Care Operational costs $74 500 per annum.
Staffing costs $584 658 per annum.

Parenting Line
Operational costs $3610 from 12 October 1995 to 29 February 1996.
Staffing costs $25 080 from 12 October 1995 to 29 February 1996.
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Family Help Line
Operational costs $22 500 per annum.
Staffing costs $151 579 per annum.
(5)

Figures for the calendar year 1995 (a)
information and advice 4 372
(b)
counselling 3 727
(callers can receive more than one service).
PRISONS - CASUARINA
Officers, Additional; Understaffed

Mr BROWN to the Minister assisting the Minister for Justice:
(1)
Has the Government agreed to increase the number of officers at Casuarina Prison?
(2)
How many additional officers will be provided?
(3)
How long has Casuarina Prison been understaffed?
Mr MINSON replied:
(1)
Yes.
(2)
Twenty-one.

65.

(3)

Casuarina is not understaffed for the prison's standard bed capacity.
PRISONS - HIV PRISONERS, MANAGEMENT OF; STAFF lRAINING

67.

Mr BROWN to the Minister assisting the Minister for Justice:

.,

(1)

Has the Ministry of Justice complied with the requirements for HIV prisoners to be
treated in a non-discriminatory way?

(2)

Has staff training related to the management of HIV prisoners been provided?

(3)

If so, when did the staff training commence?
How many officers have undergone the training?

(4)
(5)

Has the non-discriminatory management of HIV prisoners been hampered by the lack of
staff training on HIV and the management of HIV prisoners?

(6)

If so, is this a failure of the Ministry of Justice?

Mr MINSON replied:
(1)
It is inappropriate to respond at this time as the matter is sub judice - Human Rights and Equal
Opportunity Commission.
(2)
Yes, training has commenced and is ongoing.
(3)

May 1995.

(4)

As at 1 April 1996 a total of 413 staff had undergone training.

(5)-(6) See (1).
PRISONS - CASUARINA; C.W. CAMPBELL REMAND CENTRE
Prison Officers Working Special Shifts
68.

Mr BROWN to the Minister assisting the Minister for Justice:
(1)

In the(a)

1994-95;

(b)

1995-96,

financial years, how many special (ordinary time) shifts were worked by officers at the
C.W. Remand Centre and Casuarina Prison?
(2)

Is the amount of special shifts worked at the two prisons excessive?

(3)

Have prison officers working 12 hour shifts had to work or be on call for seven or more
successive days?

(4)

If so, does this show a lack of staff resources?

(5)

If not, why not?

(6)

Does the staffing situation at the two prisons reveal a failure of the Ministry of Justice?
If not, why not?

(7)
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Mr MINSON replied:
(1)

(2)

(3)
(4)
(5)

(6)

(7)

75.

Casuarina
8 hour shifts
1994-95
245
54
8 hour shifts
12 hour shifts
799
12 hours shifts
201
1995-96
8 hour shifts
Nil
360
8 hour shifts
1995-96
834
[19.3.96]
12 hour shifts
1790
12 hour shifts
[19.3.96]
The number of special shifts has increased to provide the levels of security and supervision
necessary in response to the increasing prison muster. These special shifts are undertaken on a
voluntary basis by staff.

CWCRC
1994-95

Yes.
No.
It highlights the demand caused by continuously increasing musters compared to the current
permanent staffing levels available. That is being addressed by an increase in posting levels, not
by an increase in permanent staff.
No.
A detailed analysis of the call-back rate of staff indicates that the posting level of Casuarina Prison
was increased to reduce the call-out rate for staff there. This reveals that the ministry is reacting
appropriately to increasing musters.
JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - GOVERNMENT OR MINISTER, ENTERED INTO
A CONTRACT; AN AGREEMENT
Mr BROWN to the Minister assisting the Minister for Justice:
(1)

Has the Government/Ministry of Justice/Minister entered into (a)
a contract;
(b)

an agreement;

(c)

an undertaking or understanding of any form,

with a prisoner who has HIV on the way that prisoner will be treated/managed in prison?
(2)

Precisely what is the nature of the contract, agreement, understanding or undertaking?

Mr MINSON replied:

(1)

Yes.

(2)

It is inappropriate to respond at this time as the matter is sub judice - Human Rights and Equal
Opportunity Commission.
JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - EMPLOYEES-OFFICERS RECEIVING
SEVERANCE-REDUNDANCY PAYMENTS OR PAYMENTS IN LIEU OF NOTICE

78.

Mr BROWN to the Minister representing the Attorney General:
(1)

In the last six months have any Ministry of Justice employees/officers been paid a
severance/redundancy payment or a payment in lieu of notice or any similar or like
payment?

(2)

How many officers have received such a payment?

(3)

What has been paid to each officer/employee?

Mr PRINCE replied:
The Attorney General has provided the following reply (1)

Yes.

(2)

Eleven.

(3)

The total amount paid was $509 125.87.
JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - CAMP KURLI MURRI, LAVERTON
Prisoners-Detainees

90.

Mr BROWN to the Minister representing the Attorney General:
(1)

How many prisoners/detainees were held at Camp Kurli Murri on the first of each month
between 1 September 1995 and 1 March 1996?

(2)

What was the maximum number of prisoners/detainees held at Camp Kurli Murri each
month between September 1995 and February 1996?

(3)

What was the minimum number of prisoners/detainees held at Camp Kurli Murri
between September 1995 and February 1996?
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(4)

How many prisoners/detainees were under the age of 18 years?

(5)

Since Camp Kurli Murri opened, how many prisoners/detainees have completed their
sentence at the camp?

(6)

Since their release, have any prisoners/detainees been -

(7)

(a)

charged with further offences;

(b)

convicted of further offences;

(c)

breached the conditions under which they were released?

How many prisoners/detainees have been charged, convicted or charged and/or convicted
with breaching their release conditions or otherwise breached their release conditions?

Me PRINCE replied:
The Attorney General has provided the following reply (1)

1 September 1995
1 October 1995
1 November 1995
1 December 1995
1 January 1996
1 February 1996
1 March 1996

10
11
16
18
13
11
10

(2)

1 September 1995
1 October 1995
1 November 1995
1 December 1995
1 January 1996
1 February 1996
1 March 1996

12
16
18
19
14
12

(3)

1 September 1995
1 October 1995
1 November 1995
1 December 1995
1 January 1996
1 February 1996
1 March 1996

10
9
11
14

13
11
8
6

(4)

None.

(5)

Twenty-one.

(6)

(a)
(b)
(c)

(7)

Two detainees have breached their release conditions by failing to report to their juvenile
justice officer. They are both currently back on supervised release. One detainee has
been charged with an offence, he has pleaded not guilty and the matter is awaiting trial.

Yes.
No.
Yes.

JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - CAMP KURU MURRI, LAVERTON
Review Report
91.

Mr BROWN to the Minister representing the Attorney General:
(1)

Has the Government and/or the Minister received the report on the review of Camp Kurli
Murri?

(2)

When was the report received?

(3)

Does the report contain recommendations?

(4)

If so, what recommendations?

(5)

Has the Government considered the recommendations?

(6)

If so, what decisions has the Government reached?

(7)

If not, when does the Government intend to consider the recommendations?

Me PRINCE replied:
The Attorney General has provided the following reply (1)
No.
(2)-(7)

Not applicable.
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JUVENILE OFFENDERS - RECIDIVISM RAlES STUDY
92.

Mr BROWN to the Minister representing the Attorney General:
(1)

Has the Government initiated a study to determine whether-

(a)

the recidivism rate amongst juvenile offenders has been reduced as a
consequence of changes he Government made to the Bail Act 1982;

(b)

the recidivism rate has been reduced as a consequence of the changes made to
the Young Offenders Act 1994;

(c)

the recidivism rate has been reduced for reasons unrelated to the legislative
changes described in (a) and (b)?

(2)

If not, has the Government initiated any like study dealing with recidivism rates or the
success or failure of government initiatives?

(3)

If so, exactly what is the nature of the study that has been initiated?

(4)

What are the terms of reference?

(5)

Who is conducting the study?

(6)

When will the study be completed?

(7)

What is the cost of the study?

Mr PRINCE replied:
The Attorney General has provided the following reply (1)-(a)

A study into the consequences of changes to bail for juveniles implemented through the
Criminal Procedures Amendment Act has been initiated. This study will review
re-offending rates of juveniles on bail.
(b)

A review of the Young Offenders Act 1994 has been initiated. The terms of
reference of the review are currently being established.

(c)
(2)-(7)

A general study of recidivism is not proposed.

Apart from the reviews commented upon in (1)(a) and (1)(b), the following evaluation
studies have been initiatedJuvenile Justice Teams: The nature and terms of reference of this evaluation are
currently being established. An estimated cost for the evaluation is $30 000.
Pilot Work Camp: The aim is to evaluate the Camp Kurli Murri pilot program in terms
of effectiveness and cost and to make recommendations for the future directions of work
camps in Western Australia. This inquiry has commenced and will be conducted in two
phases. Phase 1 will be based on the first year's operations and will be concluded on 30
June 1996. Phase 2 which will review and evaluate detainee outcomes will require a
longer study period. This phase is expected to conclude by 30 June 1997. The
evaluation will cost $45 000. Judge Kingsley Newman, a retired judge from South
Australia is conducting the evaluation.
Central Desert Program: The aim of this evaluation is to determine if the community
development model, as applied to the central desert program, has been instrumental in
reducing substance abuse among young Aboriginals, leading in a reduction in associated
crime. The research will involve reviewing reports dealing with the program and
interviewing important stakeholders on matters relevant to the objectives. Supportive
research will be conducted using the ministry's database to provide quantitative
information about the outcomes of the program in terms of Aboriginal people serving
custodial terms due to offences that were linked with substance abuse. The evaluation
will be carried out by a person/organisation contracted. The estimated cost is $20 000.
mSTICE, MINISTRY OF - PRISONERS AND PERSONAL COMPUlERS
POLICY, REVIEW

103.

Mr BROWN to the Minister assisting the Minister for Justice:
(1)

Has the Minister initiated the review of Ministry of Justice policy that prevents prisoners
from using personal computers in their cells?

(2)

When did the review commence?

(3)

Who undertook the review?

(4)

Has the review been completed?

(5)

When was the review completed?
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(6)

Were any recommendations made by the person or persons conducting the review?

(7)

If so, what recommendations?

(8)

Has the Ministry of Justice endorsed any or all of the recommendations or any part of
one or more recommendations?

(9)

What recommendations or parts of recommendations have been endorsed?

(10)

When is it envisaged the endorsed recommendations or parts thereof will be
implemented?

Mr MINSON replied:
(1)

Yes.

(2)
(3)

February 19~1f
Programs bralluh staff.
Yes.

(4)
(6)

14 March lUt)6.
Recommendations were made in the form of guidelines.

(7)

Personal computers will be reintroduced into prisons according to the guidelines.

(8)-(9)

The Minister assisting the Minister for Justice has approved the guidelines.

(10)

When the relevant Director General's rule is approved.

(5)

REGISTRAR GENERAL'S OFFICE - CERTIFICATES OF BIRTHS, DEATHS,
MARRIAGES, FEES REDUCTION
108.

•

Mr BROWN to the Minister assisting the Minister for Justice:
(1)

Has there been a reduction in the fee payable for certificates of births, deaths and
marriages?

(2)

If so, what was the fee charged before and after the reduction?

(3)

Are the reduced fees only available to certain categories or classes of persons?

(4)

If so, what are the eligibility criteria for the reduction?

(5)

Are the new lower fees universally applied?

Mr MINSON replied:
(1)

No.

(2)-(5) Not applicable.

SUICIDE - INQUIRY PROPOSAL

112.

Mr BROWN to the Minister representing the Attorney General:
(1)

Is the State Government prepared to investigate or initiate an investigation into(a)

the number of persons injured in motor vehicle or workplace accidents who
have subsequently committed suicide;

(b)

the number of such injured persons who received a negative medical report six
months prior to committing suicide; and

(2)

the number of such medical reports provided by members of the medical
profession engaged by insurers?
If not, why not?

(3)

Is the Government prepared to initiate such an inquiry in certain circumstances?

(4)

If so, what circumstances?

(c)

Mr PRINCE replied:
The Attorney General has provided the following reply (1)

No.

(2)

(a)-(b)

All such deaths would be subject to investigation by the Coroner.

(c)
No.

It is suggested that this question be referred to the Medical Board.

(3)

(4)

Not applicable.
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FAMILY AND CHILDREN'S SERVICES - NON-GOVERNMENT ORGANISATIONS
$250000 Distribution to enable Affiliations with Peak Bodies; Funding Agreements

113.

Mr BROWN to the Minister for Family and Children's Services:
(1)

Further to question on notice 4254 of 1995, was the amount allocated to each nongovernment organisation as part of the $250 000 distribution provided under the funding
agreement between the non-government organisation and the Government?

(2)

If so, did the Government reach an agreement with each non-government organisation to
change their funding agreement to incorporate this additional amount before such funds
were provided?

(3)

If not, how were the funding agreements in force at that time capable of being amended
without such an agreement?

(4)

Was this money distributed to non-government organisations without such agencies
having entered into a funding agreement with the Government for the purpose of how the
money should or would be expended?

(5)

If not, exactly what provisions of the then existing funding agreements enabled this
money to be so provided and paid under those agreements?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1)-(2) No.
(3)

As per clause 3.2 of the former Funding Agreement, "The Minister or Delegate may vary the
amount of anyone or more instalments at any time where, requested by the Organisation or in the
opinion of the Minister or Delegate there are *reasonable grounds to do so. However the total
amount of funds actually received by the end of the funding period may vary from the approved
level of funding.
The Minister will advise the Service Provider in writing of the variation and the grounds for the
variation on each occasion".

(4)

Not applicable.

(5)

See (3).

116.

Mr BROWN to the Minister representing the Attorney General:

JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - BAIL ACCOMMODATION ARRANGEMENTS
(1)

Further to question on notice 3944 of 1995, have any alternative accommodation
arrangements been made for those people on bail who would otherwise have been
accommodated at the Bail Hostel in Fremantle before it was closed?

(2)

Has the Ministry of Justice entered into any arrangement with any organisation or group
about providing alternative accommodation to people on bail?

(3)

If so, exactly what arrangements are in place?

(4)

Which organisations and groups have agreed to provide accommodation to people on
bail?

(5)

What is the arrangement between the Ministry of Justice and those groups regarding
supervision, payment and other matters?

(6)

Are people on bail who would normally be accommodated at the Bail Hostel in
Fremantle now incarcerated?

(7)

If not, what arrangements has the Ministry of Justice made to avoid this situation?

Mr PRINCE replied:
The Attorney General has provided the following reply (1)-(2)

Yes.

(3)

A number of organisations in Perth offer hostel accommodation for people on bail. Such
people are subject to the hostel's rules and are also subject to monitoring by community
corrections officers where a court imposes a reporting or supervision condition of bail.

(4)

Eighteen hostels are participating in the program at present They represent a diversity of
church groups, Aboriginal organisations and other voluntary agencies.

(5)

Persons on bail at a participating hostel are required to pay board. The Ministry of
Justice underwrites the board in the event that hostels are unable to recover it from
residents.

(6)

No.

(7)

The alternative accommodation measures following the closure of the Bail Hostel have
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been made known to the judiciary and community corrections officers are available to
address any court considering bail.
JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - JUVENILE INSTITUTIONS
Detainees. Numbers Held; Previous Convictions

118.

Mr BROWN to the Minister representing the Attorney General:
(1)
How many detainees were held at each juvenile institution on(a)

1 October 1995;

(b)

1 November 1995;

(c)
(d)

1 December 1995;
1 January 1996;

(e)

1 February 1996;

(t)

1 March 1996?

(2)

On each date, how many detainees serving a sentence had been convicted of breaking the
law prior to being convicted of charges leading to their current sentence?

(3)

How many detainees on remand had been previously convicted of offences?

Mr PRINCE replied:
The Attorney General has provided the following reply (1)
Rangeview
(a) 1 October 1995
34
(b) 1 November 1995
58
(c) 1 December 1995
49
(d) 1 January 1996
50
(e) 1 February 1996
48
(t) 1 March 1996
52
(2)
Longmore
(a) 1 October 1995
34
(b) 1 November 1995
27
(c) 1 December 1995
39
(d) 1 January 1996
27
(e) 1 February 1996
25
(t) 1 March 1996
52
(3)
This information is not readily available.

Longmore
34
27
39
28
26
53

Riverbank
24
29
27
29
30
29

.

Riverbank
21
24
22
24
25
28

MINIM COVE DEVELOPMENT, MOSMAN PARK - LANDCORP AND
OCTENNIAL HOLDINGS AGREEMENT
152.

Mr KOBELKE to the Minister representing the Minister for Lands:
(1)

What were the reasons that caused the Western Australian Land Authority to enter into a
joint venture with Octennial Holdings for the development of the land at Minim Cove,
Mosman Park rather than the authority purchase the land and undertake the development
in its own right?

(2)

Was the W A Land Authority aware that Octennial Holdings was a two dollar company
holding an option on the land, which was known to be contaminated?
What checks, if any, were made as to the substance of the company and the record of
both the company and its principals to perform the requirements of the joint venture?
Are the costs and the potential rewards being shared equitably between the WA Land
Authority and Octennial Holdings given the percentage of land which both joint
venturers are contributing to the development project?
If yes to (4) above, then what information can the Minister provide to support this
answer?

(3)
(4)

(5)
(6)

Will the Minister table the agreement between LandCorp and Octennial Holdings for the
development at Minim Cove?
Mr LEWIS replied:
The Minister for Lands has provided the following response (1)

Octennial Holdings held an option to purchase lot 416 from the University of Western
Australia. In order to address the development in an integrated manner the authority
agreed to work with the adjoining landowner.

'"."'"",
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(2)-(3) Octennial Holdings was subject to the nonnal financial checks and has provided fmancial
security to meet its proportion of costs estimated for the clean-up of its land

(4)
(5)

(6)

Yes.
The agreement between the Western Australian Land Authority and Octennial Holdings
provides for clean-up costs to be shared based on the proportion of soil removed from
each party's land. As the cost of the clean-up is directly related to the volume of soil to
be moved, assessing costs on a volume basis is considered equitable.
Yes, and I will also table the agreement between the Town of Mosman Park, Octennial
Holdings and Western Australian Land Authority.
[See paper No 154.]

CENSORSHIP - PORTFOLIO RESPONSIBILITY
Family and Children; Women; Youth; Seniors; Fair Trading, Portfolio Allocation Basis

Dr WATSON to the Premier:
(1)
To what portfolio has responsibility for censorship and related matters been allocated in
the last 20 years?
(2)
On what basis was each of the following portfolios allocated to Minister Edwardes:
(a)
family and children;
(b)
women;
(c)
youth;
(d)
seniors;
(e)
fair trading?
(3)
Is it considered that the Attorney General and Minister for the Arts may have a conflict
of interest in administering these laws?
If so, what is the presumed conflict?
(4)
Mr COURT replied:
(1)
The infonnation requested will require considerable research to extract from the records and I am
not prepared to divert resources to undertake the work.
(2)-(4) The allocation of ministerial portfolios is based on merit. Recent changes were designed to make
the best use of the outstanding talents of Cabinet members in the context of the changing priorities
of government
.
154.

FAMILY AND CHILDREN'S SERVICES - WOMEN'S REFUGE, ALBANY,
BACK PAYMENTS AWARDED TO WORKERS LOCKED OUT OF JOBS
158.

Dr WATSON to the Minister for Family and Children's Services:
(1)

How much back payment was awarded to those workers locked out of their job at the
Women's Refuge in Albany?

(2)

Against which body was it awarded?

(3)

Has it been paid?

(4)

If not, why not?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1)-(4) Neither the Minister nor the department were parties to this matter. The outcome is a matter of
public record available from the Industrial Relations Commission.
DISABILITY SERVICES COMMISSION - RESIDENTS IN HOSTELS, AGE RANGE
163.

Dr WATSON to the Minister for Disability Services:
What is the age range and the average age of residents at the following hostels (a)
~n;
(b)
Boston;
(c)
Dorset;
(d)
Bristol;
(e)
Sussex;
(t)
Norwich;
(g)

Bennett Brook;
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(h)

Cromane;

(i)

Fairholme;

(j)

Milford?
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Mr MINSON replied:
The following information is current as at 19 March 1996 (a)
(b)
(c)
(d)
(e)
(0
(g)

Age Range
25-62
11-64
22-57
9-50
13-74
13-45
19-64

Average Age
39
33
30
28
31
26
38

ro

~~1
~~4

~
~

22-62

37

00

(j)

172.
(1)

JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - DOMESTIC VIOLENCE (WIFE ASSAULT)
Budget Allocations; Training; Reports; Costs
Dr WATSON to the Minister representing the Attorney General:
. What budgets were allocated and spent on issues related to domestic violence (wife assault) in
1994-95?
(2)
(3)

(4)

(5)
(6)

..
What budget has been allocated for 1995-96?
What training/education/conference participation has been arranged for officers of the
department in (a)

1994-95;

(b)

1995-96?

What information has been/will be compiled for public distribution in (a)

1994-95;

(b)

1995-96?

Have any reports related to the issue (apart from that of the task force) been prepared in
the last 18 months?
Is there any estimate of the costs associated with domestic violence (wife assaUlt) as they
impact on the Attorney General's portfolio?

(7)

Does the Attorney General intend to direct the agency to estimate those costs?

(8)

If not, why not?

Mr PRINCE replied:
The Attorney General has provided the following reply (1)-(2) The Ministry of Justice did not have a separate budget allocation in 1994-95 from which
all domestic violence related activities were funded.
(3)

(a)-(b)

While the Ministry of Justice does not maintain a central training register a
number of officers have undertaken training in this area, including community
corrections officers.

(4)

(a)

The ministry has printed a brochure on stalking.

(b)

This question should be referred to the Minister for Family and Children's
Services.

(5)

Two - the Report of the Review of Restraining Orders and an internal report arising from
a total quality management initiative at the Joondalup court.

(6)

Yes. However, those estimates are not considered to satisfactorily reflect the total
resources directed toward domestic violence matters.

(7)

Commencing with the 1995-96 annual report all agencies with responsibility for
implementing the family and domestic violence action plan are required to identify
financial and other resources used and the extent to which they have met their family and
domestic violence commitments. This will assist the ministry to estimate future costs.
See (1).

(8)
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ELLIOIT, RICHARD - MEETING WITH BOB FALCONER AND DAVID
GRANT IN 1994

194.

Mr GRAHAM to the Premier:
(1)
What attributes does the Premier ascribe to Mr Richard Elliott in order for him to be
considered independent?
(2)
In what capacity did Mr Elliott attend the October 1994 meeting with Mr David Grant
and Commissioner Bob Falconer?
(3)
Did the Premier discuss with Police Minister Wiese the Police Commissioner's request
for the attendance of Richard Elliott?
(4)
Does the Premier regard Mr Elliott as above ministerial level as regarded by Mr
Falconer?

What measures are in place to ensure that Mr Elliott acts in a capacity that is responsible
to the taxpayers who pay for his services?
Mr COURT replied:
(1)
Prior to becoming a consultant Mr Elliott had a distinguished business career including time as
managing director of the Australian subsidiary of a major multinational petroleum company.
Since becoming a consultant, Mr Elliott has had a variety of clients, including the Dowding
Government and the Lawrence Government He is not a member of a political party.
(2)
As a consultant to the Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet.
(3)-(4) No.
(5)

(5)

Mr Elliott is on contract to the Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet.
BLACK SWANS - COLONIES ESTABLISHMENT

221.

Dr EDWARDS

to the Minister representing the Minister for the Environment:

Will the Minister advise whether black swan colonies will be established this year?
Mr MINSON replied:
The Minister for the Environment has provided the following reply That depends on the swans.
CONSERV ATION AND LAND MANAGEMENT, DEPARTMENT OF - CONTROLLED BURNS,
RED TINGLE FOREST, WALPOLE-NORNALUP NATIONAL PARK
225.

Dr EDWARDS
(1)

to the Minister representing the Minister for the Environment:

What is the controlled burn plan for the red tingle forest in the Walpole-Nornalup
national park?

(2)
Is the department responsible for the bums currently or have plans to review the burn?
Mr MINSON replied:
The Minister for the Environment has provided the following reply (1)

CALM plans to bum approximately 600 ha of karri-red tingle forest in the Douglas Hill
area directly north of Nornalup township in autumn 1996 or summer 1996-97 depending
on suitable weather conditions. Other prescribed burns which contain red tingle may be
conducted over the next six years in accordance with the approved management plan for
the Walpole Nornalup national park - 1992-2002. See pages 30-37, and map 4.

(2)

The Department of Conservation and Land Management is responsible for the burn
program and does review the bum program annUally.

CONSERVATION AND LAND MANAGEMENT, DEPARTMENT OF - SIGNS ON
VASSE HIGHWAY AND PEMBERTON NORTHCLIFFE ROAD; OLD GROWTH TREES
227.

Dr EDWARDS
(1)

to the Minister representing the Minister for the Environment:

What do the Department of Conservation and Land Management signs on the Vasse
Highway and the Pemberton Northcliffe Road state?

Do these areas of forest contain any old growth trees?
(2)
Mr MINSON replied:
The Minister for the Environment has provided the following reply (1)-(2) There are many CALM signs on the Pemberton-Northcliffe Road and Vasse Highway. I
am assuming that the ones in question are recently erected regrowth forest signs. These
signs state the forest name and the year or years that the area was logged and
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renegerated; for example, Treenbrook Forest 1937-52 regrowth. These areas contain
predominantly regenerated forest. There are some scattered older trees which were not
cut down in the earlier logging. The overwhelming majority of trees for each of the areas
where signs have been erected are regrowth.
GOVERNOR OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - IN EXECUTIVE COUNCIL,
MATTERS BROUGHT FORW ARD FOR APPROVAL REJECTED

Mr GRAHAM to the Premier:
(1)
Has the Governor of Western Australia in Executive Council rejected any matters
brought forward for approval?
(2)
If so(a)
what matters were rejected;
(b)
which Ministers were responsible for the rejected matters;
(c)
on what grounds were the matters rejected?
Mr COURT replied:
(1)-(2) Obviously the Governor takes a very keen, professional interest in the Executive Council process.
However, as a matter of long standing convention the deliberations of the Executive Council are
not disclosed. Both the executive councillors and the clerk of the Executive Council are bound by
oaths to this effect.
239.

GOVERNOR OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - IN EXECUTIVE COUNCIL,
MATTERS BROUGHT FORWARD FOR APPROVAL SENT BACK
240.

Mr GRAHAM to the Premier:
(1)
(2)

.

Has the Governor of Western Australia in Executive Council sent back for reexamination any matters brought forward for approval?
If so(a)

what matters were sent back;

(b)

which Ministers were responsible for the matters sent back;

(c)
Mr COURT replied:

on what grounds were the matters sent back?

(1)-(2) Obviously the Governor takes a very keen, professional interest in the Executive Council process.
However, as a matter of long standing convention the deliberations of the Executive Council are
not disclosed. Both the executive councillors and the clerk of the Executive Council are bound by
oaths to this effect.
PRISONS - LONGMORE DETENTION CENTRE

Landscaping Expenditure
275.

Mr BROWN to the Minister representing the Attorney General:
(1)

Since 1 January 1995, how much has been spent on landscaping, the barbecue area and
the gazebo at Longmore Detention Centre?

(2)
What was the purpose of the expenditure?
Mr PRINCE replied:
The Attorney General has provided the following reply (1)

$6854.

(2)

The purpose of the expenditure was to provide a practical training component of a TAFE
accredited course for 30 detainees. It should be noted that the gazebo and barbecue was
designed and constructed so it can be relocated with relevant ease and little cost.
PRISONS - LONGMORE DETENTION CENTRE

Decommission Date
276.

Mr BROWN to the Minister representing the Attorney General:
(1)

Will the Longmore Detention Centre be decommissioned this calendar year?

(2)

If not, when does
decommissioned?

(3)
(4)

Have any plans been made for the centre once it is decommissioned?
If so, what plans?

the Government envisage the detention centre will be
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Mr PRINCE replied:

The Attorney General has provided the following reply (1)

No.

(2)

This will be determined after consideration of the broader needs of the ministry on the
completion of the new Banksia Hill detention centre.
No, the Government Property Office has been advised that there is a possibility the
ministry may divest itself of the property.

(3)

Not applicable.

(4)

FAMILY AND CHILDREN'S SERVICES - DOMESTIC VIOLENCE, ALBANY,
NEW SERVICE FOR WOMEN AND CHILDREN; GREAT SOUTIIERN SHELTER,
FUNDING
279.

Mr BROWN to the Minister for Family and Children's Services:
(1)

Did the Minister issue a media statement on 5 February 1996 concerning a "new" service
for women and children escaping domestic violence in Albany?
Has the new service been provided with $168 760 per year under the supported
accommodation assistance program?
What was the budget allocation for the Great Southern Shelter for the 1995-96 calendar
year?

(2)

(3)
(4)

Has the budget amount allocated to the Great Southern Shelter been transferred to the
"new" service?

(5)

Does the new service use the same building as used by the Great Southern Shelter?

(6)

If not, what has or is proposed to happen with that building?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1)-(2)

Yes.

(3)

$168 760 per annum was allocated for an Albany service for women and children escaping
domestic violence.

(4)
(5)

The new service has been allocated one quarterly payment from the annual allocation to cover its
period of operation from 1 April 19% to 30 June 1996.
Yes.

(6)

Not applicable.
FAMILY AND CHILDREN'S SERVICES - FOOTHILLS INFORMATION AND
REFERRAL SERVICE TO PROVIDE FINANCIAL COUNSELLING SERVICE

280.

Mr BROWN to the Minister for Family and Children's Services:
(1)

Did the Minister issue a media release on 9 February 1996 concerning funds being
provided to the Foothills Information and Referral Service to provide a financial
counselling service?

(2)

In the media statement did the Minister state "as well, they can be represented and
assisted at any appeal or tribunal where, due to their financial situation, they may have to
appear"?

(3)

Does the Minister accept and support financial counsellors assisting and representing
clients in appeals or before appropriate tribunals?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1)-(3)

Yes. Most assistance is provided through supporting letters from the financial counsellors.
Clients are often referred by the Social Security Review Board and the Homeswest Appeals Board
to the financial counsellors. Only on rare occasions are clients represented in person.
FAMILY AND CHILDREN'S SERVICES - YOUTH HOLIDAY PROGRAMS

281.

Mr BROWN to the Minister for Family and Children's Services:
(1)

Did the Minister issue a media statement on 10 February 1996 concerning young people
throughout Western Australia being given a chance to enjoy school holiday activities as
part of a new youth program?

(2)

Is this program an addition to the $200 ()()() youth holiday program announced by the
former Minister last year?

(3)

What are the differences between the two programs?
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(4)

Does the Government intend to provide a total of $300 000 this year for youth holiday
programs, being $100 000 for the program referred to in the media statement and
$200 000 for the program announced by the former Minister last year?
.

(5)

If not, what is the total amount that will be provided for youth holiday programs?

(6)

How exactly does this "new" youth program differ from the youth programs funded by
the Department of Family and Children's Services last year and the year before?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1)

Yes.

(2)-(3)

There are a range of youth initiatives being developed including a youth development scheme
being piloted in secondary schools this year. The holiday program forms part of this overall youth
program.

(4)

No.

(5)

$200 000.

(6)

See (2)-(3).
FAMILY AND CHILDREN'S SERVICES - PARENTINFORMATIONCENTRES,
VOLUNTEERS, ADVERTISEMENTS; WORKING HOURS

287.

Mr BROWN to the Minister for Family and Children's Services:

.

(1)

Has the Government advertised for volunteers to work at parent information centres?

(2)

How many volunteers have been recruited for each parent information centre?

(3)

Is there a minimum number of hours volunteers are being asked to work?

(4)

If so, what is that minimum?

(5)
What is the average amount of hours volunteers are volunteering to work?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:

(I)
(2)

Yes.
Volunteers recruited for each parent information centre Mirrabooka
9 volunteers recruited - currently being trained
Joondalup
13 volunteers recruited - currently being trained
Midland
0 volunteers recruited
Rockingham
14 volunteers recruited - currently being trained
8 trained volunteers; 6 volunteers currently being trained
Peel

(3)

No.

(4)

Not applicable.

(5)

Peel parent information centre is the only parent information centre currently operating.
Volunteers at Peel work two to three hours per week.
PRISONS - CANNING V ALE; CASUARINA

Family Support Services. Tenders or Expressions of Interest; Advertisements
291.

Mr BROWN to the Minister assisting the Minister for Justice:

(1)

On how many occasions has the Government called for tenders or expressions of interest
from organisations to run the family support services at Canning Vale and Casuarina
Prisons?

(2)

On what date or dates have tenders or expressions of interest been called?

(3)

Did the Government enter into any agreement with any non-government
organisation/individual following the closing date of tenders or expressions of interest?

(4)

What is the full and complete reason why theses services have been advertised on a
number of occasions?

(5)

Has a contract been awarded or funding arrangement entered into with a nongovernment organisation or individual to provide these services?

(6)

What organisation/individual has won the contract?

(7)
What is the contract price?
Mr MINSON replied:

(1)

Two.
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(2)
(3)

8 April 1995 to 25 November 1995.
No. However, the Ministry of Justice is continuing to fund Outcare for the provision of these
services on the basis of an exchange of letters.
(4)
In respect of the April 1995 tenders, a final decision had not been made by the time the tenders
lapsed on 18 August 1995 and, in view of the quotations, the ministry wished to change the scope
of the tender specifications. In respect of the November 1995 tenders, the quotations were
considerably in excess of the funds available.
(5)
No.
(6)-(7) Not applicable.

293.

JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - OFFENDER MANAGEMENT DIVISION
Appointments, Minister's Involvement
Mr BROWN to the Minister assisting the Minister for Justice:
(1)

(2)

(3)

Has the Minister been involved in any way in the appointment of people to act in
positions in the offender management division of the Ministry of Justice?
Did the Minister confer with the new Director General of the Ministry of Justice or any
other senior officer or officers in the ministry about the individuals who may fill the
acting positions, either before or after such positions were advertised?
Prior or subsequent to the appointment of people to such positions, did the Minister make
any inquiries into the individual being contemplated or applying for one or more of the
positions?

Has the Minister had any influence, directly or indirectly, into the proposed placement of
personnel into the newly created positions within the offender management division of
the Ministry of Justice?
Mr MINSON replied:
(1)-(4) No.
(4)

295.

JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - DONOVAN RESEARCH SURVEY
Mr BROWN to the Minister representing the Attorney General:
(1)

Did Donovan Research undertake a customer or similar survey on the Ministry of
Justice?

(2)
(3)
(4)

When was the survey conducted?
Is the survey publicly available?
If not, why not?

(5)
(6)

How many people were interviewed?
What were the key findings of the survey?

(7)

What were the key negative and positive findings of the survey?

(8)
What was the cost of the survey?
Mr PRINCE replied:
The Attorney General has provided the following reply (1)
Yes.
(2)

September and October 1995.

(3)

Yes, the report is available from the Ministry of Justice.

(4)

Not applicable.

A total of 1 365 interviews were undertaken. This included 1 277 telephone interviews
and 88 face-ta-face interviews.
(6)-(7) Key findings 26 per cent of respondents reported some form of contact with the Ministry of Justice in
the 12 month period to September 1995.
Heavier users of ministry services included those aged under 50 years and those of
Aboriginal descent
Awareness levels of the ministry overall and of ministry functions and responsibilities,
were low.
Overall, evaluations of contact with ministry staff and programs were generally positive.
(8)
$65750.
(5)
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COMMUNITY SERVICES (CHILD CARE) REGULATIONS - REVIEW

300.

Mr BROWN to the Minister for Family and Children's Services:
(1)
When will the review of the child care regulations be completed?
(2)

Does the Government plan to deregulate or partially deregulate the industry?

(3)

Will the new regulations alter the staff/child ratios?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1)
Amendments to the Community Services (Child Care) Regulations 1988 were gazetted on Friday,
15 March 1996 - gazette No 37. The regulations are due to be fully reviewed during 1996. A
consultative committee has been appointed and has commenced its task of addressing the
responses to the review.
The committee is expected to provide its report detailing
recommendations by June 1996.
(2)
(3)

No.
The Government has no plans to alter the existing staff/child ratios; however, it will be guided by
the outcomes from the industry/parent consultations being conducted as part of the review.
QUESTIONS, ON NOTICE - UNANSWERED,I995

310.

Mr BROWN to the Minister for Family and Children's Services:
(1)
How many questions on notice did the former Minister for Family and Children's
Services not answer in 1995?
(2)

Will the Minister now answer each and every question?

(3)

If so, what is the answer to each and every question?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1)-(3) As Minister for Family and Children's Services from 21 December, I am prepared to respond,
where possible, to any question within my portfolio responsibilities. As the answers to some
questions prior to that time may now be self-explanatory, I ask the member to indicate to which
questions he requires a response by placing them on the Notice Paper.
QUESTIONS, ON NOTICE - UNANSWERED, 1995
311.

Mr BROWN to the Minister assisting the Minister for Justice:
(1)
How many questions on notice did the Minister assisting the Minister for Justice not
answer in 1995?
(2)
Will the Minister now answer each and every question?
If so, what is the answer to each and every question?

(3)

Mr MINSON replied:
(1)

Nil.

(2)-(3) Not applicable.
COMMONWEALTH-STATE CHILD CARE AGREEMENT - LONG DAY CARE
CENTRES; PLACES NOT PROVIDED; AFTER SCHOOL HOUR PLACES
313.

Mr BROWN to the Minister for Family and Children's Services:
(1)

How many long day care places does the Government intend to fill this calendar year
from the 1992-96 Commonwealth-State Childcare Agreement?

(2)

How many places provided for in that agreement will not be provided by the end of the
calendar year?

(3)

How many after school hours places provided by the 1992-96 Commonwealth-State
Childcare Agreement will be provided" during this calendar year?

How many out of school child care places provided in the 1992-96 Commonwealth-State
Childcare Agreement will not be provided by the end of this calendar year?
Mrs EDW ARDES replied:
(4)

(1)

Under the 1992-96 expanded national child care strategy, 283 places will be implemented.

(2)

The timeline for the implementation of the 940 long day care places under the 1992-96 expanded
national child care strategy is as follows 19%
283 places
1997
247 places
1998
410 places
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Under the 1992-96 expanded national child care strategy, 612 places will be implemented this
calendar year.
Target for this calendar year has been exceeded. The timeline for the implementation of the 1709
year round care outside school hours care places under the 1992-96 expanded national child care
strategy is as follows 19%
569 places
1997
740 places
1998
400 places
ROADS - WOOROLOO PRISON FARM, UPGRADE; PETITION
Mr BROWN to the Minister assisting the Minister for Justice:
(1)
Has the Government received a petition from Wooroloo residents urging action be taken
to upgrade the main thoroughfare roads in and running into the Wooroloo Prison Farm?
(2)
Does the Government intend to take action to upgrade the roads?
If so, when will that action be taken?
(3)

(4)
Precisely what action will the Government take?
Mr MINSON replied:
(1)

Yes.

(2)-(4) The project is one of a number of maintenance projects which will have priority over the next two
financial years, subject to funding being available. Prisoner labour will be utilised in order to
minimise costs.
315.

ROADS - WOOROLOO PRISON FARM, UPGRADE; PETITION
Mr BROWN to the Minister representing the Attorney G~neral:
(1)
(2)

Has the Government received a petition from Wooroloo residents urging action be taken
to upgrade the main thoroughfare roads in and running into the Wooroloo Prison Farm?
Does the Government intend to take action to upgrade the roads?

(3)
If so, when will that action be taken?
(4)
Precisely what action will the Government take?
Mr PRINCE replied:
The Attorney General has provided the following reply (1)
(2)

No, but there is a petition being circulated in the Wooroloo area.
Yes.

(3)-(4) Capital works funding over two financial years commencing 19%-97 subject to other
competing priorities.
JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - CAMP KURU MURRI, LAVERTON
Review by Kingsley Newman
319.

Mr BROWN to the Minister representing the Attorney General:
(1)

Has the Government appointed former South Australian Children's Court judge Kingsley
Newman to review the work camp?

(2)

In deciding to review the work camp, did the Government want an independent and
unbiased assessment of the camp?

(3)
Will Kingsley Newman provide an independent and unbiased assessment of the camp?
Mr PRINCE replied:
The Attorney General has provided the following reply (1)-(3) Yes.
YOUNG OFFENDERS ACT - JUVENILE CRIME RATE
325.

Mr BROWN to the Minister representing the Attorney General:
(1)

Since the introduction and implementation of the Young Offenders Act 1994, has the rate
of juvenile crime in Western Australia decreased?

If so, what measures does the Government use to maintain that juvenile crime levels have .
decreased?
Mr PRINCE replied:

(2)

The Attorney General has provided the following reply -
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(1)
(2)

This is a matter for the police.
See (1). There is evidence to show that there has been a declining number of juveniles
having contact with the justice system - police cautions, juvenile justice teams or courts.
The trend of declining numbers of charges in the Children's Court evident since 1989-90
continues; however, the rate of decline appears to have increased with a fall in 1994-95
of 22 per cent. This decline is at least in part resultant from the impact of the Young
Offenders Act 1994.
PRISONS - CASUARINA; CANNING VALE
Section 9 Prisons Act Inquiries
326.
Mr BROWN to the Minister assisting the Minister for Justice:
(1)
During or subsequent to inquiries into Casuarina and Canning Vale Prisons under section
9 of the Prisons Act 1981 did senior administrative/executive staff express concerns
about certain aspects of the inquiries?
(2)
If so, were any of these concerns reduced to writing?
(3)
What was the nature of such concerns?
(4)
Were such concerns investigated, examined or considered in any way?
(5)
If so, by whom?
(6)
What was the result of such investigation, examination or consideration?
Mr MINSON replied:
(1)
I am advised by the Acting Director General of the Ministry of Justice that there is no record of
any such concerns.
."
(2)-(6) Not applicable.
PRISONS - CASUARINA; CANNING VALE
Section 9 Prisons Act Inquiries
327.
Mr BROWN to the Minister assisting the Minister for Justice:
(1)
Did the reporting officer who conducted the inquiries into Canning Vale and Casuarina
Prisons under section 9 of the Prisons Act 1981 prepare one or more reports on the nature
of the inquiries he conducted and his conclusions?
(2)
On what date or dates were such reports completed and provided to the Ministry of
Justice?
(3)
Does the Minister!Government intend to table this report or these reports in Parliament?
If not, why not?
(4)
Mr MINSON replied:
(1)
Yes.
(2)
(3)

Between 30 September 1994 and 28 February 1995.
An overview of the reports has been tabled.

(4)

Not applicable.
JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - CAMP KURU MURRI, LA VERTON

Expenditure
329.

Mr BROWN to the Minister representing the Attorney General:

As at 3 November 1995, what was the total amount spent on(a)
capital costs establishing the work camp;
(b)
staff salaries and all other outgoings connected with the work camp?
Mr PRINCE replied:
The Attorney General has provided the following reply(a)
$669 000.
(b)

$1087006.
JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - DIRECTOR, SPECIAL OPERATIONS

Decision not to fill Position
335.

Mr BROWN to the Minister assisting the Minister for Justice:
(1)

Further to question on notice 3856 of 1995, was the decision not to fill the new position
of Director, Special Operations taken before the -
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(2)
(3)

(a)

19 February 1994 advertisement in The Australian newspaper;

(b)

3 March 1994 advertisement in The West Australian;

(c)

9 March 1994 advertisement in Public Service Notices?

If not, was the decision to not fill the position made before 24 March 1994?
If not, when was the decision made not to form a selection panel to examine applications
for the position?

Mr MINSON replied:
(1)-(2) No.
(3)

12 May 1994.

337.

Mr BROWN to the Minister assisting the Minister for Justice:
(1)
What was the muster at each prison in the State on 1 and 15 November and December
1995 and 1 and 15 of January and February 1996?

PRISONS - MUSTERS

(2)

If muster counts are not available for those days, what was the muster count in each of
the months mentioned on the closest day following each of those days?

Mr MINSON replied:
(1)
Albany
Bandyup
Broome
Bunbury
Canning Vale
Casuarina
CWCRC
Eastern
Goldfields
Greenough
Kamet
Pardelup
Roeboume
Wooroloo

346.

1.11
206
95
80
188
320
490
150

15.11
206
91
77
193
313
494
148

1.12

115
121
135
61

103
132
136
61
80
203

121
132
137
65
84
202

206
86
74
193
313
492
170

15.12
21)7
93
81
194
316
476
172

29.12
202
82
74
198
311
453
156

2.1
203
82
73
196
310
459
162

15.1
202
79
77
201
315
481
165

1.2
206
85
65
192
316
487
172

15.2
197
82
62
192
312
485
172

112
137
138

103
139
137

66

66

98
136
138
65
84
192

105
137
137
63
86
195

111
130
132
52
85
171

109
132
132
53
85
170

79
82
77
194
194
203
(2)
The muster counts for 29 December 1995 and 2 January 1996 are included in the above
table.
SENIORS INTERESTS, OFFICE OF - CONSULTANTS APPOINTMENT
Mrs ROBERTS to the Minister for Seniors:
(1)
Were any consultants appointed by the Office of Seniors Interests in 1994-95?
(2)

If so, which consultants, for what purpose and at what cost?

(3)

Were tenders called?

(4)

If so, on what date?

(5)

If not, why not?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1)

Yes.

(2)

ConsUltant/Company
Kevin Smith
Bill Robertson

(3)

Purpose
Restructuring of Agency
Office Corporate Plan

Cost
$18807.27
$4 040.00

No, tenders were not called for. However, competitive quotations were obtained and companies
selected according to government purchasing requirements.

(4)-(5) Not applicable.
SENIORS INTERESTS, OFFICE OF - CONSULTANTS APPOINTMENT
347.

Mrs ROBERTS to the Minister for Seniors:
(1)

Have any consultants been appointed by the Office of Seniors Interests so far in 1995-96?

(2)

If so, which consultants, for what purpose and at what cost?

(3)

Were tenders called?

[Tuesday, 2 April 1996]
(4)

823

If so, on what date?

(5)
If not, why not?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1)
(2)
(3)

Yes.
Cost
Purpose
Consultant Company
$11425
Office Marketing Plan
The Rowland Company
No, tenders were not called for. However, competitive quotations were obtained and companies
selected according to government purchasing requirements.

(4)-(5) Not applicable.
SENIORS INTERESTS, OFFICE OF - MEETINGS WITH SENIORS
ORGANISATIONS AND INDUSTRY GROUPS
39l.

Mrs
(1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

Mrs ROBERTS to the Minister for Seniors:
(1)
How many meetings were held during 1994-95 with seniors organisations and industry
groups by the Office of Seniors Interests?
(2)
Where was each meeting held?
(3)
What was the purpose of each meeting?
(4)
How many people attended each meeting?
EDW ARDES replied:
A wide variety of meetings both formal and informal took place during 1994-95.
The Office of Seniors Interests, Minister's office, Parliament House, offices of community and
seniors organisations, government departments and industry organisations.
The meetings were held for a wide range of purposes including liaison, coordination, consultation
and canvassing of issues.

.

Numbers attending the meetings varied depending on the situation.
SENIORS INTERESTS, OFFICE OF - EVENTS TO RAISE PUBLIC
AWARENESS; RESEARCH ON SENIORS WITH DISABILITIES, NESB

392.

Mrs ROBERTS to the Minister for Seniors:
(1)
What events, other than Seniors Week, the Pride of Place luncheon and the Seniors
Awards, did the Office of Seniors Interests coordinate or take part in to help raise public
awareness of seniors and seniors issues during 1994-95?
(2)
Has the Office of Seniors Interests done or commissioned any research on seniors with
disabilities during the past three years?
(3)

If so, what was the nature of the research?

(4)

Has the Office of Seniors Interests done or commissioned any research on seniors from a
non-English speaking background during the past three years?

(5)
If so, what was the nature of the research?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:

(2)

The office's shopping centre display program was taken to 11 shopping centres as well as the Live
it Up Expo, Garden Week and the Council on Ageing's Elder Abuse forums. The Office of
Seniors Interests launched the 1995 "Seniors Card Discount Directory", "Western Australia's
Seniors", the "Bulletin", "Seniors Accommodation Guide" and "Great Life" magazine.
No.

(3)
(4)

Not applicable.
Yes.

(5)

Information needs of seniors and pre-seniors study.

(1)

SENIORS INTERESTS, OFFICE OF - SENIORS ACCOMMODATION GUIDE,
CHARGE; DISCOUNTS
393.

Mrs ROBERTS to the Minister for Seniors:
(1)

How much does the Government charge for its seniors accommodation guide?

(2)

What discounts on the price of the guide, if any, are available and to whom?
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Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1)

(2)

394.

$9.95 per copy - general public.
$7.95 per copy - Seniors' Card holders.
A $2 discount is available to Seniors' Card holders.
SENIORS INTERESTS, OFFICE OF - BULLETIN, ON INTERNET COSTS;
ACCOMMODATION GUIDE CONSIDERATION
Mrs ROBERTS to the Minister for Seniors:
(1)
What is !.he cost of putting the Office of Seniors Interests bulletin on the Internet?
(2)
(3)

What benefits are there in making the bulletin available to a worldwide audience?
What consideration, if anj, has been given to making the seniors accommodation guide
available on the Internet?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1)

Set up costs $600 and $1000 per annum for ongoing Internet connection fees.

(2)

Improved information flow to the office resulting from international contacts made through
placing the "Bulletin" on the world wide web.

(3)

The office is currently evaluating feedback from Internet users who have accessed the "Bulletin".
Subject to the results, the office will consider placing other publications on the Internet.
SENIORS INTERESTS, OFFICE OF - SENIORS WEEK, ALLOCATION;
SURVEY

396.

Mrs ROBERTS to the Minister for Seniors:
(1)
Who undertook the survey to provide feedback regarding Seniors Week and at what cost?

What is the allocation from the consolidated fund to the Office of Seniors Interests for
1995-96?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(2)

(1)

Insight Research Australia Pty Ltd - $3 550

(2)

$2.044m.
MINIM COVE DEVELOPMENT, MOSMAN PARK - LANDCORP SITE
Compensation/or Damage Caused by Vibration, Dust, Noise

402.

Dr EDWARDS

to the Minister representing the Minister for Lands:

(1)

Will any damage caused by vibration, dust, contamination or non-contaminated, or noise
at the Minim Cove LandCorp site be compensated fully?

(2)

What provision has been made to clean dirty carpets, curtains, furniture and other goods?

Mr LEWIS replied:
The Minister for Lands has provided the following reply (1)-(2) There are provisions within the land remediation contract for claims for damage to be
assessed.
MINIM COVE DEVELOPMENT, MOSMAN PARK - CONTAINMENT CELL
Land Use Expenditure, LandCorp; Octennial Holdings
403.

Dr EDWARDS

to the Minister representing the Minister for Lands:

What amount has (a)

LandCorp;

(b)

Octennial Holdings,

agreed to pay for the land used for the containment cell at Minim Cove at Mosman Park?
Mr LEWIS replied:
The Minister for Lands has provided the following reply (a)-(b)

The amount is yet to be finalised and will depend on the final clean-up cost. However,
based on current estimates the containment cell land is expected to be valued at in the
order of $lm. Octennial Holdings contribution at 3 per cent - based on the respective
proportions of contaminated soil derived from each party's land - is $30000. Octennial
Holdings is also entitled to use 3 per cent of the clean fill won from the cell excavation.
This fill is estimated to have a similar value. As LandCorp is to receive all of the fill
material from the cell for earthworking of its portion of the project area, LandCorp has

[Tuesday, 2 April 1996]

825

agreed to treat this factor as an offset to a contribution from Octennial Holdings in
respect of the containment cell land value.
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACf - GOVERNMENT AGENCIES OR
DEPARTMENTS REQUESTED TO ADVISE MINISTER'S OFFICE OF ANY REQUESTS
409.

Mr KOBELKE to the Premier; Treasurer; Minister for Public Sector Management; Federal
Affairs:

(2)
(3)
(4)
(5)

Has the Minister requested any agency or department within any of the Minister's
portfolios to advise the Minister's office of any requests under the Freedom of
Information Act 1992?
If yes, which department, or agency, was involved?
What was the subject matter covered by the request?
What is the reason for the request?
Is such a referral provided for in the FOI Act 1992?

(6)

Does the Minister's office play any role in drafting or approving responses to requests

(1)

under the FOI Act 1992?
If yes to (6) what is that role?
(7)
Mr COURT replied:
(1)-(7) Agencies within my portfolios - other than exempt agencies - have been requested to advise the
ministry of applications received under the FOI Act 1992. The agencies are Treasury and
previously, the Tourism Commission and the Public Service Commission. The Public Sector
Management Office, the Government Property Office, the Office of State Administrati«l, the
Policy Office, the European and North Asia Offices, royal commissions, the Aboriginal Justice
and Graffiti Taskforce and the Office of the Premier are all part of the Ministry of the Premier and
Cabinet and applications are dealt with by the ministry with close involvement of relevant
branches. All CEOs within the ministry are advised of the nature of applications and documents
to be released. Under the Westminster system of government a Minister is responsible to
Parliament for the general conduct of his or her departments. In addition, the Minister is
ultimately responsible where agencies do not comply with their responsibilities under the FOI Act
1992 - see section 63(3). Advice of applications received by other departments enables the
ministry to determine whether it has received the same application. Agencies are able to consult
any person or agency who can provide information that may assist in the decision making process.
Where an application is made to an agency within my portfolios the agency's decision maker is
responsible for making the decision and for ensuring that the applicant is provided with a notice of
decision that complies with section 30 of the FOI Act 1992. The decision is subject to internal
review by another decision maker who is not subordinate to the initial decision maker and external
review by the Information Commissioner.
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACf - GOVERNMENT AGENCIES OR
DEPARTMENTS REQUESTED TO ADVISE MINISTER'S OFFICE OF ANY REQUESTS

423.

Mr KOBELKE to the Minister representing the Minister for Mines:
(1)
Has the Minister requested any agency or department within any of the Minister's
portfolios to advise the Minister's office of any requests under the Freedom of
Information Act 1992?
(2)
If yes, which department, or agency, was involved?
(3)
What was the subject matter covered by the request?
(4)
(5)

What is the reason for the request?
Is such a referral provided for in the FOI Act 1992?

(6)

Does the Minister's office play any role in drafting or approving responses to requests
under the FOI Act 1992?

(7)
If yes to (6), what is that role?
Mr LEWIS replied:
The Minister for Mines has provided the following response (1)-(7) Agencies within my portfolios - other than exempt agencies - have been requested to advise my
office of applications received under the FOI Act 1992. The agencies are Department of Minerals
and Energy, Department of Land Administration and Western Australian Land Authority. My
office is advised of the nature of applications and documents to be released. Under the
Westminster system of government a Minister is responsible to Parliament for the general conduct
of his or her departments. In addition, the Minister is ultimately responsible where agencies do
not comply with their responsibilities under the FOI Act 1992 - see section 63(3). Advice of
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applications received by departments enables the Minister's office to determine whether it has
received the same application. Agencies are able to consult any person or agency who can
provide information that may assist in the decision making process. Where an application is made
to me I am the decision maker under the FOI Act 1992 and am responsible for making the
decision and for ensuring that the applicant is provided with a notice of decision that complies
with section 30 of the FOI Act 1992. Any decision made by me is subject to external review by
the Information Commissioner. Where an application is made to an agency within my portfolios
the agency's decision maker is responsible for making the decision and for ensuring that the
applicant is provided with a notice of decision that complies with section 30 of the FOI Act 1992.
The decision is subject to internal review by another decision maker who is not subordinate to the
initial decision maker and external review by the Information Commissioner.
FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACf - GOVERNMENT AGENCIES OR
DEPARTMENTS REQUESTED TO ADVISE MINISTER'S OFFICE OF ANY REQUESTS
427.

Mr KOBELKE to the Minister representing the Minister for Lands:
(1)

Has the Minister requested any agency or department within any of the Minister's
portfolios to advise the Minister's office of any requests under the Freedom of
Information Act 1992?

(2)

If yes, which department, or agency, was involved?

(3)

What was the subject matter covered by the request?

(4)

What is the reason for the request?

(5)

Is such a referral provided for in the FOI Act 1992?

(6)

Does the Minister's office play any role in drafting or approving responses to requests
under the FOI Act 1992?

(7)

If yes to (6), what is that role?

Mr LEWIS replied:
The Minister for Lands has provided the following response (1)-(7)

Agencies within my portfolios - other than exempt agencies - have been requested to advise my
office of applications received under the FOI Act 1992. The agencies are Department of Minerals
and Energy, Department of Land Administration and Western Australian Land Authority. My
office is advised of the nature of applications and documents to be released. Under the
Westminster system of government a Minister is responsible to Parliament for the general conduct
of his or her departments. In addition, the Minister is ultimately responsible where agencies do
not comply with their responsibilities under the FOI Act 1992 - see section 63(3). Advice of
applications received by departments enables the Minister's office to determine whether it has
received the same application. Agencies are able to consult any person or agency who can
provide information that may assist in the decision making process. Where an application is made
to me I am the decision maker under the FOI Act 1992 and am responsible for making the
decision and for ensuring that the applicant is provided with a notice of decision that complies
with section 30 of the FOI Act 1992. Any decision made by me is subject to external review by
the Information Commissioner. Where an application is made to an agency within my portfolios
the agency's decision maker is responsible for making the decision and for ensuring that the
applicant is provided with a notice of decision that complies with section 30 of the FOI Act 1992.
The decision is subject to internal review by another decision maker who is not subordinate to the
initial decision maker and external review by the Information Commissioner.

463.

Mr BROWN to the Minister for Labour Relations:

WORKPLACE AGREEMENTS - REGISTRATIONS; INTERVIEWS
(1)

(2)

How many workplace agreements were registered in (a)

November 1995;

(b)

December 1995;

(c)

January 1996;

(d)

February 1996?

How many employee parties to the agreements registered each month of these months
were directly interviewed (spoken to) (a)

by the Workplace Commissioner;

(b)

by a member of the Workplace Commissioner's staff,

before the workplace agreement was registered?
(3)

If precise numbers are not recorded or relatively easy to obtain, what estimates (in
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percentage tenns) of employee parties to workplace agreements would have been spoken
to by the Workplace Commissioner or a member of the Workplace Commissioner's staff
before the workplace agreement was registered?
Mr KIERA TH replied:
(I)
(a)
1 784
2765
(b)
(c)
3377
(d)
3358
(2)-(3) The precise number of employees who are spoken to by the commissioner and his staff during the
registration process is not recorded. However, the commissioner's office has conservatively
estimated that 49 per cent of employees whose agreements were registered over the period in
question were spoken to.
The commissioner advises that, in addition, many written
acknowledgments have been received from employees to confmn their understanding of their
agreement and desire to have it registered. An independent survey commissioned in September
1995 by the commissioner's office also showed that 57 per cent of the parties to agreements
believed that there was no need for the commissioner or his staff to make any contact with them to
check whether they understood and wanted their agreement registered.
WORKPLACE AGREEMENTS - AND AWARDS, COMPARISONS
464.
Mr BROWN to the Minister for Labour Relations:
(1)
Does the Minister know if the Workplace Commissioner and/or any of his staff have
made notes on particular features of individual workplace agreements and/or made
comparisons between the conditions contained in workplace agreements compared to the
relevant award?
.,
(2)
Has the Minister inquired if such notes have been kept?
(3)
If not, why not?
(4)
Has the Minister asked, inquired or been advised about the results of any assessment,
study, overview or review of comparisons between the wage levels and employment
conditions in workplace agreements and awards?
Mr KIERA TH replied:
(1)-(3) During the registration process, data has been collected on workplace agreements and
comparisons noted between wages and some conditions in workplace agreements and awards,
with a view to assisting the decision to register or refuse agreements and to provide some
aggregate data on trends.
(4)
The Commissioner of Workplace Agreements is currently having a publication under section 68
of the Workplace Agreements Act 1993 printed, which shows aggregate data on workplace
agreements - both individual and collective - and includes statistics on tenns of agreement,
bargaining agents, employment status and size of businesses which have used workplace
agreements. I have been advised that the examination and compilation of other data, which
compares trends in wages and some employment conditions, is nearing completion and is
expected to be published in the next four weeks. Infonnation on other features of workplace
agreements, in aggregate form will be progressively published.
MINIM COVE DEVELOPMENT, MOSMAN PARK - INFORMATION ON
CONTAMINANTS FOR POTENTIAL PURCHASERS OF LAND
492.
Dr EDWARDS to the Minister representing the Minister for Lands:
(1)
What infonnation regarding the presence of previous contaminants will be given to
potential purchasers of the land at the Minim Cove site?
(2)
What infonnation regarding removal of contaminants will be given to potential
purchasers of the land from the Minim Cove site?
Mr LEWIS replied:
The Minister for Lands has provided the following response (1)-(2) Purchasers will be advised of the ministerial conditions and commitments attached to the
clean-up of the Minim Cove site and the clearance of those conditions and commitments
by the required government authorities.
PORT KENNEDY DEVELOPMENT - LANDCORP, LAND ACQUISITION
519.
Dr EDWARDS to the Minister representing the Minister for Lands:
(1)
On what date did LandCorp acquire from the Western Australian Planning Commission
land in Wambro Sound Avenue (Port Kennedy)?
(2)
Was LandCorp aware that-
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(a)

the Port Kennedy Sea Rescue Group; and

(b)

the Port Kennedy land conservation district committee were housed at this site?

(3)

If not, why not?

(4)

If so, why were eviction notices issued?

(5)
When does LandCorp intend undertaking this development?
Mr LEWIS replied:
The Minister for Lands has provided the following response (1)
24 May 1995.
(2)
LandCorp was aware that the Port Kennedy Sea Rescue Group had temporarily stored
equipment on the land. LandCorp was also aware that the land management
responsibilities of the land conservation district committee were being transferred to the
Port Kennedy Management Board at the time of the land acquisition. It was anticipated
that the Port Kennedy land conservation committee would therefore have no ongoing
role.
(3)
Not applicable.
(4)
Eviction notices were not issued. Rather a notice was issued indicating that the land was
required for development and that ongoing use for other purposes was not appropriate.
The notice further stated that the site would be secured and that access would only be
granted with LandCorp's approval.
(5)
A joint venture agreement is in place to undertake the development and planning is
currently being progressed.
PORT KENNEDY DEVELOPMENT - MANAGEMENT BOARD, DISBANDED
547.
Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Planning:
(1)
Is the Port Kennedy Management Board to be disbanded this year?
(2)
Will this be replaced by a community board to manage conservation areas?
(3)
Will the Port Kennedy land conservation districts committee be represented on the
board?
Mr LEWIS replied:
(1)-(3) No.
PORT KENNEDY DEVELOPMENT - NEW DEVELOPERS CONSIDERATION
548.

Dr EDWARDS

to the Minister for Planning:

Is the Minister considering engaging new developers to replace the current Port Kennedy
developers?
Mr LEWIS replied:
No.
PORT KENNEDY SCIENTIFIC PARK - BOUNDARY, ANNOUNCEMENT
549.

Dr EDWARDS

to the Minister for Planning:

When will the boundary of the Scientific Park at Port Kennedy be announced?
Mr LEWIS replied:
Mter 30 June 1996 when the matters referred to in clauses 5(10) and 18 of the state agreement
have been resolved, and after a management plan has been prepared for which consultants are
currently being commissioned.
PORT KENNEDY DEVELOPMENT - WORK DETAILS

55l.

Dr EDWARDS

to the Minister for Planning:

Will the Minister detail what work the Port Kennedy developers have done to date?
Mr LEWIS replied:
The Port Kennedy developers have completed the following Approximately 3 kilometres of sealed road and associated services.
100 metres of service road in vicinity of beach with limestone base to provide public access to
beach.
A 200 car bay car park with bays for handicapped persons nearest the beach.
18 hole golf course has been designed, surveyed and UXO searched.
Golf course irrigation lake has been designed, surveyed and UXO searched.
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Irrigation bores have been designed, surveyed and UXO searched.
Former squatters area has been UXO searched and over 300 tonnes of rubbish has been collected.
In excess of 3 000 metres of fencing has been erected.
Rehabilitation works and ftre breaks to conservation area.
Since June 1995, more than $1.3m has been spent on various consultants. $500 000 has been paid
to the Government. In excess of $330 000 has been expended in UXO searches of the land.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE
PARLIAMENTARY STAFF - ENTERPRISE BARGAINING AGREEMENT

92.

Mr McGINTY to the Minister for Labour Relations:

I refer to the unprecedented walkout today of loyal security, catering and administrative staff of Parliament
House and ask: Is this another example of the Government's paper thin commitment to enterprise
bargaining, which is too often treated as a take it or leave it proposition involving a loss by employees of
hard won conditions of employment?

Mr KIERATH replied:
This is a fairly difftcult question to answer. As members opposite should know, the Presiding Officers are
the employers involved. I, as Minister for Labour Relations, and the Department of Productivity and
Labour Relations come in only when the Presiding Offtcers invite us.
Several members interjected.

Mr KIERATH: I am trying to answer this as simply as I can. The member for Thornlie is right; the
Government has proudly proclaimed a framework agreement with the Civil Service Association far a 7 per
cent pay increase, which will be funded in two parts: New money, which we call a central funding
component; and efficiencies and trade-offs in the existing system. One component of that was to
acknowledge past productivity. The union requested a 7 per cent pay increase without any trade-offs, or
without any existing or future efficiencies. That would not fall within the guidelines. However, it is open
to various employers to ftnd other efftciencies; for example, by reducing employee numbers. I have not
been involved directly in any of the negotiations, although I have been prepared to make people available.
An officer of the Department of Productivity and Labour Relations has been involved in the Industrial
Relations Commission to represent the Presiding Offtcers as their advocate rather than their policy maker.
WATER CORPORATION - WANDERING COMMUNITY, WATER PIPELINE CONSTRUCTION

93.

Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Water Resources:

Can the Minister confirm that the Wandering community will obtain reticulated water; and, if so, when will
the tender for the pipeline be advertised?

Mr NICHOLLS replied:
I thank the member for the question. I know the member has a real interest in the Wandering community.
Wandering will be linked to the great southern towns' water supply scheme through a 29 kilometre pipeline
from Boddington. The pipeline will be built in approximately three months. The tender process is likely to
be completed by the end of April. I understand that the construction period will probably be completed by
the end of June. The people of Wandering can look forward to next summer without the water restrictions
which they have faced in the past. It is pertinent to inform the House that the supply of water to the
Wandering community has reached critical levels. I understand that when my colleague the Minister for
Local Government was Minister for Water Resources, he undertook to look at bores and other mechanisms
to try to ensure water supply to that community. However, that was not successful, and the pipeline was
considered the only option available. The people of Wandering will be glad to see this pipeline completed,
and I hope that community recognises the value of this investment in water infrastructure for such towns.
MENTAL HEALTH BILL - INTRODUCTION DATE
Woman with AIDS Arriving in Victoria Case

94.

Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:

I refer the Minister to the failure of his department to properly notify Victorian health authorities of the
arrival in Victoria of a psychiatric patient with AIDS, and ask (1)

Is this not a rerun of the Cramer affair last year, whereby a chronic paranoid schizophrenic went
missing from Graylands Hospital on three occasions?

(2)

Who will take responsibility for the continuing failure of this State's mental health system to
properly coordinate with other health authorities?

(3)

Will the Government break its promise yet again to introduce the mental health Bill to Parliament
this session?

Mr PRINCE replied:
I thank the member for the question.
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(1)-(3)

The new mental health Bill is currently at the stage of draft No 4. I anticipate introducing that Bill
in the spring session.

Dr Gallop: You said it would be introduced this session.
Mr PRINCE: I am telling the Deputy Leader of the Opposition where it is at now. We have two more days
of this sitting, and when we resume on 30 April, we will commence the Budget session. Therefore, I
anticipate introducing the Bill in the spring sesslon.
The woman referred to is 27. She was a voluntary patient at Graylands Hospital and discharged herself.
The Commissioner of Health, Mr Bansemer, has issued some statements about that woman and the way in
which she has been treated recently. I gather that the infectious diseases section of the Health Department
did notify the corresponding section of the Victorian Health Department, albeit not as quicldy as it should
have, when it learnt that this woman had left the State. There was notification, but it was after the event,
which I regret.
The commissioner has directed Dr Geoffrey Smith, the Director of Psychiatric Services, to carry out an
inquiry and to report as soon as possible, because it appears that this woman discharged herself from
Graylands Hospital and paid her own fare to Victoria, but that the mental health authorities in this State did
not notify the equivalent authorities in Victoria at the time that that had happened. There is also the
question of whether this woman has to appear before the courts on a charge of failing to pay a fine, but I
have no information about that matter, although I am seeking it It does appear that the Victorian
authorities should have been informed more promptly. I cannot say any more about the matter until such
time as Dr Smith has completed his inquiry.
TEACHERS - NEW SOUTH WALES, STRIKE; SIMILARITY TO W A
95.

Dr HAMES to the Minister for Education:

I note that teachers in New South Wales are planning a strike in support of a pay claim. Does their dispute
have any similarity to the recent dispute in Western Australia?
Mr C.J. BARNETT

replied:

The question asks for an opinion and is, therefore, out of order.
The SPEAKER: Order! I do not think it does. To ask whether that dispute has any similarity to the
dispute in Western Australia is not to ask for an opinion; that could be very specific.
Mr C.J. BARNETT: I am not familiar with the details of the dispute in New South Wales. In the schools
in Western Australia, teachers are back at work and are working well, and pride and dignity is returning to
the education system. We will see a great elevation in education in Western Australia in regard to the
professionalism of teachers, the maintenance and standard of school buildings, and the delivery of quality
education. My concern, which I hope is shared by members, is to raise and continue to raise the standing
of education in the eyes of the public. We are doing that in many areas, and many of the reforms of this
Government will have great benefits for education in this State.

PLANNING APPEALS - McDONALD'S FAMILY RESTAURANT,
INNALOO SHOPPING CENTRE
96.

Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Planning:

How does the Minister justify his decision to approve a McDonald's Family Restaurant at Innaloo
shopping centre when the City of Stirling rejected the application because of insufficient parking and
potential traffic problems? Given that the beneficiary of the Minister's decision is Seasport Pty Ltd and its
principal Mr Ian Laurance, the former deputy leader of the Liberal Party, is this not clearly a case of the
Minister's using his high office for political purposes?
Mr LEWIS replied:
I thank the member for the question. It is interesting that the former Labor member for Scarborough, Mr
Graham Burkett, had quite a lot to do with this decision, because he was assisting me in his capacity as a
ministerial adviser at the time.
Mr Graham interjected.
Withdrawal of Remark

The SPEAKER: Order! Member for Pilbara, I calion you to withdraw that remark and apologise to the
House.
Mr GRAHAM: I withdraw that remark and apologise to the House, Mr Speaker.
Questions without Notice Resumed

Mr LEWIS: I confirm that Mr Graham Burkett did do a lot of good work for me.
Mr Graham interjected.
The SPEAKER: Member for Pilbara, order!
Mr LEWIS: I receive about 740 to 750 of these administrative appeals a year, and obviously one would
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need to have a very good memory to remember the precise details of all of them. McDonald's at Innaloo
was a permitted use under the provisions of the City of Stirling town planning scheme. The proponent,
who happens to be associated with a former member of this House Mr Kobelke: He is a former member.
Mr LEWIS: Okay. Should anyone who happens to be a former member of the Liberal Party, or, for that
matter, the Labor Party, be disqualified from making an appeal just because the Minister responsible is a
Liberal Minister or, indeed, a Labor Minister? If members opposite want to dredge up these things, I
assure them that I can embarrass some of their former members. I do not want to do that. The argument is
fundamentally about parking. The proponent put it to me, as the responsible Minister, that it had signed an
agreement, under a Labor Administration, with the City of Stirling to pay a couple of hundred thousand
dollars - I do not know the precise figure - to satisfy the inadequate parking that existed on that site. The
City of Stirling did not take into cognisance that those moneys had been paid to satisfy the parking
requirements. That was what the appeal was about. I referred that agreement to the Solicitor General, who
informed me that it was valid and that the parking requirements had been satisfied. If members opposite
want to have an argument, they should have it with the Solicitor General.
I do not have any problem at any time with taking an appeal from friends of the Opposition or from people
who may be associated with the coalition Government. I know a lot of people in the community, and I say
categorically - I think it is undisputed - that I take my responsibilities very seriously and I deal with each
appeal on its merits. I assure the member for Nollamara that many friends of this side of the House are
disappointed because I have failed to see things their way and have determined against them.
PLANNING APPEALS· McDONALD'S FAMILY RESTAURANT,
INNALOO SHOPPING CENTRE

97.

Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Planning:

Given the Minister's totally inadequate response to my question, will he be accountable for his !ecision
and table in the Parliament this afternoon the report of the Town Planning Appeal Tribunal and other
correspondence which he claims support his decision, when no other information on the public record,
including the file of the City of Stirling, which I obtained under freedom of information, gives reason to
believe that the Minister made other than a shonky decision?
The SPEAKER: Order! I do not like the expression at the end of that question, and I do not believe it is
appropriate for the member for Nollamara to ask a supplementary question of that length and with that
embellishment.

Mr LEWIS replied:
Administrative appeals are made on an administrative basis, and if every time an administrative decision
was made it was turned into a public debate in this House, we would tear down a convention which has
existed since 1928.
Mr Kobelke interjected.
Withdrawal of Remark

The SPEAKER: Order! I call on the member for Nollamara to withdraw that expression and apologise to
the House. The member for Nollamara accused the Minister of making shonky decisions, as I understand
it, and if that is so, I ask him to withdraw and apologise.
Mr Kobelke: Mr Speaker, I take your direction. I withdraw and apologise to the House.

The SPEAKER: Thank you. I ask the Minister to conclude his answer.
Questions without Notice Resumed

Mr LEWIS: I do not intend to table the report from the member of the tribunal, because I regard that in the
same way that I regard legal opinions; that is, as an opinion given to me by one of my staff in order to
advise me.
DAWESVILLECHANNEL· SAND BYPASS OPERATION

98.

Mr MARSHALL to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:

After some delay, the sand bypassing system underneath the Dawesville Channel has commenced. Is the
sy.stem working; how long will it take to replenish beaches such as Rakoa Street and Falcon with sand; and
wIll ~e bypass machine continue to operate during the winter months?

Mr LEWIS replied:
I thank the .hardworking member for Murray for the question. The system is working, and approximately
23.~ cubiC metres of sand has been bypassed since the commencement of the program on 19 February.
It IS mteresting that the sand is dredged to a holding position, and natural forces take effect and distribute
the sand to the appropriate beaches. Avalon, Falcon Bay and Rakoa Street beaches, and others, have
alrea~y bene~ited from this bypass operation. We expect that by mid-April, the majority of the sand
associated With the bypass will have been deposited to replenish, and the dredge will then move to
Mandurah. The success of this operation is due to the initiative of this Government.
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PLANNING APPEALS - McDONALD'S FAMILY RESTAURANT,
INNALOO SHOPPING CENTRE

99.

Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Planning:

Given the political relationship between the Minister and Mr Ian Laurance, the beneficiary of his
McDonald's Innaloo decision, was the decision based on political patronage and not proper planning
considerations?

Mr LEWIS replied:
I repeat that my decision, which was made in 1993, so the member for Nollamara has been a bit slow in
getting on to the mark -

Mr Kobelke interjected.
Mr LEWIS: It is about freedom of information, is it? It has nothing to do with Mr Laurance? I am proud
to have Mr Ian Laurance as a friend. He was an honourable member of this Parliament, and I believe he
left this place with a fine record, even though members opposite have tried to sully that record. The bottom
line is that the appeal was dealt with in 1993, with absolute probity and propriety, and I am not prepared to
go into it any further.
LAKE JOONDALUP - DIFFERENT WATER LEVELS ON EITHER SIDE
OF OCEAN REEF ROAD

100.

Mr W. SMITH to the Minister representing the Minister for the Environment:

I have been contacted by concerned constituents in regard to the different water levels in Lake Joondalup
on either side of Ocean Reef Road. It was also reported last week on Channel Ten that the level of water
on the Edgewater side was significantly lower than the level on the Woodvale side and that that was having
a detrimental effect on wildlife and the lake habitat. What are the reasons for the different levels, and what
measures are planned to correct the situation?

Mr MINSON replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question, and I have been able to obtain some information from
the Minister for the Environment and his department. I am pleased the member asked the question,
because I drove through that area a couple of days ago and wondered about that myself. The reason for the
low water level is seasonal, and the reason for the difference is that the water level has now dropped below
the culvert, so there is no exchange in the flow of water between both sides of the road. Any differential is
due to a difference in the draw down of the water in those lakes and is, therefore, natural. According to the
Water and Rivers Commission, in similar circumstances in previous years the water levels have been the
same. I understand that on the north side it is virtually dry, but because this is a naturally occurring
phenomenon, the flora and fauna have adapted to it and, therefore, no action is necessary or planned.
POLICE SERVICE - LA ROSA, FRANK, ARREST

101.

Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Police:

I refer to the arrest of fugitive con-man Frank La Rosa in MacKay, Queensland, on Saturday, and ask(1)

Why did the Western Australia Police Service issue a media release about La Rosa's arrest at 2.10
pm on Saturday, more than two and a half hours before the arrest took place?
.

(2)

How many complaints about La Rosa have the police received in the last 18 months?

(3)

Why did the police refuse to act on many of these complaints?

(4)

Was it just a coincidence that the Western Australian police tracked down La Rosa and had him
arrested on the day that his activities were reported in The West Australian?

Mr WIESE replied:
Once again, the member for Balcatta has got most of his material wrong. The Assistant Commissioner of
Crime (Operations) has advised me (1)

As a result of information which came to the Office of Crime Coordination duty sergeant, Perth, at
1300 hours Western Australian time on Saturday, 30 March, the Western Australian police
contacted the Mackay detectives, who effected the arrest of La Rosa. The Office of Crime
Coordination duty sergeant was recontacted by the Mackay detectives at 1330 hours Western
Australian time and advised that La Rosa had been apprehended. Detective Sergeant Wilcox then
issued an interim press release to that effect for the information of the media in this State. La
Rosa was in custody in Mackay prior to any press release being issued by the police in this State.

(2)

At present, four matters have been reported to the Fraud Squad in regard to La Rosa that require
investigation. The matters have been investigated to the point where all that is now required is for
La Rosa to be interviewed to ascertain whether there is sufficient evidence to prove that a prima
facie case exists against him on those matters. The delay in proceeding with these matters was
due to the fact that La Rosa had left the State and was not able to be interviewed.

(3)

I am informed that it is incorrect that the police refused to act on many of the complaints.
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Complaints made against La Rosa had been investigated to the point where nothing further could
be achieved until such time as he had been located in Western Australia or was brought back to
this State subject to an extradition application.
(4)

This is an incorrect assumption. As a result of extensive inquiries made on behalf of the Western
Australian Fraud Squad by detectives in the Northern Territory, it was established that La Rosa
had fled to northern Queensland. As a result of the Office of Crime Coordination's contacting
Crime Stoppers, his photograph was published in north Queensland on the evening of Friday, 29
March. That resulted in La Rosa's being identified, and the Office of Crime Coordination duty
sergeant was advised directly on Saturday, 30 March. This resulted in La Rosa's apprehension.
The suggestion by The West Australian that the Western Australian police were tracking the
movements of La Rosa via the use of his credit card was totally misleading and false.
COMMON LAW CLAIMS IN THE WORKPLACE - OPPOSITION'S STANCE, CHANGES

Mr BLOFFWITCH to the Minister for Labour Relations:
102.
Is the Minister aware that there has been a change in the Opposition's stance on common law claims in the
workplace?
Mr KIERATH replied:
The House will not need reminding about the uproar from the Labor Party when we put some restrictions
on common law claims. If I remember correctly, the Opposition said that we should not tamper with
people's common law rights and that people were entitled to their day in court. Therefore, members
opposite can imagine my utter dismay when I read the comment of Hon Alannah MacTiernan, in regard to
a common law case between Robe River Iron Associates and an individual, that Robe River should not
have common law rights. Members opposite cannot have it both ways: People either have common law
rights or they do not have common law rights. I was fascinated to know why Hon Alannah MacTieman
could be so wrong on this issue and, sure enough, I found that it was due to some comments ma'fre by the
Leader of the Opposition, who said on radio, before he reshuffled his front bench, that Hon Alannah
MacTiernan was a sure bet to be the shadow Attorney General. However, she made the fatal mistake of
listening to the Leader of the Opposition.
JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF • OFFICERS FACING CRIMINAL CHARGES, REINSTATEMENT
103.
Mrs HENDERSON to the Minister assisting the Minister for Justice:
I refer to the decision made last week by the new part-time head of the Ministry of Justice to reinstate 16
officers, 12 of whom currently face criminal charges and have been suspended from duty for more than 12
months, and ask (1)
What duties are these officers now performing within the Ministry of Justice or elsewhere?
(2)
How many of those 16 officers have been given permission to take second jobs, and what is the
nature of these jobs?
(3)
What actions have been taken to expedite the hearing of the charges against these officers?
Mr MINSON replied:
(1)
The Ministry of Justice is liaising with the officers concerned to identify what duties they will
undertake, an!i the final duty statement for each officer has not yet been finalised. I am not sure
when that will be finalised, but liaison is taking place.
(2)
I understand that nine officers have been given permission to take second jobs, and the nature of
those jobs is as follows: Labourer, painter, decorator, fitter-mechanic, truck driver, printer, taxi
driver, truck driver, and supermarket night shelf filler.
(3)
No action has been taken as the matter is before the courts. While those officers are ostensibly on
full pay, because of the various loadings that apply to officers, they are being paid about 20 per
cent less than they would normally receive. Because of the protracted period of unemployment, I
understand that was having a big effect on their household income. I also understand that the
previous Director General of the Ministry of Justice gave permission, where appropriate and
where requested, for those officers to get a second job or some form of part-time employment to
try to bring their salary up to the salary that they would have received and in order to alleviate the
hardship that was being experienced by some of those families. Members must understand that
we are dealing with people who have been charged, are on suspension and are being paid, but who
have not been found guilty of an offence and, as such, they should receive every consideration
from the Government as their employer until such time as they are either cleared or found guilty
and sentenced appropriately.

