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ADDRESS-IN-REPLY 
Motion 

Resumed from 17 August.  

MR OSBORNE (Bunbury) [7.01 pm]:  I will take this opportunity to briefly chart the Government’s main 
achievements in the electorate of Bunbury in the past year and to set out the three most important priorities that I 
think the Government should address in the years ahead.  

Every time political parties settle down to election campaigns, the small issues of the moment usually recede and 
the so-called big three come into prominence.  That has always been the case and will be the case as this 
Government goes to the people of Western Australia with its achievement record over the past four years.  In 
Bunbury it is no different.  The big three - education, law and order and health - will be the major priorities of 
achievement about which to talk to the electorate and for which to set out very strong policies of growth and 
enhancement for the next four years.  

Most members will know that the Government is very proud of its achievement in establishing the South West 
Health Campus on the site adjoining the Edith Cowan University, a major infrastructure in health.  
Approximately $68m has been spent in cooperation with St John of God Health Care.  The people of the south 
west and I are the beneficiaries of that campus which has brought a new level of sophistication in medical 
services to the great southern region.  The people of Bunbury and other towns in the region need no longer come 
to the major teaching hospitals in the metropolitan area for treatment of complicated and serious medical 
conditions.  They can be treated in their town if they are Bunbury residents and in their region if they are from 
one of the neighbouring centres.  It goes without saying that that campus means a great deal to the people of 
Bunbury because a much better level of health care is now available.   

From a public purse point of view, it is cheaper because not only is it not necessary to transfer patients to Perth at 
considerable expense - it costs more to treat patients in teaching hospitals than in non-teaching hospitals - but 
also patients recover better and more rapidly.  

The main reason for the establishment of a centre such as the South West Health Campus is always to improve 
health care.  I have been more bemused than disappointed at recent opposition attacks on the Government’s 
record of health spending in the south west region.  The nature of the Opposition’s argument has been that the 
Government has decreased spending on health in the south west region.  The expenditure of $68m - an increase 
in the annual budget of 39 per cent - cannot be seen as a diminution in the quality and extent of health care in the 
region.  Not only the amount of money the Government has spent but also new specialisations attracted to the 
region mean the south west region is experiencing vastly better outcomes.  

I have been through the hospital on several occasions and spoken to patients in renal dialysis units, in cancer 
rehabilitative treatment, and in mental health care.  They obviously feel much better about being treated in their 
home town than they would if they were in Perth.  Those medical specialisations were not available before that 
wonderful hospital was built some years ago.  

A similar story can be told about law and order.  Members have heard several debates in the past few weeks that 
focused on government expenditure on law and order.  It is not necessary for me to repeat the figures quoted by 
the Minister for Police.  Expenditure across the State in the law and order portfolio has increased significantly.  

The Government fulfilled its promise to recruit an additional 800 police when it took office.  We head into the 
next period of government with a commitment to add 250 officers to the service.  I am confident that the 
Government can also honour that commitment.  

The crime rate in Bunbury has had its ups and downs. 

Mr Riebeling:  More ups than downs. 

Mr OSBORNE:  No; there have not been more ups than downs; there have been more successes than failures.  
Even the so-called failures remarked on by members opposite have been radical improvements in the rate at 
which crimes such as burglary have increased.  In assessing the figures in the south west, it is important to take 
into account that in December-January the population sometimes doubles.  It is no surprise, therefore, that the 
rate of burglaries in those months increases especially due to the visitors from the north west and the 
metropolitan area! 

Mr Riebeling:  Are you trying to say people from our region break the law?  We produce the wealth and you 
spend it. 
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Mr OSBORNE:  We return the favour in the winter months when many people from the south west visit the 
electorate of the member for Burrup.  

One of the Government’s great achievements has been the popularisation of the Safer WA concept.  As occurs 
with any incoming Government, demands were put on the Government when it first took office to spend more 
and more money.  However, it made the very reasonable observation that it is not appropriate to go on doing 
that.  An amount of money should be allocated to the Police Service, which must manage within its budget.  
Despite that, the Government has dramatically increased the amount of money spent on law and order portfolios.  

The principle behind Safer WA is to encourage the community to take some responsibility for improving 
community safety.  I am on the Safer WA committee in Bunbury and am proud to be a member of the Safer WA 
Council, which gives me an opportunity to travel to places such as Geraldton where I have seen some remarkable 
achievements by the local police and citizens youth club and the Aboriginal community patrol.  They are 
examples of the community working together to improve the level of community safety.  Any efforts by 
Governments to encourage community ownership of law and order problems is very important.  If we continued 
to recruit more and more police into the service, police would be everywhere, which would result in contrary 
public nervousness about the number of police.  Some people would say that the community was over-policed 
and that would not be a good thing.  The great benefit of everyone being involved in things like Neighbourhood 
Watch and Safer WA is better law and order outcomes. 

The Government has a strong record of introducing new legislation, although some of it has had difficult passage 
through this Parliament.  I am particularly disappointed that the Sentencing Matrix Bill is still to pass through the 
Legislative Council, which has sent it to a committee.  I fear that one of the Legislative Council’s secret agendas 
in sending the Bill to a committee was to strangle it to death so that it never sees the light of day.  That is a great 
disappointment.  The people of Western Australia have a right to that legislation so that the judiciary is given a 
clearer message about the public’s expectations when habitual and repeat offenders are sentenced.  It is no good 
members in this Chamber passing legislation that increases the maximum terms for particular offences if the 
judiciary continues to sentence people to terms at the lower end of the scale.  The sentencing matrix legislation is 
an attempt by this Government to give the judiciary clear direction about what the community expects from it.  
This House is considering the Criminal Property Confiscation Bill, which stretches important principles such as 
the idea of presumption of innocence and the onus of proof.  This legislation will reverse the concept of onus of 
proof.  I know civil libertarians are concerned about that; however, Western Australia has a burgeoning criminal 
industry that is protected by the onus of proof provisions in law.  The only way for the Government to make 
significant inroads into criminal wealth and gains in this State is to do something dramatic, with proper 
protections attached, which this legislation provides. 

Another piece of legislation that will soon be debated is relevant to me as the member for Bunbury because it 
concerns a constituent of mine.  Through that legislation, the Government will increase the rights of the home 
owner to defend his or her property and family against intrusion.  Recently a difficult case occurred in Bunbury, 
in which Mr Peter Lenane was put in a most unfortunate situation that resulted in the tragic death of an intruder 
onto his property.  The people of Bunbury and, I think, of Western Australia generally expressed the view that 
although what happened was in no sense right, the right of the home owner to protect his home against what he 
thinks is an unwarranted intrusion should be wider.  I will not make any comment on that case because, as I have 
said to the media and to the people in Bunbury who have spoken to me about it, Peter Lenane was properly 
sentenced under the law as it stands.  I do not think it is appropriate for a member of Parliament to reflect on the 
court system or the work of the jury, which made the correct decision under the law as it stands. 

Mr McGowan:  I saw you on television saying that you supported it. 

Mr OSBORNE:  Many people contacted my office after the sentence was handed down and said that I should 
sack the judge and set Mr Lenane free.  My response was that members of Parliament do not do that as the 
judiciary is independent.  The court system has been established to carry out the law that Parliament provides.  It 
is not appropriate for a member of Parliament to reflect on the work of the judicial system and it is not possible 
for a member of Parliament to interfere with the judicial system, and nor should he.  I explained to those who 
called on me to organise for the judge to be sacked and the man to be set free that there is such a thing as 
separation of powers.  As members of Parliament, we should understand that and do all we can to protect it.  
However, I also said that the Government believes that the rights of the home owner should be extended so that 
he can make a judgment on what he thinks is a reasonable level of response to an intrusion, and so that the area 
in which the home owner can act is extended to include the boundaries of the property.  People then asked 
whether Peter Lenane could be retried under the new legislation.  I told them that I understood he could appeal 
the sentence, but only under the legislation that was in force at the time the offence was committed.  However, I 
said that if changes to the Criminal Code were passed by Parliament and it became clear that Peter Lenane would 
be found not guilty under those changes, he could apply for a pardon.  As his member of Parliament, I would 
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support such an application without making any judgment about whether it was warranted.  That is a decision for 
the Attorney General to make, presumably on the advice of the Crown Solicitor.  The Attorney General would 
take a submission to Cabinet and the Governor would sign the pardon.  All members of Parliament help 
constituents and, as the unfortunate gentleman’s member of Parliament, it would be my job to assist Mr Peter 
Lenane in pursuing that outcome.  It would not be appropriate for me to show any support or lack of support for 
him or to make any comment about what I think is the right thing for the Government to do. 

The Government has made a strong series of achievements in the area of law and order over the past four years, 
and when Parliament returns after the next election, it will be well positioned to continue with the work it has 
begun.  We have made Western Australia safer and have improved the numbers and professionalism of the 
Police Service and its ability to cope with what is undoubtedly a much more difficult society to manage.  
However, the Government still has more work to do in providing more and better-resourced police with access to 
things such as DNA technology.  I look forward to the opportunity of being a part of that over the next four 
years. 

Much attention has been focused on the educational needs of the electorate of Bunbury over the past four years.  
However, most of the growth has been in the neighbouring electorates, particularly the electorate of Mitchell.  
The population in my electorate is relatively stable.  All the schools in Bunbury are good, and the challenge is 
not necessarily to find money and sites for new schools but to continue to improve the existing schools.  The two 
government senior high schools in my electorate - Bunbury Senior High School and Newton Moore Senior High 
School - are both outstanding.  Their achievements in the areas of music, drama and sport place them among the 
best in Western Australia.  The local area education planning process in Bunbury is nearing conclusion.  The big 
question is one that has been addressed in the Deputy Speaker’s electorate and in the electorates of Mandurah, 
Dawesville, Albany and Stirling; that is, whether we should have a so-called super school or senior college.  The 
people of Bunbury have made their feelings plain; they are not yet certain that a super school is the way to go.  
They are not yet persuaded.  They think the onus lies with the Education Department to demonstrate without 
doubt that the new system will be better than the current system.  The two senior high schools are achieving 
good outcomes.  The people of Bunbury are naturally cautious about proposals to turn the system over and 
change it when it is working well.  Both the member for Mitchell and I have argued to the Minister for Education 
for an enhancement of the current system in Bunbury.  I would like an administration upgrade at Newton Moore 
Senior High School.  It is one of the senior high schools that was built across Western Australia 30 or 40 years 
ago and is now a bit tatty.  It is not well planned or well laid out and its ability to adapt to changes to the 
education system is plainly inadequate.  Chaplains, school-based police officers and councillors are coming into 
the school and the facilities to accommodate them are not available.  Newton Moore Senior High School badly 
requires an administration upgrade so that all these people can be located in one student services centre which 
will enable the school to operate in a much more modern and responsive way.  For some years I have asked the 
Minister for Education to spend more money on Newton Moore Senior High School in addition to the $1m that 
was spent on the performing arts centre.  Extra funds will enable the school to continue doing the wonderful job 
it has been doing over the past few years. 

Like Perth Modern High School, Bunbury Senior High School is a very old school and is similar to those built at 
Geraldton, Northam and Albany during the 1920s.  Clearly it is unable to cope with the demands that the modern 
education system places on it.  The Bunbury Senior High School community has faced the disappointment that 
some people in the Education Department regard the school as being unsuitable, because the rooms are the 
wrong size and there are occupational health and safety concerns.  People have said that the school should be 
abandoned and the students should be sent to the new senior college.  The Bunbury Senior High School parent 
and student community has asked the Education Department for an assessment of what is wrong with the school, 
so that it knows the exact problems and how much money will be required to remedy them.  It will then be able 
to make a judgment about whether to stay on the site or move to a new school.  I want the Minister for Education 
to go to Bunbury, assess the Bunbury Senior High School and give the parents and students of the school a fair 
go in the debate about whether the school should be replaced.  I do not think the school should be superseded.  I 
think it has a great record.  I do not see why, with careful expenditure on addressing the occupational health and 
safety issues, it cannot continue providing a terrific education for the students of the city for many years to come. 

I have a copy of a submission that was recently completed by the Western Australian Council of Social Service 
entitled “Rebuilding Our Communities”.  It is a comprehensive report that sets out an analysis of the social needs 
of the south west region and makes a series of recommendations.  I hope all members of the Government and the 
Opposition read the submission with care as it provides an extremely good analysis of the south west region and 
the direction in which WACOSS believes it should go.  WACOSS is organising a forum to be held in Bunbury 
on 24 October.  I look forward to attending so I can not only set out the Government’s response to the WACOSS 
report, but also present the Government’s credentials for the social achievements it has made in the south west 
region over the past four years.  I believe one of the greatest achievements this Government has made, not only 
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in the south west region but also throughout the State, has been in driving down unemployment.  I have spoken 
to many professionals in the social welfare area.  The discussions always come down to the bottom line, which is 
that if people are provided with jobs and given hope that they can make a meaningful contribution to the 
community, an enormous number of social problems can be solved.  If a member of a household has a job, a 
secure income is assured and this leads to improvements in self esteem for the adults and the children doing 
better at school and having fewer health problems.  The Government’s focus on reforming the labour market and 
improving the level of employment in this State will go down as one of its greatest achievements in social 
policy.  When the Government assumed office in December 1993, the rate of unemployment was 9 per cent; 
currently it stands at just over 5 per cent.  Therefore, under this Government hundreds of thousands of people in 
Western Australia have found jobs, and that is a great achievement in terms of social outcomes. 

I read a report in The West Australian that was prepared by the Evatt Foundation, which is a Labor-oriented 
think tank.  The foundation accessed Commonwealth Grants Commission and Australian Bureau of Statistics 
data to prepare a report card on Western Australia.  I was pleased to see that in the social categories Western 
Australia was ranked first of all the States for its achievements in health.  It ranked second for its achievements 
in education and first for its achievements in social welfare.  In the area of full-time jobs Western Australia was 
ranked first among all States and for total jobs it was ranked first.  It was also ranked first in terms of gross state 
product.  I think the Evatt Foundation has it absolutely right when it reports that Western Australia is one of the 
highest performing States in the economic and social categories. 

Over the next four years the Government should be active in Bunbury in the following three main areas:  Urban 
renewal, paying more attention to the environment, and the continuing development of the city and the 
Koombana Bay-Marlston Hill area.  Marlston Hill has been one of the great successes in Bunbury in the past 
four years.  It won an award from the Urban Development Institute of Australia for the best urban renewal 
project in Australia.  Visitors to Bunbury can see the remarkable transformation that has taken place at Marlston 
Hill, an area that previously was covered with railway marshalling yards, petrol storage tanks and a sewerage 
farm.  It is in a prime location and is now a modern urban redevelopment similar to that of Claisebrook in East 
Perth.  People who have not visited Bunbury for many years are knocked out by what has been achieved.   

Urban renewal is of great importance to Bunbury.  There are two old Homeswest suburbs in Bunbury:  Withers 
and Carey Park.   

Mr McGowan:  Who was Withers named after? 

Mr OSBORNE:  Withers was named after Fred Withers, the father of Reg Withers.  Fred Withers was the Labor 
member for Bunbury for 23 years, before and during World War II. 

Mr McGowan:  In this Parliament? 

Mr OSBORNE:  In the Western Australian Parliament.  I believe he was the longest serving member for 
Bunbury.  He comes from a very old and well-known Bunbury family.  

It is clear from looking at a map of Bunbury that Withers and Carey Park are prime candidates for urban 
renewal.  They are situated five minutes’ drive from the centre of the city and are near the ocean, the new aquatic 
centre, the hospital and the university.  Most of Bunbury’s older residents would not dream of living in those 
suburbs, but those who have arrived in Bunbury in the past 10 to 20 years, including myself, cannot fail to 
appreciate their marvellous location.  Recently the Government signed a memorandum of understanding with 
Pindan Constructions for the redevelopment of those suburbs.  In Withers, Homeswest's presence is currently 
about 60 per cent and the Government wants to reduce the ratio to one in nine.  Pindan Constructions has great 
plans for the redevelopment of those suburbs.  Currently those two suburbs do not have a very good reputation, 
but if one were to return to Bunbury in 10 years, one would see a marvellous change. 

Finally, I shall focus on the area of environment.  The Minister for Housing made a statement to the House on 5 
September in relation to the saving of the Shearwater tuarts.  I am delighted to have been associated with the 
saving of the West Withers tuarts in Bunbury in 1994, an area of 40 hectares of remnant tuart bushland; the first 
half of the Shearwater area earlier this year, an area of 15 hectares; and, finally, another 21 hectares of tuart 
bushland, which has been saved from the developer’s bulldozer.  This has all been conserved for the future.  In 
Bunbury there is approximately 400 hectares of remnant tuart bushland, which is greater than the area of Kings 
Park.  With the $60 000 that has been put together by the Ministry for Planning, the Minister for Housing and the 
Satterley group, we have an opportunity to plan the development of a tuart conservation park.  This has the 
potential to be a tourism and environmental resource of world significance and a marvellous bequest for us to 
make to our children in the new millennium. 

MR BROWN (Bassendean) [7.30 pm]:  I use this opportunity to raise a few matters on behalf of my 
constituents and matters that have been taken up with me by people who live in regional Western Australia.  The 
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first matter is an unfortunate one in that it once again shows that government has failed to protect the most 
vulnerable in our community.  The member for Bunbury recently spoke of the Government creating jobs and 
said how wonderful that was.  Let me speak about one job:  The payment for this job was the princely sum of 
$3.60 an hour for an adult.  This arrangement was entered into and structured by a group called Staff Parks 
Partnership Pty Ltd.  The structure of the partnership is as follows -  

1.  Each partner is a partner in a Staff Parks Partnership. 

2.  There are currently 6 partnerships numbered 1 to 6. 

3.  The company Staff Parks Management is appointed by the partnerships to manage and coordinate 
the operations of Staff Parks Partnerships 1 - 6.  Staff Parks Management Pty Ltd is a common partner 
in each partnership.   

4.  Staff Parks Management Pty Ltd receives an administration fee and incurs the administration costs 
associated with the partnerships.   

5.  Staff Parks Management Pty Ltd is beneficially owned by Partners of Staff Parks Partnerships 1 - 6. 

6.  Wilson Parking and other car park owners contract with Staff Park Partnerships to provide various 
services at car parks.  These contract payments form the income for Staff Parks Partnerships and the 
Staff Parks Management Pty Ltd. 

7.  The partnerships are governed by the Partnerships Deeds by which each Partner is bound.   

A copy of the deeds was said to be available from a Peter Blythe.  This was an arrangement whereby Staff Parks 
Management Pty Ltd had a contract with Wilson Parking to provide attendants for Wilson car parks, and these 
people were paid $3.60 an hour under the partnership arrangement.  They wore Wilson Parking uniforms and, as 
far as the general public were concerned, were Wilson Parking employees or agents but, the income they 
received was substantially less than the minimum wage under the Minimum Conditions of Employment Act and 
substantially less than that provided for in the relevant award. 

At one stage action was taken in the Industrial Relations Commission against this company in relation to unfair 
dismissal.  It is instructive to look at the papers that were filed with the Industrial Relations Commission in 
defence of that application.  The papers indicated that the respondent, Staff Parks Management Pty Ltd, claimed 
that the commission had no jurisdiction because the people concerned were partners and that the partnership 
arrangements between the individuals concerned was constructed by way of a partnership deed.  This 
arrangement, of course, had all the hallmarks of being established for the purpose of avoiding the award, of 
avoiding the appropriate statutory wage requirements and providing labour at rates below those otherwise 
required.  Indeed, this matter was taken up by the member for Riverton.  He wrote to the Minister for Labour 
Relations on behalf of some of the people who were paid this dreadful sum of $3.60 an hour.  The minister, in 
her reply to the member for Riverton, said - 

The Department is working closely with the Crown Solicitor’s Office to acquire the relevant 
documentation which will assist them to progress this case to prosecution.  This involves the need to 
establish an employer/employee relationship, the identity of the employer and to demonstrate that the 
workers were not paid in accordance with the prescribed award rates. 

This complaint was laid some time ago.  In a further letter from the minister to the member for Riverton the 
minister wrote - 

Solicitors for SPM have recently advised the Crown Solicitor’s Office (CSO) that the company is to be 
wound up as a result of Wilson Parking Australia 1992 Pty Ltd (Wilsons) terminating the management 
contract with SPM.  The contract is due to expire on 30 June 2000. 

It further stated - 

Should SPM be wound up, any action to prosecute can only proceed by leave of the WA Supreme 
Court.  There is little likelihood that such leave would be granted. 

Later it was stated in the letter - 

All of the “partners” currently employed at SPM have been invited to make written application for 
positions with Wilsons, who will take up management of the car parks from 1 July 2000.  I have been 
advised that the employment contracts are likely to be administered through workplace agreements. 

I raise this matter with the minister because, once they had laid a complaint with the Department of Productivity 
and Labour Relations, the people concerned were keen to ensure that the department launched the appropriate 
prosecution to secure the under-payment of wages.  It should be borne in mind that these are the very vulnerable 
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people in our society; these are the people who, as I said before, were paid $3.60 an hour.  These are not junior 
employees, these are adults.  It was of some concern to these people that this sham arrangement had been 
established to avoid paying them their proper entitlements, and it was hoped that the Department of Productivity 
and Labour Relations would take some steps to protect their interests.  However, following my letter to the 
Minister for Labour Relations I received a reply to the effect that these people have lost their money and no 
action will be taken to try to recoup the under-payment.  This is an appalling state of affairs.  These are some of 
the most vulnerable people in our society, people who need the strength of government to stand up for their 
rights, and yet the Government is not prepared to look after them.  Why is that?  It is true that it would require a 
thorough investigation into Staff Parks Management to ascertain whether it was a sham - and it was a sham.  It 
would also require an investigation to determine the relationship between Wilson Parking and Staff Parks 
Management. An investigation must determine whether the contract that Wilson Parking entered into with Staff 
Parks Management was at such a low rate that people at Wilson knew that Staff Parks Management could not 
deliver the service at the contracted rate if they were required to observe the award provisions and the statute.  
The department apparently has failed to properly grasp this issue, to investigate why this was allowed to 
continue and to take action on behalf of those people who have been disadvantaged by this arrangement.   

Some questions have been raised with me by one of the people who was ripped off for a time under this 
arrangement.  Surely liquidation implies that bad management practices occurred; however, all managerial staff 
at Staff Parks Management kept their positions - they were guaranteed.  Why?  When Staff Parks Management 
went into liquidation, why did all of the staff not have to complete a new contract or agreement?  Supposedly all 
but office managerial staff had to sign a workplace agreement.  Can Staff Park Management prove that anything 
was sold or distributed among its partners with financial receipts after liquidation?  The company is supposed to 
be owned by the partners.  However, when the assets of the company were distributed because it had been 
wound up and the partnership had ceased to exist, why did none of the distribution go to the partners?  There has 
been no distribution.   

Questions have been raised about differential incomes received by people.  Why has the Department of 
Productivity and Labour Relations, the department that is charged with the responsibility of looking after the 
most vulnerable in our community, failed to act for such an inordinate amount of time?  Why was nothing done 
for two years?  Why were Staff Parks Management staff required to wear Wilson’s uniforms and to all intents 
and purposes look like Wilson personnel?  Why were the staff required to purchase those uniforms?  These and 
other questions remain unanswered.   

As a result of the investigation that sham arrangement has come to an end; the arrangement no longer applies.  
Those people no longer are being paid the appalling rate of $3.60 an hour.  However, that does not end the 
matter.  To end the matter, the people who were ripped off by this sham should be paid at least the minimum 
wage.  Can any member tell me that a person who is working at a Wilson’s car park is not generating income of 
more than $3.60 an hour?  This morning I parked my car at a Wilson car park for a little over two and a half 
hours and I paid $8 for one car.  The car park holds probably 100 or more vehicles, yet the attendant was being 
paid only $3.60 an hour.  This is a disgrace.  How can people hold their heads up in this State when the most 
vulnerable are being ripped off in this way?   

I intend to raise this matter again with the minister and with the Premier, because it is not good enough for 
people to simply shrug their shoulders and say that it is bad luck.  It might be bad luck if people are on $100 000 
or $200 000 a year, but these people were on $3.60 an hour for a 40-hour week, which is about $144 a week.  
That is an appalling rate.  Some people say that there is no need to have employee organisations anymore 
because everybody is fair in today’s society.  If ever there was a case in which people have been shown to be 
unfair, corrupt or needing to be brought to account, it is this case.  It is appalling that the Government has simply 
laid down on this matter.  It is appalling that the Government has not come to the defence of the most vulnerable 
people in our society.  

The next matter I raise concerns people with disabilities in my electorate.  These people have raised a serious 
issue with me that has been brought about by virtue of the move to the electronic economy.  We all know that e-
commerce, e-business and e-government is with us, but we must be careful that the vulnerable are not 
disadvantaged by these changes.  Because some of my constituents with disabilities have requested a paper 
account from one of their service providers, they are being charged for that paper account.  A fee is charged for 
providing a paper account because they do not deal on-line.  These people do not have computers and are not on 
the Internet.  Why are they required to pay that fee?  I will take up that matter with the Minister for Disability 
Services.  

I am glad the Minister for Housing is in the Chamber while I raise this next matter.  The Ministry of Housing 
appears to have an aversion to providing accommodation for women who have been subject to domestic 
violence, assault or abuse.  I have had occasion to represent a number of women through all of the appeal 
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processes in the Ministry of Housing to try to secure accommodation.  In one case a woman was forced out of 
her home as a result of her former partner breaking into the home and viciously assaulting her.  In so doing, the 
person broke a restraining order and was imprisoned.  Subsequently, when that person was released, he came 
back to the house and the woman insisted that she be provided with other accommodation because her existence 
was threatened, as was that of her children.   

The Ministry of Housing elected to ignore her and concluded that alternative accommodation should not be 
provided.  I cannot understand why a woman in those vulnerable circumstances was not provided with 
alternative accommodation.  This matter has gone through all of the appeal processes in the Ministry of Housing.  
This woman and her children now live in small accommodation with her parents and her parents’ children.  This 
is an appalling state of affairs.  The blinkers appear to be on when it comes to matters that either members or I 
raise on behalf of women who have been the subject of assault and domestic violence.  I encourage the minister - 

Dr Hames:  That is a bit unfair.  The member and other members know that I would bend over backwards to sort 
out problems for your side as much as my side; there is no difference in my treatment of requests from members.  
Many members on the other side would attest to that.  I cannot publicly talk about these circumstances in 
Parliament.  This case has been through the appeals process because of various circumstances.  The appeals 
process has public people on it, not Homeswest people, to consider these matters, and that is why they have 
rejected it.  There are circumstances you or I cannot mention that put a different light on that case.  

Mr BROWN:  I am going on what is written in the documents and the arguments I presented.  The arguments 
have been sound in every way, shape or form.  I have received no substantive view from the ministry about why 
that accommodation was denied.  No-one has written or verbally explained to me why that accommodation was 
denied.  

Dr Hames:  I have recently written to you saying that I am happy to discuss this with you at any time you want.  
If members on your side have a problem, they come to me and we go through it.  The member on your right is a 
very good example.  He has done that and we have sorted out problems. 

Mr BROWN:  I hope this case can be resolved because it is not the only one.  If it were the only case, one might 
say that it was a one-off, but it is not, and that is worrying. 

I had the opportunity some time ago of travelling to Carnarvon and meeting with a number of residents and 
businesspeople.  I met people from the caravan park and from some of the plantations.  People expressed 
concerns about the caravan park and the plantations that were situated immediately outside the levee banks that 
protect the town.  After the previous cyclone went through the area, levee banks were put up to protect the town.  
Nobody would object to that.  However, when levee banks are put up, water banks up behind them.  As a result 
of the flooding, not only were a number of plantations and the caravan park inundated with water but also the 
water did not run off.  As a result, plantations suffered very significant damage, and the houses on the plantations 
and the house on the caravan park were destroyed. 

Members will recall that when cyclones Elaine and Vance went through Onslow, Exmouth and Moora, an 
arrangement was made under which businesses could get a business grant of up to $10 000 to assist in the 
refurbishment of a business to get it back on its feet.  Naturally owners of businesses in Carnarvon which were 
affected by the cyclone and flooding sought the same level of assistance that had been provided to businesses in 
similar circumstances in other towns.  For some reason this level of assistance has not been provided in 
Carnarvon.  People in Carnarvon who have had businesses flooded and destroyed and homes destroyed have not 
been provided with the same level of grant as that made available in Onslow, Exmouth and Moora.  Why is that?  
They do not know and they have not received a satisfactory explanation of why they are not being dealt with in 
the same way.  I raise that matter again because the Government has an obligation to treat in a similar manner all 
those owners of businesses and residents who find themselves in like situations. 

I am pleased the Minister for Housing is in the Chamber because I wish to deal with matters relating to country 
housing.  Funds have been made available through the Country Housing Authority to one of the people 
concerned who has had his house destroyed as a result of flooding.  He was under the impression that the loans 
made available under the scheme would be lower interest rate loans.  The loans made available to him are at 8 
per cent.  His inquiries of banks and other institutions indicate that that is the normal interest rate these days.  He 
does not see any lower interest rate loan being made available through that arrangement.  He must replace his 
house through no fault of his own; he cannot possibly live in it.  The lower interest rate loan is designed to assist 
people in country areas but that assistance has not been forthcoming.  The minister may want to look at that 
matter also; it is of concern to that person in Carnarvon and also of broader concern to owners of businesses in 
Carnarvon.  For people who operate plantations or caravan parks, their home is where they work; they may or 
may not have a separate office.  In this case, businesses were destroyed and a large number of caravans had to be 
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towed away in bits.  The house of the owner of the caravan park was destroyed and houses on a number of 
plantations were damaged, yet little assistance was given. 

Dr Hames:  Could I explain the circumstances?  The Country Housing Authority normally provides loans to 
assist either local government or businesses in smaller country towns with the construction of houses for their 
employees.  In this case we extended that normal provision to try to assist people, particularly in Carnarvon and 
Exmouth, who had their houses destroyed by the cyclone.  My understanding is that two things happen:  One is 
that the authority provides loans when people are otherwise unable to get loans from a bank because of equity 
problems and their inability to repay, and the other is that people are offered some reduction in interest rates.  
The reduction in interest rates to local government is often 2 to 3 per cent.  I understand that in this case it was in 
the order of only 1 per cent.  If 8 per cent is the general market value for interest rates, I would go out and grab 
them if I were you, because I do not think that is the case; they are higher.  If people are able to access loans 
from a bank, they should do so.  I will check up on those figures for you.  As I said, my understanding is that 
there is a small reduction in interest rates, plus the loans are for people who would not otherwise be able to get a 
loan from a bank. 

Mr BROWN:  I am pleased that the minister will follow that up. 

Dr Hames:  Can you provide some details? 

Mr BROWN:  I certainly can. 

Ms MacTiernan:  An interest rate of 8 per cent is above the market rate. 

Dr Hames:  You must talk about the real interest rate, which includes administration fees and others.  You cannot 
pluck out of the air a figure which is just a general rate.  The Keystart rate is 8-point-something per cent, which 
is now the lowest rate in the State. 

Ms MacTiernan:  That is absolute rubbish. 

Dr Hames:  You go and find a lower one. 

Mr BROWN:  I just want to deal with one final matter.  I am pleased that the minister is fortuitously here.  Some 
time ago I raised with the minister the matter of the Onslow seawall.  I want to revisit it because it is important.  
A meeting was held at Onslow on 4 May 1999 following the damage to the town by sea water inundation.  
People from the Water Corporation attended the meeting.  I have previously quoted the Water Corporation 
minutes.  I want to requote what was said at the meeting. 

Dr Hames:  You should not call it the seawall because it is not the seawall. 

Mr BROWN:  Okay, the bund or whatever.  We can debate that another day. 

Dr Hames:  It is separate from the seawall. 

Mr BROWN:  Let me go through this point.  It was said at the meeting - 

An action was suggested to appoint an independent consultant to investigate the drainage reserves and 
the detailed reasons for the failure of the section of the embankment that led to the flooding of 2nd and 
3rd avenue.   

The consultants should also investigate previous flood damage as a result of cyclones in the area. 

Advise all parties on the completion of the investigation on the reasons for the failure and suggested 
improvements to reduce future events. 

The key words in the minutes are "the investigation on the reasons for the failure".  It was agreed to that there 
would be a report back.  What happened?  As the minister said in his response to my grievance, there were two 
reports.  One report was carried out by the engineers who investigated the reasons for the seawater inundation.  
That report has not been made available to residents in Onslow.  The second report did not deal with the reasons 
for the failure of the seawall or bund.  That second report, according to the minutes from a Shire of Ashburton 
meeting, says, “it was decided that a Storm Surge Study that could provide accurate information on cyclonic 
event intensities, frequencies, and property damage potential would provide the basis for better informed 
mitigation planning and implementation”.   

The second report referred to what should happen in the future.  However, the undertaking given to Onslow 
residents by the Water Corporation and the Government was that there would be an investigation into the reason 
for the failure of the wall or bund and that that information would be provided to the citizens of Onslow.  That 
has not happened, and unless the engineer’s report is released, it will never happen because the second report 
does not deal with that issue; the second report deals with the general question.   
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Amendment to Motion 

Mr BROWN:  I move -  

That the following words be added to the motion - 

but regrets to advise Your Excellency that the Government has failed to meet even its pathetic 
promise to provide five gas buses  

MS MacTIERNAN (Armadale) [8.01pm]:  I am very pleased the member for Bassendean moved that 
amendment, because it gives the Government an opportunity to do what it should have done last Wednesday; 
that is, be present for the debate on the very serious issue of the replacement of our bus fleet, which involves a 
contract in the order of $360m - not a matter to be taken lightly.  Before I proceed with this issue, I ask the 
Leader of the House whether we are to be graced with the presence of one of the relevant ministers today.  

Mr Barnett:  I am sure he would find that invitation irresistible, and we are ensuring that he will be here. 

Ms MacTIERNAN:  If ever there was proof that this is a tired, old Government that needs to be given the great, 
big kick up that part of the anatomy that will remain nameless for reasons of parliamentary propriety, it is this.  

Mr Barnett:  He is coming past, so watch out for the elbow.  

Ms MacTIERNAN:  We can cope with a bit of hip and shoulder. 

Mr Cowan:  I did not know that you could. 

Ms MacTIERNAN:  Absolutely.  I am very firmly rooted on the ground.  It would take more than a National 
Party nudge to get us to move.   

Tomorrow we will see another press release and media stunt from one of the ministers - I do not know whether it 
will be the Minister for Transport or the Minister for the Environment.  More forests will be wasted on 
government blurb that is a stunt concerning a liquefied petroleum gas Ford Falcon.  It is interesting that the 
Government is belatedly seen to be taking an interest in the prospect of gas-powered vehicles.  When it really 
counts, and when the Government had to make a decision when it was purchasing 840 buses, it distinctly lacked 
interest in looking at the gas alternatives.  Indeed, its performance in this area not only has cost the State about 
$71m in extra revenue from the cost of running the diesel buses, but also has had and will have a major impact 
on Perth air quality.   

I will briefly recap the debate that we set out in this House last Wednesday.  Unfortunately, the Government did 
not have an opportunity to respond, so we are now very generously giving it the opportunity to fulfil its 
obligation to the public.  In April 1998, after some six years in government, when it had not purchased a single 
bus - in fact, it had cancelled the arrangements that the previous Labor Government had put in place to renew the 
older buses in the fleet - the Government finally decided that the buses in the fleet, which were now, on average, 
15 years old, were too much of a disgrace for even this Government and it would go ahead with the purchase of 
gas buses.  We had an inkling as early as February 1997 that the Government was going to go down the route of 
the diesel buses, rather than look at the cleaner, greener technology.  That came out of a media release that the 
then Minister for Transport put out in which he talked glowingly about the conclusions that had been drawn by 
the “Fuelling the Future” conference, which the Department of Transport had convened in Perth in January-
February 1997.  Over the next couple of years, the alleged proceedings of the “Fuelling the Future” conference 
were used to justify the Government’s decision to go down the path of diesel.  It was claimed by the minister and 
by the departmental agencies during the estimates committees that the “Fuelling the Future” conference had 
resolved that diesel was the way to go.  We started probing that a little more.  What was the nature of the 
resolution?  It turns out that it was not a resolution at all but that one bloke in the Department of Transport wrote 
a one-and-a-half page memorandum on the proceedings of the conference.  As a result of that memorandum, he 
concluded that diesel was the way to go.  The one-and-a-half page memorandum was a very unscientific and 
impressionistic little number.   

I set out in the debate on Wednesday the sorts of things he wrote.  Mr Fitzgerald, who prepared the report, talked 
about the feelings of at least two operators that the true cost of operating a gas fleet was difficult to determine.  
He went on to talk about the thought that was expressed that the use of natural gas in the urban transport fleet 
would produce only a slight reduction in pollutants in the atmosphere.  That is the level of analysis that we got 
from Mr Fitzgerald’s paper.  We had our doubts about Mr Fitzgerald’s bona fides as a person capable of 
analysing the proceedings of this conference and made a freedom of information application for the papers that 
came from the conference.  As a result of that FOI, we discovered that, of the eight papers that were presented at 
the conference, three were strongly in favour of diesel, three were strongly in favour of gas and two were, on 
balance, in favour of gas.  Overall, of the eight papers that were presented at the conference, five were in favour 
of gas buses; yet, somehow or other, Mr Fitzgerald was able to produce this mickey mouse, one-and-a-half page 
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document, which then became the basis for a decision to spend $340m.   The level of amateurism in this 
Government is extraordinary.   

Rumours have been circulating that various persons from the minister down have been subject to the hospitality 
of Mercedes-Benz at various beerfests.  Rumours suggest that helicopters took them from one Oktoberfest event 
to another.  I have not been able to establish the truth of that.  However, members on this side are struggling to 
find a reason for the perversity of the decision.   

The Government also argued that good environmental grounds existed for choosing diesel rather than gas-
powered buses and that, contrary to what everyone else believed, diesel produces fewer pollutants.  When the 
Labor Party questioned the Government and pushed it to justify its decision by tabling the relevant documents, 
the information tabled was provided by DaimlerChrysler, the proponent advancing the cause of the diesel-
powered buses and the ultimate supplier.  There was no independent environmental assessment of the case for 
diesel versus gas-powered buses.  The Government’s evidence proves that it relied entirely on the very partisan 
information provided by DaimlerChrysler.  

When the Government finally made this bizarre decision to purchase diesel-powered buses, the community 
protest was such that it announced it would order 128 diesel-powered buses and five gas-powered buses in the 
first round of purchases.  It was a small crumb thrown to the community.  That arrangement was said to be 
important because, when the five gas-powered buses arrived, a comparative trial could be conducted.  As a 
result, the Government would have the opportunity to choose gas-powered buses in the second year if they 
proved to be reliable, cost effective and environmentally sound.  The Labor Party saw that as a small concession.  
Not only was it announced by the then Minister for Transport, but also it was repeated in this place on several 
occasions by the Premier, the Minister for the Environment - I will not repeat her statements because they are in 
the Hansard of Wednesday, 13 September - and by the Minister for Local Government.  They were again 
repeated by senior public servants in the estimates committees in this place and the other place.  Now, two and a 
half years later, what do we have?  Where are the gas-powered buses?  Has this pathetic little promise been 
delivered?  As members know, we do not have the buses.   

Members on this side started pursuing this matter again in March this year, asking the Government what had 
happened to the buses.  We were told they would be coming.  It now appears that we are not getting buses - we 
are getting three engines and they must be trialled.  That does not honour the undertaking repeatedly made by the 
Premier in this House.  When members on this side challenged him in June 1998 about DaimlerChrysler’s 
capacity to produce the electronically fuel-injected gas-powered buses that the Government claimed it would get, 
the Premier assured us that the buses had been trialled in Germany for three years.  We have not been able to 
access the buses; we have been able to access only a couple of engines that must be trialled!   

Interestingly, in March 2000, the Minister for Transport told us that the Government had recently made the 
decision to order gas-powered buses.  Yet, two years ago, the Premier and the Minister for the Environment were 
in this House giving us cast-iron guarantees that the first round of bus purchases would include five gas-powered 
buses so that all future purchases could be made in light of a proper assessment.  We now have the Minister for 
Transport completely changing the story:  Apparently the decision was not made two years ago - it was made 
some time early this year.  It then transpired that we are not getting buses; we are getting only engines.  
Assuming the Premier has not been lying to the House, buses have now been trialled in Germany for five years.  
Why must we do laboratory-style testing on them?   

During the latest Estimates Committee hearings, Mr Waldock said that the three engines would be in chassis 
early next year - almost three years after the promise was made.  We might get three gas-powered buses three 
years after they were promised, and a trial will then proceed at a languid pace.  The buses will be trialled for a 
couple of years and then, a few years after that - by that time it will be about 2004 - the department will consider 
purchasing a fleet of 20 gas-powered buses and trial them.  It will be about 2005 before the supposed trial is 
completed.  By then, the department would have purchased at least two-thirds of the 840 buses in the 
replacement fleet and we will be locked into diesel-powered buses.  This is a stupid decision.  The Labor Party 
predicted that the price of diesel would increase and that the goods and services tax would have an impact.  I 
have been warning the Government since 1994 that the price of oil would inevitably increase, that the cost of 
diesel would go through the roof and that this would become a very expensive option.   

We have now had the “Euro II and Beyond” review, which considered the Government’s decision, and the paper 
which it post facto used to justify the purchase of diesel rather than gas-powered buses.  Those documents 
indicate that this has been a $71m economic disaster, yet members opposite still fiddle while Rome burns; still 
they will not fast-track the purchase of these gas buses.  It is strange to talk about fast-tracking something 
promised two years ago.  That is why I call the minister “Gunna Criddle” - he is “gunna” do this and he is 
“gunna” do that, but nothing happens.  The problem is that the minister and his senior policy staff are implacably 
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opposed to this trial because they know that, once these new technology gas-powered buses are in place, the 
folly of their decision to purchase diesel-powered buses will be obvious.  They have developed enormous 
resistance and are blocking the department’s proceeding within a decent timeframe.   

I once again stress the health impacts of this diesel technology.  Research shows that we must have low-sulphur 
diesel to access the latest technology and to reduce some of the more obvious contaminants that are produced by 
diesel.  Ironically, some of those contaminants create an even greater health hazard because the lower sulfur 
diesel produces a far finer particle, which lodges deep within the lungs.  It has been established that the finer 
particle has major carcinogenic and mutagenic capacities.  Even with high-tech, low-sulfur diesel of 50 parts per 
million, which is used in Europe, and which must be embraced as part of the Euro III and Euro IV technology, 
the levels of carcinogenic and mutagenic material are more dangerous.  The reliance on this new diesel 
technology to solve the environmental and health problems is a complete nonsense.  

I reiterate the complete lack of credibility of the government report used to post facto justify the Government’s 
decision based on information from its “expert” reference group.  That analysis factored in a figure of 2 000 
parts per million sulfur - a relatively crude form of diesel - in its cost assumptions about diesel.  However, when 
it undertook its environmental assessment it factored in the very low sulfur levels.  It was a completely 
inconsistent report because the cost of the low-sulfur diesel is vastly greater in the Australian context than the 
high-sulfur diesel.  Indeed, the BP refinery would need to be substantially rebuilt if it were to produce a fuel of 
that nature. 

MR COWAN (Merredin - Deputy Premier) [8.21 pm]:  I gave an undertaking behind the Chair to the Deputy 
Leader of the Opposition that I would respond to this amendment.  For the benefit of the House I will deal with 
this issue in a generic sense rather than run up the blind alleys that the member for Armadale wants us to take. 

Ms MacTiernan:  Do you mean the promises you made are blind alleys? 

Mr COWAN:  It may come as a surprise to the member for Armadale that outside the Adelaide bus fleet, the 
Western Australian bus fleet contains the highest percentage of gas-fuelled buses in Australia.  Approximately 
52 buses in the Perth bus fleet are natural gas-fuelled buses and there are two liquid petroleum gas-fuelled buses.  
That is a very high percentage. 

Ms MacTiernan:  Sydney has 350.  

Mr COWAN:  If I answered every interjection from the member for Armadale she would end up making a 
second speech.  She should sit quietly and listen. 

Ms MacTiernan:  You are being misled.  

Mr COWAN:  I am not being misled; I am stating some facts. 

Ms MacTiernan:  What facts? 

Mr COWAN:  Sydney has 201 gas-fuelled buses in a fleet of 4 165 buses.  If the member opposite had improved 
her listening skills just a little bit she would have heard me say Western Australia has the second highest 
percentage of gas-fuelled buses in Australia.  Sydney has approximately 4 165 buses, of which 201 are gas 
fuelled.  Perth has 924, of which 52 are gas fuelled, plus the two LPG buses, which makes the percentage even 
higher.   

Unfortunately for the member for Armadale, Perth has a higher percentage of gas-fuelled buses than does 
Sydney.  Although her speeches are colourful and entertaining and make good press, regrettably, they are not 
always accurate. 

Ms MacTiernan:  You did not promise those gas buses. 

Mr COWAN:  I suggest the member for Armadale accept that my information is accurate.  When she gets a 
chance she should read Hansard and compare my speech with some of the statements she made.  

The Western Australian experience with gas buses began in 1984 when the decision was made to take delivery 
of a gas-fuelled bus.  Since then, over the past 16 years, a considerable amount of information has been gathered 
on the operation of gas-fuelled buses.  It must be acknowledged that they require a higher level of maintenance 
than do the diesel buses. 

Ms MacTiernan:  The problem is that they are all retro-fitted. 

Mr COWAN:  They are not all retro-fitted.  Again, I must remind the member for Armadale of the need to - just 
every now and again - include an element of truth in her comments.  The experience of the Western Australian 
Government with gas-fuelled buses will influence its decision.  
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I have no doubt the comments of the member for Armadale that one person wrote a report and things of that 
nature may have some truth in them.  However, the Government accepted the contract for the replacement of the 
bus fleet and placed a greater emphasis on diesel due to the high maintenance cost of gas buses.  Reliability of 
public transport is important.  I am sure you will be aware, Madam Acting Speaker, that every time a bus 
interrupts its time schedule due to a maintenance problem it attracts a fair amount of Press.  It is therefore 
important that buses have a high degree of operational capability and do not frequently break down and cause 
inconvenience to passengers.   

I must acknowledge that the member for Armadale is right inasmuch as initially the entry of Western Australia 
into the use of gas-fuelled buses was on the basis of an agreement with Transcom Engine Corporation Ltd that it 
would convert diesel fuel buses to gas.  In most instances, that conversion was for an initial batch of 10 buses in 
1997, after which a review was to be held of the buses’ performance.  

The performance report clearly indicated that problems arose with the conversion of diesel engines to gas and 
that we would get better value for money if we purchased dedicated gas buses direct from the manufacturer.  I 
happily acknowledge that the member for Armadale is correct inasmuch as retro-fitted gas-fuelled engines 
undoubtedly led to higher levels of maintenance and a lower record of operational performance than was 
acceptable to Transperth. 

It is interesting to note that the buses purchased from Mercedes-Benz or DaimlerChrysler Australia/Pacific Pty 
Ltd are naturally aspirated or carburetted.  These days the term fumigation is used, although I am not sure how.   

I have always known them as a carburettor gas engine.  Those buses are not renowned for their fuel economy or 
efficiency.  The Government has applied a multi-point fuel injection system using a system Transcom - now 
Advanced Engine Components Limited - has labelled NGVS 4.  At the moment, we have 42 Mercedes-Benz 
carburettor-operated, gas-powered buses. 

Ms MacTiernan:  I do not think that’s true, because most of the buses are Renault. 

Mr COWAN:  It is correct. 

Ms MacTiernan:  How many Renaults do you have? 

Mr COWAN:  Of the 52 compressed natural gas buses in the Transperth fleet, 42 are Mercedes-Benz, which 
employ a carburettor to obtain a combustible mixture, and 10 are Renault, which were converted from diesel to 
multi-point fuel injection using Advanced Engine Components’ NGVS 4 system.  I imagine the 42 Mercedes-
Benz buses have the standard distributor-fitted gas engines. 

Ms MacTiernan:  How old are they? 

Mr COWAN:  I am sorry, I do not have that information. 

Ms MacTiernan:  They were bought by Labor.  You have not bought any gas buses. 

Mr COWAN:  Yes, we have. 

Ms MacTiernan:  When did you buy gas buses? 

Mr COWAN:  There is no doubt that some buses were ordered in the first order.  The briefing notes do not tell 
me if they have arrived. 

Ms MacTiernan:  Our argument is that the promised buses have not been delivered.  The Premier promised in 
this House in June 1998 - over two years ago - that the DaimlerChrysler buses were electronic fuel-injected 
buses that the company had been trialling for over three years.  Those are the buses that have not arrived. 

Mr COWAN: I have heard this before.  I have some information that contradicts some of the things the member 
is saying.  The first tranche of 133 buses from DaimlerChrysler included five natural gas buses, which were to be 
equipped with Mercedes-Benz’s latest fuel injection lean-burn engines. 

Ms MacTiernan:  Exactly.  Where are they? 

Mr COWAN:  I can check why DaimlerChrysler has not supplied them.  They were to be included in the 
contract. 

Ms MacTiernan:  We set this argument out a week ago.  This is a joke. 

Mr COWAN:  It is not a joke. 

Ms MacTiernan:  The Minister for Transport said in March 2000 that the Government had only just decided to 
trial gas buses.  The Government changes its story every month. 
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Mr COWAN:  The Transperth fleet contains 52 natural gas-powered buses and two liquefied petroleum gas-
powered buses.  Mercedes-Benz is to supply 133 gas-powered buses.  I am sure they will arrive. 

The member for Armadale needs to improve her listening skills. 

Ms MacTiernan:  You need to improve your research skills.  It is a disgrace that you come in here without being 
prepared. 

Mr COWAN: It would be a great change if the member for Armadale could, for once, obey the Chinese proverb 
that if something is said 1 000 times it will catch two ears once, but it will never catch those two ears while the 
person who has those two ears keeps her mouth open. 

I talk about some of the work the Department of Transport is doing to improve the quality of the bus fleet and to 
use gas-powered buses.  I am sure the House will hear another stream of interjections, but I will deal with the 
important issue.  A local company is seeking to use a fuel-injected gas bus engine, not only in Western Australia 
but also around the world.  It is a great thing for Western Australian technology and is something we can 
support.  Yet, I hear ridicule that AEC has been given the opportunity to put its technology into a 
DaimlerChrysler/Mercedes-Benz engine for use in the new Transperth buses.  This technology will be tested 
here and sent to Germany for preliminary testing to make sure it complies with Euro III emission standards.  
Those five gas buses have not arrived because we want to see if Western Australian technology can be applied to 
the engines. 

Ms MacTiernan:  The hypocrisy.  The member for Vasse and I encouraged the Government to look at Transcom. 

Mr COWAN:  If, as AEC claims, the technology is as good as any around the world, we are prepared to support 
it.  There is every reason why we should give that company an opportunity to apply the technology to Western 
Australian buses. 

As an aside, ERG Group has a problem every time it wants to demonstrate its technology.  It cannot invite 
people to Perth, where the company is based, but must send representatives to Hong Kong or Sydney or other 
Australian capitals because the State does not use its technology.  We want to be in a position to promote AEC’s 
technology, which could make fuel-injected buses far more economical and, importantly, produce far fewer 
emissions.  It is clear that if the buses equipped with the AEC fuel injection system pass the test, all Western 
Australian gas-fuelled buses could be fitted with that technology, which AEC would be able to market around 
the world.  Mercedes-Benz supplies about 65 per cent of the new city bus market in Australia, which is fairly 
substantial. 

Ms MacTiernan:  Why wasn’t it given the opportunity earlier? 

Mr COWAN:  There is no doubt that I am wasting my time.  The member for Armadale has not demonstrated 
that she has been able to improve her listening skills. 

All I say in conclusion is that Western Australia has the second-highest percentage of gas-fuelled buses in a 
public or private bus fleet in Australia.  It has 52 natural gas-fuelled buses and two liquefied petroleum gas-
fuelled buses.  The Government is giving AEC the opportunity to prove that its fuel injection system technology 
works.  I have no doubt that should it work, the gas-fuelled buses supplied under the contract to replace existing 
buses will use that Western Australian technology.  It is a very desirable outcome.  I commend Transperth on 
being prepared to give AEC the opportunity to use its latest technology on buses with new engines rather than 
retro-fitted systems.  There is no doubt that if it works, it will be of benefit to Western Australia, Transperth and 
commuters who use public transport for one simple reason:  We will have the cleanest and the most reliable bus 
fleet in Australia. 

MR KOBELKE (Nollamara) [8.42 pm]:  I thank the Deputy Premier for being willing to respond to the matters 
raised by the member for Armadale.  The Deputy Premier has pre-eminence in this House as someone whose 
debating skills are recognised.  When one hears his contribution here tonight, one realises how pitiful is the 
Government's position.  While the Deputy Premier may make personal attacks on the member for Armadale, it 
cannot change the fact that the member for Armadale has got it right and this Government has been caught out.  
The Deputy Premier must take us forward by resorting to looking in the rear vision mirror, by continually 
referring to the situation with the old fleet, and by placing some sort of merit on the fact that the Labor 
Government commenced trialling gas powered buses in 1984.  That was 16 years ago.  The argument of the 
Deputy Premier is that a percentage of the bus fleet is gas powered, and that is commendable in comparison with 
the situation in other parts of Australia.  The member for Armadale has demonstrated great technical expertise in 
her arguments.  This Government has been found wanting.  In a State that has fantastic gas reserves and that 
should be doing everything to take advantage of those gas reserves, the Government has squibbed it.  The 
Government has made a fundamental mistake in respect of the tendering process of the bus fleet replacement.  It 
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is now saying it will do something that it said it would do more than two years ago.  The Deputy Premier has 
said that he is sure they will arrive.  We were told more than two years ago that they would arrive. 

Mr Cowan:  They will. 

Mr KOBELKE:  We were told two years ago that five gas powered buses would be provided. 

Mr Cowan:  We want to provide fuel injected gas buses using Western Australian technology. 

Mr KOBELKE:  The member for Armadale was asking for that three years ago and the Government told her it 
was nonsense. 

Ms MacTiernan:  Transcom tendered with Renault to provide the gas buses and the Government would not do it. 

Mr Cowan:  That is right.  Mercedes-Benz buses are better. 

Mr KOBELKE:  With respect to the tendering process, the minister had no vision.  He could not see the 
importance, for health and environmental reasons and for the economic development of the State, of giving an 
unequivocal commitment to gas power for our public bus fleet.  We have a Government that has made the wrong 
decision.  Time and again the member for Armadale has caught the Government out.  The Government gave 
excuse after excuse that was found to be without foundation.  We are now two years further on and still receiving 
empty promises from the Deputy Premier that the Government will look at the issue.  The Government has 
dismissed Transcom and the potential to have a purpose-built Renault fleet.  The Government is now saying it is 
looking at the possibility and may give it another try.  That option was chopped off and not properly considered.  
As some sort of solace the Government has decided to acquire five of these buses.  The Deputy Premier's 
arguments centred around the technical problems.  I do not have the expertise to enter into those arguments.  He 
was ducking the issue.  There are always problems with new technology.   

Other States such as New South Wales can commit to new gas fleets but Western Australia says it cannot be 
done.  Where is the leadership in this Government to take the State forward and address the health problems that 
arise with the use of diesel?  This Government simply cannot handle the issue.  It is one more reason that the 
sooner we see the back of this Government, the better it will be for the people of Western Australia.  The people 
have already been sold out as the Government has committed to a major fleet replacement contract that will not 
involve gas.  At every turn, the Government makes false promises.  It says it will do something about it but it 
does not deliver.  To the detriment of the people of this State, we end up with a second best option.  It is an 
absolute disgrace and it is one of the many things that will hang around the neck of the Liberal Party and the 
National Party.  We need a Labor Government that will show leadership and ensure that the people of this State 
get the public transport system that they deserve. 

Amendment put and negatived. 

Debate (on motion) Resumed 

MR GRILL (Eyre) [8.47 pm]:  I shall comment on the plight of indigenous people in my electorate, and in 
Western Australia and Australia generally.  It is a theme I have touched on before but I suspect this will be the 
last occasion I will have the opportunity to make a contribution on this subject.  There are some things I want to 
say before I finish my term in Parliament.  The question of the rights, powers and welfare of indigenous people 
is one of the great unresolved political questions of our time.  It is one of the great political and social questions 
of the Australian landscape.  It remains largely unresolved.  For moral, ethical and practical reasons I do not 
believe it is a subject we can ignore.  In Western Australia 2.5 per cent of the population represent about 60 per 
cent of inmates in juvenile correction institutions and about 40 percent of inmates in the State’s prisons.  One 
must be gravely concerned and question whether the steps taken to ensure the welfare of these people, both 
social and economic, are right.  One cannot ignore these questions as there are huge consequences.   

Areas of Western Australia - including the electorates of Eyre and Kalgoorlie - are becoming unsafe places in 
which to live.  People are moving out of certain areas because it is not possible to live there with any degree of 
safety.  In respect of that I refer to a front page story in the Kalgoorlie Miner dated 2 August 2000.  The headline 
is "Youths hurl bricks and rocks at firefighters".  I quote - 

Firefighters were forced to flee the scene of a fire in Adeline when they were attacked by a mob of 
youths hurling bricks and rocks. 

Between 30 and 40 youths were involved in the attack which occurred about 9:30 pm on Monday, just 
moments after the firefighters had extinguished a burning rubbish bin near Conliffe Place. 
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As I understand what the firefighters said, not all of the persons who took part in that attack were Aboriginals, 
but a large proportion were.  We should be gravely concerned about that fact:  The level of antisocial behaviour 
being developed in some arenas is very worrying indeed. 

I now refer to a short piece in The Spectator of 15 April this year dealing with a report out of Queensland about 
this general question of Aboriginal welfare - 

According to a 1999 report into violence in Queensland’s Aboriginal communities, prepared by the 
Aboriginal academic Boni Robertson, “The degree of violence and destruction . . .  cannot be 
adequately described . . .  Appalling acts of physical brutality and sexual violence are being perpetrated 
within some families and across communities to a degree previously unknown . . .   A majority of the 
informants believe that the rise of violence . . .  can be attributed to the so-called ‘Aboriginal industry’.” 

I do not want to get into debates about the Aboriginal industry, but no-one would deny that we are now seeing a 
huge amount of violence within Aboriginal communities and families, and that is worrying in itself.  If we look 
at the plight of young Aboriginal people, especially in parts of our respective electorates, Madam Acting 
Speaker, we find that many of these young Aboriginals are uneducated, not because they do not have the 
intellectual capability to attend and do well at school, but because they simply do not attend in most instances. 

Mr Barnett:  There is the opportunity for education generally. 

Mr GRILL:  I am not saying there is not. 

Mr Barnett:  I know you are not. 

Mr GRILL:  I am talking about the consequences of events.  Many of them are uneducated; many of them are 
antagonistic; many of them are without ambition; many of them are without hope; many, if not most, are without 
work skills or work, many are resentful, and that leads to violence; and many are very envious of those who do 
work and do have possessions. 

I thought the words of Nelson Mandela delivered at Sydney University recently were quite prophetic.  I cannot 
recollect the exact words he used, but he issued a very strong warning at that time.  He indicated that if we did 
not address some of these problems we would be looking at something much worse further down the track.  The 
implication was that these problems, which I have endeavoured to enumerate, and the sorts of communities 
where we find these problems, are the breeding grounds for civil unrest and racial violence.  During his speech at 
that academic institution he was speaking about both of those factors. 

Aboriginal welfare and its progress within our society can be judged by a whole range of parameters, but 
according to most of those parameters they appear to be going backwards.  Certainly, if we look at the 
incarceration rates, they are not doing well.  If we look at educational standards, there is a view in many areas of 
Aboriginal society in the goldfields that Aboriginal children are less well educated than their parents.  I know 
that is anecdotal, but nonetheless that is the feeling.  I will shortly quote from Aboriginal people themselves who 
make those statements. 

Mr Barnett:  It is the general view in the Education Department, not proved academically, that educational 
achievement by Aboriginal children is directly related to the number of days they go to school.  It is as simple as 
that.  In other words, that is the key.  If Aboriginal kids attend school they do as well as any other kids. 

Mr GRILL:  That is probably right.  There are a few bright spots around, of course, so I do not want to paint too 
gloomy a picture, but I have been told, for instance, that because one school in my electorate - that is the East 
Kalgoorlie School, of which the minister has some knowledge - has been able to attract the children to school on 
a fairly regular basis, the results the children have achieved in numeracy and literacy in year 3 and, I think, year 
5 have been above the general average.   

Mr Barnett:  Yes, they have done well. 

Mr GRILL:  In a few moments I will quote from what some Aboriginal people have said about outcomes in 
respect of education.  Health outcomes are not good.  Some believe they are among the worst in the world.  In 
that respect I quote from The Weekend Australian of 12 and 13 August 1995.  This is a bit old, but I do not think 
the facts have changed all that much.  The article is headed “Black men’s death rates demand action”, and it 
states - 

The Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander communities were the only group outside eastern Europe that 
failed to show improvements in death rates over the past 15 years, the first national men’s health 
conference heard yesterday. 



Extract from Hansard 
[ASSEMBLY - Tuesday, 19 September 2000] 

 p1427c-1449a 
Mr Ian Osborne; Mr Clive Brown; Ms Alannah MacTiernan; Mr Hendy Cowan; Mr John Kobelke; Mr Julian 

Grill; Ms Katie Hodson-Thomas; Mr Mark McGowan; Mr Bob Wiese 

 [16] 

Aboriginal health expect Mr Sol Bellear said a World Bank report showed dramatic declines in 
mortality rates throughout the rest of the world, independent of the state of the economy, political 
systems or disease patterns.   

“The failure to improve the death rates of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander adults in the last 15 
years is unique,” he said.   

“The health of Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander people in Australia remains the worst of any social 
group.” 

Mr Bellear, a former deputy commissioner of the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Commission and 
director of indigenous health policy in Queensland, said the lack of progress in reducing mortality rates 
in Australia also contrasted to improvements in indigenous populations in New Zealand and the United 
States.   

The risk of death for Maori men aged 40 years was twice as high as for the rest of the New Zealand 
population.  However a 40-year-old indigenous Australian had 10 times the death rate of non-
indigenous men. 

I have concluded my comments about Aboriginal health and mortality, especially among men.  I am tonight in 
my speech quoting almost exclusively Aboriginal people.  The following is a report from The West Australian of 
19 August this year of what Patrick Dodson had to say - 

Patrick Dodson is blunt.  “I think things have got worse,” he says.  The former Reconciliation Council 
chairman said he had been involved in a six-month study of living conditions of Aboriginal people 
across Australia in 1973. 

But 27 years later, he thinks life for most Aboriginal people has not improved.   

“I think the level of poverty that exists, the level of income per household is just not there,” Mr Dodson 
said.   

“The social disintegration that appears to be going on, the family breakdown, certainly the high levels 
of youth suicide, the repetitive health statistics . . .  it’s appalling.”   

We need to look at some of the statistics about violence, which perhaps also are among the worst in the world.  
Employment statistics, even with the manipulation of those statistics that goes on in Australia, are very bad for 
the Aboriginal or indigenous people.   

Having said all of those things, with which most people would agree, I now want to say something that is a bit 
contentious.  A myth is being generated that these horrendous problems are a legacy of the so-called stolen 
generation.  I cannot accept that.  I do not believe it and I do not believe that such a statement bears any sort of 
scientific analysis.  To begin with, the inquiry into the so-called stolen generation had a very vague definition of 
what was meant by “stolen” or “generation”, and there appeared to be no rigorous analysis of the educational, 
social and economic progress of those who were stolen as against those who were not.  In that respect we need 
look only at the various cases that have been instituted over the past few years by persons who have alleged that 
they were stolen and the fate of those cases.  In every instance they have been dismissed by the judiciary.  One 
case was reported in The West Australian of 13 September this year under the headline “Aboriginal Care Case 
Dismissed”.  An Aboriginal woman lost her appeal in which she claimed psychiatric problems resulted from 
childhood experiences in institutions.  The article states - 

In dismissing her challenge yesterday, the New South Wales Court of Appeal described the case of Joy 
Williams, 57, as sad and hard, but found Justice Alan Abadee had not erred in rejecting her claim.   

In the appeal, her lawyers had abandoned her assertion that Ms Williams was a member of the stolen 
generation.  With the consent of her mother, she was put under the control of the Aboriginal Welfare 
Board after birth.   

That has been the fate of most of the cases of that nature that have been brought before the courts.   

Because the royal commission into the stolen generation was not scientific, it has led to some dangerous and 
incorrect assumptions.  One of the most dangerous of those assumptions is that most, if not all, of the indigenous 
people’s problems are of European making and if only these Europeans were more enlightened and more caring, 
the indigenous problems would be resolved.  That is a highly dangerous assumption to make.  It was one of the 
implied findings of that inquiry.  It is dangerous because it removes any responsibility from the shoulders of 
Aboriginal people to help themselves.  If all responsibility is removed from a group of people and placed at other 
people’s feet, ultimately they become dependent on those persons who have taken up that responsibility.  That 
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might seem contentious, but that is the very theme that has been propounded over the past few years in a highly 
articulate fashion by Noel Pearson.  I will quote from the beginning of the speech that Noel Pearson made at the 
Ben Chifley Memorial Lecture at the Bathurst Panthers Leagues Club on 12 August this year.  He stated -  

In recent times I have been thinking about the social problems of my people in Cape York Peninsula.  
The nature and extent of our problems  are horrendous.  I will not reiterate the statistics here tonight, 
suffice to say that our society is in a terrible state of dysfunction.   

I will quote an article in The Australian Financial Review of 17 August this year which is an edited extract of 
that piece.  Noel Pearson is quoted as stating -  

There has been a significant change in the scale and the nature of problems for Aboriginal Australians 
over the past 30 years. Our social life has declined even as our material circumstances have improved 
greatly since we gained citizenship.  And we suffered a particular social deterioration once we became 
dependent on passive welfare.   

Our descent into passive welfare dependency has taken a decisive toll on our people.  And the social 
problems which the welfare state has precipitated in our families and communities have had a cancerous 
effect on our relationships and values. 

Combined with our outrageous grog addiction and the large and growing drug problem among our 
youth, the effects of passive welfare have not yet steadied.  Our social problems have grown worse over 
the course of the past 30 years.  The violence in our society is of phenomenal proportion and of course 
there is inter-generational transmission of the debilitating affects of the social passivity which our 
passive economy has induced.   

The predicament of the Aboriginal Australians is that not only do we face the same uncertainly as all 
lower-class Australians. But we haven’t even benefited from the existence of the welfare state.  The 
welfare state has meant security and opportunity for development for many mainstream Australians.   

The problem of Aboriginal people in Cape York Peninsula is that we have only experienced the income 
support that is payable to the permanently unemployed and marginalised.  I call this “passive welfare” 
to distinguish it from the welfare proper - that is, when working taxpayers collectively financed systems 
aimed at their own and their family’s security and development.   

The immersion of a whole region like Aboriginal Cape York Peninsula into dependence on passive 
welfare is different from the mainstream experience of welfare.  What is the exception amongst white 
fellas - almost complete dependence on cash handouts from the Government - is the rule for us.  Rather 
than the income support safety net being a temporary solution for our people this safety net became a 
permanent destination for our people once we joined the passive welfare roles.   

The irony of Aboriginal Australians’ newly won citizenship in 1967 was that after we became citizens 
with equal rights and the theoretical right to equal pay, we lost the meagre foothold that we had in the 
real economy and we became almost comprehensively dependent upon passive welfare for our 
livelihood.  So in once sense we gained citizenship and in another sense we lost it at the same time.  
Because we find 30 years later that life in the safety net for three decades and two generations has 
produced a social disaster.   

And we should not be surprised that this catastrophe was the consequence of our enrolment at the 
dependent bottom of the Australian welfare state.  You put any group of people in a condition of 
overwhelming reliance upon passive welfare support - that is support without reciprocation - and within 
three decades you will get the same results that my people in Cape York Peninsula endure.   

He is further quotes as follows -  

True, some government money has been spent on Aboriginal health and education.  But the people of 
my dysfunctional society have struggled to use these resources for our development.  Our life 
expectancy is decreasing and the young generation is illiterate.  Our relegation to dependence on 
perpetual passive income transfers meant that our people’s experience of the welfare state has been 
negative - indeed, in the final analysis, completely destructive and tragic.   

Aboriginal policy is weighed down by mixed-up confusion.  Many of the conventional ideas and 
policies in Aboriginal Affairs - ideas and policies which are considered to be “progressive” - in fact are 
destructive.  In thinking about the range of problems we face, I realise that the so-called progressive 
thinking is compounding our predicament.   
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In fact, when you really analyse the nostrums of progressive policy, you find that the pursuit of these 
policies has never helped us to resolve our problems.  Indeed, they have only made our situation worse.   

They are strong words said by a great person who is articulate and well educated and has had immense 
experience among the Aboriginal community.  His words are not alone, but they have not been published to any 
great degree.  Recently, I spent an hour or two with Denis Thompson, the managing director of The West 
Australian, and David Warren, who runs the country arm of the West Australian Newspapers Ltd empire.  I 
mentioned to them the speech by Noel Pearson - it is not the first time Noel Pearson has made a speech of that 
nature - and some of his writings, of which Denis and David were unaware.  They were, indeed, unaware of the 
identity of Noel Pearson.  I queried why they had not run any of this material in The West Australian.  They 
simply had no answer.  They were not antagonistic to his views; they simply were not aware of him.   

A few years ago I went to the fiftieth wedding anniversary of some Aboriginal friends of mine, Fred and Rosie 
Meredith, who are from a very well known Aboriginal family in the goldfields area.  Fred is now dead but Rosie 
lives on.  Fred did a lot of wonderful work for the Aboriginal community from which he came.  He was initially 
brought up in the Mt Margaret Mission.  I suppose one could probably call him one of the stolen generation, if 
one liked to use vague definitions that are being used about such people.  From Mt Margaret Mission, where he 
obtained quite a good education, he went to work at Black Flag Station.  He made a success at a later date in the 
then Department of Social Security and in a variety of other roles, helping other Aboriginal people. 

I was asked to make a speech at the function, which I did, and a number of other people, including Fred and 
Rosie, made speeches afterwards.  Up to 20 Aboriginals must have made speeches on that occasion, and their 
recurring theme was the desire to return to the days when they lived on the station; to the days when they had 
employment; to the days when they had respect; to the days when they were doing jobs that they enjoyed and 
they knew they were good at; and to the days when they looked after their families and could afford to support 
those families.  I was a bit surprised at that. 

A few weeks ago I attended a function at Leinster Downs Station, which was put on by WMC Resources Ltd.  
Hon Peter Reith, the federal Minister for Employment, Workplace Relations and Small Business was there, as 
well as Hugh Morgan, the chief executive officer of WMC and a number of Aboriginal dignitaries.  One 
particular person spoke at the function.  He was the elder of the traditional owners, whose name was Mr Allison.  
I have forgotten his first name but I know his brother Monty Allison.  The elder who spoke now lives near 
Meekatharra.  He was very enthusiastic about the employment issue, but he spoke in almost the same terms as 
Fred Meredith and his group several years before.  He said that when he was young they had worked as 
stockmen on stations and that in his view they were the best stockmen in the world because they cared for the 
cattle and the sheep in a way that white stockmen did not; they travelled with the cattle and sheep; and when the 
cattle and sheep were bedded down at night, they bedded down with them and looked after them in a very caring 
way.  He was extremely proud of what he had done, in a similar way to Fred Meredith.  He was able to look after 
his family during that period.  He was somewhat angry about the fact that later they were forced off the stations 
and dispossessed and that he had to move away from his homeland, but he was very enthusiastic about the young 
people in his tribe returning to the area and taking up work and training. 

I shall refer to one more example which relates to the recent settlement of the claim by the Nganawongka, 
Wadjari and Ngarla people in the Gascoyne.  I refer to an article in The West Australian of 30 August this year 
that relates to a fellow by the name of Clarrie Smith of whom the judge of the Federal Court thought highly.  The 
article reads - 

With a smile as wide as the country he comes, from Aboriginal elder Clarrie Smith could not contain 
his joy outside the Federal Court yesterday. 

Mr Smith, 78, handled the media attention with aplomb.  But, caught in a scrum of reporters, he failed 
in many efforts to slip away quietly. 

"We are very happy," he said.  "We've done the best we can, thank you.  It will save a lot of trouble." 

Mr Smith and his people became the first Aboriginal group in WA to negotiate successfully an out-of-
court native title settlement, which was announced in the Federal Court yesterday. 

Their Nganawongka, Wadjari and Ngarla native title settlement is the biggest native title determination 
made in Australia. 

The former station worker, who has worked as a plumber, plasterer and mechanic, said many of his 
people had worked on pastoral leases covered by the claim. 

"The pastoralists were really good, we are really friends," he said.  "We have worked on the pastoral 
leases for many, many years and that's why we are all sticking together." 
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Once again, that is very symptomatic of the sort of view propounded by Fred Meredith. 

I do not have time to finish off the speech that I intended to make, but if we look back over the past 30 years we 
must be concerned about whether the policies we have adopted are really the correct policies, whether they are 
working and whether they are likely to work in the future.  We see a whole range of people who want to blindly 
persist with those policies, despite their clearly adverse effects.  The people whom I have quoted, mostly well-
known Aboriginal people, all bemoan the fact that over the past 30 years or so they have seen a severe decline in 
the social standing and welfare of Aboriginal people. 

Given all of that, we should be reconsidering our policies and starting to think somewhat laterally.  I do not want 
to belabour members with the problems of Aboriginal welfare, about which I could go on all night.  I believe 
there is a lot in what Noel Pearson had to say; namely, if we make a group of people dependent on welfare, white 
society or other people, we are making a grave mistake.  If we encourage Aboriginal people, as we do, not to 
take responsibility for their own actions, their children, their children's education, their wives, their parents 
whom they neglect and their community because they think the wider community should do it, we are 
consigning that group of people to the scrap heap.  Noel Pearson put it in very articulate terms.  I believe that we 
will never be successful unless we start conferring back on Aboriginal people the right to take responsibility for 
their own affairs, and we are not doing that right now. 

MRS HODSON-THOMAS (Carine - Parliamentary Secretary) [9.18 pm]:  I would like to highlight a couple of 
matters.  First, I refer to the extension of the Reid Highway through my electorate.  The construction of the 
impending extension has certainly engendered much discussion and debate on many fronts in the Carine 
electorate, but it is clearly vital for the community, particularly for traffic management and alleviating pressure 
on the local road network.  Currently North Beach Road, which is a residential road, acts in a sense as a de facto 
Reid Highway, largely as a result of the traffic that currently travels along Reid Highway from east to west.  
Traffic can either leave Reid Highway at the Mitchell Freeway and head north to the northern suburbs, or turn 
0south onto Balcatta Road and travel on to North Beach Road.  As well as those vehicles and the many trucks 
which impact on the total number of vehicles using this residential road, the Erindale Road freeway exit has also 
had a significant impact on the increasing number of vehicles that use this road daily. 

As well as those factors, traffic from the northern suburbs that is trying to access Mitchell Freeway uses this 
route as a short cut.  Again, this places much pressure on that suburban road.  It is fair to say that the number of 
vehicles using North Beach Road peaked at 19 000 vehicles.  It is also fair to say that, since the widening of the 
Mitchell Freeway between Karrinyup Road and Hepburn Avenue, there has been a reduction in the number of 
vehicles using North Beach Road.  However, any significance attributed to this reduction is quite short-sighted.  
It is clear that the extension must proceed because North Beach Road is carrying far more traffic than it can 
handle, without considering traffic increases that are inevitable in the future.   

I have been a supporter of the Reid Highway extension since I was first elected in 1996, and there has certainly 
been much criticism of my position by those who oppose its construction.  Nevertheless, I am pleased to say that 
the extension is going ahead.  The Minister for Transport has announced that Henry Walker Eltin has been 
awarded the contract for the $16m extension.  I take this opportunity to thank the Mayor of the City of Stirling, 
Councillor Tony Vallelonga, for his support for the project and for the commitment that the City of Stirling has 
made by contributing $3.5m to its cost.   

Although there has been criticism of my position, in an endeavour to keep people informed, I have held many 
meetings with constituents and different interest groups in the electorate.  Those meetings have been not only 
information sessions, but also opportunities for residents to have their say about their concerns regarding the 
extension.  It has been an opportunity to address those concerns with a view to achieving positive outcomes.  In 
many cases they have been successful.  I have actively campaigned for and on behalf of the community for an 
extra pedestrian bridge, an underpass, noise walls, extensive landscaping and a 70-kilometre speed limit along 
that stretch of the Reid Highway.  In my last newsletter entitled “Community Matters” I presented a detailed 
article on the extension, so the electorate would have the opportunity to understand the issues fully.  In 
particular, concerns have been expressed about Big Carine Swamp and what, if any, impact there would be on 
the wetlands.  Some critics claim that the road will run directly through Big Carine Swamp.  That, of course, is 
not true.  The environment around Big Carine Swamp has been thoroughly addressed, with the development of 
an environmental management plan to ensure the protection of the area before, during and after the construction 
of the extension.  Another positive for Big Carine Swamp is the water quality, which will be improved when the 
retention basins are constructed.  The run-off from local roads currently empties directly into Big Carine Swamp, 
but once the retention basins are constructed, the water will be filtered before it eventually enters Big Carine 
Swamp.  In a letter dated 13 September, the Minister for Transport wrote in part -  
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Furthermore, at every stage of this project from the initial public consultation right through to the recent 
detailed design stage, every effort has been made to address all concerns raised and to ensure that 
impacts are minimised as much as possible.   

He goes on to say -  

. . . Main Roads is mindful of community sentiment -  

The sentiment to which the minister refers is the environment - 

- on this issue and has continued to examine alternative designs that will increase the buffer between the 
road and the Big Carine Swamp.   

I am pleased to advise that as a result of these investigations it has been determined that construction of 
a limestone retaining wall between the dual use path and the Swamp is feasible and will increase the 
buffer by up to five metres.  Main Roads has initiated design work that will enable this option to be 
included as a variation to the contract.  

I take this opportunity to thank the Minister for Transport for his assistance and cooperation and, in particular, I 
thank Main Roads and all of its staff with whom I have been working closely during this period for their 
assistance and for the commitment that they have made in meeting people to discuss their concerns.  Much of the 
delay to the project - I would have liked to see it commence much sooner - has been the direct result of 
addressing residents’ concerns, which is a positive.  I now feel confident that the project can go ahead, with the 
final details having been reached after considerable community consultation.   

Another of the achievements in my electorate is the high-quality performing arts centre built at Carine Senior 
High School.  Last month I was fortunate to attend the official opening of the performing arts centre by the 
Minister for Education.  I take this opportunity to thank the Minister for Education for making himself available 
to attend the opening and for making the necessary funds available through local area planning for this 
wonderful facility.  It has been a long time coming, but certainly the students, parents and teachers from that 
senior high school are absolutely delighted with the end result.  I am certain the minister would agree that it was 
without a doubt an impressive showcase of young talent.  It was particularly pleasing to see a number of past 
students attend and perform at the opening.  The students were inspirational and they displayed a multitude of 
talent - clearly the result of much dedication, discipline and hard work.  I admire their efforts, as well as the 
obvious commitment given by the supportive teaching staff at Carine Senior High School.  The performing arts 
centre is unique in design.  I understand that a decision was made to build a facility that could facilitate a number 
of disciplines concurrently, whether it be dance, drama or music, instead of the preferred model of a single 
auditorium.  The auditorium, which seats 300 people, can be split in two by flexible partitioning to provide two 
separate areas for performances.  The seating retracts, which further adds to the space available to be utilised by 
the students.  As I have said, the design is unique and could be used as a precedent for other schools in the 
future.   

Another matter dear to my heart is the North Beach jetty.  For some time now the North Beach Jetty Action 
Group and I have been actively campaigning for the extension and restoration of the jetty.  The jetty is situated 
along a pristine stretch of coastline in my electorate and was popular with residents and anglers of yesteryear.  A 
historical source says that the jetty was built early this century, possibly around 1905, and much research is 
being done to establish exactly when it was built.  Unfortunately, the jetty was damaged badly by repeated 
storms, and in 1965 the City of Stirling dismantled it in the interests of public safety.  Today, all that remains of 
this historic landmark is a short platform from which fishing is possible only at high tide and in favourable 
weather.  Fishing from the rocks in the vicinity of the jetty is hazardous and fraught with dangers by its very 
nature.  I have witnessed anglers perching themselves precariously on rocky outcrops, exposing themselves to 
danger.  The site is unique and, because of this, would provide safe access for disabled and elderly anglers.  The 
City of Stirling commissioned a feasibility study into extending the jetty, and it is my hope that the State 
Government and the City of Stirling can jointly fund the project.  As I have said, extending the jetty is dear to 
my heart and I am determined to see it come to fruition.  Many benefits will be realised for the community at 
large if the jetty is extended.  Numerous people have been actively and diligently working with the North Beach 
Jetty Action Group, and I take this opportunity to thank Laurie Birchall, Rick Hammond, Ron Mettam, Maurie 
Kitney and Phil Allchin for their efforts and commitment to the project.   

One other recent initiative in the electorate has been a major benefit to the community; that is, the installation of 
traffic lights at the corner of Glengarry Drive and Warwick Road.  That installation has also been a long time 
coming, but it has benefited the community in providing safe access from Glengarry Drive to Warwick Road and 
vice versa.  I am very pleased to see that project finally completed.  A number of other intersections need 
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attention, and I hope that the Minister for Transport will take on board my suggestions and that one day those 
traffic lights will be altered for the benefit of the community.   

MR McGOWAN (Rockingham) [9.31 pm]:  I represent about two-thirds of the City of Rockingham.  My 
electorate contains about 40 000 people and covers about 44 square kilometres.  It includes Garden Island, 
Penguin Island, the Stragglers, Carnac Island - which I have never visited but which I should - some of the lakes 
area at the back of Rockingham and about 10 suburbs in the northern part of Rockingham.   

As members we do not often place on record our gratitude to our electors.  I am very grateful to the people of 
Rockingham for electing me.  It has been an excellent experience, and something that I have wanted to do for a 
number of years.  It has been a privilege.  We do not often think about how very privileged we are.  Although we 
must work hard to occupy a seat in this place, it is an honour and something that very few people ever 
experience.  A great many people want the experience of being a member, so those of us here are very lucky.   

I moved to Rockingham relatively late in life to be a member of Parliament - in fact, I arrived there only 10 years 
ago - and I have represented the area for three and a half years.  A member of Parliament should live in his 
electorate.  I do not live in Safety Bay for that reason; I live there because I like it.  Safety Bay is a beautiful 
seaside suburb.  My house is about three blocks from the ocean and I have a small lake nearby.  It is a beautiful 
and under-recognised part of the world.   

Mr Kierath:  It is a swish area.  

Mr McGOWAN:  It is not swish, but it is beautiful and I am very pleased to live there.  A house similar to mine 
near the ocean anywhere else in Australia - perhaps with the exception of Hobart and Adelaide - would cost a 
great deal more than I paid.  I was fortunate to be able to afford to buy a house in that area.   

Mr Kierath:  You are very privileged.   

Mr McGOWAN:  Yes, I am.  Compared with other parts of Perth and the rest of Australia, it is not an expensive 
proposition, and that is one of my town’s great strengths.  Members of Parliament are very well paid, so we can 
afford to buy a home.  However, many of my constituents are not well paid but they can afford to buy a house in 
close proximity to the ocean, good schools, great recreation and shopping facilities and a major capital city.   

Rockingham has a separateness from Perth.  The members for Mandurah and Dawesville probably feel the same 
way about their electorates.  Not many electorates close to Perth have that degree of separateness.  Country 
members are fiercely protective of and, to a degree, parochial about their electorates.  I feel the same way about 
mine.  That feeling of separateness and identity is common to the people of Rockingham.  It is a separate 
community from Perth and the residents are very proud of it.  They identify with it and feel aggrieved when it 
suffers as a result of some government or industrial decision.  They feel proud of it when something good 
happens and when it is recognised for a particular reason.  Inner metropolitan electorates do not have that same 
level of community identification.  I am sure that the members for Kalgoorlie and Albany agree with me.  I feel 
that sense of community even though mine is classed as a metropolitan electorate.   

Rockingham plays a very important role in our country’s defence and our State’s economic development.  The 
HMAS Stirling naval base is within the city and is one of the three most significant defence establishments in 
Australia because it is home to the assets that protect the air-sea gap.  As such, the community that supports it 
can feel very proud.   

Rockingham also houses a range of industries which provide major downstream processing facilities and which 
generate many jobs in the immediate area and spin-off jobs for people living throughout the State.  I often hear 
members from country and northern parts of the State say that all the wealth is produced in their region.  That is 
a simplistic claim.  Minerals may be dug up or products grown in certain places, but the downstream processing 
often takes place elsewhere.  To a large degree, downstream processing occurs in the area I represent.  
Downstream processing is when value is added to those products and when a great many jobs are generated.  

The electorate of Rockingham is an important community to both defence and the economy.  It is also being 
recognised by an enormous number of people from overseas and interstate, who are voting with their feet and 
moving there.  Its population is diverse.  People from all over the world live in Rockingham.  I regularly attend 
citizenship ceremonies where I meet people from many countries, predominantly England, Scotland, Wales and 
Ireland.  However, a range of people from the former Yugoslavia have recognised the benefits of living in an 
affordable place close to the ocean, sufficiently far away from Perth to have a separate identity, but close enough 
to be within easy reach of the shopping, cultural, employment, educational and other opportunities a capital city 
has to offer. 

Some major advances have been achieved in my electorate recently.  I am particularly proud of the Murdoch 
University campus that is growing in the Rockingham community and providing educational opportunities for 
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not only young people but also older people who have decided to return to study for reasons other than 
employment.  That will make a huge difference to our city in years to come.  Educational hubs throughout the 
community bring educational opportunities closer to areas in which people live.  They make it easier for people 
who traditionally may not have had the opportunity to access education.  The Rockingham-Murdoch University 
campus offers courses in many job-generating areas, such as software engineering, tourism and business.  Those 
courses will assist young people to enter those expanding industries in the future.  I always encourage school 
children from my electorate to inquire about all the courses at the Rockingham-Murdoch campus so that they can 
take advantage of other opportunities which would suit them but which they may not have considered. 

As I said, I am very proud of my city.  Like many people in a community which is committed and proud of its 
achievements, my wife and I become despondent and angry when we hear people from other places running 
down our city.  I sometimes hear people from more affluent areas running down other parts of our State, 
particularly outer suburbs and inland country areas.  That is a symptom of a simple mind.  I have experienced it 
from people who have probably not been to Rockingham in the past 15 to 20 years.  They seem to think it is 
amusing and smart to run down another community.  I am sure country members have also heard disparaging 
remarks about their towns.  

I am very proud of my city.  Tourism awards were recently awarded in my electorate for the three best beaches 
in Perth.  They included, Palm Beach for being the most improved beach, Warnbro Beach for being Perth’s best 
kept secret and Waikiki beach for being the most beautiful beach in Perth.  Sometimes I am fortunate enough to 
take my dog for a walk there, particularly over Christmas when we are not fulfilling electoral obligations such as 
meeting people and attending functions.  Those places are beautiful and much loved by the Rockingham 
community, which has good reason to be proud of them. 

I do not know how many more opportunities we will have to make speeches like this.  I do not even know 
whether the members who are leaving will have an opportunity to make valedictory speeches.  It has been a 
privilege to be elected to this place.  In case the Premier decides to call an election next week or in the near 
future I want to acknowledge the people of my community and my local branch who have helped me in my work 
as a representative in this place.  I also want to acknowledge a few of my colleagues who are leaving the 
Legislative Assembly. 

Mr Barnett:  It looks as though they have left. 

Mr McGOWAN:  They have gone a long way!  I have been deputy Whip to the member for Girrawheen for the 
past three and a half years.  He has been an excellent Whip and he has devoted a great deal of his time to the 
Legislative Assembly Chamber.  He has played an important role in ensuring that members are always in the 
Chamber when they are required to be here and are always ready to speak on their subject of debate.  He is one 
of the icons of the Parliament and is acknowledged as one of the characters of this place.  He will be missed by a 
number of people on both sides of the Chamber.  Last week he made the funniest speech I have ever heard on the 
Animal Welfare Bill.  He is a decent person, although I may disagree with him on some matters.  I think we 
voted on opposite sides during the abortion debate a few years ago.  He has been a good and valued 
representative of his electorate and I value the friendship and support he has shown me over the years.  

The member for Perth also intends to leave the Assembly Chamber.  She has assiduously represented her 
electorate and worked tirelessly in her community.  Whenever the opportunity arises for her to attend an opening 
ceremony or other community events she takes it. Although she entered politics relatively later than many of us, 
her energy and enthusiasm have been a tribute to her.  Her refusal to ignore issues and her non-judgmental 
approach to issues are a credit to her.  Although on her first campaign she won a marginal seat by a handful of 
votes, at the following election she increased the margin to a few thousand votes, which is testimony to the work 
she has done in her electorate.  I hope she will enjoy her retirement from this House.  The member for Cockburn 
is also leaving.  He sat to my left in the Chamber for the first two and a half to three years of my membership of 
the House.  He has an excellent sense of humour and we often had a very good time discussing the issues of the 
House.  The member for Cockburn has a good appreciation of a number of issues, particularly those connected 
with science.  He has participated on a number of committees involving science in Western Australia.  He put 
together a report on the way forward for the State in attracting and improving upon scientifically-based 
industries.  He has been a member of the House for about 14 years.  My electorate is close to his and I can say 
that he has been a good local member.  He is much liked by everybody.  He is not a hatchet man or a factional 
warrior.  He will always give one an honest opinion.  He will always put honesty before his personal 
advancement.  As such, he deserves the respect of members of the House.  He deserves recognition for the good 
work he has done.  He rose to be Secretary to the Cabinet during the last Labor Government.  That is quite a feat 
for a working-class boy.  I went to his father's funeral last year and saw some of his background.  I know that the 
member for Cockburn did not come from a privileged or wealthy background.  He grew up during the 1960s and 
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the period of the Vietnam War.  He always stood up for his principles and what he thought was right.  I hope that 
he enjoys his retirement from the Parliament. 

The member for Eyre is also leaving the Parliament after 23 years' service.  I have known him for about six or 
seven years - ever since I became active in the Western Australian branch of the Australian Labor Party.  He 
was, and is, of great assistance to me.  He has provided me with a great deal of advice and advanced my career.  
When I first became active in the party I was advised to see him as he was someone who knew his way around 
the party and who knew how to work with an electorate.  He taught me how to help people and take up issues on 
their behalf.  When I first entered the Assembly in 1997, the member for Eyre sat me down and told me to never 
forget my electorate.  The electorate puts one in Parliament and it can take it all away from one.  It is a 
philosophy by which the member for Eyre has lived over his 23 years in Parliament.  He has been a minister and 
a very senior figure of the Parliament.  He has travelled the world and been feted by foreign heads of state.  I 
know that each night he takes home his notes from his meetings with his constituents and dictates letters to 
ministers, government departments and businesses in order to help his constituents.  That is quite an effort.  I 
know a lot of members would lose their zest for the job and it is testament to his desire to do his best for 
individuals and to take up their cause, regardless of its popularity.  It has been a mark of his life in Parliament.  
Before my time he was a senior figure in the last Labor Government and was touted as a future Labor leader and 
Premier.  I read in a newspaper recently that it was one of his major regrets in political life that he did not attain 
the leadership of the Australian Labor Party.  After the next election he can look back on a 23-year career in 
Parliament that has been nothing if not noteworthy.  I wish he and his wife all the best for the future.  I know 
from the member’s energy and the longevity of his family that he will find future career challenges and 
achievements that will bring him further accolades.  I thank the member for Eyre for all the help he has given 
me.  With the federal member for Brand, he assisted me in my ascent to this place.  As such, I will always be 
indebted to him.  One should always take the opportunity to thank those who have helped us.  I hope that I have 
not forgotten anyone from my side of the House.   

I wish the member for Wagin all the best for his career after politics.  He is widely known as a decent, honest 
and reasonable person.  He is tending more to the left of politics as time goes by.  He is rapidly turning into the 
Tony Benn of Western Australian politics.  He reassesses his priorities as time goes by, as Tony Benn did, and 
finds that he is moving further to the left.  He may soon overtake me on the left of politics.  I do not know how 
he will fit in back on the farm holding those radical, left-wing views.  I wish all members who are leaving the 
Parliament, both voluntarily and involuntarily, all the best for their futures.  Despite what the general public may 
think, when we enter this place, we do so to do our best.  We all believe in what we are doing.  Irrespective of 
which side of politics one is on, there is a fundamental faith in what one does and the need to help individuals in 
the community. 

MR WIESE (Wagin) [9.58 pm]:  I felt it would be wrong for me not to take this last chance to contribute to the 
Address-in-Reply debate.  It has been a terrific experience to be a member of Parliament.  The member for 
Rockingham is correct when he says it is an honour to be in this place.  Members probably do not realise that 
when they first enter Parliament, as they are too full of enthusiasm.  As members mature they realise they are 
performing a significant role in trying to make the community a better place in which to live. 

I have known some wonderful people in this Parliament, but I will not run through who they are.  It has been a 
pleasure and a privilege working with people on both sides of the Parliament.  One of the most amazing things is 
that we have so much conflict when we are in open parliamentary session, but when we get together in the 
committee environment, we are often trying to achieve a similar end by all working together.  As part of that 
committee system we probably work as we should work in a parliamentary environment - in other words, all 
together, trying to make a better State for everyone to live in. 

The member for Rockingham made a couple of comments about retiring.  Frankly, when I see the farming 
outlook I wonder whether I have made the right decision or whether I should be staying here.  The reality is that 
we are looking at a pretty grim situation in most of rural Western Australia.  The season has gone very bad on us.  
Some areas are virtual disasters and there are some other areas that did have potential to be good but will not turn 
out that way.  The long-term forecast at the moment is not good and, while we are certainly hoping and praying 
that there will be some rain which may salvage something, the outlook is not good and in many places it is 
verging on grim.  When we combine that with the prices we are receiving for most of our produce, especially our 
grain, the outlook will be very tough.  The outlook for this coming 12 months is not looking good, because what 
we achieve as farmers has an enormous effect in our regional towns and communities. 

I tend to be a bit pessimistic, and I hope I am wrong, but that situation will put enormous financial and 
psychological pressures on people in the communities, and the Government will need to be very aware of that.  
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We will need to work together again as a Parliament to try to help those people come through the next 12 
months, because I predict it will be very tough. 

Having said that, when I go into those rural areas I see some fantastic young people in those communities.  They 
are the coming generation who are picking up the ball, who are starting to take over a number of our farms, and 
who are establishing businesses in our towns despite everything that we are facing.  They are now starting to 
assume roles in our communities and they have an enthusiasm and an educational background the likes of which 
we never dreamt of.  They have the potential to make and are already making a real mark in our regional farming 
communities and towns, and I am sure the same applies in the metropolitan area.  We should be listening to 
those young people; we should be encouraging them and handing over some of the reins to get them to take over 
the roles that a lot of us have filled in the past.  I am certainly not pessimistic when I look at those young people; 
I am hugely optimistic about the future of our communities and our State. 

I now want to say something about the situation we are in as a Government.  When I go out into the bush - and I 
am sure other people hear the same when they go around the metropolitan area - I hear a huge amount of 
criticism about this Government.  A lot of that criticism is totally and absolutely unjustified.  This Government 
has made some very significant changes in the nearly eight years it has been in office.  One would have a very 
short memory not to realise the enormous advances and improvements this Government has made for our 
hospitals, our roads and our schools.  The Government should receive acknowledgment for that.  In fact, the 
Government should be out there trumpeting and heralding some of its achievements.  If one were to look at 
where we were almost eight years ago compared with where we are today in those areas, one could not help 
saying that this Government has made an enormous contribution towards improving our hospitals, our roads and 
our schools.  If one were to look at the facilities, equipment, manpower and skilling for police in my area of 
ministerial responsibility almost eight years ago, despite what is said in the public arena, one would realise that 
we have come a long way.  Sure, there is a long way to go in all of those areas, but we must acknowledge that 
this Government has made a big contribution. 

This Government has put a lot in place for volunteer fire brigades and bushfire brigades - including equipment - 
the likes of which they never had before.  This is rarely acknowledged, but the Government has achieved an 
enormous amount and it should be proud of those achievements.  Both sides of Parliament should acknowledge 
that there have been some significant advances in both of those volunteer groups. 

During my maiden speech in this Parliament I addressed a lot of federal policies as they applied to Western 
Australia and especially as they applied to what I call the wealth producers of this country.  I have said many 
times, and will say it in my final address to this Parliament, that government - especially the Federal 
Government - should adopt policies that actually give encouragement and assistance to this country’s wealth 
producers.  It does not matter whether those wealth producers are farmers, miners or manufacturers.  They are 
the wealth producers of this country; they are the job producers of this country; they are the people and the 
industries upon which this country rides and relies.  One would think that the policies that successive 
Governments - especially Federal Governments - have put in place were an attempt to drive these wealth 
producers out of existence, whereas those Governments should have been giving the wealth producers every 
possible assistance, because they are the ones who will provide the jobs and the economic security for this 
country in future. 

Capital gains tax, for instance, has been a most iniquitous tax which penalises the wealth producers in our 
community.  The removal of investment allowances for manufacturers, farmers and miners has been a huge 
disincentive.  If those in the Federal Government were to use their brains they would be including all of the help 
and the assistance allowances they could to encourage those wealth producers, because at the end of the day 
those wealth producers make and produce what keep our communities prosperous and maintain jobs.  I am 
extremely disappointed with what our coalition Federal Government has done in some of these areas.  Rather 
than helping those wealth producers, the Federal Government has actually penalised them.  Those policies have 
been an absolute disaster.  They have resulted in a huge amount of manufacturing that used to take place in this 
country being driven offshore.  One of our major problems at the moment is a direct result of that, because our 
negative balance of payments has occurred because we import too much of the things we need, such as motor 
cars, refrigerators or washing machines.  We import all these things into this country and we are not exporting 
enough to give Australia a positive balance of payments.  That is a result of policies adopted by successive 
Federal Governments relating to the people that I call the wealth producers of our nation; it is time that stopped.  
The Federal Government in particular must change those policies.   

In closing, it has been a great pleasure to be part of this Parliament.  It has been a pleasure to have a role in the 
making of policies both in opposition and government and to improve the welfare of the people of this State.  I 
plead to both the Federal and State Governments to realise that they must give positive encouragement not only 
to the wealth producers I have been talking about, but also to the people in regional Western Australia.  Whether 
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one likes it or not, it is important for our society, especially for regional Western Australia, that the Government 
actively encourages people to stay in regional Western Australia and to give positive encouragement to get 
people to move to regional Western Australia.   

The Leader of the House, through the Education portfolio, has given positive assistance to headmasters to stay in 
the regional and remote regions of Western Australia.  That should be extended to all teachers, because 
education is a critical factor and a major problem in regional Western Australia.  People in regional Western 
Australia do not go on to tertiary education in the same numbers as do people in metropolitan Western Australia.  
The best teachers must be encouraged to get out there because that is where the future of the young people of 
regional Western Australia lies.  It is the same for Aboriginal people.  Their progress in the future will rely on 
the standard of education that is available.  If the Government could encourage teachers to move to regional 
Western Australia by offering a 10 per cent bonus payment for teachers to stay in regional Western Australia, 
that would be a positive initiative because education is the key to improving the standards in the regions.  That is 
the type of initiative that must be adopted either by the Federal Government or the State Government.  Positive 
steps must be taken to encourage people to stay in regional and remote Western Australia because it is an 
essential part of our community and is in grave danger of being neglected.  I thank the House for the opportunity 
to make my closing remarks.  

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Ripper (Deputy Leader of the Opposition).  

House adjourned at 10.13 pm 
__________ 

 
 


