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Tuesday, 15 May 1990

THE PRESI[DENT (Hon Clive Griffiths) took the Chair at 3.30 pm, and read prayers.

STATEMENTS - BY THE PRESIDENT
Senate Vacancy - Joint Sitting

THE PRESIDENT :With reference to the message from His Excellency the Governor, in
conformnity with the Joint Standing Orders relating to the election of a Senator to the Federal
Parliament, arrangements have been made whereby a sitting of the Legislative Council and
the Legislative Assembly will be held in the Legislative Council Chamber on 16 May 1990
at 3.00 pm for the purpose of electing a person to fill the vacancy notified in the message
from His Excellency.

"Hansard' - Daily - Uncorrected Proof

It has come to my notice that the daily version of Mansard is being circulated by some
members. The daily Mansard is an uncorrected proof issued for the information of members
and others having an interest in the proceedings of the House. The daily is not the official
version to which privilege attaches under the Parliamentary Papers Act 1891. Members
would be well advised not to use the daily for the purposes of quotation outside the House or
distribution to other persons. To assist members, the note printed on the current daily will be
amended to read "Uncorrected proof - not to be quoted or distributed".

"Hansard" - Correction of Speeches

Members are also reminded that corrections to their speeches will not be included in the
official version if the corrections are received by the Hansard office later than 4.00 pmn of the
day following that on which the speech was given. A full explanation of this requirement is
set out in a letter I am sending to each member.

PETITION - SALMON, AUSTRALIAN
Price Concern

Hon Barry House presented a petition bearing the signatures of 13 citizens of Western
Australia expressing concern at the current prices being offered by Western Australian
canneries for Australian salmon and requesting that Parliament immediately withdraw the
legislative notice designating salmon as a food fish only.
[See paper No 269.]

NOTICE OF MOTION - COMPANIES AND SECURITIES LEGISLATION

Federal Proposal - Attorney General's Compromise

HON R.G. PIKE (North Metropolitan) [3.38 pm]: I give notice that at the next sitting of
the House I will move -

That this House resolves -

(1) To inform the Attorney General that it does not support the compromise he
has entered into as it constitutes in substance and effect a breach of the
principles set out in the motion adopted by this House on Thursday, 3 May
1990 which said in part -

BUT SUBJECT ALWAYS to the following conditions precedent -

(3) That this Parliament should not be asked to approve any law that
transfers constitutional power or authority to the Commonwealth.

Hon 3.M. Berinson: But I have not agreed to any compromise.

Hon R.G. PUCE: To continue -

(4) That the State should retain the full benefit of and rights under the
High Court decision.
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(5) That the State should not concede the benefit of any undecided
constitutional doubt in favour of the Commonwealth.

(6) That there should be real and substantial political, constitutional and
administrative power retained by the State.

(2) To warn the Attorney General that the House is unlikely to adopt any
legislation which gives effect to the deal done and the consequences of
rejection of any such legislation will rest with the Attorney General and the
Government.

(3) To suggest to the Attorney General that the records of the Corporate Affairs
office or any related State office should not be made available to the
Australian Securities Commission or any other agency of the Commonwealth.

I seek leave of the House to table the document entitled, "Notes on Federal Attempted
Takeover of Companies and Securities Law".
The PRESIDENT: Is leave granted?

Hon J.M. Berinson: I ask the honourable member to identify the document better than he
has. Who is the author of it?

The PRESIDENT: Order! We should do things reasonably correctly. The question I have
put to the House is that leave be granted. Quite properly, the Leader of the House has
indicated that before he can make judgment he wants more identification of the document
which I think is reasonable. Therefore, I ask Hon R.G. Pike to quickly identify the
document; that is, who is the author, etc.

Hon R.G. PIKE: The authors of the document are Mr Bill Hassell and me. It is a document
for the information of the Parliament in regard to the motion before the Chair and I think
members will find it most interesting.

Leave granted.

[See paper No 270.]

MOTION - SELECT COMMITTEE ON STATE IN VESTMENTS RELATING TO
ROTH WELLS LTD, PETROCHEMICAL INDUSTRIES LTD, WESTERN

AUSTRALIAN GOVERNMENT HOLDINGS LTD
Reappointment

HON ROG. PIKE (North Metropolitan) (3.42 pm]: I move -

That -

(a) the Select Committee on State Investments relating to PICL and others be
reappointed with the same terms of reference and membership as it had in the
previous session;

(b) the commnittee report finally not later than 5 July 1991.
HON J.N'. BROWN (Agricultural) [3.43 pm]: Members should fully understand the
position before they agree to this motion.

Several members interjected.

The PRESIDENT: Order! Hon Jim Brown is the member who rose to speak and he is the
person speaking.

Hon J.M. BROWN: Thank you, Mr President. and welcome back.

I take this opportunity to explain to members what has happened in this Select Committee so
they will better understand the motion and the purpose for which it has been moved before
they vote on it.

At the outset I advise that clause 74 of the Select Committee's report should have been
presented to the House in association with this motion to enable members to properly
deliberate upon this request of the committee. Unfortunately, that was not the case and as a
result quite a large report which included evidence from only five witnesses has been
compiled. It is improper for members of this House not to fuly understand the deliberations
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of the Select Comittee prior to granting it an extension of time until July 1991, which is
over 12 months down the track, for it to report. Members may wish to give consideration to
the composition of the Select Committee; they may even want to give consideration to
reducing or increasing the membership of the committee. I might add that on the occasions
when only four members of the committee were in attendance at meetings we got along
amiably, which was vastly different from the occasions on which five members were present.
Be that as it may, many announcements have been made in the Press since the report was
released and, of course, prior to its release when the committee was deliberating.

The commnittee was formed in late September last year and it first sat on 9 October. The
report of the committee was released by the chairman, Hon R.C3. Pike. on 20 April 1990 and
since its release numerous comments have been made about the Select Committee; indeed, as
late as this morning a statement about it was released by the Attorney General.

I advise members that Hon Fred McKenzie and I saw fit to submidt a minority report which is
contrary to the majority report. Members will understand that there was an endeavour on the
part of members of the committee to cooperate with one another in order to release a
unanimous report, but Hon Fred McKenzie and I were strongly opposed to selected
statements being made. I refer members to the minority report and I am sure they will
appreciate the brevity of that report. However, they will understand the circumstances
involved and we were very fortunate to be able to include the minority report in the majority
report. It was only at the eleventh hour in the printing of the report that, with the assistance
of the staff, we were able to conclude our minority report.

Rather than consider the report as a minority report it should be considered as an alternative
report. The minority report reads -

We refer to Orders of Reference Article 5 and express our concern that advice
received from both the Special Investigator Mr. Malcolm McCusker, Q.C., and the
Crown Solicitor, Mr. Peter Panegyres, was effectively ignored.

These Orders of Reference were included to ensure that the interests of justice and of
the State were not prejudiced.
We regret that Hons. R. Pike, P. Foss and E. Charlton did not give those submissions
the weight which, in our opinion, was warranted.

As expressed in our qualification to clause 3 page 1, we are strongly opposed to the
presentation of the report at this stage. The report could easily be misunderstood as
reflecting on named persons who have not had an opportunity to respond.

It is also reasonable for me to quote paragraph (3) on page I of the first interim report of the
Select Comittee which reads -

In this report selected passages in the evidence of witnesses are quoted. Although
The Hons J Brown and F McKenzie do not question the relevance of the passages
quoted, they do question the need to quote before the persons named have given
evidence to the Commnittee. They are concemned about fairness to those people.

Hon Fred McKenzie and I believed that those quotations should be included in the report. It
is also important that I quote clause (2) of the report which states -

IT IS EMPHASISED THAT THE COMMITTEE HAS NOT REACHED ANY
CONCLUSIONS OR MADE ANY FINDINGS AT THIS STAGE IN RELATION
TO THOSE, OR INDEED ANY OTHER MATTERS. WHERE THE EVIDENCE
OF A WITNESS HAS BEEN REPORTED, THE FAT OF THE REPORTING
SHOULD NOT BE TAKEN TO BE AN ENDORSEMENT BY THE COMMTTEE
OF THAT WITNESS' EVIDENCE.

Those three matters were very important to Hon Fred McKenzie and me. We presented our
minority or alternate report because we had received advice from the Crown Solicitor and
also from the special investigator, Mr Malcolm McCusker QC.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I have allowed Hon J.M. Brown to proceed because a couple of
members have been asking me questions about something entirely unrelated to this, and I
have been trying to concentrate on what he has been saying and on answering their questions
at the same time. However, without wanting to interfere with the comments he is making, I
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must draw his attention to the question before the Chair, that is, that the committee be
reconstituted or reappointed. The honourable member's reading of these documents and his
reference to the contents of the report must be related directly to whether he thinks the
committee ought to be reappointed. His argument ought not to be about the justification for
the presentation of a minority or other report but about whether the committee should be
reappointed.

Hon J.M. BROWN: Mr President, I thank you for your comments, which I certainly
recognise. I am giving reasons that we should continue with this Select Committee, and I am
seeking to give members information which was given to the committee about two important
subject matters. The motion refers to the committee's being reappointed with the same terms
of reference and membership as it had in the previous session. One of the terms of reference
was that the Committee present its report to Mr Malcolm McCusker QC and the Crown
Solicitor for advice before it was tabled. If the committee is to be reappointed with the same
terms of reference, members should hear what Mr Malcolm McCusker QC and the Solicitor
General had to say because they may wish to alter the terms of reference of the committee. I
ask the indulgence of members so that!I can read to them -

Points of Order

Hon PETER FOSS: If I uniderstand it correctly, Hon Jim Brown intends to read from letters
written to the commnittee by certain persons. Those letters have not been reported on to this
House, and under that circumstance should not be dealt with in this House.

The PRESIDENT: That is no point of order because I understand they have been published
by the Attorney General.

Hon PETER FOSS: That is another matter. I am not sure how the Attorney General camne to
publish them.

The PRESIDENT: I do not care. We are not having a debate about that. There is no point
of order on the basis of H-on Peter Foss' reference to the reading of the two letters.

Hon J.M. BERINSON: Mr President, I also raise a point of order, but it may require your
indulgence. There may be something in the commients made by Hon Peter Foss that could
suggest that the publication of those documents was in any way incorrect on my part. I
wonder if you would allow me a moment to indicate that I received the documents from the
Clerk at my request, as being documents that were freely available and not subject to
confidentiality.

The PRESIDENT: Order! The member is not allowed to say that.

Debate Resumed
Hon J.M. BROWN: The letter from the Crown Solicitor's office was addressed to
Mr L.B. Marquet. Clerk of the Legislative Council. Parliament House, Perth, and the
reference is PANEGYRES:RBS. The letter says -

Dear Mr Marquet,

I refer to your letter of the 9th April, 1990 providing me with a copy of draft 10 of the
Committee's First Interim Report on State Investments relating to PIL, WAGH and
Rothwells and seeking my views as to whether anything in the Draft Report or
annexures would have a prejudicial effect on the conduct of any trial or civil
litigation.
There is in fact certain material which, because of its relevance to and connection
with the two major pieces of civil litigation in which the State and the SGIC are
presently involved, I believe ought not to be included in the report.

I draw attention to the following passages in draft I I which was forwarded to me
today -

1. Page 13 paragraph 20 -
The evidence of Judge that Bond entered into negotiations with Gloverment
representatives to lend $1l00m to Rothwells and that in conjunction with this
transaction Bond entered into the SGIC Indemnity Agreement. These
allegations appear in the statement of claim in the Bond -v- SOIC action and
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have been denied in the defence that has been filed. They are also relevant to
the Bond -v- The State of Western Australia action, as can be seen in the
allegations in the Bond -v- SOIC action that the SOIC warranted that if Bond
became a participant in the petrochemical project the Government would
provide such support as might be necessary to ensure its success.

2. Page 14 paragraph 21 -

The evidence of Judge about alleged discussions between the Government and
Connell and Dempster about a SECWA commitment, that the proposal for
Bond to acquire an interest in the project was brought to Bond, that
negotiations proceeded based on comnmitmnents previously agreed, and that
Gofair had been appointed manager of the project, is relevant to issues raised
in the Bond -v- The State of Western Australia action because the statement
of claim asserts the existence of implied and oral agreements between the
State and Bond Cor~poration Holdings Ltd concerning how WAGH and the
Bond petrochemical companies came to enter into the PICL transaction and
also alleges SECWA breached an agreement concerning energy supply to the
project.

3. Paragraph 38 Page 31
Reference to allegations or to the existence of correspondence between Bond
and the Hon. Julian Grill in connection with the petrochemical project and in
particular the close questioning of Judge by the Committee, and the answers
given.

4. Pages 34-53 paragraphs 39-66
All of the evidence referred to in this part of the report is directly relevant to
the Bond -v- SCIC action. The statement of claim alleges the Indemnity
Agreement is void because, inter alia, the SGIC in entering into the agreement
did not act in fuartherance of any of its functions but acted for purposes other
than those for which it had capacity to act and it did not perform any function
or exercise any power in an efficient and economic manner (as required by
section 8 of its Act). These allegations are refuted by the SGIC and the
matters set out in paragraphs 36-63 concerning the investment policies and
decisions of the 5GIC are directly relevant to the point in issue.

It is clearly undesirable for matters which are in issue in litigation to be
published prior to trial and therefore in respect of all of the material referred
to above I believe there is a distinct possibility that its publication would have
a prejudicial effect on the two civil cases I have referred to - particularly as I
expect that the possible prejudice would not only relate to the tribunal of fact,
but also to influencing potential witnesses.

I believe I should also draw attention to my concerns in respect of several
other passages.

5. Pages 15-25 paragraph 24-35

The evidence of Judge about the involvement of Gofair Investments Limited
in the petrochemical project and alleged Government support for apparently
baseless claims by Gofair against PICL in the face of Bond opposition may be
relevant to the Bond -v- The State of Western Australia action because they
might be said to indicate a lack of good faith on the part of the Government in
the negotiations leading up to the PICL transaction.

6. Pages 25-31 paragraphs 36-37
The evidence of Judge that Dempster would retain ownership of Western
Australian Salt Supply Ltd by virtue of an agreement by the Government and
Dempster, notwithstanding that the company was being purchased by PICL,
(and against the wishes of Bond), may be relevant to the Bond -v- The State
of Western Australia action for the same reasons as indicated in relation to
Gofair.
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In respect to these, I cannot exclude the possibility that a report on such mailers might
have a prejudicial effect on the civil litigation.

The PRESIDENT: Order! Again, I have listened with great patience to the honourable
member and I am finding it more and more difficult to relate the contents of that letter to an
argument that would suggest there is some reason why the House ought or ought not to
reappoint this Select Committee. I may well be missing the point, and I will give the
honourable member an opportunity to tell me if I am, but the letter seems to me purely to be
making a conment about the content of the report. The content of the report is not a matter
that can be properly discussed under this motion. The member indicated to me when I first
drew his attention to it that he was endeavouring to enlighten the House in such a way that
would perhaps give it reason for reappointing the Select Committee with different terms of
reference. I was prepared to let the member continue on that basis, but clearly he is not
doing that now.

Hon J.M. BROWN: Thank you, Mr President. I have one more paragraph to read to
conclude that letter from Mr Panegyres, the Crown Solicitor, and I will do that at the
conclusion of my remarks, with your approval, Sir. In relating to the Chamber that we will
be reporting under the same terms and conditions, it is well known, because it was reported
in this morning's The West Australian, that a statement was released by the Attorney
General. In an article headed "Lawyers opposed Pike report release" it said that in the debate
on Tuesday the Government would be seeking an assurance from the Opposition that it
would refrain from publishing evidence from the inquiry unless advice from Mr McCusker
and Crown Law indicated there would be no prejudicial effect on formal investigations or
court proceedings.

It is important that this information be related to ths House so that members can understand
that we may overcome that difficulty which we, as members of the Select Committee,
perceive. Through an order of the Legislative Council, those terms and conditions may be
altered so that instead of saying "may take some notice" they might even be amended to say
"shall take some notice."
The Attorney General has given assurances to the committee that he will reinstate the
commuittee uinder the same terms and conditions as it had when first appointed. I thought it
was important that the House should understand the difficulty members of the committee
have been facing before the House makes a decision on the reappointment of the committee.
With your support, Mr President, I will read the final paragraph of the Crown Solicitor's
letter.

The PRESIDENT: I will give the member permission, not based on logic but rather for
persistence.

Hon J.M. BROWN: As I said at the beginning of my remarks, welcome back. Mr President.
The final paragraph of the letter reads -

As regards the question of the prejudicial effect of anything contained in your draft
report in respect of potential criminal proceedings, I am unable to assist as these
matters are largely in the hands of the Special Investigator, Mr. M.J. McCusker QC,
and I expect he will advise you accordingly.

Yours faithfully,
P Panegyres,
Crown Solicitor.

Because of your indulgence, Mr President, and the indulgence of the House, I will not read
the letter that I have received from Mr McCusker, QC. If at the conclusion of my remarks
someone wants me to table it I will be perfectly happy to oblige, but I think I have made the
point about what we should do in regard to the terms of reference if we are to reappoint the
Select Committee.

I will proceed, because it is very important to note that the printing of selected items by the
Select Committee created some difficulties. Therefore, if we are to reappoint the Select
Committee we must look at the overall picture of what the Select Committee is doing. A
timely reminder is needed that some of the information in the report is completely irrelevant
and certainly could have been done without. I am not discussing the report at all, but rather
the irrelevance of attachments to it. The attachment concerning the SCIC balance sheets,
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which was prepared by Mr Steggall, was quite expensive; it would have cost hundreds of
dollars. Hon Philip Lockyer yesterday raised the question of funding for Select Committees,
so it is very important to understand that it is expensive when we have the assistance of
various people. The Clerk approved the appointment of officers to the commnittee, such as
Mr Brian Steggail, who is a chartered accountant, and Mr Robert Pringle, who is a Queen's
Counsel, for the purpose of ensuring that we achieved the best results, or indeed the right
results. I want you, Mr President, to understand that an attachment concerning the State
Government Insurance Commission was included in the committee's report - and I will not
refer to it except to say that I thought it was a waste of money. The House must be aware
that the comments prepared by Mr Steggall did not tell us anything we did not already know,
and we probably paid hundreds of dollars for that report, which had a disclaimer in it. When
we make a decision to reappoint the Select Committee we must do so on the sound basis that
no member will go off on a tangent, because the attachment to the report was arranged by
only one member of the committee; it was not arranged after consultation with the whole
committee. That single attachment concerning the State Government Insurance Commission
probably cost hundreds of dollars, and a lot of damage has been done to the SGIC by some of
the comments made in it.

Hon Fred McKenzie: How much did it cost?

Hon J.M. BROWN: It would have been hundred of dollars - I do not know how much. It
was made by a very eminent person, Mr Brian Steggall, who is a very responsible officer
with Coopers and Lybrand. I do not know how much that report cost, but then, when we
look at the results of it within the framework of the committee, I can say with confidence that
I was the only person who raised any questions about that report, and that is not divulging
any information. Members can see how important it was to the rest of the committee when
that was not even raised in debate at all. The report contained a disclaimer by Mr Steggall
because he did not have all the information. I thought it was an expensive exercise, probably
costing hundreds of dollars, for something which was already well known and which was
done at the direction of one member of the committee. All that does not stop me from
confirming that the committee has been able to make progress. Therefore I will support the
motion anid ask the rest of the House to do so. In making that point, I wish to clear up any
misconception which members might have. I support the reappointment of the Select
Committee; I do not support the formation of a Royal Commission. I take that stance as a
result of what has been said in the past, particularly by the Chairman of the Select Committee
who released the report.

An Opposition member: And by the Leader of the House.

Hon J.M. BROWN: I note particularly what was said by the Chairman of the Select
Committee on 12 February 1990 in The West Australian. I will not quote the headline. On
Monday, 12 February Mr Pike gave reasons why we should have a Select Committee, and on
Friday, 16 February, in a letter to the editor as Chairman of the Select Committee, he gave
reasons why that committee should not carry on and why we should have a Royal
Commission. Peter Kennedy's article in The West Australian on the Monday reads as
follows -

A Senior Liberal Party backbencher has effectively poured cold water on Opposition
calls for a royal commission into the State Government's WA Inc activities.
The MLC for North Metropolitan region, Mr Bob Pike, said that Legislative Council
select committees had more power and authority than royal commissions.

"A royal commission does not have the power to summons MPs whereas a commuittee
of the Parliament can summons MPs from its own House," he said.

Mr Pike is chairnan of the Upper House Select Committee on WA Inc matters.

The PRESIDENT: Order! There is too much audible conversation; I ask members to stop it.

Hon I.M. BROWN: The newspaper report continues -

The Opposition has demanded that the Government call a royal commission to
examine all aspects of WA Inc.

But Mr Pike's defence of the powers of committees means, in essence, that he
believes his committee to be more effective in pursuing WA Inc issues than a royal
commission.
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Mr Pike also announced the appointment of Mr Brian Stegall, a senior audit partner
with Coopers and Lybrand in Perth, to assist his commnittee's investigations and,
effectively, bolster its credibility.
The appointment of a prominent QC is also expected.

Hon EJ Charlton: That is in comparison to the Government's response to the call for a
Royal Commission?
Hon J.M. BROWN: There was no such thing, Mr Charlton. I wish to raise a couple of
matters with the member; I would not want to leave him out.
Hon E.J. Charlton: I had the feeling I was being bypassed.

Hon George Cash: Mr Pike is one of the strongest advocates on this side of this House for a
Royal Commission into WA Inc.

Hon J.M. BROWN: On Monday, 12 February, he was not. But I admit Mr Cash is quite
right. On Friday, 16 February 1990, Mr Pike penned a letter to The West Australian and
signed himself, "HON. R.G. PIKE, member for North Metropolitan Region; chairman of the
Legislative Council select committee on WA Inc." The letter reads -

Barty Macinnon's special Royal Commission Bill will establish the same unlimited
powers as those of Queensland's Tony Fitzgerald QC.
It will remove the carapace -

That is the hard shell of a tortoise.

Hon Mark Nevill: For those with no backbone.

Hon J.M. BROWN: The letter continues -

It will remove the carapace of protection, ie, it will enable the commission to examine
ministers in both Houses and their documents.

The PRESIDENT: Order! Honourable members should understand that audible
conversation is out of order. I have been away only for a couple of days and honourable
members have forgotten the rules.

Hon J.M. BROWN: The letter continues -

The present WA Act does not allow this, and if a royal commission was to be held
using the existing powers, Messrs Berinson, Parker, Doweling, Grill and Burke would
not have to answer on the secret details of WA Inc.

The Upper House select commuittee on state investments can only examine its own
Ministers and not the Ministers in the Legislative Assembly.

While it is my personal intention to relentlessly pursue the inquiry, I acknowledge the
advantages of Mr Macinnon's Bill, so much so that, should the Premier,
Dr Lawrence. support his Bill with its Fitzgerald powers, I would recommend to the
Legislative Council to place our committee on hold pending the findings of the
powerful royal commission.

The letter concludes -

The committee should be on hold because it has the right to recommend the expulsion
of Ml's, and, subsequent to the findings of the royal commission established by
Mr Macinnon's Bill, this could be necessary.
In regard to the recent headline concerning the comparison of powers of
parliamentary committees and royal commissions, I would not have used the word
'torpedo" to describe my attitude toward a royal commission.

I did not use the word "torpedo", Mr President. The present Act allows Ministers of the
Crown, under an order from either House, to attend before Select Committees. That applies
also to the Leader of the Opposition and his deputy, and to Mr Gril, as far as our order was
concermed.

It is important that when the Select Committee is re-established - if the House so agrees - no
confusion occurs about the relationship between this Chamber and the other Chamber. I
know it has been said publicly that the former Premier, Mr Dowding, and the former Deputy
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Premier, Mr Parker, would certainly appear before the committee. That statement appeared
in the headlines of the Sunday Times. Mr Grill has stated publicly that he would be happy to
appear. The committee did not have the chance to call chose members because the
Legislative Assembly had only seven sitting days remaining in which to give consideration
to the request. That is the reason, not the erroneous comments by Hon R.G. Pike on radio
regarding the matter being placed at the bottom of the Notice Paper. That was not the
determination of the Select Committee; our determination was that the Legislative Assembly
was unable to consider the matter. With only seven days remaining, I can understand why
that did not occur. Moving further into the report, one of the determinations -

Hon D.J. Wordsworth: [ thought we were not able to debate the report.

Hon i.M. BROWN: We are debating the re-establishment of the Select Committee. With
his experience, having served as Chairman of a Select Committee, I would have thought the
member would be in favour of the re -establishment of this committee and that he would wish
to discuss what the conumittee was doing and how well it had performed. Perhaps the
member has read the report -

Hon D.J. Wordsworth: The report was very good.
Hon I.M. BROWN: The member has not read the report. Therefore, I am abte to enlighten
him so that he will understand what he is about to vote on. We should be strengthening the
resolve of the special investigator and the Crown Solicitor. That is part of the determination
we are making. We will do that under the same terms and conditions -

Hon DiJ. Wordsworth: Are you supporting the report or not?

Hon l.M. BROWN: I have outlined my position. I am supporting the reappointment of the
Select Commrittee.
Hon D.J. Wordsworth: Your Leader is supporting it, you are supporting it - what is the
problem?
Hon P.G. Pendal: He is stonewalling.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I ask all honourable members to stop their interjections. I am
starting to get angry. I suggest to Hon Jim Brown that he cease entering into arguments with
members and direct all his comments to the Chair. He will receive no interjections from this
direction.

Hon J.M. BROW(N: Thank you, Mr President. Those remarks will be well heeded. I regret
that I was attempting to enlighten Hon David Wordsworth on these matters. It is 'very
difficult not to relate to the House what has happened in relation to the Select Committee. It
is very difficult not to outline some of its shortcomings; and I am fairly confident that it has
some shortcomings. If my remarks will help to make the committee much more worthwhile
and efficient, help in its deliberations and free it of some of the nonsense that took place in
the past, I will be doing my job not just as an elected member of the committee but as an
elected member of Parliament. The deliberations of the committee were never related
outside of the committee until Mr Pike released the report publicly; before that it was a
closed shop.

Members should be aware that the report contains selective statements, and this was one of
my concerns. Also, this concern may be repeated as the committee is entitled to release an
interim report every week if it so wishes provided that the committee agrees to release it
through the House. This is stated in our terms of reference and in Standing Orders. This
creates problems. I take the example of Mr lames a former employee of the State
Government Insurance Office. He was quoted in the report as stating that Mr Keith Venning
had left his job. This raises one of the pitfalls of an early release of such an interim report as
the selectively chosen material may be dangerous. It is up to the House to prevent these
precedents being set. Mrx Venning was said by Mr James to no longer be an employee of the
5010, but in The West Australian on 3 May an article stated the following -

It was reported in The West Australian orm April 24 that the Pike committee inquiring
into State Government investments had been told that many executives of the SOIC
and the SGJQ had left the organisations.

The report quoted Mr Ivor James, former deputy chairman and deputy managing
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director of the SGIO, as saying that one of the executives to leave was Mr Keith
Venning.
The West Australian has since learnt that Mr Venning had not left the SGIO and
remained its manager for marketing and distribution.

Clearly, these reports can create dangers when the evidence given is not corroborated.

Hon D.J. Wordsworth interjected.

Hon J.M. BROWN: It is necessary to have the evidence corroborated. Mr Wordsworth is
correct, although I should not be responding to him as was suggested by the President. It is
important to know, although it is not in the report, that Mr Mutton, a lawyer from CSR gave
evidence to the committee. Members would want to know why he came before the
committee, as they would suppose that it was in relation to the pre-purchase of coal.

Hon E.J. Charlton: You can't be right all the time!

Hon J.M. BROWN: I am not. He spoke to the committee about mesothelioma or asbestos-
related diseases.

Hon Doug Wenn: What does that have to do with your commyittee?

Hon Bob Thomas: It was an expedition.

Hon E.M. BROWN: Yes, it was a fishing expedition. I am pleased to indicate to the House
that that witness related that the 5010 has performed magnificently regarding asbestos
disease cases. However, that was not indicated in the report. I wish to quote point 66 in the
report because so much newspaper hype has occurred about the SOIC and the SGIO, and the
House should know how well the SGlO is working.

The PRESIDENT: Order! Several things will ceas in the Chamber, and the first are the
rude conversations being conducted all around the Chamber - I will not sit here and harp on
like a schoolteacher. All audible conversations are completely out of order and I will be very
strong with members who persist with them. Regarding Hon Jim Brown's comments about
the SCIC, it may be educational for members to know these things, but it has nothing to do
with the question of whether we reinstitute this committee. I ask the member to take a more
appropriate opportunity to advise the House of the very interesting information he has. I
would like to hear about many matters, but unfortunately they do not come under the scope
of this motion. Even though members are tryig to be helpful in reading out something from
a report because it will be educational to other members, this is not allowed if it does not
relate to the motion.

Hon J.M. BROWN: You are quite right, Mr President; I will not read out point 66. That can
be done at a more appropriate time and I am quite confident that that will happen.

The House should consider other matters when deliberating upon the reinstatement of the
comm-ittee. I have referred to the terms of reference and to the number of members on the
committee, it is not the Government's intention to increase, or decrease, the committee
membership, but members should be aware that we have a Parliamentary Standards
Committee which recently released two interim reports. Mr President is a valued member of
that committee along with the Speaker of the Legislative Assembly. The comrrttee contains
members from both Houses of the Parliament, and under the chairmanship of Hon Kim
Beazley Snr, it has made recommendations to both Houses. Professor David Black is also a
member of the committee and he would be well known to all members of Parliament. The
comm-ittee's recommendations were deliberated on in the other House, and one of its
recommendations was that all committees comprise equal numbers of Government and
Opposition members. That is a salutary lesson for us all - the Leader of the Opposition in
this Chamber should consider that matter. The recommendations of the Parliamentary
Standards Committee should be considered at another time in the future.

I support the motion before the House.

HON FRED McKENZIE (East Metropolitan) [4.30 pm): The Government will support
this motion. As a member of the Select Committee I am not sure whether the reappointment
of the committee is a good thing, but I am prepared to go along with the Govermnent. The
commnittee has spent considerable time deliberating on matters pertaining to its terms of
reference but I am not sure what has been accomplished. If the committee is to be
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reappointed I wonder for how long it will deliberate - it will certainly deliberate during the
period indicated, but on the evidence given so far and from the report presented to the House
it would not surprise me if the committee continued to take evidence for many years to come.

The PRESIDENT: Order! One hour having elapsed since the rime set down for the sitting of
the House, leave of the House is required if this debate is to continue. Is leave granted?

Leave not granted.

Debate thus adjourned.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY - FOURTH DAY

Motion

Debate resumed from 10 May.

HON E.J. CHARLTON (Agricultural) [4.31 pm]: I endorse the comments made by
previous speakers about the appointment of Sir Francis Burt to the position of Governor.
Members must bear in mind the references made in his Speech to legislation proposed to be
introduced by the Government during this session of Parliament. Bearing that in mind I wish
to comment on a number of matters centred on the economy and the problems confronting
the State of Western Australia and, more importantly, the nation.

Prior to my responding to the Governor's Speech, a number of things have taken place and I
refer now to the ministerial statement made today in another place by the Premier. I was
stunned when I heard the introduction to her statement because I thought that as she was to
deliver a ministerial statement she would make some comment about the appointment of a
Royal Commission to inquire into what has occurred in this State in recent times. My
expectations proved to be wrong. I also thought that she might make an announcement about
the contract for the submarine refit, but we did not hear anything about that either. As far as
I can ascertain, the Premier's statement was really about nothing. I say that in all
seriousness. AUl we are hearing from the Government is a lot of huffing and puffing about
what will happen in Western Australia to try to bolster people's confidence while the State is
looking to a bleak future. I intend to try to demonstrate my view by using the facts which are
before each and every person in this State. I will refer members to our famous Federal
Treasurer, who seems to have set the pace of economic management in this nation - his
statements have been glossed over by the actions of this Government in recent times.
This State's wool industry is facing an absolute disaster. Wool is Australia's number one
export product and the industry is being put under enormous pressure because the Federal
Treasurer is obviously calling the shots about how Australia's woolclip will be sold.
Through his colleague, Mr Kerin, he is putting pressure on the industry by teling it how it
will arrive at a floor price. I do not intend to go into detail, but it is an absolute disaster that
we should have the Treasurer of this nation using his powers to direct the Minister for
Primary Industry to say, 'To hell with this industry and to hell with the growers' contribution
of eight per cent." The Federal Government wants to use 25 per cent of growers' funding to
support - not subs idise - the industry. It wants to guarantee not the producers of the
commodity but the buyers of the commodity so that the industry can continue with
confidence into the future. Bearing that in mind I take members back to 1983 when the
Federal Government first came to power and the nation's foreign debt was $35.6 billion. It is
now $150 billion. The first comment people make is that a large percentage of that debt has
been incurred by private enterprise.

In many instances we have seen changes to the current account deficit. In 1986-87 it was
$1t2 206 million; in 1987-88 it was $LL 027 million; in 1988-89 it was $17 383 million and
this year the figure will be approximately $20 000 million. Since the debt blew out in 1985
the Federal Treasurer has said each month that things are on track. We all remember his
famous statement that, "These are a beautiful set of numbers." The current account deficit is
$17 096 million and in March this year inflation was at 8.6 per cent. The main contributing
factor to our highest ever current account deficit was a 12 per cent increase in imports. One
may ask why? It was because of the high Australian dollar - another reason the wool and
other export industries in this nation are in trouble. Also, there has been a fall in exports of
one per cent, and the seasonally adjusted current account deficit jumped to $1.92 billion, the
second worst figure on record. Bearing in mind those figures one must ask, how will
Australia continue to manage its economy?
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Today in Australia 750 000 small businesses are experiencing one of their worst periods in
nearly 50 years. It was stated in The West Australian of 10 April 1990 that -

Australian Small Business Association national director Peter Boyle said that
Australia was facing a repetition of the 1982 recession which caused the loss of
100,000 jobs.

Further on the article states -

"Many small businesses are being closed down by their owners before they go
bankrupt," he said.

It was also reported in The West Australian on 28 April chat -

More Western Australians are being driven into bankruptcy as high interest rates and
a slowing economy start to bite.

I will not continue to refer to articles which members have had the opportunity to read.
Australia, and particularly Western Australia, is in that position because, as was stated in the
Westpac magazine, Review, No 36 of September 1989 -

The Australian financial sector was extensively deregulated in the early '80s, a policy
initiative which is largely attributed to Treasurer Paul Keating in spite of the fact that
it began under the previous govemnment.

The Federal Labor Government announced in February 1985 that 16 partly or fully owned
foreign banks would be allowed to operate in Australia. However, instead of the new
deregulated banking system being competitive in the financial marketplace and investing
money in the economy, it was competitive only in providing incentives for people in big
business to borrow money. The deregulation of the Australian banking system has not made
any difference to the standard of living of the average Western Australian - and I dislie
using that term - or the people in small business or in the workplace. It has neither led to a
reduction in interest rates nor to more a competitive financial market. It has simply
encouraged the nation to go further into debt. People may say, "We have heard that before.
There is nothing new about that. That is pretty boring." However, the problem is that every
man, woman and child in this nation now has to bear an enormous burden of debt. The
Federal Government's response to that situation is just to keep lowering the boom. Last
night on television we saw the Federal Treasurer having a go at one of his own Ministers. Hie
explained that it now takes 40 weeks' salary to pay for an average family car; a few years
ago it took 30 weeks' salary. The Government has failed to deregulate the vehicle
manufacturing industry and to remove its protection from overseas competition.
Everything is falling down around our ears. We are now corming to the point where, because
of the Federal Governmnent's inability to provide incentives for the people of this nation to
become more productive and competitive, we are suffering from the imposition of increased
taxes and charges. It seems to be an unbelievable coincidence that it is the Federal Treasurer
who is making the most noise in Government circles against a debate on a consumption tax.
The reason for his opposition is that a consumption tax would take away his opportunity to
manipulate the taxation system. He has succeeded in taking away from small business
people in this nation many of the opportunities to succeed. They have been absolutely
crucified by the financial hardships imposed on them by way of direct and indirect taxes. In
many cases the consumers of this nation do not have a clue about the amount of sales tax
they pay on the goods they purchase at their supermarket, corner store or hardware score; and
many of these amounts have not been reviewed for at least the last 20 years. The situation is
unbelievable. For example, if a retailer sells an item in his business and does not apply the
sales tax, and is caught out by an inspector, the inspector is entitled to assumne that he has
sold one of those items for every week of one year, and the retailer will incur a penalty of
having to pay the sales tax that would have applied.
It is very convenient for the Federal Treasurer and the Federal Government to leave in place
the current taxation system because it is the Federal Government which benefits from the
income derived. The accountants of this nation have been absolutely snowed under in trying
to come to terms with the current taxation system. The Treasurer and the Government refuse
to encourage a community debate on the possibility of having a simplified consumption tax
as an alternative to the present sales tax system.
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The debate about a Royal Commission is related closely to the deregulation of the banking
industry. The banking industry was deregulated in isolation, without allowing the Australian
dollar to float and the value of the Australian currency to find its own level. Thai encouraged
the entrepreneurs of this nation, particularly in Western Australia, to have an armchair ride,
where recent Labor Premiers of this State allowed them to become involved in business to
the extent they did without first providing sufficient security for their investments. Many of
those entrepreneurs find that they are backed up against a wall, and this State is now
confronted with an enormous deficit. The real estate industry has taken a severe knock. One
need only talk to real estate people in this city now to be told that the number of transactions
is just about z ilch.
Hon P.G. Pendal: It is very serious.

Hon E.J. CHARLTON: It is a great misinterpretation of the facts confronting every man,
woman and child in this State for the Premier to stand up in the Parliament and say that the
Western Australian economy is in better shape than the economy in any other Stare in this
nation, and to say that the unemployment situation is a little bad and that there are a few
problems. It is rime the Government honestly acknowledged the mess the Federal
Government has made in its management of the Australian economy. How can anyone say
that the figures are beautiful when in fact the economy is going backwards at a million miles
an hour? I do not understand how the Premier can say that everything is fine and gung ho
when hospital wards are closing down in country districts.

Hon J.M. Berinson: Be fair. The Premier was speaking comparatively.

Hon E.J. CHARLTON: I am not only being fair but also accurate-, I am stating the facts.

Hon J.M. Berinson: The Premier's comparison of this State with other States is correct. She
did not minimise the difficulties of the economy, but that it is a national difficulty not an
isolated difficulty.

Hon E.J. CHARITON: Have other States, besides the Government's colleagues in Victoria,
lost as much money? The Leader of the House does not like it when I put a figure on it
because, as I said last week, he never puts a figure on the losses as the figures change daily.

Hon P.O. Pendal: It is guessing every day.

Hon E.J. CH-ARLTON: The Government has not given one set of accurate figures on the
State's financial position in recent times.

Hon J.M. Berinson: The levels of economic activity are not ours. They are national figures
prepared on a national basis with State breakdowns.

Hon E.l. CHARLTON: The Government tells only half of the story.

Hon P.C. Pendal: If that.

Hon E.J. CHARLTON: The Government tells only the part of the story that suits it. I am
not a pessimistic person but this nation and this State could turn itself around if the
Government only gave people the opportunity to do so. However, every day small business
people are saying that they will not continue employing people; that is just one reason for
unemployment skyrocketing. Small business people do not want to employ more people for
fear of being persecuted. They will not continue to risk capital when they are affected by
high interest rates. For the Leader of the House to support the Premier when she says that
the economy is okay and that Western Australia has the best economy in the nation -

Hon J.M. Berinson: The Premier did not minimise the difficulties we are facing. She was
making comparisons between the position in this State and in other States. It is a national
problem. Hon Eric Chariton has said that himself.

Hon E.J. CHARLTON: I will come to that point later. However, the Goverrnment cannot go
on pulling the wool over people's eyes in the hope that the public will believe it. The
Government has done that successfully for the past three or four years. The Government has
been able to convince people not to believe what is said in Parliament because it suggests
that members of the Opposition are simply playing politics and it does not matter what they
say. It is only after an election that, for example, it is discovered that the Premier has had his
fingers in the till.
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Hon J.M. Berinson: Come on. No one has suggested that seriously.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: I am not saying that anyone has, and I am not referring to anyone in
particular. I am referring to this Stare's finances. It has been shown that statements like
those from Senator Walsh and Senator Button seem to surface immediately after elections.
All is smoothed over in the lead-up to elections. The Premier is making these points only
because of the coming by-elections. It is coincidental that the Premier made that statement
today, because Western Australia is dependent on its rural industry. The Premier stated
today that 30 per cent of the State's income is generated by the agricultural industry. Along
with the mining industry, the agricultural industry has been subjected to the most enormous
and unfair pressures. These industries are being ripped off and money is being transferred to
other areas by the Federal and State Governments in order to keep people happy in the short
term. That appears to be the Government's No I priority from one election to the next.
Hon Tom Helm: The mining industry is booming.

Hon E.J CHARLTON: It is booming all right. Hon Tom Helm should ask the people in the
mining industry how they are booming.

Hon Tom Helm: I live there.

Hon E.J. CHARLTON: Hon Tom Helm is tailking about those people who get their cheques
in the mail every fortnight - they are experiencing a boom. The instigators, those people who
put up the risk capital, are nor booming. I will summarise the situation which has developed
over the past few years. The Federal Government deregulated the banking system and
allowed foreign banks to operate in Australia. That gave the incentive to people who wanted
to borrow money, rather than to people who wanted to build businesses in Western Australia.
Deregulation of the banks has not produced one manufacturing industry of any significance.
The people of this State would have benefited had the Sarich engine been manufactured here,
but the Federal and State Governments allowed Sarich to go overseas. The Government is
keen to continue propping up a hundred and one other organisations for some politically
rewarding reason or for some other reason -

Hon Tom Helm interjected.

Hon ETJ CHARLTON: No, I would have given Sarich an incentive or reward to produce
something.

Hon Tom Helm: What incentive would that be - a tax incentive?

Hon Mark Nevill: Hon Eric Charlton should stick to wheat and wool because that is what he
knows about.

Hon ETJ CHARLTON: I do not have to know anything about economics to understand that
when someone produces something that the world wants -

Hon Tom Helm: Like natural gas?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON: I am saying that Ralph Sarich developed something that the world
wanted, something that was gung ho. The Government was more interested in bringing in
the mnultifuinction polis, with its foreign investors, which would bring in another dollar to
help the balance of payments in the short term, than it was in achieving something for the
long term benefit of the nation.

In summrnay, the deregulation of the banking industry did not give people the incentive to
invest money for the good of the nation - only to borrow money. As a consequence this
country's foreign debt has grown, and no substantial or significant increase has taken place
in the manufacturing and export industries of this nation. The agricultural and mining
industries, together with the small businesses that support them, are being subjected to the
most horrendous direct and indirect taxation ever experienced in this country. Yet the
Federal Treasurer, who is responsible for all this, will not allow any debate to take place on
any other taxation option simply because he does not want to lose the ability to manipulate
the taxation system of this country. Although the debate about other taxation options might
be for the benefit of the nation, it would take away the Treasurer's opportunity for control.

[Questions without notice taken.]
HON E.J. CHARLTON: Before questions without notice were taken I sumnmarised the
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problems facing small businesses and the lower and middle income earners of this State.
Over a number of years the banking system has been deregulated, which has encouraged
large business borrowings. The resultant damage and the increasing foreign debt burden to
which I referred earlier is now being so overwhelmingly felt by people on lower incomes and
by small businesses that bankruptcies are occurring more and more frequently and small
businesses are closing. People are being forced to try to sell their businesses while they can
get something of some consequence for them. ibis has had dismal effects on real estate
within Western Australia following a so-called boom period.

In addition to those problems, the State is now faced with horrendous mismanagement
problems which the Government has finally acknowledged. As a result of all that, this State
faces a bleak period. Two things are required: Firstly, the players involved in the
mismanagement of the State's finances must come into the open and, through the
investigations of a Royal Commission, give the people an understanding of how the
mismanagement occurred. The National and Liberal Parties are attempting to force the
Government to appoint a Royal Commnission by using any powers at their disposal. It is no
good a Government member accusing the Opposition of stalling or blocking legislation.
Those comments are red herrings. The bottom line is that the public must be informed on
how mismanagement occurred. The Opposition wants the answers to the questions before
proceeding any further. Regardless of the urgency, goodwill or good intention of any
legislation, it is most important that the people of Western Australia learn the facts that they
have been denied knowledge of.

Secondly, the State's economy is being supported by rural industries, which in recent times
have been able to carry that burden. However, they cannot continue to do so. Historically,
the Country Party was established in 1930 because the people who lived outside the
metropolitan area believed they were being treated unfairly. In the past 10 years, 30 per cent
of the north eastern wheatbelt population has left that area to go to Perth or other seaside
areas. Unfortunately, while they may be making a contribution to those communities - I
have no doubt about that because historically country people are industrious - the industries
upon which the Stare is dependent economically are losing the people who are so necessary
to take those industries into the twenty-first century. The benefits, of which the Federal
Governiment has availed itself, will be only short term and the detrimental effects to basic
industries will have a very serious impact on the State in future

Finally, another consequence of the State's economic problems relates to the road system,
another hardy annual that members refer to from time to time. The renewed call for a greater
share of taxes is not the only unfortunate aspect of this situation;, the amount allocated for
roads is being reduced almost on a monthly basis. It has decreased so significantly that a
new proposal has been made to place a 90 a litre levy on fuel towards a new road funding
system. No-one would disagree that something must be done about the roads in Australia,
but to place a further burden on the people forced to use the highways and byways of this
nation with a flat up-front amount, without taking into account their contributions to the
nation's economy. is simply the most unfair and inequitable way to implement a road
funding system. The Federal Government has bled the motorist dry without returning a
complementary amount to the mad system. It appears to be in favour of this new system that
will persecute those people in the far-flung areas of this State.

Hon Fred McKenzie: What about the carnage on the roads and the cost of hospitaisation
and pensions?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON: The member always seems to miss the point. No-one more than the
National Party wants the standard of roads to be improved. However, the Commonwealth
Government does not want to change the current taxation system. It wants to leave it in
place and set up a new taxing arrangement in order to put money into the road system, which
we both agree needs urgent improvement. I am not arguing against the fact that roads need
improving; I am arguing that the road funding will hurt the very people who produce the
wealth in this State, which has been redirected because of this Government's welfare system.

Hon Kay Hallahan: They are the ones who support your industry.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: The people I do not like much in this nation are those whom the
Government has taken out of the work force and encouraged to bleed the system so that it
can manipulate the taxation system. As a result these people have no future, no hope and no
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help in the long term. The Government then comes up with some new idea of how to fix up
the roads, which it must admit are in a disastrous state. The Government has addressed this
problem by again burdening those people who remain out there to provide the finance to fix
the roads. We can only bleed people for so long before they die or at least need a
transfusion. The Government appears to be approaching this problem by saying, "We cannot
help that; we will bleed them, and if they die, that is a few more we do not need there." The
smart alecs say that these people are a burden on the community, that is why the Government
will take the action which has already been taken in respect of the school system. We have
had a statement to the effect that no decision has been made to curtail the services to schools
in the country areas. Not only is this statement misleading, but it is an outright lie. One
cannot say that something is not happening when it is. What happened to the health system
is another prime example of that.

This is a disgraceful way of gathering tax. The Great Eastern Highway continues to be
ignored. It is a single carriageway road - nothing more than a suburban road - from Northam
to Midland. This single carriageway is in a disgraceful state, yet it is the main road from the
Eastern States. It is bad enough from Northanm to the east.

Hon Fred McKenzie: It has all those heavy vehicles on it; the goods should be on rail.

Hon ElJ. CHARLTON: That is another story. I would like to go into that, and I shall at
some future time. The Government right now is going in the opposite direction. Hon Fred
McKenzie should have a word with the Government about it. He spoke to the Government
last year and a decision was made on electrification, Wool is now off rail. Two or three
years ago I warned about what would happen if wool were taken off rail because the farmer
would not travel 50 kilometres up the road to a central point. Now the Government is to do
the same with superphosphate. TIhere is also talk about doing away with some of the
standard gauge railway line.

Hon Fred McKenzie: I was not aware of that.

Hon E.J. CHARLTON: The Government is talking about pulling up some of the standard
gauge tracks which will not be needed for shunting because fertiliser will not be canted any
more, Hon Fred McKenzie can talk to his colleagues about this large area of his expertise
which wil be affected, because we will finish up with places like Northam, Merredin,
Narrogin and other places having very few Westrail people living in them. I agree with the
honourable member that Westrail should be attracting certain commodities, and of course the
volume is critical; but that is another story.

Hon Fred McKenzie: The heavy vehicles are being subsidised.

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: They are not being subsidised. They are being burdened. Operators
are driving all day and all night - something which the railways cannot do because of the
work practices which have unfortunately been incorporated into the system and allowed the
road system to advance. The member is quite right. We cannot have the rail system paying
duty on fuel which is supposedly going to roads; that is absolutely wrong.
Another subject we can talk about for a long time is the historic one of how the financial
problems are burdening the system as well. But to return to the Great Eastern Highway. it is
ludicrous to have the main artery from the Eastern States into Western Australia nothing
more than a suburban road. There are a couple of small sections of dual carriageway, but
streets come in from the adjoining suburbs along the Great Eastern Highway with no traffic
lights and no on-ramps or off-ramps. Ten kilometres the other side of Midland,
20 kilometres out of Perth, the speed limit is 60 kilometres an hour from Greenmount. It is
unacceptable to have, 20 kilometres out of Perth, a speed limit of 60 kilometres an hour on
the main highway to the Eastern States and the wheatbelt when, within a stone's throw of
Parliament House, we have a freeway with a speed limit of 90 kilometres an hour.
To overcome that problem will obviously cost money, but the Government should give this
matter priority. This comes under the responsibility of the Minister for Police. This area is
tailor made for catching people exceeding the speed limit. Coming from Greenmiount
through Midland, the speed limit changes from 70 to 80, to 90, and to 60 kilometres an hour,
depending on the conditions. Coming along the Roe Highway at 90 kilometres an hour, one
suddenly finds oneself in a 60 kilometre an hour area going out of the city. The
circumstances are unbelievable. This is a situation which calls for urgent action to keep a lot
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of the side traffic off the Great Eastern Highway and to cut down the number of roads
entering and leaving the highway. Traffic on the highway should be able to speed uip, which
would result in a smoother operation.

We even have little shops adjacent to the Great Eastern Highway encouraging people to pull
off the road for a cool drink. At one such place near Greenmount a petrol tanker driver
might stop for a cool drink and then pull back onto the Great Eastern Highway. The
Minister, together with the Main Roads Department, should give this problem some sort of
priority. We would not like to see it done at the expense of other operations of the Main
Roads Department, but there is an urgent need to do something about ths area of our
highway system.

In conclusion I draw attention to the fact that Government mismanagement and the taxation
system have burdened the small people of this State to such an extent that unemployment
will increase substantially.

Hon T.G. Butler interjected.

Hon E.J. CHARLTON: I cannot help but state the facts. Members must realise that, no
matter what the Premier and other Ministers say, if we keep going down this track we will
only be hoodwinking and conning the people of the State who have been conned over the last
two or three years, through no fault of their own, into serious, financial and economic
circumstances which leave the State with a bleak future.

HON P.G. PENDAL (South Metropolitan) [5.50 pm]: I support the motion and in doing so
to express, firsdly, my congratulations to His Excellency, Sir Francis Burt, on his
appointment as Governor of Western Australia. I express my thanks to the Governor and
Lady Burt for the pant they played in the first official opening of Parliament since they rook
office.

Secondly, I pay tribute - albeit briefly -to the work of two former members of Parliament I
knew particularly well who have died since the last session. I refer to the late Hon Colin
Jamieson and the late Hon John Toter. Thirdly, I pay a special and unexpected tribute to our
colleague, the Minister for Police. I do not think anyone could be anything but moved by the
story which appeared in the newspaper over the weekend. I guess many people were, like
myself, interested to know the circumstances which led to Hon Graham Edwards' personal
tragedy, but that is not something one asks about. However, the answers were provided in a
story which was handled with great skill and delicacy by Andre Malan -

Hon Graham Edwards: You are dead right in your comments.

Hon P.G. PENDAL: I sincerely pay tribute to the Minister for what he did for his nation
20-odd years ago last week. I took only minor exception to one matter, and it is a matter of
which I have spoken to the Minister privately before. I was always under the impression that
I had the privilege of organising the first privately owned monument to a Vietnam veteran
anywhere in Australia, for a former schoolmate of mine, Alec Bell, who died in Vietnam in
January 1968. That monument was unveiled at our old school in East Victoria Park in 1978.
The Minister is aware of that, but it was suggested to me that the Stirling monument predates
that monument.
Hon Graham Edwards: That was in 1982.
Hon P.G. PENDAL: I am pleased the Minister interjected because it proves that the
Opposition does get ahead of Goverment members every now and again. However, I return
to the main point, which is that the story was a moving account of an horrific event.

The burden of my remarks address an international issue which I think has profound
implications for Western Australia. We can influence the outcome of this issue if we
produce some public debate in this country on a topic which so far has not really attracted
any debate at all. I refer to the decision entered into by the Chinese and the United Kingdom
Governments in 1984 to bring about the so-called restoration of Hong Kong to mainland
China in 1997. Many former residents of Hong Kong live in my electorate and I dare say
that applies to the electorates of other members of this place. Those people are concerned
because they see that Hong Kong is on the verge of being sacrificed on the altar of world
politics with barely a whimper being raised in support of Hong Kong's right to remain
independent.
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My concern should be shared by all members of this Parliament by virtue of their individual
membership of the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association, which, as members know, is
a world wide body. I will come to the charter of the CPA a little later in my remarks. This
Chamber is a House of Parliament that belongs as a branch to the CPA. We have a dual
interest in seeing that justice is done in Hong Kong. In the first instance, which I think is the
lesser reason, there is an economic reason to see that Hong Kong is not handed back to the
mainland Chinese. Secondly, there are reasons of humanity which I intend to address in a
moment. It may surprise members to realise the extent of Australia's economic
interdependence on Hong Kong. It certainly surprised me to learn only today that on a full
year projected basis Australia's exports to Hong Kong will amount this calendar year to
something like $1 670 million. On the other hand, Australia imports a projected
$890 million in the course of a full year from Hong Kong. I think that indicates to members
in this Chamber, members of Parliament generally, and the people of Western Australia and
Australia that our trading relationship with Hong Kong depends on that island's remaining a
prosperous and free economy; it must remain the centre of the South East Asian trading
ports. To put it bluntly, it is in Australia's economic interest to see that Hong Kong does not
deteriorate in its Government and its administration because that would clearly affect the
econom-ic relationship to which I have referred.

I suggest to members that the economies of the situation are less important than the
humanitarian grounds. I have already said that we as individuals and as a Parliament belong
to that world wide body, the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association. By my count
something like 110 Legislatures around the world - that is, national and provincial, and in
some cases colonial, Legislatures like Hong Kong - belong to the CPA. Western Australia is
one of them, as is Hong Kong; the United Kingdom is also regrettably a member. It is
regrettable only because the United Kingdom Government has negotiated the return of Hong
Kong to the People's Republic of China in 1997. As I have described, Hong Kong is a
democratic island; it is prosperous and free. However, in seven years' time Hong Kong will
be returned to the People's Republic of China. A variety of euphemisms are used by people
in Hong Kong. the South East Asian region and in the UK to describe the transfer of political
responsibility. Some people tell us that Hong Kong is being "absorbed'; some tell us that
Hong Kong is being 'reunified" with mainland China; some tell us that Hong Kong is being
"restored", while still others say that it is simply being "returned to its natural parentage".
Really, all of those are euphemisms for being annexed by the People's Republic of China,
and regrettably being assisted towards that end by the democratically elected Government of
the United Kingdom.

Hon Sam Piantadosi: Are the people involved in manufacturing in Hong Kong worried
about what will happen in 1997 or are they expanding their links with China and Taiwan?

Hon P.C. PENDAL: That is a very good question. I intend to canvas that point.

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 pmi

Hon P.G. PENDAL: I ask members of this House, and all members of the Parliament, to
consider for a minute the prospect whereby a democratic Parliament, a partly nominated
Legislative Council in Hong Kong, but a democratic Parliament nonetheless, will be handed
over to what many people in Australia fairly describe as a repressive and oppressive
Government operating from Beijing. It was only in June last year that a massacre occurred
in Tiananimen Square which resulted firom student demonstration to ensure that their future
was in some way guaranteed through democratic norms. At that time even the Government
of Western Australia through the former Deputy Premier, Mr Parker, made it clear that we
would impose some form of sanctions on the Government of China in order to bring home to
it the point that we did not consider its behaviour to be proper. If anybody believes that the
Chinese Government has altered its view since the massacre in Tiananimen Square, he would
only need to read the speech made by the new Chinese Premier in March this year. On that
occasion Li Peng made very clear to the Congress in Beijing that there would be no bending
on the part of the Chinese authorities to the demands of those young people.

As an aside to my contribution to this debate, I add that I have had some personal
representations made to the Australian Government on behalf of a student who was trying to
get out of China, but since the Tianantmen Square massacre the Government has impeded
that effort. If members consider the consequences of that massacre on 4 June, on which on
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the best accounts about 2 000 people, most of them students, were killed - some of them
were blow torched - they are entitled to ask what security and future is there for the people of
Kong Kong when Hong Kong is annexed and taken under the wing of mainland China in
1997. Members may be aware, if they have followed this debate, of what has happened
between the British, the Hong Kong and the Chinese Governments; they have negotiated
what is called the "basic law", which is another way of saying that the newly constituted
Hong Kong will require a new Constitution. All members of this House are members of the
Commonwealth Parliamentary Association, which is a worldwide body, and we should
realise that the answer to the questions regarding the future and security of the people of
Hong Kong is found in the behaviour of the Chinese Government in Tiananmen Square. We
are talking about the lives and futures of six million people.

It was only 100 or so years ago - members may be surprised to learn this - that virtually
no-one lived on Hong Kong island at all; so it is not tine to say that Hong Kong is culturally
a part of mainland China; it never has been and the people who Jive in Hong Kong resent that
suggestion. There is concern in Hong Kong about its future as part of the Westminster
system. A member of that legislature, Martin Lee, MLC, said last October that he wanted to
see a lot more assurances given to the people of Hong Kong and to the Legislative Council of
Hong Kong before the people began to feel at ease with what had been negotiated. From my
reading of the subject I understand that Hon Martin Lee is a vigorous opponent of the move,
and support for this view is growing by the week - they are saying that Hong Kong should
not be absorbed into China. He has asked a basic question why it was not possible to receive
from the Chinese and the Thatcher Governments an assurance that troops of the Chinese
Government would not be stationed in Hong Kong. No-one who remotely followed the
protests and massacre in Tiananmen Square would need to ask about the implication of
troops stationed in Hong Kong.

Hon Sam Piantadosi: Most of the people in Hong Kong have British passports. Why does
the Thatcher Government not give them access to England?
Hon P.O. PENDAL: Hon Sam Piantadosi has probably followed that debate as closely as I
have. The fact is that the British Government will niot give British passports to all the people
of Hong Kong.

Hon Sam Piantadosi: Most of them already have them.

Hon P.O. PENDAL: I understand a limit has been placed on the number. Indeed, a debate in
the House of Commnons a few weeks ago involved major disagreements about the number of
Hong Kong people who should be allowed to enter the United Kingdom. I point out to
Hon Sam Piantadosi that it was one or two of the leading members of the Labor Party in the
United Kingdom who sided with the people whose view I amn now representing. Like many
members of this House, I grew up in post war Australia where we were fed a diet - I think a
good diet - of suggestions that there should never be a repeat of the Jewish massacres of
World War 1i. 1 have heard the view expressed a number of times that Mr Chamberlain's
preparedness to appease Hitler and others ultimately led, though not necessarily directly, to
the massacre of millions of Jewish people.

We were bred on a diet that that should never be allowed to recur, yet the parallel is about to
be drawn today. The people of Hong Kong face the same sort of future on absorption into
the Peoples Republic of China against their will. Some people may say that that is a spine
chilling comparison to make, yet the same Mr Lee to whom I have referred from the Hong
Kong Legislative Council made that very comparison in an article which I think may have
appeared in the Parliamentarian, which is the mouthpiece of the Comnmonwealth
Parliamentary Association worldwide.
I turn now to that part of the debate which reflects on Margaret Thatcher as Prime Minister
of Great Britain.

Hon Mark Nevili: She is committed to seeing the 1.997 negotiations through.

Hon P.O. PENDAL: Yes. She is the Prime Minister who signed the initial agreement with
the Chinese Government. I think she is wrong. I think Margaret Thatcher is a great Prime
Minister in every other respect, but she is wrong on this matter.

Hon Fred McKenzie: Hon Phillip Pendal has got to be joking. Has he seen the deficit they
are building up?



Hon P.G. PENDAL: It is nowhere near the deficit the Government is building up in Western
Australia. I can assure Hon Fred McKenzie that on a per capita basis this Government holds
the world record.

Several members interjected.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon P.G. PENDAL: In referring to Mrs Thatcher's part in the handover of Hong Kong to
the mainland Chinese I ask members of this House to recall her actions in respect of the
Falkland Islands. For the first rime the world took off its hat to her when she took a stand in
relation to the Falkland Islands which, in a simple form, said, "You are entitled to remain as
you are and not be absorbed or annexed by the Argentinian Government." It was the
commendable action by Prime Minister Thatcher which assured Falkland Islanders they
could stay as they were and not be absorbed by Argentina. Why is it that the same
Mrs Thatcher who saved the Falkland Islands is now part and parcel of a deal to hand Hong
Kong back to the Chinese Government?

Hon Tom Stephens: Has Hon Phillip Pendal thought that what she did in the Falkland
Islands may have indicated to Beijing that it ought to be careful in its future treatment of the
people of Kong Kong?

Hon P.O. PENDAL: That is a good question. I would not attempt to answer it on the run
because of the implications that might have for violence in Kong Kong. I suggest to
Hon Tom Stephens that if he is interested in this topic he start talking to the Chinese
community in Perth.

Hon Sam Piantadosi: I have.

Hon P.O. PENTDAL: I know Hon Sanm Piantadosi has, and he does a good job. However, on
talking to the Chinese community in Perth who are from Hong Kong one finds that they feel
betrayed by the actions of the Thatcher Government and feel betrayed, I might say, by
Parliaments such as this one and Canberra and the approximately 110 Legislatures around
the world which are members of the CPA because of their silence. Those Legislatures could
have expressed an opinion to the people of Hong Kong that, "We are with you and will raise
our voices in protest on your behalf." The CPA may be the last refuge of the Hong Kong
Parliament because no-one else is listening to it. I doubt that the United Nations is bothered.
I looked at the resolution passed 10 to 15 years ago by that body and did not find great
sympathy expressed for the plight of Hong Kong. I an not talking about the plight of Hong
Kong today or in five years. but in 20 years. given no indication that China is feeling any of
the winds of change being felt in communist countries in Eastern Europe.

Hon Tom Stephens: Let us all work towards that.

Hon P.G. PENDAL: That is what I am inviting members to do. I put it to members that the
CPA, of which they are all members, has a particular charter and, if it means anything, it has
a chance to do something. We are told as members of the CPA that it exists as a worldwide
organisation to bring together members united by respect for the rule of law and human
rights and freedoms and the pursuit of the positive ideals of parliamentary democracy.

I suggest that is an open invitation to this branch of the CPA and every member of this
Parliament, as CPA members, to become involved and to say that this is not a foreign
question. It is not just something for the Chinese to work out, or for the British Government
to wash its hands over, but something we are entitled to take a stand on as well. Other
members in this place are in the same position as I am. Not only am I a member of the
Commonwealth Parliamentary Association but I an a member of Amnesty International and
have been for several years. [ suggest that people who belong to that organisation would be
doing the people of Hong Kong a service if they took note of the prospects of those people
once that island is absorbed into mainland China. I would be happy if, in 10 years' time, it
were proved that what I had to say about the matter did not come to pass, but I suspect that
the situation will arise where the Chinese lock themselves into an intractable position. Their
Premier made it very clear in March that what I am saying will unfortunately come to pass.

I hope I will have the unanimous support of this Chamber for this remark: It is remarkable
that of all the things which have happened over Hong Kong, one group of people who have
never been asked about their future are the Hong Kong people themselves. China has had a
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lot to say - naturally. The United Kingdom Government has had a lot to say; the United
Nations has had a lot to say; but the matter has never been tested by the six million people
who actually constitute the island of Hong Kong and who regard it as their home.

Hon Garry Kelly: 1997 has been looming large in their consciousness for years.

Hon P.G. PENDAL: I shall come to that, and I shall show Hon Carry Kelly how the views
of the Hong Kong people have changed very dramatically, as far as they can be tested
without a referendum, even in the last couple of years. It is because of the point made by
Hon Garry Kelly that 1997 is starting to loom large in their view. When it began in 1983 or
1984, it was not a large issue.

The United Kingdom actually said, in one of its communiques, that a referendum would
promote factional differences. I would have thought that that was the whole point of a
referendum; to create factional differences in a community so that the people on the one side
say yes and on the other say no.

Hon Canry Kelly: What difference does it make if you ask people what they think about
something and they know that the lease will run out?

Hon P.G. PENDAL: That is remarkable, coming from a Labor member of Parliament. I
would have thought that the whole point of the policy espoused by members opposite is that
people have the right of self determination. If the results of a properly conducted referendum
show that the people of Hong Kong do not believe that they should be bludgeoned into a
reunion - so called - with China, at least the people have had some form of say in it.

Even former Soviet satellites have rights at this very moment of history which are being
denied to the Hong Kong people. We have seen pretty dramatic news coming out of
Lithuania in the past couple of weeks. The people of Lithuania have been subjected to all
sorts of blockades by the Soviet Union, but at least they are allowed to express their views
openly in the belief that ultimately they will receive their independence from the USSR. I
put it to members here, as members of the CPA, that that is something which is being denied
to the people of Hong Kong.

In the absence of a referendum, the next best thing is to turn to the public opinion polls. It is
an appalling state of affairs-that the people of Hong Kong are denied access to a referendum,
but in the absence of that we are entitled to trn to some of the more reputable public opinion
polls. In Hong Kong in 1984 - and this comes back to something Hon Carry Kelly
interjected earlier - an opinion poll showed that 81 per cent favoured "reunification' with
China. That is pretty overwhelming. The agreement had just been signed and everyone
thought that the garden was rosy.

Hon Sam Piantadosi interjected.

Hon P.C. PENDAL: I think that has had an effect, but only two and a half years later
another poll showed that the level of support had dropped from 81t per cent to 28 per cent.
That is a dramatic turnaround. Since then separate polling has shown that the biggest
winners are those advocating Hong Kong becoming an independent nation. That now has,
according to the latest poll, support from 49 per cent of the population, which is up from
29 per cent something like two years ago. The options of remaining as part of the United
Kingdom and integrating with China are, in that same survey, dwindling; therefore the
expression of view is that the people in Hong Kong, governed in much the same way we are,
albeit not as perfectly or purely as we are under the Westminster system, want to become an
independent nation remaining within the Commonwealth of Nations but not absorbed or
reunified with mainland China.

Even tiny countries - almost principalities - like Kiribati, have been given the chance, in the
past 10 years or so, to become independent nations in the world. I might add that Kiribati is
a member of the same CPA I was talking about of which we are members. It gained its
independence 10 years ago, and it has about 66 000 people.

Hon Tom Stephens: It has about 2.5 million square kilometres of ocean.

Hon P.G. PENDAL: I am not sure of the relevance of that.

Hon Tom Stephens: It is a pretty large piece of the world.

Hon P.C. PENDAL: The people of the small country of Kiribati, with a small population of
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66 000, were given the right not only of self determination but the right to become an
independent nation. I say good on them for that; that is one of the great strengths of the
Commonwealth system under which we work, and it is one of the great strengths of the CPA.
If that is good enough for the 66 000 people in Kiribati, why is it not good enough for the six
million people of Hong Kong who have grown up under the Westminster traditions? Why
should they not have the right, with our help - and we have more power than most of us think
at our disposal - of becoming independent themselves?
For those members who say that this has nothing to do with us, I repeat the figures I used
earlier in this debate. Even if members do not accept the arguments I put forward on
humanitarian grounds, they should accept them on the economic links we have with Hong
Kong. I quoted figures which show that Hong Kong plays a very important pant in Western
Australia's and Australia's trade, and there is no guarantee that that will be maintained if
things go downhill for Kong Kong in the future.

Many people in South East Asia are beginning to see that what has happened is a surrender
on the part of Mrs Thatcher. I would like to quote one line from The Economist, which by
any yardstick is regarded as a reputable and respected journal. As late as January this year -

and I ask particularly Hon Sam Piantadosi and Hon Garry Ke~y to take note of this -
The Economist said that -

Britain was mistaken to agree to a hand over in the first place.

That is not to say that a newspaper or a respected journal is always right, but it underscores
the dramatic shift in public and journalistic opinion in Hong Kong over the past six years.
The Economist is now telling us - and I do not know what its views were in 1984 - that it was
a mistake on the part of Mrs Thatcher to agree to that hand over when she did. I do no more
than bring this matter to the attention of members of this House. It is an important matter,
not only from an economic point of view but also from a humanitarian point of view.

The next matter I wish to discuss is entirely divorced from that topic. It is a matter which I
hope will interest the Minister for The Arts, now that portfolio is located in this Chamber. It
concerns the future of the Western Australian Opera Company under the present
Government. There is no doubt in the minds of people outside this place that the Western
Australian Opera Company has been all but brought to its knees by the actions of the former
Minister for The Arts. Mr Parker, in particular. Thle brief history of the matter is this: The
Western Australian Opera Company is the oldest regional opera company in Australia. An
opera company does not survive that long unless it has something to offer its supporters. The
Western Australian Opera Company received substantial grants from successive Western
Australian Governments in order to fulfil its role in providing opera to the people of this
State. Mr Parker came along a little less than a year ago and as a result of his belief that
opera was a bit too middle class- ish he decided -

Hon Kay HaLlaban: Was it to do with the merit of performance?

Hon P.C. PENDAL: No. it was not.

Hon Kay Hallahan: In your view.

Hon P.C. PENDAL: No, not only in my view but in the view of many professional people
and indeed in the view of the Minister's friend, Mr Harry Bluck, who was a member of the
Western Australian arts committee of the Labor Party.

Hon Kay Hallahan: I cannot accept that the previous Minister would have made a decision
like that on the basis of some perception of class. That is underestimating his analysis of the
situation.

Hon P.C. PENDAL: I contend that was exactly the reason the Minister made his decision.
That was one decision in a whole range of decisions made by Mr Parker which, I suggest,
ultimately forced him to resign from the Parliament and leave here as a discredited
individual.

Hon Kay Hallahan: That is nonsense.

Hon P.C. PENDAL: Mr Parker is as discredited an individual as it is possible to be.
Mr Parker may be eclipsed in that only by Mr Dowding and Mr Burke. However, I do not
want to be drawn down that path. My point is ts: Mr Parker made a deliberate decision to
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chop the WA Opera Company off at the knees, but he was clever enough to realise that a
market existed for opera in this State, therefore he thought he would reduce the grant
sufficiently so that the Western Australian Opera Company was simply put on ice. He then
took the bulk of funds away from the WA Opera Company and offered the same amount to
the Australian Opera Company. The Australian Opera Company has been to Perth once in
about 10 years, which is a disgrace, given that this State contributes about 10 per cent of the
Australian Opera Company's finances. It is disgraceful that a national performing arts
company as good as the Australian Opera Company - which is a superb opera company -
should come here only once every 10 or 12 years. Mr Parker thought he would outwit the
local operatic organisers by giving the money to the Australian Opera Company which, he
thought, would come here every year. Lo and behold, he would have gutted the local opera
company but would have kept the patrons of opera in Western Australia happy by annual
visits of the Australia Opera Company.
Well, from a political point of view, so far so good. However, it all blew up, a bit like
everything is blowing up for the current Government. One can only cover up and tell fibs for
so long. Two weeks ago today the Australian Opera Company said, "We are not all that keen
about coming back here next year. The $300 000 you are giving us really is not enough, so it
is not worth us coming back." Mr Parker, now starting to see bits and pieces of his scenario
disappear, became desperate to provide some opera to fill the vacuum he had created. I
understand it has reached the point where feelers have been put out - would members believe
it - to the South Australian Opera Company, for it to perform in Western Australia next year
in order to fill the void created by Mr Parker.
Hon Peter Foss: Westemn Australian taxpayers will be paying to bring the South Australian
Opera Company here?
Hon P.G. PENDAL: Yes, Hon Peter Foss is right.
Hon Peter Foss: Is it too late to reverse the situation?
Hon P.G. PENDAL: The interjection by Hon Peter Foss is valid. I do not believe it is too
late to restore the status quo. I think it is important that the current Government - especially
the current Minister - says, 'Well, we are prepared to take advice from people like Harry
Bluck and go back to square one, and say that we want the Australian Opera Company to
produce opera performances as it has always done. If there are ways the Western Australian
Opera Company can improve - and that applies to everyone in society - we want to see that
improvement. If there are ways we can see the Western Australian Opera Company add to
the number of people who come to its performances, we want to see that too." I do not think
it is too late; I think it would be a relief to the Australian Opera Company not to have to tic
tac with the WA Government about performances here next year. Certainly I think it would
be a load off the mind of the South Australian Opera Company. I might add it would relieve
not only the South Australian Opera Company but also the Victorian State Opera, which is
also being considered for some tours here next year. Although not all members may be
interested in opera or things of that kind, this does have an effect on the sort of opportunities
offered to local people - people who have trained, for example, at the Western Australian
Academy of Performing Arts and other institutions around the place and who are left in the
position of having to go interstate if they want to satisfy their aspirations in the field of
performming arts.
I implore the Minister for The Arts not to lock herself into Mr Parker's view before taking a
serious look at it. In the end she may take that view, in which case I will have a great deal of
pleasure in harassing her as much as I amn able in the belief that she took the wrong decision.
However, the current Minister for The Arts is far more sensible than was her predecessor. If
she does not believe the Opposition, she should talk to Mr Harry Bluck who, despite his
politics, is respected by members on this side of the House. Before I went down the path to
pass a message to the Minister for The Arts giving the sort of unqualified support that the
Opposition has given to the Western Australian Opera Company I made it my business to get
in touch with people like Dame Joan Hammond in Victoria, who has a worldwide reputation,
and Joan Christiansen in Queensland, who is highly respected throughout Australia. They
came forward immediately with messages that I was entitled to use in Western Australia to
make an appeal to Mr Parker that whatever he did he should not be the person who took the
WA Opera Company to the gallows. I regret that Mr Parker did not heed that warnting.
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However, I believe that the current Minister for The Arts is at least capable of taking over the
portfolio without a lot of the silly, childish comments and preconceived ideas of the previous
Minister. Many people outside this Chamber are on tenterhooks at the moment desperately
hoping that the Government will make the right decision. I support the motion.

HON TOM HELM (Mining and Pastoral) [8.13 pm]: Firstly, I would like to congratulate
the Governor on his fine speech and the Government on the outl ine of the path this State will
follow for the remainder of its term. The speech outlines a path different from what we have
seen before in that it is more about a caring State, more about taking responsibility for family
and more about giving alternatives to young people. It addresses some of the things that
have been the subject of debate and conversation recently - I refer to Judge Hal Jackson's
speech to the Rotarians' conference. The Governor's speech contained lots of things people
need to be aware of. Perhaps the most important is the different tack the Government wishes
to rake in that, although it is pr pared to take responsibility for big business and for
improving the State's economy, it is placing more emphasis on some of the social needs of
our State.

1 mentioned in a speech during the recess how I and the people of Port Hedland were
affected at grass roots level when six young people responded to a call from the youth
involvement concil of Port Hedland which is funded from the Office of The family. After
about three weeks of talking to these young people, who had been heavily involved in
breaking and entering and in other illegal and anti social activities in Port Hedland, they
volunteered themselves to the poliLe department. I also congratulate the police department
and the community policemen for the work they did. In the small town of Port Herland we
wimnessed the irnunediare effect of the Government's thrust towards the family and we can
see the direction in which the Government is moving to address those issues rather than
becoming involved in the entreprerieurial activities that it thought were so acceptable a while
ago. However, as has been pointed out on a number of occasions, mistakes were made in
relatj,,n to those activities.

It would be timely to congratulate the Federal Labor Government on its historic fourth term
in office, which shows how wise the Australian electorate is in recognising what the Labor
Government can offer to not only the State but also the nation. Both Federally and in the
States, the conservative Opposition has produced very few policies of any substance which
the House could debate. Instead it followed the same old routine of selectively opposing
legislation put forward by the Government while picking on, sniping at and whining about
things that went wrong.

Hon W.N. Stretch: Over 90 per cent of the Government's legislation is passed in this House
and you know it.

Hon TP)M HELM: I repeat that the Opposition selectively blocked pieces of Government
legislation in the past. Although that did happen - that was reasonably acceptable - it is
worth noting that it was only when submitted by a Labor Government that the selective
blockage of legislation occurred in this Chamber. I have been saying for quite some time
that the Opposition parties have never suggested alternatives that this State could look at to
make it a better place. No debate has taken place on a different direction in which the
Opposition would take us so that we would have an idea of what to expect if at any time the
people of this State wished to vote for a Liberal-National coalition. That is a point I have
raised in the House on a number of occasions.

Hon W.N. Stretch: There are over 60 policies if you would care to read them.

Hon TOM HELM: They have never been presented in this House. The only time those
policy statements were made was in a Press release along the lines that all legislation would
be blocked in this House until the Government did what the Opposition thought it should do.
In relation to that - we have gone down that path before - I wanted to reply to some of the
things Hon Eric Charlton said about gloom, doom, woe and trouble. He said that we are in
for a really hard time in this State because the price of wool has dropped through the floor
and the woolgrowers are in for a hard time. No-one could deny that; the Press would be liars
if they said otherwise. I do not know about wool, but I know about iron ore. I made a
comment by way of interjection to Hon Eric Charlton that the iron ore industry cannot
produce enough iron ore for export. Everyone in the industry is working as productively as
possible, Ships are waiting at the port for all the iron ore that can be produced. Because of
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the work put into industrial relations by the trade union movement, by the employers and by
the Government, both State and Federal, the mining industry, particularly in the Pilbara,
cannot sell enough iron ore. The industry is the most competitive in the world and it has the
finest quality iron ore in the world; we cannot produce enough for the buyers. The figures
indicate that this State has never seen such good industrial relations in the Pilbara iron ore
industry since 1983. Industrial action is almost unheard of. That happened in the iron ore
industry.
Because of the work being done by the various Governments, State and Federal, the trade
union movement and peak employer associations, we have managed to reduce the number of
industrial disputes, to make the produce of this country competitive on world markets and to
do all of the things that people think we should do.

Hon J.M. Brown: That is because of the consultative committees.

Hon TOM HELM: The Iron Ore Industry Consultative Council has played a major role in
that.

Industrial action is now caking place in this Chamber. The sorts of things that unions have
been accused of in the past, including being unhelpful and doing nothing to make our nation
competitive to enable us to sell our produce on world markets, are now part of the actions
being practised by the Opposition in this Chamber. Members of the union movement were
called "the mindless militants", "reds under the beds" and 'people who did things for self
interest". That is now finished. The record shows that, on a world scale, we are equal to any
other nation in the world. What is happening now in this Chamber has exactly the same
symptoms of an illness which ran through the union movement in the past.

Hon P.O. Pendal: Hear, hear!
Hon TOM HELM: The Opposition is opposing everything the Government puts up. It has
decided to move from using selective industrial action to using the hard-nosed, heads-
against-the-wall industrial action which [ used in my dark and murky past. However, I have
learnt, since coming to Australia, that there are better ways of doing things. The Opposition
has not learnt the lessons that were taught to me when I first came here.

Hon P.G. Pendal: Now that you are clinging to office by the skin of your teeth, you have
learnt all these things.

Hon TOM HELM: At least I have learnt them; why does the member not do the same?
What was wrong with the selective industrial action used by the Opposition? It was
successful then. Before using this hard-nosed industrial action, it was able to change the
direction of the Government by selective actions. It is using the hard-nosed militant action
that it has accused the trade union movement of using.

Hon J.N. Caldwell; Have you mentioned this to your Premier?

Hon TOM HELM: She is aware of the situation.

Hon P.G. Pendal: She is the only one from that side who is.

Hon J.N. Caldwell: Has she suggested what we should do?

Hon TOM HELM: Anyone with any sense would know what should happen. The same
thing should happen as was suggested to me. If there is a problem, we should look at ways
of solving the problem with the least amount of heartache and pain both to ourselves and to
the people against whom the action is being taken. The Opposition can take this action, Dut
not lose any wages while it is doing it.

Hon Doug Wenn: 'I.±ey go home and whip themselves at night.

Hon TOM HELM: It was recognised by trade unionists that they and their families would
lose wages in an attempt to pursue their aims. Therefore, they took selective action and used
negotiation and consensus tactics to solve those problems. Under that sort of selective
bargaining, there was less industrial action and fewer strikes and disputations. However, the
Opposition has gone on ful strike but its members are keeping their wages.

Hon R.G. Pendal: Rubbish!

Hon W.N. Stretch: Absolute nonsense, and he knows it.

741



742 [COUNCIL)

Hon TOM HELM: I listened with interest to what Hon Phil Pendal said about Hong Kong
and China and it is something that we should take note of.

Hon P.G. Pendal: What about a Select Committee?

Hon TOM HELM: I[do not think so. I could not help relating what the member said to what
happened with the tender for the Goodwyn A gas platform being awarded to Hyundai in
South Korea. We spoke about Tiananmen Square, although 1 do not think what happened in
China can be compared with the strikes that are now taking place at the H-yundai complex in
South Korea.

Hon Phillip Pendal was right in saying that if we are being hypocritical about our
membership of the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association, as is Hong Kong, but not
South Korea, we are equally hypocritical by allowing the resources of this State to be
exploited by a nation that does not have the same democratic values as we do. We have been
led to believe by shows on television that the people who have gone on strike at the Hyundai
complex are being repressed by the same sorts of tactics used by the Chinese Government in
Tianarimen Square. We camne within an inch of supporting that sort of suppression by
granting the tenders for the Goodwyn A platform to the South Korean Government.
That illustrates two things. The first was the work done by the State and Federal
Governments to ensure that the tenders were looked at again with a view to keeping the work
in Australia, if not in Western Australia; and, secondly, the work done by the trade union
movement to prove that it could bring the work in, under budget and ahead of time.
Hon Eric Chariton referred to the gloom and doom and to how bad things were in Australia.
I wonder whether the Chamber is aware that the Rankin project on the Burrup Peninsula
came in three months ahead of the scheduled date. In that three months, every shipment of
natural gas exported to Japan was worth $13 million to this State, and two a week are being
exported. That was because the union movement not only abided by the contracts that were
set, but also went one better and had the contract price reduced, increased productivity, and
ensured that there were fewer industrial disputes. The only industrial disputes that occurred
involved one wages dispute with Woodside and disputes about safety, and all were of short
duration. Not only the union movement but also the major contractors and the
subcontractors were involved in this accomplishment. They are extremely responsible about
the safety and welfare of the workers. All of us did it together and that is something that
should occur across the board.

Of the 11I Bills which the Opposition refused to debate -

Hon Peter Foss: T7hey will be debated.

Hon TOM HELM: I will take the advice of Hon Peter Foss. Now that the Bill is not before
the Chamber, I will comment on it. Not only are the Goodwyn A modules indicative that we
can, as a State, do the type of work that is equal to anything in the world in bringing the
project in before time, but also we can talk about an increase in productivity which manifests
itself in increased employment, better wages and lifestyles, and also this State's ability to be
at the forefront of technology in producing the skills required in this State. Everybody
involved in the industry has done the best he can to allow us to be competitive on the world
market. We are selling more iron ore now than we can produce because of our ability to
keep the prices down.

The Goodwyn A platform project involved a mix of people, employer organisations and
unions, coming together and tendering, and we got that contract. We are heading towards the
implementation of the Federal Government's two ocean defence policy. We were told about
this two years ago. A strong commitment has been given by this State to matching that
policy *.

Hon P.O. Pendal: Do'you think we will get the submarines?

Hon TOM HELM: We -should get them because -the contractors are tooled up for them and
the untion movement has -aiready demonstrated that it is able to do the things it is asked to do.
There may be -one reason why we. do not get them. Do members know what that is? It is that
the ability to maintain .our- work force at the technological level required for high-tech
submarines will be severely impaired if the State Employment and Skills Development
Authority B ill -is not agreed to. The whole point of this matter is to have people know that if
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they want a boilermaker class A or fitter class B the skills are the same wherever one goes in
this nation.
I am recognised as a licensed rigger in Queensland, Western Australia and New South
Wales, but the other States and Terr itories do not accept my skills. The training I had to do
in this State to get that licence is similar to that required in other States. The SESDA
legislation will help ensure that if a boilermaker or another tradesman with recognised skills
is hired here his skills will not be ickey Mouse ones and he will have been trained in a
proper way. At present a patchwork quilt of approaches exists. If we do not put in place a
system of nationally accredited and recognised training modules we will have nothing.
There is no alternative, so far as I am concerned. Our nation has been accused on a number
of occasions of being unable to develop skilled people and of having to import them.

Hon Murray Montgomery: Who will pay for them?

Hon TOM HELM: We are already paying for them. I understand about wages and salaries.
[ did my rigger's ticket at a TAFE facility and paid a minimal amount to do so because it was
thought a good idea as I had already been a rigger. Therefore, I was trained at taxpayers'
expense, yet when I take my skills to some other States they are not recognised. Money is
spent, but is it spent wisely? The suggestion is that it is not and that people will need to be
imported from Europe, America, Japan or somewhere else because they will have recognised
skills that we will not have.
I amn considering the whole package. It is not necessarily -a matter of looking at individual
needs of working people or of asking the work force to take less than increases in the
consumer price index and less wages, to be more productive, to get rid of demarcation lines,
to have mobility of labour, to take shorter smokos, or to work harder and to be smarter for no
extra pay. We are not saying that. We are saying that in return we will train people in new
skills. We should be saying that this nation will need these skills tomorrow, so that if there is
something to be done in this country we will not have to import people to do it, or to give
work to people in other countries, which is what nearly happened with the Goodwyn A
platform.

With the introduction of the two ocean defence policy the Federal Government may ask, if
we cannot guarantee this in the foreseeable future - that is, in the next 10 or 20 years - will
we be able to provide electronic engineers and technicians required on an ongoing basis, or
will we need to import Russian technologists to do our work?

Hon P.G. Pendal: Is Hon Tom Helm saying that if we do not pass the SESDA Bill we might
get more people like him in here rigging things?

Hon TOM HELM: That is a wonderful thought. The whole concept of the SESDA
legislation should be looked at, not as pant of the wage package but as part of our nation. It is
important and needs to be implemented.

I turn now to the speech made by the Premier and alluded to by Hon Eric Charlton in his
speech, in which he said that the Premier had not implemented a change in the way the
Government is proceeding. He mentioned gloom and doom and how things are a disaster. I
have mentioned the increased performnance of the mining industry. In her speech to the
Parliament today, Tuesday 15 May, the Premier put figures to that, as follows -

The recent performance of the midnerals and energy industries has been outst anding.

[ wish Hon Eric Charlton were here to hear this. The Premier continued -

In 1989-90 the value of production increased by more than 30 per cent and the
outlook is for further growth, particularly in iron ore and mineral sands. The North
West Shelf project is al-ready making substantial contributions to the national balance
of payments, and there will be further economic benefits through the Government's
success in convincing the proponents of the next stage of this vast project that some
construction contracts should be placed in Western Australia.

All we got was the accommodation modules. We did not have the skills and ability in
Australia to tender for the production modules. We have large engineering projects in this
nation, yet not one Australian company or any joint venture partners got together to tender
for a project worth $100 million or more. That is a sad reflection on us. We are providing
the iron ore for the steel, and the gas, which is the asset the developers want, yet we do not
have the ability that would have allowed us to tender for a major part of that contract.
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I turn now to another matter referred to by Hon Eric Charlton, the agricultural sector, about
which the Premier had the following to say in her speech -

The agricultural sector has continued to contribute significantly to the State's
economic wellbeing. The value of agricultural production last year increased about
30 per cent. Although wool prices have now declined, the outlook for other export
earners such as the major grains, fisheries, meat and wine remains bright.

That is what we have to look forward to. Let us not talk ourselves into depression, recession,
etc. Let us look at the things we can do. Let us look at what we cannot do at present but
could do with a little attention and effort.

Hon W.N. Stretch: That is correct, there are great opportunities out there.

Hon TOM HELM: There are. We cannot exploit those opportunities while we have an
Opposition which chooses to knock back en bloc everything that the Government puts
forward. I can think of no reason under the Westminster system, either moral or legal, why
the Opposition can do nothing but point out to the electorate the things the Government does
that are wrong. I think it does that well and often. In fact, that is all it does.

Hon P.C. Pendal: Hon Tom Helm will find shortly that that is the job of an Opposition.

Hon TOM HELM: I have been a member of the Labor Party for 20 years. That was after I
had been in the work force.

Hon W.N. Stretch: What were you before that?

Hon P.C. Pendal: A rigger. He rigged things.

Hon TOM HELM: While we have been in the Labor Party we have spent most of our time
in Opposition, so we are used to it. The Opposition has trouble because it consists of the
squatocracy, the landed gentry, the rich; they have inherited that position from their fathers
rather than having earned it by their own efforts.

Hon P.G. Pendal: Mast of those people are now in the Labor Party.

Hon TOM HELM: The Opposition does not understand what Opposition is about. We as a
Labor Party do, but at the same time we think that because the majority of the people of
Western Australia voted for the majority of the lower House -

Hon P.G. Pendal: No, they did not; 47 per cent did.

Hon TOM HELM: I am sorry, I take that back. Enough people in the State voted for the
Labor Party as opposed to the Opposition parties.
Several members interjected.

Hon TOM HELM: This is according to the Westminster system. The upper House members
of the Opposition think they are members of the Government here, so they cannot apply
themselves to Opposition-type tactics. They think they can assume the responsibilities of
Government.

Hon Peter Foss: You were just telling us a little while ago to put forward policies.

Hon TOM HELM: Hang on, the honourable member should not get excited, I will come to
that. All that members opposite can do now is try to blackmail and coerce the Government
into doing what the Opposition wants it to do.

Hon P.G. Pendal: Tell the truth!

Hon TOM HELM: T'here is no suggestion of any alternative policy being put forward by the
Oppsition. We need everyone to be involved. Trade unions and employer organisations,
with assistance from Governments, both State and Federal, have demonstrated that by
working together we can do what has been outlined in the Governor's Speech; things which
are hitting the headlines. At the same time, in this Chamber we cannot do it, because the
Government puts forward the initiatives but the Opposition -

Hon W.N. Stretch: What poppycock!

Hon Peter Foss: What did you do to our heritage Bill when it reached the other place?

Several members interjected.
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The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon TOM HELM: Was it chucked out?

Hon P.G. Pendal: By your lot.

Hon TOM HELM: The heritage Bill has gone; that is it. What will we do now?

Hon P.O. Pendal: What will you do to onr juvenile justice proposals? You have just adopted
them, for which we thank you. You denied for two years that there was a problem.
Hon TOM HELM: This is what we want to hear.

Hon P.O. Pendal: No, you did not want to.

Hon TOM HELM: What happened to the Opposition's amendments to the racecourse
betting Bill? The Opposition knocked it back, but its amendments were agreed to.

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon TOM HELM: Let us go on to something else. This Government is looking at our
constituents, and that is the vast majority of people in our State.

Hon W.N. Stretch: No, it is 47 per cent.

Hon TOM HELM: It is more than 47 per cent, perhaps.

Hon WYN. Stretch: It is 34 per cent.

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! Hon Tom Helm should direct his remarks to the Chair.
He will not have any trouble if he does.

Hon TOM HELM: I beg your pardon, Mr Deputy President. I was trying to point out that a
number of things were mentioned in the Governor's Speech. In the Capital Waits Program
the Government is assisting the housing industry by providing $759 million aver four years
under the Keystart program, for which $200 million has been provided so far. The
Government now proposes to renew the scheme with a further $200 million and will add an
additional $100 million inmmediately to assist low income earners. This means that
$300 million will be underwritten in the next 12 months. While we in this Chamber are not
allowed in this debate to discuss the Bills put forward by the Government, the Government is
nonetheless doing something positive. The Speech mentioned that $100 million would
guarantee about 1 300 new loans. An analysis conducted by Homeswest indicates that an
injection of $ 100 million into housing will create 10 000 jobs. That is the sort of initiative
the Government has taken.

In regard to industrial relations, the Premier has given some facts and figures which need to
be considered. The latest Treasury statistics show a dramatic decline in industrial disputes,
which have fallen by more than 80 per cent in the three months to December compared with
the previous year, While this is reassuring, we must recognise that industrial relations is
more than industrial disputation, and is increasingly the starting point for a fresh labour
productivity initiative. These measures are now seen as vital for the future of the Australian
economy.

A fundamental part of that is the retraining and improved skilling of the Australian work
force - the ability for us to work more smartly. We must have that ability. I am led to
believe that the Chamber of Mines and Energy and the WA Chamber of Commerce and
Industry are the two major groups - I was going to say employer groups - in this State
opposed t 'o the introduction of the State Employment and Skills Development Authority.

Hon Peter Foss: They were not consulted.

Hon TOM HELM: Very rarely does this Government bring any Bill to this Ho use without
first having full1 discussions with the parties which that Bill will affect. Although they are
consulted, those parties may not necessarily agree with the provisions of the proposed Bill.
In December of last year, when this House rose, negotiations and discussions were taking
place with the Chamber of Mines and Energy in particular. That organisauion presented
70 amendments to the Bill. Those amendments destroyed the effect of the Bill. A fortnight
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or three weeks ago those amendments had been reduced to about 10, but I understand that
another 70 are now in place, again effectively destroying the intent of the Bill. There are
people in our society who either do not understand or are being positively destructive. I am
the first to complain when we hear about employers not being able to get the types of
employees they need to fulfil1 the technological changes taking place in our society now.
They wonder where these people have come from.

Hon Peter Foss: Do you say these people were consulted before the Bill was drafted?

Hon TOM HELM: I am saying they were, and they are being consulted at this moment.

Hon Peter Foss: They were not consulted before the Bill was drafted.

Hon TOM HELM: One of the reasons we are paid is to amend Bills. We must recognise
mistakes in Bills. Governments of all persuasions make mistakes in drafting Bills. Part of
our job is to put in amendments and have changes made to suit what bodies like this
Chamber are looking for.

Hon Peter Foss: You would be happy to receive amendments from us?

Hon TOM HELM: I do not know how many times I have to say this, but personally I would
be ecstatic to get amendments to that Bill. We cannot get amendments to a document that is
not in front of us. It has been in front of us, but Hon Peter Foss was pant of a group of people
who chose not to allow that Bill - which is part of a block of Bills - to be debated. He could
have taken it out of that block of 11I Bills so that it could be amended and debated and we
could have seen where the difficulties lay. However, that was not allowed to happen and that
is the kind of philosophy he, along with his colleagues, has espoused - he will not allow these
things to take place.

Hon Peter Foss: We will debate them very fully.

Hon TOM HELM: When the member understands what it is, we will debate it.

Mnother thing Hon Eric Chariton said - and again, I am sorry he is not here to hear this but I
hope he will take note of it - was that small businesses are under attack by this Government
and the Federal Government. As members of this Chamber might imagine, I have never had
very much to do with small business before becoming a member of Parliament, apart from
going to the tobacconist to buy cigarettes. However, since becoming a member of
Parliament small business people have come to me on a number of occasions with various
problems, most of which are associated with dealings with big business, but sometimes it is
an unwelcome intrusion - and one that is hard to understand - from Governments of all
persuasions.

Hon W.N. Stretch: Like the SEC? I think you ought to know about that.

Hon TOM HELM: The reason I bring this to the attention of the House is that the Premier,
in her statement today, also mentioned the taxes that are imposed on businesses of all sizes.
She said -

The two largest areas of taxation over wich the State Government has influence are
stamp duties and payroll cax. Members will be aware of the important contributions
these taxes make to the State Budget.

It is particularly abhorrent to a Labor Government to continue with a tax on
employment and the Government fully recognises that payroll tax has a harmful
impact on small business, especially those concerns which are just establishing and
have yet to become profitable.

It is clearly not possible to simply abolish payroll tax but we have developed a
proposal which will be put to the Federal Governm-ent at next month's Premiers'
Conference and is aimed at providing significant relief for struggling businesses.

Hon Murray Montgomery interjected.

Hon TOM HELM: I am just giving the House an indication of the initiatives that are taking
place. The Prem-ier's statement continued -

This proposal envisages that payroll tax be reduced or aholished for companies which
are not currently operating at a surplus. This would selectively relieve those
struggling and emerging companies, and would particularly advantage small business
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and those concerns experiencing financial stress. 'The implementation of this
proposal would require the cooperation of the Federal Government and the Australian
Taxation Office. I will be speaking to the Prime Minister on this matter.

That is what the Premier said. This proposal, which was made public in the other place
today, is about taxation and how the Government recognises the problems of small business.
Nonetheless, the statement has a strong suggestion at the end that businesses and companies,
large and small, will use their ability on paper not to trade at a surplus so that their ta
obligations will be somewhat reduced. That is like bottom of the harbour stuff again - it wil
enable that kind of scheme to come about; and we all know which Government was
responsible for those bottom of the harbour deals. However, this Premier is recognising the
problem and doing what she can to address it.

Hon Peter Foss: How is she addressing that problem?

Hon TOM HELM: Did the member not hear what I said?

Hon Peter Foss: I did not hear that bit.

Hon TOM HELM: The Premier will address that problem by reducing or abolishing taxes
for companies that are not trading in surplus.

Hon Peter Foss: But that sounds like the bottom of the harbour to me.
Hon TOM HELM: The Premier is going to talk to the Australian Taxation Office.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon J.M. Brown): Order! Members should speak so that the
Hansard reporter can hear them.

Hon TOM HELM: I am sorry, Mr Deputy President; I know I am quietly spoken. The
Government will talk to the Australian Taxation Office about how the proposal can be
implemented so that the bottom of the harbour tax avoidance schemes will not be used in
circumstances where the Government is trying to address a particular problem concerning
smaller companies. I must say, however, that it is my experience that smaller businesses are
mostly at the mercy of bigger businesses which follow the philosophy that if they do not
expand they will contract and go out of business. So. particularly in the north west and the
Pdlbara, one sees small businesses that are flourishing and having some success come under
the scrutiny of the likes of K-Mant, Coles, Woolworths and other big conglomerates, and
after a short time a price war takes place. Because the small businesses are owned by only a
man and his wife, for instance, they cannot match the prices of the larger stores and so will
go out of business. These people will not be able to provide a service to the community and
might even lose their homes. I have seen many stressful situations brought about by the
bigger companies.

Hon Peter Foss: It looks like a case of favouring inefficient people as against efficient
people.

Hon TOM HEL.M: That is a really good statement. That is true, there are many inefficient
businesses. Again, in the north west, where we are a small community, inefficient and lazy
businesses are very clear to see and nobody shows them any mercy. These people are
sometimes the ones who go down. They can whinge even more than the Opposition
members in this place. They whinge quite a lor - they are worse than whingeing poms. They
bring it upon themselves and revel in a situation where they can be as unhappy as the day is
long.

Hon P.G. Pendal: You will feel well at home over here when you get here.

Hon TOM HELM: I probably will, because I feel like the Opposition now. Nonetheless, it
hurts individuals and the community as a whole when small businesses are gobbled up by
bigger ones. It results in the loss of personal assistance in shops, a reduced chokce on the
shelves, and a reduction in all of the other services a small business can bring to consumers.

I turn now to another matter. Recently I paid a visit to the Longmore detention centre. I
went there because many of the children of my constituents in Port Hedland spend some time
there, some more than once, so it was incumbent upon me to see the conditions under which
those young people have to live, particularly as some of my constituents are suggesting that
Longmore is a holiday camp. When I went into Longmtore I was quite surprised at the
structure itself - the four buildings and the quadrangle in the centre. It is smaller than a
football field and has a concrete, below-ground swimming pool, which is not heated, and
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really bare and uninviting activity rooms where people can go to learn some literacy and
numeracy skills. There is limited facility for hands-on training in such areas as woodwork
and metalwork and the thrust of the centre does seem to be towards the imprisonment of
young offenders.

I was confused by hering about a group of young people in Port Hedland who call
themselves the Longmore boys. In other words, they are a group of kids who have been to
Longmore, some more than once, and are encouraging other young people to go there,
suggesting that once a person has been there he becomes a different kind of person. We
heard stories about how Longmore was a good facility for people to learn how to break into
better types of cars or more expensive homes, offices or factories. I do not know if that is
true, but I do know that if our society is asking that young offenders be locked up for
offending against society - and I hope we all heeded what Judge Hal Jackson said at the
conference the other day - in a small community like Port Hedland it is quite apparent chat
just locking them up is not working.

H-on P.O. Pendal: Can the member explain why Dr Lawrence has repudiated everything
Judge Jackson said?

Hon Kay Hallahan: She has not!

Hon P.G. Pendal: The Premier has said that the juvenile justice system has broken down.
We have been saying that for three years, but suddenly because of the by-election
Dr Lawrence sees that there are votes to be lost.

Hon TOM HELM: If it is true that Hon Phillip Pendal has been saying that for three years I
stand accused of not listening to him, and I am guilty of that. Equally I accuse Hon Phillip
Pendal of not listening to me, because two or three minutes ago I said exactly that. I agree
with what he is saying.

Hon P.G. Pendal: Good! The member is one of the few honest ones on that side of the
Chamber.

Hon TOM HELM: If our society says that all we need do is lock up young people in order to
put a stop to their criminal activities, our society is wrong. Young people come back again
and again from Longmore to Port Hedland and commnit the same offences. Of course,
society has the right to argue that some action should be taken, but surely society has the
responsibility to ensure that the rehabilitation of young people becomes a priority. That is
what Premier Lawrence has alluded to. The Premier says that we should not imprison first
offenders. if people are to be taken out of society as a result of criminal activities, the
opportunity should be taken to educate them and return them to society as responsible
citizens.

I was horrified when I observed the sleeping quarters at Longmore. Young people in
Longmore sleep in solitary confinement. The cells contain a bunk, a stainless steel toilet and
a small sink; the door has a peep hole. Remote control television cameras are in the
hallways. Each block contains 40 young people, and during the night people can be heard
turning over on their mattresses. No sound goes unnoticed and the lights are on 24 hours a
day. This place ranks as one of the worst institutions I have ever seen. This is where we
send young people, and they will certainly be different people when they are released. But
they will not necessarily be better people. They will be different because the conditions at
Longmore are virtually inhumane. The accommodation is solitary, without peace and
without privacy. Posters on the wall are regarded as a reward. This is what we do to young
people. Na-one should be surprised that the inmates return to society as different people,
because that institution proves to young people that they are different.

As a society, we are not addressing the rehabilitation issue. We have nor moved one step
closer to encouraging young people to think that a decent place awaits them in society.
Whether they break the law or not, we do nor encourage them to think they can play a useful
role. The Premier has commented that different ways are available to take some positive
steps. We can do things better, and we can learn. Perhaps Hon Phillip Pendal will support
that kind of initiative - if he has been saying for three years that different action needs to be
taken. Let us hear from Hon Phillip Pendal about the different things he would put in place.

Hon Fred McKenzie: Don't hold your breath.
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Hon TOM HELM: It is worthwhile now to comment upon and be happy about the
togetherness of the National Party and the Liberal Party recently. We not only read of this in
the Press, and hear about their lay parties talking about amalgamation, but also we see their
members together in the dining room. We think it is great. It is a positive move. If we do
not have policies which need debate in this place, if the issues regarding otur State are not
raised for debate, maybe this new togetherness will help. Maybe the new conservative
parties, the melding of the two groups, will bring about some positive debate. Perhaps we
will be faced with something which we can get our teeth into.

During my remaining few minutes -

Hon N.E. Moore: You do not have to feel you should use them all.

Hon TOM HELM: I have one more matter to address. I am very interested in Hon Phillip
Pendal's comments about Hong Kong and China. I am not being facetious. I am serious
about these matters, and maybe some other time we can debate them. Having been born in
Liverpool in England -

Hon P.G. Pendal: We would never have known!

Hon TOM HELM: I know I have a Hedland accent now. Having been born in a
predominantly Irish Catholic population, I wonder whether the arguments used in regard to
Hong Kong's handover to China should be used in the context of Northern Ireland and
Britain. Referendums were mentioned. The first idea regarding the Northern Ireland issue
came to my head with the breakaway of the Baltic nations in Europe and Russia's grip on
those nations being loosened. I am not saying that is the way to go, and I am not offering
any solutions. However, I wonder whether we cannot apply the same criteria. I have not
seen any Press reports that have brought this matter to my mind, and I have not undertaken
any research on the topic. The issue sprang to mind tonight. Hon Phillip Pendal stated that
in 1984 a referendumn said one thing, and that this year another referendum stated something
different. I am not aware of any referendum having taken place in Northern Ireland to see
what the majority of the population wants to do. I am not sure what is best for that nation or
whether those people would agree to the results of a referendum. If a majority of Catholics
want to enter the Irish Free State or Ekre -

Hon Peter Foss: Basically, the people want to be either attached to England or independent
from Ekre.

Hon TOM HELM: The minority may get upset about that. As I say, I do not know whether
referendums have taken place. I have not seen any English Press reports stating a push is on
either from a vocal minority or the majority for uiffication with Ekre - or to leave matters as
they are, or a mixture, or a separate nation.
I wonder how relevant the Hong Kong economy is to our situation, and what role it plays,
remembering that the lease agreement runs out in 1997. Does the way Hong Kong produces
exports and the way it is to become part of the economy of mainland China - whose export
ability is very limited - affect Australia? Australia should accept what has happened in Hong
Kong, Taiwan, Japan and all the South East Asian nations, and lean the lesson provided by
those countries. Australia should accept that mainland China cannot afford to have Britain
renege on the lease agreement, because Hong Kong has the ability to provide exports and
foreign currency which mainland China needs to become part of the world economy.
Mainland China will then be able to export some of its resources. At the very least China
represents a major market not only for the established industrial nations such as Japan.
America and Taiwan but also for Australia. Mainland China, with its huge population, must
be a major trading partner for Australia, as long as Australia can provide the downstream
value added products required. China is a nation entering the twenty-first century with
limited resources because vast tracts of that country have not been explored. We need to
take into account these economic problems.

Perhaps we are being hypocritical. I was interested by what Hon Phil Pendal said about the
members of the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association not playing a role. I wonder
whether we have been encouraged not to play a role, not from a model point of view, but
from an economic point of view.

I support the motion.
A7S47 1-2
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HON BOB THOMAS (South West) [9.10 pmj: I endorse the comments to a joint sitting
of the Parliament by His Excellency, the Governor, outlining the Government's legislative
program for this year. The Government has a good grasp of the changes which are occurring
in society and is fully aware of the issues that need to be addressed through legislative action.
I especially support the move towards more openness and accountability in Government. For
that reason, I support the introduction of the Freedom of Information Bill, the Disclosure of
Political Donations Bill and the Members of Parliament (Pecuniary Interests) Bill. I am also
pleased to see that the Government has taken the bit between its teeth and is doing something
positive about the important issue of energy conservation. The formation of the Renewable
Energy Advisory Council and the Energy Conservation Coordinating Committee will lay the
groundwork for a planned approach to this important issue.
The Government's intention to amend the Soil and Land Conservation Act as well as the
Fertilizers Act will be welcomed by many of my rural constituents. Although I have no
expertise or knowledge of these matters, I will take a keen interest in these Bills so that I can
become more aware of the issues which are important to my rural constituents.
I commend the Government's broad ranging, responsible legislative program for this year.
There are, however, some issues which I think are important and which I want to address this
evening. However, before I do that, I extend sincere congratulations to the three members of
this House who were recently appointed Parliamientary Secretaries. Hon John Halden,
Hon Tom Stephens and Hon Mark Nevill have shown that they have a capacity for hard work
and an ability to operate at a level higher than that required of a backbencher. They will
perform particularly well in those positions. The positions will eventually become more
important within this House as far as Labor Government legislation is concerned. I have no
experience of a conservative Government's holding power in this Parliament and, therefore,
am unable to comment on how Parliamentary Secretaries might be used in that case.
However, I hope that I never become qualified to know that.

Hon P.C. Pendal: You will.

Hon Fred McKenzie: They have been saying that for a long time. Don't take any notice.

Hon BOB THOMAS: I take their point.
The appointment of the three men will help them to develop their parliamentary experience
and a level of competence which will allow one of them to take over as a Minister from the
Attorney General, Hon Joe Berinson, when he retires at the 1993 elections.
I said earlier that there are other issues not included in His Excellency's speech to which I
wish to refer tonight. The first is the United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child.
There has been a small campaign in some towns in my electorate opposing the convention.
Sorne false and misleading claims have been made about the convention, the most bizarre of
which is that it will undermine families and take away parental rights. For some reason, the
opponents of this convention believe that once it is ratified it will override State and Federal
laws and become a domestic law. I reassure my constituents and anyone else who is
interested in this issue that it will not override the Australian Constitution. It is merely an
international agreement which lays down a set of principles for which all Governments
should strive to ensure they provide the best environment in which children can grow.

Hon N.F. Moore: A bit like world heritage legislation.

Hon BOB THOMAS: I do not see the comparison.

Hon N.F. Moore: The comparison is that the Federal Government legislation is based upon a
treaty.

Hon BOB THOMAS: Once Australia ratifies the convention, it is signalling to the rest of the
world that it is prepared and willing to ensure that the principles contained in that convention
are espoused i n Australia's laws; that is, we are saying to the rest of the world, "Do as we do,
not as we say.

Andrew Peacock, the then Leader of the Federal Opposition, made that quite clear when
answering a question on ABC talkback radio on 7 March in a program called 'Offspring'.
He stated quite categorically that the convention would not override Australia's Constitution
when answering a question from "John' from Albany. Mr Peacock is Australia's longest
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serving Foreign Affairs Minister and therefore has some expertise in this area. Mr Peacock
made it clear also that the coalition supported the convention - in his own words - because it
aimed to scamp out those things which were abhorrent, such as slavery and the prostitution of
children. [ was particularly pleased to hear the support from the coalition for this convention
because it showed there is broad non-party political support for it. The movement to ensure
that children had a special status in our society began in the 1800s, when the Christian
church and other religious charities started the movement to provide that status.

Lord Ashley, the Earl of Sbaftsbury, is well known for his work in this area, as are Rousseau
and Charles Dickens. That movement has continued to evolve this century and recent
progress includes the 1959 Declaration on the Rights of the Child, the 1979 Year of the Child
and the 1989 adoption by the United Nations of the Convention on the Rights of the Child.
That convention has received enormous support from all over the world, including its
endorsement by Margaret Thatcher, the Conservative Prime Minister of Great Britain, and
George Bush, the Republican President of America. It has been endorsed also by all
49 members of the Commonwealth of Nations.

Other institutions which have supported the convention include UNICEF Australia; the
Federation of Ethnic Community Councils of Australia; the Australian Early Childhood
Association; the National Association for the Prevention of Child Abuse and Neglect; Foster
Parents Plan of Australia; the National Council on Intellectual Disabilities; the Australian
Council of Social Services, ACOSS; the Australian Council of Overseas Aid; the Secretariat
for National Aboriginal and Islander Child Care; the Youth Affairs Council of Australia; the
Australian Council of State School Council Organisations; the United Nations Organisation
of Australia; the Save the Children Fund; the Defence of Children International; and the
International Commnission of Jurists.

However, I think the most significant support has come from the churches, including the
Vatican, the Anglican Church and the Brotherhood of St Lawrence, the Uniting Church -

Hon George Cash: The Uniting Church?

Hon Bob Thomas: Excluding the Albany parish.

Hon George Cash: You are joking; only the Albany parish?
Hon BOB THOMAS: That is correct. I spoke to somebody from the assembly -

Hon George Cash: To the moderator?

Hon BOB THOMAS: I spoke to somebody in Sydney from the Assembly of the Uniting
Church -

Hon Kay Hailalian: The Uniting Church would support it.

Hon George Cash: He made a very broad statement about the Uniting Church.

Hon BOB THOMAS: Mr Cash asked me a question about the Uniting Church and I am
crying to answer it. I spoke to somebody in Sydney from the Uniting Church who told mue
that the church positively supports the convention and has produced a pamphlet. It will be
sending that pamphlet to all parishes in Australia to outline its reasons for the support.

Hon George Cash: Who was the person?

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon J.M. Brown): Order! Would the member please address
the Chair.

Hon BOB THOMAS: Yes. Others to support the convention include Quakers International;
The World Jewish Congress; and the Young Christian Movement of New South Wales.
None of these organisations is likely to support a convention which would overturn the rights
of parents or take away parental authority over their children. They certainly support
families. I turn to Mr Peacock's support for the convention and to the "Offspring" program I
referred to earlier. The commentator of the program put to Mr Peacock that he had reassured
people that the convention would support rather than undermine families. Mr Peacock
replied that he had, and he asked how people could oppose a convention that sought to
abolish slavery. He said that these abhorrent practices still occur and we tend to go on with
life oblivious of the human degradation in parts of the world in terns of prostitution, slavery
and misuse or abuse of children-
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I put to the House three contemporary examples of excesses against children in other
countries. On Thursday, 12 April an article appeared in The West Australian about an
Egyptian who tried to sell his son. The article stated -

Detectives posing as Arabs have arrested a man who tried to sell them his three-year-
old son for $9800.

Mohammed AI-Mahdi Isa wanted the money to buy a flat, a video recorder and
improve his family's standard of living,

The article continued -

Egypt's 55 million population is increasing at the rate of a million every eight
months. Unskilled workers earn an average of $26 a month.

Those who watch the GWN program "60 Minutes" will be aware of a couple of examples I
am about to relate. A program which appeared a few weeks ago dealt with China's one-child
policy. As China does not have a social security system, peasants need sons who can take
over their farms and provide for them in their old age. Therefore, in some parts of China the
Chinese peasants kill firstborn children if they are girls because under the one-child policy
parents will not be allowed to have a second, and perhaps male, child. It is alleged that when
women are on the delivery table a bucket full of water is placed alongside and if the firstborn
child is a girl she is drowned. In other parts of China people police this situation and,
according to the program, if a woman delivers a second or third child the doctor inserts a
needle into the child's brain and injects into it a chemical which kills the child. This is a
product of the one-child policy, and when Australia signs the convention it will be able to put
pressure on these countries to treat their children more humanely. My third example also
relates to a "60 Minutes" program last year which told of Arabs going to Pakistan and
purchasing .young boys to take back to the Middle East to be used as jockeys in camel races.
They promise the families of the young boys that the boys will be well looked after and they
compensate the families very well. During the camel races the boys are strapped to the
camels and apparently their shrieks of anguish spur the camels on to faster speeds. When the
camels fall over the young boys, who are strapped to the beasts, are maimed or killed.

When Australia signs this convention it will have the power to tell those countries which
allow these practices that it wants them to take more care of their children, and to provide for
and protect them as the people of Australia take care of their children. No reasonable person
could condone those sorts of activities. In the same way, they could not condone practices
which are just as abhorrent and which still occur, such as child slavery, child prostitution, the
torture of children, and child labour.

I now turn to the signing of the convention. Ratification of the convention will signal to the
rest of the world that Australia is willing to ensure that the principles contained in the
convention are espoused in its laws. The Commonwealth Government has consulted all
State Governments to ensure that those principles are contained in Australian law. Each
State has replied that its laws comply with the principles of this convention. No State law
will need to be changed once the convention is signed. The Commonwealth has no power to
introduce the convention into the Parliament and to make it part of Commonwealth law. It
cannot be put through the Commonwealth Parliament and no person can be called before the
courts and charged with breaking one of the articles in the convention.

I now address some of those arguments put by people opposed to the convention.' The main
concern is that the convention undermines the role of families. It is well documented that the
Labor Party has done everything in its power to provide for the role of the family in our
society. Evidence of that concern can be seen from the education allowance, the family
allowance of the Federal Labor Government, the move in last year's Budget to reduce motor
vehicle registration fees for family cars, and the Labor Party's policy of increasing child care
for families. The role of the family is discussed in paragraphs five and six of the preamble to
the convention, from which I quote -

Convinced that the family, as the fundamental group of society and the natural
environtment for the growth and well-being of all its members and particularly
children, should be afforded the necessary protection and assistance so that it can
fully assume its responsibilities within the community.

Recognizing that the child, for the full and harmonious development of his or her
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personality, should grow up in a family environment, in an atmosphere of happiness,
love and understanding.

Quite clearly, the convention states that a family environment is required for the proper
development of children. I cannot understand how anybody could suggest that the
convention will undermine the role of the family in our society.

Another argument presented in opposition is that the convention will take away the rights of
parents. Articles 5 and 29 refer to this aspect. Article 5 states -

States Panties shall respect the responsibilities, rights and duties of parents or, where
applicable, the members of the extended family or community as provided for by the
local custom, legal guardians or other persons legally responsible for the child, to
provide, in a manmer consistent with the evolving capacities of the child, appropriate
direction and guidance in the exercise by the child of the rights recognized in the
present Convention.

The key here is that the convention respects the rights and responsibilities of parents. It does
not take away the rights of parents, it states that they have a responsibility to provide
guidance and direction. Quite clearly, that does not undermine the rights of parents.

Article 29 goes further and states -

... States Parties agree that the education of the child shall be directed to:
(c) the development of respect for the child's parents,..

That does not undermine the rights of parents; it is saying that the child should have respect
for its parents, and I cannot understand how anybody could suggest that the convention will
undermine parental rights.

Another argument put forward is that the convention will take away the right to private
education. This matter is dealt with in article 28 which states -

States Parties recognize the right of the child to education, and with a view to
achieving this right progressively and on the basis of equal opportunity, they shall, in
particular:

(a) make primrnay education compulsory and available free to all;

That clearly states that every child has a right to primary education and any parent who wants
his child to have a private education will pay for the privilege. However, every child has the
right to a free primary education.
Hon P.O. Pendal: Do you not see the implication? That could mean taking away State aid to
independent schools.

Hon BOB THOMAS: No; I do not see that.

Hon P.G. Pendal: The convention recognises the child's right to education. You have
rightly drawn the distinction that that might mean the private education option is not funded
by the State.
Hon BOB THOMAS: That is not the case, because it is an international convention which
does not change either the State or the Federal laws of Australia, so how can it override State
funding for private schools?

Hon P.O. Pendal: I take your point, but our argument is why sign a treaty which runs counter
to -

Hon BOB THOMAS: The member has obviously not been listening to me, because I have
said we are not signing the convention to change our laws. We are saying that we accept the
principles in that convention and ask the rest of the world to do as we do, not as we say.

Hon P.G. Pendal: You said something to the effect that the convention then finds expression
in our laws.

Hon BOB THOMAS: I said we would show a willingness to ensure that the principles
contained in the convention are espoused in our laws. I cannot see how that will override
State or Federal laws. The Commonwealth Government has consulted the States and has
found that their laws already comply with those principles.
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A further argument which I have heard put in opposition to this convention is that it will take
away the right of parents to prevent a child from having access to pornography. That is dealt
with in articles 13 and 17(e). Article 13 says -

(1) 'The child shall have the right to freedom of expression; this right shall include
freedom to seek, receive and impart information and ideas of all kinds, regardless of
frontiers, either orally, in writing or in print, in the form of ant, or through any other
media of the child's choice.

That is qualified by the second paragraph, which says that -

(2) The exercise of this right may be subject to certain restrictions, but these shall
only be such as are provided by law and are necessary,

(a) for respect of the rights of reputations of others; or

(b) for the protection of national Security or of public order (ordre public), or of
public health or morals.

So there is clearly a law against children under the age of 18 having access to pornographic
material, and any parents who do not take appropriate steps to prevent their children from
having- access to that material are not meeting their responsibilities as parents. The
convention states clearly that parents have a responsibility to ensure that children have
protection on moral grounds.

Article 17 talks about the mass media's responsibilities. It says the mass media needs to -

(e) Encourage the development of appropriate guidelines for the protection of the
child from information and material injurious to his or her well-being bearing in mind
the provisions of articles 13 and 18.

So even the mass media have a responsibility to ensure that children do not have access to
pornography. I reject any argument that the convention would give children access to
pornography and that it would prevent parents from stopping their children from having
access to pornography.

I welcome people raking an interest in this issue because it shows they have taken their
parental rights responsibly. That is a good thing, but it would be wrong for someone to try to
exploit that genuine concern and genuine interest for either a cheap political purpose or as a
vendetta against the Department for Community Services or the Human Rights Commission.

I turn now to the issue of the Great Southemn Housing Collective Incorporated. Members
may recall that on 6 December last year Mrs Patterson spoke to the House about some of her
concerns about the collective. The Great Southern Housing Collective comprises a group of
people based in Denmark who have formed a collective and incorporated themselves so that
they could apply for a grant under the local government and community housing program.
Last year they were funded to the tune of $123 000 to buy a block on the corner of Scotsdale
and Howe Roads, about five kilometres from the town of Denmark. Having purchased that
block, they have undertaken a process of developing the land to build 10 units of
accommodation under a commercial loan which has been guaranteed by Homeswest. To do
this, they have applied for rezoning of that block by the Denmark Shire Council from rural to
multiple occupancy. Their intention was to borrow 60 per cent of the cost of building those
10 units of accommodation. The shortfall between the cost of meeting the payments on that
loan and the rent collected from collective members would have been picked up by
Homeswest. and would probably have been to the tune of $56 000 per year. or $5 600 per
unit. Mrs Patterson told the House last year about many of her concerns about that
collective.

Hon Torn Stephens: Were they justified?
Hon BOB THOMAS: Two of her concerns were that the collective would be building on
rural land and that Homeswest would, therefore, be subsidising a lifestyle. I agree with
Mrs Patterson's reasons for objecting to this housing collective being funded. I amn on record
as having said in the Great Southern Voice in Albany that Homeswest or safety-net housing
funds should not be used to subsidise a lifestyle accommnodation development on that
particular block. It would be more appropriate that the development take place within the
town boundaries of Denmark because towns are there to provide for higher density living.
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There were same areas of concern about which I disagreed with Mrs Patterson, and I would
like to put a different perspective on those concerns. I want to allay any fears that
Mrs Patterson might have that I am going to tip a bucket on her. I am not.
Hon W.N. Stretch: She will be relieved to hear that.

Mr THOMAS: It is a fairly emotional issue in Denmark, and I do not think that by inflaming
the situation I will achieve anything constructive.
Mrs Patterson said to the House on 6 December 1989, on page 6068 of Hansard, that -

At least one protester has been threatened with legal action and others opposed to the
development have been subjected to incredible harassment. A constituent of mine,
Mr Dick Walker, was so incensed by this scheme that he organised a petition in the
area. It was not long before he received a letter from the collective's solicitors - a
firm in Perth - analysing the petition in some detail and ending up by demanding its
withdrawal and a public apology under threat of being sued for defamation.

I do not want to make any value judgments about that petition or the remarks made by
Mrs Patterson but I would like to read to the House the petition that was circulated by
Mr Walker. It says -

We the undersigned wish to petition concerned people about the proposed housing
collective (commune) on Howe Road, Denmark.

Please accept our concern and dismay for the bureaucrats who contemplate placing
this type of 'taxpayer financed scheme' in the middle of a rural area.

The inexperience behind this proposal can be categorised by the following points:

I1. Why should the taxpayer subsidise these people any more than we already are
i.e. Unemployment Benefits, Medical, Electricity etc? These people have
probably never, and are unlikely to in the future, contribute to the national
wealth.

2. As far as we know, none of these people are ratepayers and yet their demands
on shire funds will be high, because of their inability to help themselves.

3. For some of them, their financial predicament is of their own making.

4. One or two of the adjoining farms will be using safe sprays etc., are these
people who have come out of suburbs going to try and change that? We must
remember we are talking about a rural zone not suburbia.

5. The property concerned is in the water catchment area of Denmark's
Scotsdale Creek - 15 septic systems, no deep sewage! Application for
purchase of the adjoining land was rejected by the Land Management
Authority on grounds that it was water catchment.

6. The proposal is for, at the present, 15 taxpayer funded houses - 4 people per
house=60 people at the minimumn - who knows how many more, could be up
to 120! Will building bylaws be enforced? How many extras will be added?

7. Their lifestyle is different from ours, why should the Government settle them
in a rural area? Farmers are trying to generate a taxpayers dollar, why
compromise our position with them, particularly in a rural zoning?

8. Dogs - they have promised no dogs. Two or three adjoining fanner have
sheep, is the Shire, State or Federal Governments going to guarantee
compensation?

9. Unethical and sneaky way of drawing more taxpayers dollars - why has it not
been advertised or opinions asked for?

10. Ongoing support for these types of people - our dollar won't stop now!

Hon George Cash: Who wrote that?

Hon BOB THOMAS: Mr Walker circulated that petition.

Hon George Cash: Do you agree with any of it?
Hon BOB THOMAS: No, I do not. I believe Mr Walker had the right to petition residents
who might have been concerned about this.
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Hon George Cash: But do you not agree with anything chat is written in that statement, or
some of it?
Hon BOB THOMAS: No, I do not. Mr Walker had the right to petition those people who
might have been concerned about this project, and I certainly would not like to see him
denied that right. However, I believe the people of the collective had the right to seek a legal
opinion and test whether it was within the bounds of libel or defamation.

Hon George Cash: Do you support the collective?

Hon BOB THOMAS: Yes, I do. Mr Cash was not here when I said that a couple of minutes
ago. Just for Mr Cash's edification, I said I supported the collective so long as it was within
the town boundaries of Dernark.

Hon George Cash: That is qualified support.

Hon BOB THOMAS: I believe Mrs Patterson gave that support too.

The PRESIDENT: Order! I wish to make two points to Hon Bob Thomas. Firstly, I would
prefer him not to enter into conversations with other members, because he should be
addressing the Chair. Secondly, and more importantly, if he is referring to someone in this
Chamber he should refer to him by his correct title. When he speaks in this Chamber of
Mrs Patterson he should call her Hon Muriel Patterson, and he should refer also to
Hon George Cash rather than Mr Cash. I mention that requirement only because he is
relatively new in this place.

Hon BOB THOMAS: Thank you for your advice, Mr President. I believe the members of
the collective had the right to test the legal status of that petition and they did so through their
lawyers, R. Carton Smith and Co. Mr Garton Smith wrote to Mr Walker and analysed the
petition. The penultimate paragraph of his letter to Mr Walker read -

Our client demands the withdrawal of the petition and a public retraction of and
apology for the false and misleading statements that it contains within seven days of
the date of this letter. We also ask for damages to be paid equivalent to the legal
costs incurred by our client as a result of your petition.

I felt that was fairly conciliatory - the collective was not going to take defamation action but
was merely asking for its legal costs to be repaid. I cannot see that that was provocative in
any way, and Mr Walker certainly did not because on 9 August in the Denmark Bulletin he
wrote this apology -

In May of [989 1 circulated in the Denmark area a Petition opposing the
establishment of a rental housing cooperative on Howe Road.

It has been brought to my attention that the petition contained incorrect statements
and may have caused erroneous inferences to be drawn regarding the members of the
cooperative and the cooperative itself. I have now been informed and accept that:

1. Members of the cooperative are already ratepayers and/or taxpayers

2. Members of the cooperative have consulted openly and extensively with the
State and Local Government bodies

3. The proposal is for only 10 houses, housing a maximum of 40 people, and

4. Under current arrangements of the Local Government and Community
Housing Program, most of the funding for the proposed development will
come from private sector lending institutions, which funding will be
government guaranteed.

I hereby withdraw and apologise unreservedly to the members of the cooperative for
any statement or implication to the contrary.
Any implication that the members of the cooperative would not abide by the law was
never intended and if it was made I hereby withdraw it and apologize unreservedly.

(Signed)
R.T. Waler....

Mrs Patterson also told the House -
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Opposition members: Who?
Hon BOB THOMAS: I am sorry, I stand corrected. I meant to refer to H-on Muriel
Patterson. I plead that I am a very junior member of this House.

H-on Kay Hallahan: There is no need to plead any such thing. You are doing extremely well.
It is very impressive.

Hon BOB THOMAS: Hon Muriel Patterson also expressed concern to this House that the
property was on the Scotsdale Brook water catchment, and her remarks to this effect are that
the letter from the solicitors, R. Carton Smith and Co -

I..acknowledges that part of the property is in the Scotsdale water catchment area
and goes on to say that, "our client wil comply with the Water Authority of Western
Australia's requirement that no effluent will be discharged into the catchmnent area'.
I would like to know how the collective will accomplish this feat.

The member went on to say -

Where will the effluent and septic tank seepage go when a creek runs through this
land which in tumrnunns into the Scotsdale River and into the Denmark Inlet?

Hon George Cash: That is a pretty reasonable sort of a question, wouldn't you think?

Hon BOB THOMAS: That is correct. I have spoken to members of the collective and they
assure me that their plans, as put to the Water Authority, were that they would pipe the
effluent away from that housing development to a point below the pumping station in the
catchment area and the effluent and other waste waters would be discharged into the soil and
would then seep into the creek below the pumping station. The operative issue here is that it
was feared the effluent from that housing development would run off into the catchmnent area
at Scotsdale Brook, which is used for water for the town of Denmark. The collective made it
quite clear at every stage during its applicatidn and at public meetings and so on that it would
comply with the community's request that the effluent and other waste waters be piped away
from the catchment area. In fact, the collective did fence off a part of that block which was
in the catchment area of that creek to prevent stock grazing down to the creek and thereby
contributing to the pollution of that creek by their excrement. Therefore I believe
Hon Muriel Patterson's fears on that issue are unfounded.

Hon Muriel Patterson: What does the shire say about this?

Hon BOB THOMAS: Is the member talking about the referendum?

Hon Muriel Patterson: I am talking about the shire's reference to this catchment area.

Hon George Cash: You have only 23 more minutes in which to make a couple of points. I
do not understand what you are talking about.
Hon Kay Hallahan: You are not listening, that is your problem, Mr Cash.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon BOB THOMAS: Hon Muriel Patterson also opposed the collective because of what she
called a campaign of intimidation. She mentioned to this House some of those things that
were happening in that campaign, as follows -

One fanner who objected to the scheme was asked if he would like to see a fire
through his property next summer. Another man was asked "How is your wife's
health" in a manner that could only be described as threatening ... A
woman- .. received three anonymous phone calls asking whether her husband was
home. On three occasions he was home and the caller hung up. On the fourth call
when her husband was absent she was told to back off or she could be pack
raped. ... and theme were other minor threats.

I question whether these things should have been brought to this House or taken to the
police. I believe they should have been investigated by the police in Denmark and, if the
person responsible for that campaign against those people had been apprehended, he or she
should have been dealt with as severely as possible through the courts. I do not believe it
should have been mentioned in this House. I certainly do not believe we should talk about
those sorts of things here, because it appeared to me that Hon Muriel Patterson was implying
that members of the collective were behind that campaign.
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Hon Muriel Patterson: I was representing my constituents.

Several members interjected.

Hon BOB THOMAS: Members of the Great Southern Housing Collective heard of the
inference that they were responsible for the campaign of intimidation. I know these people; I
know them to be intelligent, articulate people who will take recourse to law and any other
form of appeal to get their way. These people are very assertive and they will pursue what
they see as their right through law and the appeal system, not through a campaign of
intimidation. I reject the notion that members of the collective could have been involved in a
campaign of intimidation.

Hon Muriel Patterson was opposed to the collective because some of its member's already
owned properties. I was also concerned about that point. I thought it was unfair that anyone
who already owned a property should have the right to qualify for tenancy of a collective
unit. Rather than bring the matter to Parliament, I raised the matter with the then Minister
for Housing, Pamn Beggs. I expressed my concern to her. I asked that the eligibility criteria
be changed to overcome this loophole.

Another matter touched on related to Sharon McGuinness. Hon Muriel Patterson stated -

Sharon McGuinness, now called Shanti Rainee, when expecting to become the
principal of the Rajneesh school at Pembernon had received a grant ...

Sharon McGuinness is not the Shanti Rainee that the member spoke about. I know Sharon
McGuinness very well. She has never been a member of the orange cult. She has always
been a fine, upstanding member of our community. Sharon is a supporting parent and has a
child who suffers from epilepsy. When she lived in another town a fair way from Denmark
she received a supporting parent's benefit. However, she endeavoured to provide for herself
and not to be welfare dependent. Sharon commenced a small second-hand clothing business
and worked at the business for three months, making $1.3. She did not complain about that
small income because she was trying to be independent. At the same time, Sharon
McGuinness advertised that she was a masseur, that she was available for massage work for
people who had injuries or back problems. This was an attempt to provide for herself, but
members of the community phoned her and accused her of being a prostitute. This is a
woman who has tried to do something for herself and has suffered criticism for doing so.
Hon Muriel Patterson should not have raised that matter in this place.

The Gre-at Southern Housing Collective has come to an arrangement to swap its land with
land belonging to a resident in Denmark. The arrangement involves a block in Campbell
Road. Council approval will be sought to build 10 units within the town boundaries. A
Howe Road block will be swapped for the Campbell Road block resulting in a good
development for Denmark which has traditionally had one or two units of Homeswest
accommodation built per year. There is a long waiting list for accommodation in Denmark
so this is an opportunity for Denmark to acquire 10 units of accommodation as opposed to
maybe one or two units of conventional accommodation each year through I-omeswest. I
sincerely hope that funding will be provided for this development.

Hon George Cash: Hon Muriel Patterson's speech has had a great affect on the member. He
has spent about an hour discussing it.

Hon BOB THOMAS: I rum now to an issue which was not addressed in the Govemnor's
Speech; that is, the promise by the Premier on Monday to outlaw age discrimination through
compulsory retirement. The article in The West Australian on 14 May reads -

"People will be more ready to re-employ the 40-year-old and re-train the 45-year-old
knowing that he or she could stay beyond the compulsory retirement age," she said.

"At the moment the disincentive is precisely that they think 'oh well, they will be
gone at 60 so why should we spend money or effort on their retraining or employing
them in the first place'."

I agree with the comments of the Premier because during my seven years as an officer with
the Commonwealth Employment Service I became acutely aware of the problems facing the
older unemployed. Much of my time was spent dealing with the disadvantaged groups in
society - Aboxiginals, migrants, women returning to the work force, the long term
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unemployed and the disabled. I found another important category was the over 45 year aids,
especially people who had been long term unemployed. I found that group had a lot to offer
society. They had a more mature outlook than most younger workers; their personal lives
had been sorted out and they tended to take less time off work than younger workers. They
were better off financially; they were more secure. These people were not on the promotion
roundabout to increase their standard of living. They were much more stable employees for
the employers to take on. Studies have shown that older people take less time off due to
sickness partly because older workers do not try to use physical strength to accomplish a
task - they work in a smarter way which results in fewer injuries and accidents. This is
economically good because older people are more productive. Older workers tend to have
more experience and, therefore, are able to contribute mare in the workplace. Younger
employees are still learning the ropes and do not have that range of work experience or
indeed life experience to make them as productive as older members of society - such as
those in this House. I am not deliberately looking at Hon Max Evans, but I see him nodding
his head. Older workers tend to take their jobs more seriously.
Hon Tom Helm: Except for Opposition members.

Hon BOB THOMAS: I will rephrase that: Older members tend to take more responsibility
on the job than younger workers, and they contribute more.

Hon Max Evans: I agree.

Hon BOB THOMAS: Older people are more productive members of the work force. The
Premier is on the right track in announcing those initiatives arn Monday.

Returning to the Governor's Speech, in which he outlined the Government's legislative
program for the coming year, [ note with interest that the Government advised that it was in
the process of reforming the Supply management process to State Government departments.
I see benefits coming to country towns, business in those towns, and the work force generally
if the Government makes the reforms as broad ranging as I would like. The reform should
go all the way to enable country offices of Government departments to take responsibility for
their own purchasing functions and they should be allowed to purchase items of stationery
and smaller items of equipment from local suppliers. That would be cheaper than the bulk
purchasing practices in Perth.

I have worked in Government departments in the country and have seen the sorts of
stationery and small items of equipment that Government departments in country towns
keep. In some cases, they are holding up to four or five months supply of some stationery.
Recently, I was in the ABC budlding in Albany, a Commonwealth instrumentality. The
storeroom was open and I noticed there were 120 biros for only six people. I do not believe
that sort of stock is required by small offices in the country. If local officers were given the
responsibility to purchase from local suppliers, it would be cheaper in the long run. That
would provide enormous benefits for businesses in country towns and also benefits for those
of us who believe that the best thing for country towns is to keep our young people there and
not to export our best crop of youth to the metropolitan area where there are jobs and training
opportunfities. They should be encouraged to stay at home in country towns.

Albany is one of those towns which would benefit from a revamping of the purchasing
arrangements for country towns, as would Bunbury, Kalgoorlie, Geraldton, Derby and Port
Hedland. These centres have large public sector work forces and I am sure that hundreds of
thousands of dollars worth of stock in stationery and other items is being held in stores.
Purchasing officers should devolve that responsibility to country officers and allow them to
buy on an as-needs basis.

I support the motion.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Reg Davies.

MOTION - SMITH, MR ROBERT
Telephone Tapping Evidence. Select Committee - Attorney General's Consideration

Debate resumed from 10 May.

HON J.M. BERINSON (North Metropolitan - Attorney General) [10.03 pm]: Briefly, I
propose supporting the motion. That will involve making the inquiries that Hon Norman
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Moore proposes. All I need indicate in reference to paragraph (iii) of the motion is that,
although it talks about the Attorney General being directed in terms of "section 15 of the
Parliamentary Privileges Act 1891 to prosecute Smith accordingly", the procedures will
really involve my calling on the usual prosecuting authorities to do so.

Paragraph (iii) would only be activated if the inquiries requested in paragraphs (i) and (ii)
lead to that being necessary. That is self-evident, but I think I should state it explicitly.

Question put and passed.

ACTS AMENDMENT (CONTRIBUTIONS TO LEGAL AID FUNDING) BILL

Second Reading
HON J.M. BERINSON (North Metropolitan - Attorney General) [LOO.0 pm]: I move -

That the Bil be now read a second time.

This Bill proposes to amend both the Law Society Public Purposes Trust Act 1985 and the
Legal Contribution Trust Act 1967. The first purpose of the amendments is to increase the
funds available from the public purposes trust to fund legal aid. The second purpose is to
increase the money available from lawyers' trust accounts to build up reserves in the
solicitors' guarantee fund. This fund has been established to meet any defalcations by legal
practitioners.

I refer, first, to the Law Society Public Purposes Trust Act. Members may be aware that the
Law Society receives from banks the interest on lawyers' trust accounts which do not form
part of the statutory deposits uinder the Legal Contribution Trust Act. Allocations from the
Law Society public purposes trust are determined by the trustees, subject to the approval of
the Attorney General, in accordance with objects which are specified in the trust deed.
Those objects are legal education, dissemination to the community of information relating to
the law, and improvement in the community's access to the law. With regard to the
provision of legal aid, the trust deed expressly directs that not more than three-tenths of the
trust's expenditure in a financial year be directed to the provision of legal aid. Since its
inception, the public purposes trust has provided grants for legal aid purposes to
organisations such as the Citizens Advice Bureau of WA, the Sussex Community Legal
Service and the Youth Legal Service, as well as to the Legal Aid Commission. As a result of
the new Commonwealth-State funding arrangements for legal aid which started in July 1989,
a greater amount is required from the public purposes trust fund to assist the operation of the
Legal Aid Commission. The Bill, therefore, proposes that, as from I July 1989, 60 per cent
of income received by the trust fund from banks, which represents interest on legal
practitioners' trust accounts not subject to the provisions of the Legal Contribution Trust Act,
should be paid by the fund's trustee to the Legal Aid Commission. The remaining
40 per cent, together with income received from the investment of the trust's reserves, will
continue to be distributed in accordance with the trust deed.

The second part of the Bill amends the Legal Contribution Trust Act. Experience with
defalcations by legal practitioners in both Western Australia and other States suggests that
the present reserves of the solicitors' guarantee fund are inadequate. For example, the
present reserve in this State is $1 million, whereas in South Australia, which has a similar
population to Western Australia, the reserve is more than $7 million. This is calculated on
the basis of $5 000 per lawyer in South Australia. At the request of the Law Society, I have,
therefore, moved to substantially increase the amount authorised to be kept as reserve. This
will allow the reserve to be increased to $1.5 million by 30 June 1990, and to $5 million as
soon as possible after that date.

To help ensure that the reserve target can be met, this Bill proposes to reduce from $2 000 to
$500 the minimum balance which practitioners must have in a trust account before they are
required to lodge moneys with the solicitors' guarantee fund. At present, any practitioner
whose account falls below a minimum balance of $2 000 during any financial year is not
required to lodge any moneys with that fund.

The Bill will also reduce from one year to six months the period which is used to determine
that minimum balance. This will ensure that the practitioners' contributions to the fund more
accurately reflect the usual state of their trust accounts. Until now, about one-third of
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Western Australian law firms have not been required to have statutory deposits uinder the
Act, because at some paint during each 12 month period their trust account balances were
low enough to excuse them from the provisions of the Act. The Bill also increases from
65 per cent to 70 per cent, or to such lesser percentage as is prescribed, the percentage of the
lowest balance in a practitioner's trust account which is required to be deposited with the
fund. In the short term the increased amounts available to the solicitors' guarantee fund will
be used to build up reserves. In the longer term, it is expected that funds available for Legal
Aid from this source will be increased.

The Hill also contains some other amendments to the Legal Contribution Trust Act.
Presently subsection 22(3)(b) permits the fund to pay interest to a claimant at the rate of five
per cent on the amount owed by a defaulting practitioner. The Hill will permit that interest
rare to be varied by regulation. Finaly, the Bill increases the penalties for a contravention of
the Act. The general penalty is increased from $100 to $500, and the daily penalty from
$5 to $25 a day. I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Margaret McAleer.

TELECOMMUNICATIONS (INTERCEPTION) (WESTERN AUSTRALIA) BILL
Second Reading

HON KAY HALLAHAN (East Metropolitan - Minister for Planning) [10.12 pm]: On
behalf of the Minister for Police, I move -

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The purpase of this Bill is to enable the Western Australia Police Force to be declared an
agency for the purposes of the Telecommunications Interception Act 1979 of the
Commonwealth. To enable the Bill to be given due consideration, it is perhaps important to
recap the events and history leading to the introduction of this legislation. The report of the
Stewart Royal Commission of Inquiry into Alleged Telephone Interceptions was tabled in the
Commonwealth Parliament on 30 April 1986. That report contained a number of
recommendations which would significantly extend existing powers to intercept
telecommunications. On 4 June 1986 the Commonwealth Government introduced the
Commonwealth Telecommunications (Interception) Amendment Bill. That Bill provided for
the extension of interception powers to the State and Territory Police Forces, the National
Crime Authority and the State Drug Commission of New South Wales. Upon the
introduction of' the Hill into the Commonwealth Parliament, it was referred to a special
Commonwealth Joint Parliamentary Select Committee on Telecommunications Interceptions.
That committee reported to the Commonwealth Parliament on 20 November 1986, and
recommended that a telecommunications interception agency be established within the
Australian Federal Police - AFP - which would then conduct interceptions on behalf of the
AEP, the National Crime Authority, the State Drug Commnission of New South Wales, and
the State and Territory Police Forces. The committee proposed that the Commonwealth
agency would be permitted to obtain, and pass on, information obtained pursuant to a
lawfully conducted interception, to other authorised agencies, once a warrant had been
obtained from a Federal court judge. For this purpose, each State or Territory Police Force,
or law enforcement body, would be offered lines for interception purposes on a cost recovery
basis from the Commonwealth.

On 30 April 1987 the Commonwealth, in adopting the recommendation of the committee,
introduced into the Federal Parliament a fresh Telecommunications (Interception)
Amendment Bill. This was assented to on 5 June 1987 and has since been proclaimed. The
Comrmonwealth legislation provides that any agency can obtain a warrant to conduct an
interception in the investigation of specified offences, including murder; kidnapping;
narcotics offences punishable under section 235 of the Customs Act; offences punishable by
life imprisonment; offences punishable by a maximum of seven years' imprisonment or more
which involve loss of life, serious personal injury, or serious risk of such loss or injury;
trafficking in narcotic drugs; serious fraud or loss to the revenue; and related offences such
as aiding and abetting or attempts to commuit any of these offences.

Before an agency of the State can become an agency of the Commnonwealth for the purposes
of telecommunications interceptions, the State is required to enact legislation making
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satisfactory provision for a range of matters, such as: The retention of certain records
relating to the obtaining, execution and revocation of warrants; the retention and destruction
of restricted records obtained by means of a lawful intercept; the submiission of reports
concerning the use made of the information and to whom the information has been
communicated; the regular inspection of the records of the agency by an independent body
and the submission of reports as to the result of such inspections; and the requirement that
the State Minister report to the Commonwealth Minister.

The Commonwealth Act requires that, in addition to the above, a State or Territory must
enter into an agreement to pay all expenses connected with the issue of warrants and to make
all payments to the commission and the Australian Federal Police in respect of the execution
of warrants and the establishment of the telecommunications interception division. Further,
an independent State authority must be appointed to monitor the agency's compliance with
the provisions of the Commonwealth Act. The Bill now before the House makes provision
for all those mailers which are required by the Commonwealth legislation to be included in
the State legislation. The Bill substantially reflects the relevant Commonwealth provisions
and the Commonwealth Attorney General's office has indicated that the Bill, as drafted, is
acceptable.

The concept of telephone tapping as an aid to investigation of serious offences is not new to
either the Government or the Opposition. In his media release of 3 April 1981, the then
Minister for Police, Mr Hassell, now member of the Opposition, stated that he fully
supported the action of Australian police commissioners who had decided at their conference
in Adelaide on 2 April 1981 to seek Federal legislation to give them a right to conduct
telephone tapping. In giving his support Mr Hassell stated "All that is being asked is for an
"1extension of this" - a reference to telecommunications interception powers - to State Police
Forces which have the primary responsibility for law enforcement'. He further said, "The
idea of telephone tapping is abhorrent to many people." However, he went on to say
'Unfortunately, criminals have changed with times, and do employ all available
technological means in pursuit of their illegal activities. It is absurd to imagine that we can
successfully combat crime in the community without the Police Force themselves having
access to all those instruments and weapons which are used by criminals." In presenting this
Bill, I am supporting those sentiments.

It is important when considering the extension of such powers to the investigators of crime,
particularly when resorting to the use of telephone interceptions, to balance the interest of the
community in having serious crime solved against the interest of individual members of the
commutnity with respect to the protection of their privacy. The Bill, which reflects the
Commonwealth legislation, represents the best balance which this Government believes can
be achieved between these competing interests, due to the numerous safeguards and
protections built into the scheme. The principal protection afforded to the community
generally is that no interception of telephones can lawfully mice place without the issue of a
warrant by a Federal court judge. Consequently, a Federal court judge has complete
discretion as to the issue of a warrant whenever an application for an intercept warrant is
sought by police.

Pursuant to the Bill, the judge is required to be satisfied that reasonable grounds exist to
suspect the commission of an offence, and that the information sought to be obtained under a
warrant is likely to assist in the investigation of that offence. The judge is also required to
have regard to the other methods of investigation which are available to police in place of
telephone intercepts. With offences other than murder, kidnapping and narcotics offences, a
judge is further required to have regard to "How much the privacy of any person or persons
would be likely to be interfered with by intercepting under a warrant, communications made
to or from a service .. "Similarly, these safeguards, an integral part of the Commonwealth
legislation, are incorporated in this Bill.

Further privacy safeguards incorporated into the legislation include: A maximum life of
90 days for a warrant; revocation of a warrant if the conditions under which it was issued
have not been complied with; information obtained from an intercept to be treated as
"1restricted information" which is to be destroyed when it is no longer required for the
investigation or prosecution of the particular offence; and a requirement on police to
maintain comprehensive records of all warrants issued.
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In addition, the Bill provides far the Parliamentary Commissioner to be the independent
authority for the State of Western Australia, Part 3 of the Bill, in particular clauses 9 to 19,
relate to the powers of the Parliamentary Commurissioner to inspect the records of the relevant
agencies, to conduct regular inspections of chose records and to report to the Attorney
General on those inspections, at a minimumn of twice annually. This Government is satisfied
that the role of inspecting officer should be performed by the Parliamentary Commissioner
because he is sufficiently independent to perform this function.

As all members of the House are aware, the information likely to be obtained as a result of
telecommunicat ions interceptions is generally of a highly confidential nature; consequently,
any unlawfu disclosure of the "restricted information" constitutes an offence under section
105 of the Commonwealth Act, or pursuant to clause 21 of the Bill, and provides a penalty
on indictment of $5 000 or imprisonment of two years, or on summary conviction of $1 000
or imprisonment for six months.

The remainder of the Bill sets out the functions and obligations of the Commissioner of
Police of the Western Australian Police Force in relation to the keeping of specified records
in connection with the conduct of telecommunications interceptions, and the reporting
requirements relating to the use made of the material obtained from interceptions to the
Attorney General. The Bill is fairly straightforward in that it simply establishes the basis on
which an approach can be made by this State to the Commonwealth Government, seeking the
declaration of the Western Australian Police Force as a agency of the Commonwealth for the
purpose of conducting telecommunications interceptions. An agreement between this State
and the Commonwealth in relation to the costs of this State's participation will be entered
into once the legislation is enacted.

The position of the Western Australian Government on law enforcement is perfectly clear.
This Government will ensure that the police in this State have adequate investigatory powers
to pursue criminals and to protect the community from the activities of these persons. This
Government's comnmitment to law and order is strong and this legislation reinforces that
commitment. In these times criminals have available to them the best technological
advances that money can buy in order to assist them to flout the law. The Western
Australian Government will not allow its enforcement agencies to be hampered in their
pursuit of criminals by their lack of access to such technology.

Since the proclamation of the Commonwealth Act the States of New South Wales, Victoria
and South Australia have enacted enabling legislation, and, with the exception of South
Australia, these States have conducted a number of successful investigations involving
interceptions. The ability to intercept telecommunications was seen by Mr Justice Stewart as
a fundamental aide to law enforcement, and the Western Australian Government supports his
view. This Bill is seen, therefore, as a reflection of the commitment of the Government to
the enforcement of law and order in this State.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon George Cash (Leader of the Opposition).

MOTION - STANDING COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENT AGENCIES

Reappointment

Debate resumed from 10 May.

HON N.F. MOORE (Mining and Pastoral) [ 10.24 pm];. There was a delay in agreeing to
this motion because it was thought there might be some complications caused by a motion of
which the Attorney General had given notice at the last sitting of the House. We are satisfied
that we should proceed now with the appointment of ths committee, and I ask the House to
agree to the motion.

HON J.M. BERINSON (North Metropolitan - 1.eadet of the House) [10.25 pmn]: I thank
the member for his comments. I confirm that I have agreed, in association with the
consideration of this item, to withdraw motion No 5 on the Notice Paper when it comes up
for consideration.

Question put and passed.



STATE PLANNING COMMISSION (AMENDMENTS AND VALIDATION) BILL
Order of the Day No 7 Discharged

On motion by Hon Kay Hallahan (Minister for Planning), resolved -

That Order of the Day No 7 be discharged from the Notice Paper.

GOVERNMENT AGREEMENTS AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
HON J.M. BERINSON (North Metropolitan - Minister for Resources) [10.26 pm]: I
move -

That the Bill be now read a second rime.

The purpose of this Bill is to amend the Government Agreements Act 1979. At the time the
Government Agreements Act was promulgated the Minister responsible for the
administration of resource development State agreements Acts was designated as the
Minister for Industrial Development. The Act contains two references to that ministerial
title. Since 1979 there have been a number of changes in the title of the Minister responsible
for administration of these agreements Acts. These changes have resulted in alterations to
the original designation by Order-in-Council under the provisions of the Alteration of
Statutory Designations Act. Continued resort to this procedure is, however, unsatisfactory
and the Crown Law Department was asked to examine options for achieving a continuity of
ministerial responsibility for the resource development State agreements Acts.

The Crown Law Department has advised that a long term solution to the problem is to amend
the Act so that it refers to "the Minister" without a specific tidle. This amendment will result
in "the Minister" meaning the Minister to whom the Government Agreements Act is
committed and it will follow that the Act applies to those agreements Acts which are the
responsibility of that Minister.

The Bill before the House serves to amend the principal Act by deleting the words "for
industrial development" where they appear in section 2 and section 4(3)(A) of that Act. The
amendments, although of a minor nature, will assist in the overall administration of the
resource development State agreement Acts to ensure that such agreements continue to faill
under the responsibility of "the Minister" designated to administer the Government
Agreements Act from time to time, notwithstanding the tidle he or she may carry.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Margaret McAleer.

LEDA RESERVE BILL
Second Reading

HION P.G. PENDAL (South Metropolitan) [10.28 pm]: I move -

That the Bill be now read a second time.

This Bill challenges the Government to implement its own "Environmental Charter for
Western Australia". That charter contains 10 principles, at least five of which are at stake in
this Bill. The Bill comes to Parliament as an expression of the view of many thousands of
people who feel betrayed by the Labor Government of this State. The betrayal arises from a
decision of the Government to develop for housing a huge reserve at Kwinana known as
Leda, or more particularly the ridge to the south and west of what is known as Sloan's
Reserve. No-one who has visited the area can doubt that this is a magnificent piece of
bushland, in its virgin state, which must remain forever as the environmental buffer zone that
successive Governments committed themselves to. If ever the people most intimately
involved need to see real evidence of an environmentally concerned Government, this is the
occasion. The people in the Rockingham-Kwinana region feel they exist today on an
environmental battlefield. On the one hand, the people in East Rockingham are faced with
continued industrial encroachment towards their homes, and fears over unacceptable levels
of sulphur dioxide. These people are not anti-industry, merely anti-"bad health". On the
other hand, the people of Kwinana are confronted with a situation where not the private
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sector but the Goverrnent is setting out to develop for housing what until now has been set
aside as a wilderness area and buffer zone. I frankly doubt thac any Government action
anywhere in Australia has in it so many elements of environmental vandalism. In the first
instance, the virgin bushland is in reality the lung of the region. It is also the home of a
strong and, I understand, an endangered colony of the black-gloved wallaby. The area also
contains important wetlands and limestone ridges.

In the time since the campaign got under way to stop the Government-sponsored
development of Leda, there has been a major turnaround in public and official opinion, at
least at the local level. Here I pay tribute to the early and continuing work of people Like my
colleague the member for Riverton, Graham Kierath, and a local resident, Mr Walter
Prockter. Even the Kwinana Town Council has altered its stance from one of support for the
State Govemnment's plans to one of opposition. Until that change of heart many local
people - a large proportion of them active ALP supporters - felt abandoned by the local
authority. They are now delighted with the Kwinana stance. These people have become
active supporters and advocates of this Bill and all it will achieve.

I mentioned at the outset that the Governiment has a chance to show its commitment to its
environimental charter; but there is more. It is ironic to learn, as we did from the Governor's
Speech, that the Government intends introducing legislation this session to "create a new
category of reserve to be known as a conservation park'. I now urge the Government -

indeed, I invite it - to make the Leda reserve the State's first conservation park. I would
happily withdraw this Bill in favour of the Government's being seen to be serious on the
matter of the new system. It is also noteworthy that the Government is on the verge of
legislating to address the problems that have arisen over the metropolitan region scheme and
the recent Supreme Court decision. If ever there was a case of a bad decision, it was when
the State Planning Commission decided to proceed with the change in the status of Leda by
way of a mtinor amendment. It was no such thing. Finally, the Government does not need to
develop the Leda land to accommodate housing.

Hon Kay Hallahan: None at all?

Hon P.O. PENDAL: There is ample land in the region, owned privately, and which was
cleared many years ago, which is equally suitable. The real motive is to subdivide the Leda
land because it is Government-owned and it will thus bring badly needed funds to the
Government's bare Treasury. That is no justification for despoiling a rare piece of earth.
Leda must be saved for future generations. This Bill will achieve that end and I urge all
Labor members to give it the support it deserves. I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Fred McKenzie.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE - ORDINARY

HON J.M. BERINSON (North Metropolitan - Leader of the House) (10.33 pmj: I move -

That the House do now adjourn.

Adjournment Debate - Pike Committee Re-establishment - "Berinson delays
Pike Probe" Report

Hon S.M. BERINSON: I will take only a few moments of the House's time to refer to an
article in tomorrow's The West Australian on page 6. It reminds me of those fantasies one
used to have about how good it would be to have Sunday morning's paper on Saturday
morning before the race results were known. Nonetheless, we are all aware of the
circumstances in which the early edition of The West Australian reaches us, and this allows
me to consider an item headed "Berinson delays Pike probe". This arises from the
circumstances earlier in the day, when I did not agree to the extension of the established one
hour limit for the consideration by the House of motions. That was not at all an exceptional
case. We have previously, on a number of occasions, insisted on the one hour limit being
respected and the reason for that is not, as Opposition members apparently went outside the
House to say, with a view to delaying the consideration of the particular matter under the
motion, but because of the time which has been spent on these sorts of procedures in the
early part of this session. I have always attempted to accommodate matters of this kind as far
as possible, but they led us on one occasion to continue with these formal matters until
10.00 o'clock, and the long and short of the result has been that we have made until today
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virtually no progress on the Address-in-Reply which, of course, rakes precedence. The
report in the newspaper is well balanced in that, after indicating that I did not agree to the
extension of the debating time today, it concludes with a very accurate statement that I said
that the committee should be re-established by the end of this week; that is, no later than
Thursday, I contrast that with the reported statement in this passage of the report -

The delay prompted Opposition MPs to say, outside the House, that the Government
did not want any more embarrassing revelations before the May 26 by-elections.

That is the first thing they said. That could not have been the Leader of the Opposition
because, as he would know, he and I discussed the timetable for tomorrow and Thursday and
I made it quite clear to the Leader of the Opposition over the dinner break that this motion -

Hon George Cash: No, not over the dinner break at all.

Hon J.M. BERINSON: When was it?

Hon George Cash: Several hours after the dinner break - many hours after.

Hon J.M. BERINSON: Certainly many hours before this report was printed.

Hon George Cash: Not at all.

Hon J.M. BERfNSON: What does Hon George Cash mean, "many hours"? It is only two
hours since the dinner break now. Anyway, we do niot have to get too pernickety. It might
have been 8.00 pmn instead of 7.30 pm, but in any event the long and short of it is that long
before tomorrow's edition of the newspaper came out tonight the Leader of the Opposition
discussed this matter with me and he knew very well that I had undertaken that if the matter
was not completed tomorrow it would certainly be completed by Thursday. So those Mi's of
course were wrong; but I think the second statement on which they are quoted also needs
some attention. That statement reads -

They also said the Government wanted to put the motion reconstituting the committee
to the bottom of the notice paper.

Hon Fred McKenzie: Who said that?

Hon J.M. BERINSON: I am sure the Leader of the Opposition did not say that, and I do not
know who on the Opposition side would own up to it because the truth of the matter is that
that is a statement which is not only wrong but also, like same other statements in recent
days, completely the reverse of the truth. The fact is that the procedures earlier today
ensured that the motion for the re-establishment of the Pike committee, far from going to the
bottom of the Notice Paper, was actually preserved at the very top of the Notice Paper. That
is the fact, and I am pleased to have your nod in confirmation, Mr President. I can only say
that this is another unfortunate example of some laxity with the truth, let alone accuracy on
these matters.

I conclude on this matter: Earlier today, in the substantive debate on that motion -

Hon D.J. Wordsworth: The Press is keeping you honest.

Hon P.G. Pendal: That is a full time job.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon J.M. BERINSON: In response to Hon D.J Wordsworth, I can say the Press reflects my
honesty since it accurately reports me in a way I only wish the Opposition would emulate.
We had debate earlier in the day about this commnittee and I naturally will not traverse that
ground again. One thing that has been said about it is that, accepting as we all do that
everything that happens in this Chamber is political and everything that happens on
committees is political, nonetheless there is a case, even in these political exercises, for
staying with their real objectives and doing the job properly as well as politically. The two
statements that I have quoted from and responded to in these few comments provide yet
another example of the way that sort of standard always seems to be lost when anything to do
with this committee arises.

HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Leader of the Opposition) [10.41 pm]: It is
important to put the other side of the story to that proposed by Hon Joe Berinson. This
afternoon, one hour after the business of the House had commenced, leave was sought to
continue discussion on the motion that was before the House; that is, the re-establishment of
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the Pike committee. All members on this side of the House voted in favour of leave being
granted; only one member on the Government side voted against it; that was Hon Joe
Berinson.
Hon J.M. Berinson: It was 1.
Hon GEORGE CASH: That had the effect of cutting off Hon Joe Berinson's own member,
Hon Fred McKenzie, and stopping him from putting his point to this argument.

Hon J.M. Berinson: He will have the opportunity first thing tomorrow.

Hon GEORGE CASH: Had Mr Berinson not been so anxious -

The PRESIDENT: Honourable Joe Berinson.

Hon GEORGE CASH: Had Hon Joe Berinson not been so anxious to terminate debate,
Hon Fred McKenzie could have made his comments and other members could have made
their comments; indeed, a vote could have been taken.

Hon Tom Stephens: When would we have had the second reading speeches?

Hon J.M. Berinson: Itris nearly the end of the third week, and we have only just reached the
first of the second reading speeches.
Hon GEORGE CASH: I did not want to point out the stupidity of Hon Tom Stephens, but
there is still 20 minutes to go tonight. It could have been organised. In fact, I left the House
and spoke to a senior journalist with The West Australian.
Hon J.M. Berinson: It was not you! I cannot believe that! Surely the member is taking the
blame for somebody else. He is being noble.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon GEORGE CASH: The Attorney General was attempting to delay debate and to delay
the re-establishment of the committee. We all know the reasons why. Those reasons are
clearly set out in the article tonight. It would be of interest to the House to know that later
on, some hours after I made the statement to The West Australian highlighting Hon J.M.
Berinson's actions, I met the Attorney General. No doubt realising he had been caught out in
respect of his earlier actions, he agreed after some discussion that the matter would either go
to the vote tomorrow -
Hon J.M. Berinson: The member is not being noble now.

Hon GEORGE CASH: - or at some stage on Thursday. It does not behove Hon Joe
Berinson to make the comments he did in respect of the article. The article properly reflects
the situation that occurred in this House this afternoon. The Attorney General does not bring
credit upon himself in attacking the journalist from The West Australian.
Hon J.M. Berinson: I did not.

Hon GEORGE CASH: I support the article, and I invite Hon Joe Beninson to consider
during the night whether he owes a certain journalist an apology.

Adjournment Debate - Government Agencies Committee - Hon Max Evans Resignation
- Hon Barry House Appointment

H ON TO M STEPH ENS (Minin~g and Pastoral) [l.4 pm]: An item on the Notice Paper
has quickly passed without my having the opportunity as Chairman of the Government
Agencies Commuittiee to express my appreciation to a member who has retired as a result of
the passage of a motion tonight. I wish to record my appreciation, and I am sure the
appreciation of my fellow members of the committee, to Hon Max Evans. No doubt his
name will pop up in the context of other motions for the formation of other commuTittees. I
did not want the passage of a motion for the formation of a new comm-ittee to pass without
expressing my appreciation for the work Hon Max Evans has carried out. I also welcome
Hon Barry House to the commnittee.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 10.46 pm

767



QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

KINGSPARK RESTAURANT - REDEVELOPMENT

5. Hon P.G. PENDAL to the Minister for Planning representing the Minister for
Conservation and Land Management:

(1) Is the proposed redevelopment of the Kings Park restaurant proceeding?

(2) If so, when will the work comnunce?

(3) Is it correct that the redevelopment plans require the floral clock to be
removed?

(4) If so, is the clock to be re-established on another site and, if so, where will. it
be located?

Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:

The Minister for the Environment has provided the following reply -

(1) The proposed redevelopment of the Kings Park restaurant depends on
letting the lease after the Parks and Reserves Act Amendment Bill
completes its passage through Parliament.

(2) Assuming a favourable response to readverrisement of the lease, the
earliest work can commence is three months after the amendment Act
is proclaimed.

(3) Yes.
(4) Ir is proposed to re-establish the floral clock in a safer position to the

south of the present site and ire-orient it so that it is not in the shade for
so long each day. Other advantages will be to remove the steep and
hazardous steps surrounding it and to install a new mechanism less
prone to breakdown due to seizure of the gears or interference by
vandals, which currently put the clock out of order for long periods.

ABORIGINES - SOUTHERN ABORIGINAL CORPORATION
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs Support

12. Hon M.S. MONTGOMERY to the Minister for Planning representing the Minister
for Aboriginal Affairs:

(1) Have any of the departments, agencies or instrumentalities for which the
Minister is responsible provided -

(a) any moneys;

(b any staff;

Wc any other form of support to the Southern Aboriginal Corporation?
(2) If yes, how much and for what specific purpose?

(3) If no, has the Minister at any time been involved in discussions with the
Commonwealth in relation to the functions and funding of the corporation?

(4) Does the State have any responsibility for monitoring the performance of the
corporation or accounting for its expenditure?

Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:

The Minister for Aboriginal Affairs has provided the following reply -

(1) Southern Aboriginal Corporation (SAC) has not received any moneys,
staff or other form of support from the Aboriginal Affairs Planning
Authority during the current financial year.

(2) Not applicable.

(3) Officers of the Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority are regularly
involved in discussions with the Commonwealth in relation to the
functions and funding of many Aboriginal organisations throughout
the State, including SAC.
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(4) The State is responsible only for monitoring the performance of SAC
and accounting for its expenditure in relation to grants provided by the
State,

FISHING - FISH IPORTS
Tests

35. Hon GEORGE CASK to the Minister for Planning representing the Minister for
Health:
(1) What testing is carried out on fish products imported into Western Australia

for sale on the domestic market?

(2) Did the Health Department carry out tests on substantial quantities of fish
unloaded in B~roome during 1989 from foreign vessels fishing in Australian
waters given that the fish was deemed a "product of Australia" and sold on the
domestic market and, if not, why not?

Hon KAY HALLAH4AN replied:

The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -

(1) Fish imported into Western Australia is subjected to the following
monitoring -

(i) analysis for mercury in those species likely to contain high
levels of this heavy metal;

(ii) testing to ensure the fish is labelled with the correct
species - these tests are carried out in the case of species
such as barraniundi; and

(iii) testing for total volatile bases, where necessary supported
by taste and odour tests to ensure that the product is of
acceptable quality.

As an indication of the level of activity by the Health Department in
monitoring imported fish, in the 1988-89 year 208 705kg of imported
fish were condemned upon inspection and analysis. These fish were
imported through the Port of Fremantle.

(2) No. TIhe Health Department was not informned that Chinese vessels
were landing processed fish in Broome until the contract with the
Chinese vessels had expired. The Chinese fishing vessels have now
left Western Australia, and it is most unlikely that they will return to
Western Australian waters. The contract for their period in WA was
negotiated through the Department of Primary Industries and Energy
in Canberra. The contract was similar to that used on previous
occasions. However, this was the first occasion on which foreign
fishing vessels off-loaded their catches in Western Australia, thereby
directly competing with the local industry. Neither this department
nor the Fisheries Department was consulted in the negotiation of the
Chinese contract, but all future contracts will be negotiated with input
from our respective departments and thereby ensure compliance with
the relevant regulations.

TRAFFIC LIGHTS - METROPOLITAN AREA
Central Control Centre - High Speed Police Pursuit

40. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for
Transport:.

(1) Are traffic lights in the metropolitan area able to be controlled from a central
switching centre?

(2) If not, what progress has been made towards computerised central control of
traffic lights to enable forward activation in the case of a high speed police
pursuit?
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Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -

Almost one third of metropolitan traffic signals are connected to a
central coordination system. Although technically possible,
connection of all signals to the system could not be justified
economically at present.

POLICE DEPARTMENT - ACCIDENT EVALUATION COMMITTEE

41. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police:

(L) Does the Police Department have an accident evaluation committee?

(2) If so, does the membership extend to other than police officers?

(3) If noe, will the Minister consider the establishment of such a committee with
independent professional advisers such as engineers and others who may be
able to offer pertinent professional advice.

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

(1)-(3)
The Traffic Board is charged with the collection and analysis of road traffic
statistics and the undertaking of research into the causes and prevention of
road accidents and injuries arising therefrom. The Police Department is the
supply source of all accident statistical data to Government and other outside
research orgartisations. The department has close liaison with other State
traff ic bodies, the Main Roads Department and the road watch unit of the
University of Western Australia and has its own engineer in the Licensing and
Services Division.

DANGEROUS GOODS (STORAGE AND HANDLING) REGULATIONS -
HARDWARE AND BUILDING SUPPLY COMPANIES

Impact Concern
52. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Mines:

(1) Is the Minister aware of the concern expressed by a number of hardware and
building supply companies on the likely impact of the proposed Dangerous
Goods (Storage and Handling) Regulations?

(2) Will the Minister -

(a) ensure that a full regulatory impact statement is prepared and
submitted to Parliament on the social cost and financial impact on
industry and the community of the proposed regulations;

(b) ensure that adequate provision is made for existing installations and
premnises to allow for their continued operation; and

(c) ensure that the proposed regulations do not impede business
development in Western Australia?

Hon .M. BERINSON replied:
The Minister for Mines has provided the following reply -

(l)-(2)
Yes, the Minister is aware of concerns expressed by hardware retailers
to the proposed Dangerous Goods (Storage and Handling)
Regulations. The Government has held a three month public review
period on these regulations and all submissions have been examined
by the public safety subcomm-ittee of the Western Australian advisory
committee on hazardous chemicals. Further amendments addressing
the concerns raised in the submissions were recommended by the
subcommnittee and these have been agreed to. These recommendations
have also been discussed wit executive members of the Hardware and
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Retailers Association and all expressed their satisfaction with the
amendments.

NOISE CONTROL - ALUMINUM EXTRUSION SAWING
Research Project

61. Hon PETER FOSS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Productivity and Labour Relations:

(1) Is the Minister's department carrying out or sponsoring a research project into
the development of practical noise control techniques in aluminium extrusion
sawing?

(2) When was the project instituted?

(3) Who are involved in it?

(4) What are the qualifications of those persons to carry out that particular
project?

(5) H-as any research been carried out overseas which may be relevant to this
project?

(6) Was any effort made to ascertain the results of such overseas research before
instituting this project?

(7) What amount has been allocated to fund this project?

Hon J.M. BERIINSON replied:

The Minister for Productivity and Labour Relations has provided the
following reply -

(1) Yes. The Department of Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare,
under a research grant from Worksafe Australia - the National
Occupational Health and Safety Commission - is conducting applied
research into practical noise control techniques in aluminium extrusion
sawing.

(2) The project application was lodged in October 1988, funding was
approved in February 1989, and work commenced on the project in
August 1989.

(3)-(4)
The following persons are involved in the project, and their
qualifications are as indicated -

Mr Andrew Baker, B.App.Sc; Grad Dip 1-1th Sc, M.App.Sc.
Ms Pamela Gunn, B.Sc(Hon), M.Sc.(Occ Hygiene)
Mr John Macpherson, BIE., M.Sc (Acoustics)
Ms Ellen Mackenzie, B.Sc, Dip Tech. Approved Noise Officer
Mr Jack. Etherington, Tradesperson.

M5-(0)
Yes.

(7) The funding for this project comes from the National Occupational
Health and Safety Commission - Worksafe Australia - and totals
$42000.

QUARANTINE CHECKPOINTS - KIMBERLEY
Building Plans

63. Hon P.H. LOCKYER to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for
Agriculture:

(1) Are there any plans for a quarantine checkpoint to be built in the Kimberley?

(2) If yes, where will the proposed checkpoint be situated?

(3) If no, what is the reason?
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Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

The Minister for Agriculture has provided the following reply -

(1) Provision has been made in the Agriculture Protection Board 1990-91
Loan Estimates for the building of a northern checkpoint in the
Kimberley. Construction will be subject to availability of hinds.

(2) East of Kununurra on the Victoria Highway near the WA-NT border.

(3) Not applicable.

POLICE OFFICERS - EUCLA
Residence Telephones

64. Hon P.H. LOCKYER to the Minister for Police:

(1) How many police officers are stationed at Eucla?

(2) Are all the police residences in receipt of a telephone?

(3) If not, when will telephones be connected?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

(1) Seven.

(2) No. Two Government Employees Housing Authority residences occupied by
police officers are without a telephone.

(3) It is anticipated that these two residences will have telephones connected in
approximately three months' time.

LONGYFAR, MR GEORGE - WATER AUTHORIY OF WESTERN AUSTRAUIA
Derby Transfer

70. Hon P.H. LOCKYER to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for Water
Resources:

(1) What is the reason for the transfer of Mr George Longyear from his duties for
the Water Authority of WA in Derby?

(2) Where will he be situated in the future?

(3) When will this transfer take place?

(4) Has Mr Longycar agreed to the change in his job arrangements?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

The Minister for Water Resources has provided the following reply -

(1) The management of the Water Authority transferred Mr Longyear to
provide effective and efficient service to the public.

(2) A range of options are under consideration.

(3) Duties were changed on 3 April 1990.

(4) No.

HOSPITALS - BUN13URY REGIONAL HOSPITAL
Services Maintenance

77. H-on BARRY HOUSE to the Minister far Planning representing the Minister for
Health:

What measures does the Minister intend to implement to restore and maintain
the level of hospital services available at the Bunbury Regional Hospital?

Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:

The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -

The constraints imposed on Bunbury Regional Hospital activities are
temporary. They were implemented to contain and reduce a projected
financial overrun. It is anticipated that restrictions will be lifted on I Iuly
1990. Senior officers of the Health Department are working with the medical
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advisory commuittee which represents the local doctors towards restoring the
level of service provided immediately prior to the restrictions. They are also
developing a role statement for the hospital which is in keeping with the needs
of the local population and the profile of the hospital in its regional role.

LAND - BROOME LOTS 2221, 2222
Freehold Title Refusal

78. Hon BARRY HOUSE to the Minister for Lands:

What are the reasons for the Minister's continuing refusal to grant freehold
tide over Brooine lots 2221 and 2222?

Hon KAY H-ALLAHAN replied:

Requests for the granting of freehold tidle over Broome lots 2221 and 2222
have been refined over a number of years owing to planning and
environmental reasons. Recent examdiations by the Environmental Protection
Authority, the Department of Conservation and Land Management and
Department of Planning and Urban Development have reaffirmed these
reasons for refusal.

LAND ADMNISTRATION DEPARTMENT - AUDITOR GENERAL'S REPORT
Inadequate Property Control

79. Hon BARRY HOUSE to the Minister for Lands:

What measures has the Minister put into place to address the Auditor
General's comments in the 1988-89 Department of Land Administration
annual report that the department did not have -adequate procedures to ensure
proper control of property, and has not provided supplementary financial
information relating to losses through theft or default?

Hon KAY H-ALLAHAN replied:

The Department of Land Administration has implemented the following
measures in order to ensure proper control of property and to be able to satisfy
the reporting requirements relating to losses through theft or default -

A fleet management system use for its vehicles.

An information technology asset management system for its
computing equipment.
An asset register for office equipment.

An interim property management asset register for rental properties
managed by Department of Land Administration on behalf of
Government.

GREAT SOUTHERN HOUSING COLLECTIVE - DENMARK LOT 611
Sale Proposal

80, Hon MURIEL PATTERSON to the Leader of the House representing the Minister
for Housing:

(1) Is the Minister aware of any intention by the Great Southern Housing
Collective Inc proposing to sell the land in Denmark Lot 611 - Scotsdale and
Howe Roads?

(2) Does the Government have a caveat or any other claim and, if so, will the
Minister provide derails?

(3) Is the Government aware of any grant to the Great Southern Housing
Collective Inc from the local government and conunmunity housing program
grant?

Hon J.M. BERU"JSON replied:

The Minister for Housing has provided the following reply -

(1) No.
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(2) Yes. Any property purchased via the local government and
community housing program is secured by absolute caveat on its
property tidle.

(3) Yes. The member has previously been advised of same.

FISHING - FISK PROCESSING LICENCE
Issue Criteria

81. Hon MURIEL PATTERSON to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for
Fisheries:

Will the Minister advise the criteria required before a fish processing licence
is issued?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

The Minister for Fisheries has provided the following response -

Each application is considered by the Director of Fisheries in accordance with
the provisions of sections 35C and 35CA of the Fisheries Act, but subject to
the provisions of section 35AA which set out that the Minister may issue
policy guidelines. I will forward to the member a copy of the guidelines in
relation to rock lobster processing licences.

POLICE DEPARTMENT - COMPUTERS
Tenders

82. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police:

(1) Has the WA Police Department let tenders for the conversion of its computing
systems?

(2) If Yes, on what date was the tender let?

(3) To whom was the tender let?

(4) What was the total amount of the tender?

(5) Who were the tenderers and what were the amounts of their tenders?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) 1 February 1990.
(3) Dynamic Business Resources Pry Ltd of Osborne Park.

(4) $165 238.

(5) This information is confidential to the processes of the State Tender Board.

POLICE - MOUNTED POLICE PATROLS
Offence Reduction Analysis

83. Hon GEORGE CASK to the Minister for Police:

Has the Police Force been able to analyse, in a statistical form, the reduction
in reported offences in those areas which are the subject of mounted police
patrols and, if so, will the Minister provide details on the success or otherwise
of mounted police patrols?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
There is growing evidence to show that the presence of mournted police
officers in outer city suburban areas is having an effect on the number of
reported offences. However, the statistics available are not conclusive.

POLICE - CRIME PETITION
West Perth Business and Professional Association

84. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police:

(1) Has the Minister received a petition from the West Perth Business and
Professional Association in which the petitioners seek urgent action to halt the
increase in crimes in the West Perth area and in particular -
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(a) increased night patrols with the assignment of vehicles and personnel
solely for the West Perth area;

(b) advice and assistance in areas of security and prevention of crime;

(c) consideration of a permnanent police base in the area;

(d) foot patrols of street and laneways; and

(e) greater backup for criminal investigations and accent on results?

(2) If so, what action has been taken in respect to the matters raised by the
petitioners?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) As the deployment of police is the responsibility of the Commissioner of
Police, who acts quite independently of Government in this regard, I have
referred the matter for his attention. It is my understanding that a police
working party met representatives of the association on 2 May 1990, and
strategic contingencies were formulated to address the issues outlined. The
comminissioner is of the view that a permanent police base is not considered to
be an option at this time.

CRIME - WEST PERTH

85. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police:

Will the Minister provide a breakdown of the reported offences in the West
Perth area for the calendar years ended December 1986 to December 1989?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

The following is a breakdown of reported offences which occurred in the
suburb of West Perth for the calendar years ended December 1986 to
December 1989 -

Offence Category

Armed robbery
Arson/fire
Assault common
Assault officer
Assault serious
Assault sexual
Break and enter
Carnal knowledge
Damage
Dangerous drive
Deprive person
Fear/endanger
Fraud/mislead
Homicide
Indecent
Legal
Motor vehicle (related)
Misc person
On premises
Robbery
Stealing
Use/possess
Stolen motor vehicles

1986 1987 1988 1989

1 1
8 17

3
4 5
1 2

637 322

80

26

3
4
22
3

273
2
6

125
3

2
12 16

4 5
3 3

502 795
1

104 148
2

1
99 59

5 14
4 3

12 18
3 1

468 346
2

49 79

1

12
6
9
1

311

88
LIST OF OFFENCES CATEGORISED INTO GROUPS

Category Offence Description
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Break enter and steal
Break enter safe
Enter dwelling with intent
Break and enter building with intent
Break and enter dwelling with intent
Break and enter with intent

Stealing Stealing
Stealing (comp related)
Stealing (bicycle)
Stealing (boat)
Stealing (firearm)
Stealing (shoplift)
Stealing (aircraft)
Stealing as a servant
Stealing as a servant (camp related)
Stealing as public servant
Stealing by agent
Stealing by direction
Stealing by directors/company officials
Stealing from person
Stealing and receiving
Receiving

Robbery Robbery
Robbery in company

Armed robbery Robbery whilst armed
Robbery whilst armed in company

Use NI/vehicle. Unlawfully use motor vehicle

Interfere NI/V Unlawfully interfere parts M/vehicle

Explosive Explosive making or possession of
Explosive unlawful possession of

Boatlaircraft Unl awfully assume control of boat
Unlawfully remove boat from mooring
Unauthorised use of aircraft

Possession Unlawful possession
Possess housebreaking implement
Possess instrument of disguise
Unlawful pass of police equipment
Unlawful possession skin/c arcase
Convey stol/unlawful obtained goods

Fraud Forge and utter
Forgery
Obtain credit by fraud
Fraud trick
False pretences obtain property by
False pretences valuable security
Fraud sale/mortgage property
Procure execution documents by fraud
Trustees fraud dispose of property
Utter
Valueless cheques
Making documents without authority
False declaration
False statement to obtain money
Wilful false promise
Fraud false accounting

Drugs Drugs false representation to obtain
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Drugs forge script to obtain
Drugs fraud alter script to obtain
Drugs utter altered script to obtain
Kill unborn child
Abortion procure
Abduction child under 16
Abduction girl under 13
Abduction girl under 16
Abduction girl uinder 18
Abduction woman/heiress

Serious assault

Common assault

Assault police

Sex assault

Carnal knowledge

Deprive person

Danger drive

Misc person

Homicide

Poison

Indecent

Assault occasioning bodily harm
Assault serious
Assault aggravated female
Assault aggravated male child

Assault aircraft crew
Assault common
Assault unlawful (common)
Assault intent to steal

Assault serious police
Assault common police
Assault aggravated police

Assault sexual
Assault sexual aggravated
Assault indecent
Assault indecent aggravated
Assault indecent male
Rape

Carnal know contrary to nature
Carnal know girl uinder 13
Carnal know girl under 16
Carnal know girl under 17 by guardian
Carnal know permnit contrary to nature

Deprivation of liberty
Rendering incapable of resistance
Imposition

Dangerous drive cause death
Dangerous drive cause gr/bodily harnm

Annoyance/Intimidation by violence
Grievous bodily harm
Negligent act causing harm
Stupefy commit indictable offence
Disabling commnit indictable offence
Unlawful wounding
Wilful exposure

Murder
Murder accessory after the fact
Murder conspiring to
Murder wilful
Murder written threats to
Manslaughter

Poison administer with intent to harm
Poison maliciously administer

Gross indecency
Indecent dealing child under 14

Abortion

Abduction
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Indecent dealing female
Indecent dealing female under 16
Indecent dealing girl under 17 by employer
Indecent dealing idiot/imbecile

Incest Incest by adult female
Incest by male

Arson/Cure Arson
Unlawful damage (fire)
Setting fire crops/bush! and

Damage Damnage
Damage-Aggravated
Unlawfiul damage

False belief Create false belief (bomb hoax)
Create false belief (endanger)
Create false belief (other)

Endanger Firearm discharge cause public fear
Aircraft endangering safe use of
Explosion cause endanger life
Explosion cause injury to property
Going armed so as to cause fear
Grievous bodily harm acts intend cause
Acts intended to maim/inj ure/dis figure
Threats serious cause fear

On premises On curt without lawful excuse
On place for unlawful purpose
On premn without lawful excuse
Unlawfully on curtil age
Loitering
Loitering with intent

Animal Animal maim/wound/kill
Animal poison administer/expose
Unlawfully using animals
Kill animal with intent to steal
Carnal know animal
Cmuelty to animals

Interim action Conspiracy to comnmit crime
Conspiracy to commit other offence
Going armed at night to commnit crime

Extortion Demand-property menaces to steal
Demand property written/oral threats
Threats
Extortion by threat

Legal Perjury
Attempt to defeat/pervert course justice
Conspiracy defeat/pervert course justice
Defamation
False report to police

Personate Personation
Personate police

POLICE -MOUNTED POLICE PATROLS
West Perth

86. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police:

Given the reported success of mounted police patrols in the metropolitan area
will the Minister introduce a mounted police patrol for a trial period of up to
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one year in the West Perth area to combat the rapidly increasing crimre race
which is causing concern to West Perth residents and the West Perth Business
and Professional Association?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

Mounted patrols are proving to be an important component of police planning
to combat outer city and suburban crime. Currently the mounted section has
undertaken a program in the Balga-Girrawbeen area. At the completion of
this program the officer in charge of the mounted section will consider
whether a similar operation should be undertaken in West Perth.

CONSUMER AFFMIRS DEPARTMENT - BUILDING TENANT COMPLAINTS
159 Adelaide Terrace Perth

87. Mon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for
Consumer Affairs:
(1) Has the department received a complaint from various tenants of the building

located at 159 Adelaide Terrace, Perth and, if so, what is the current status of
this matter?

(2) When was this complaint received by the Department for Consumer Affairs?

(3) Why has there been a delay in bringing this matter to a conclusion?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

The Minister for Consumer Affairs has provided the following reply -

(t) The ministry has received a complaint from Mr A. Prospero and a
petition from various tenants in the building located at 159 Adelaide
Terrace, Perth. The complaint is* subject to legal consideration and
further investigation.

(2) The complaint was received by the Minister for Consumer Mffairs by
direction of the Registrar of the Real Estate and Business Agents
Supervisory Board on 4 January 1990. The subsequent petition from
tenants was dated 14 March 1990.

(3) The investigation is being dealt with withtin a normal time frame for a
possible prosecution, allowing for the detailed nature of the
investigation and the need to gather evidence of the standard required
to prosecute.

WATERWAYS COMMISSION - GRACILLARIA, FORESHORE AREAS
Cleaning Expendit'ure

88. Hon GEORGE CASK to the Minister for Planning representing the Minister for
Conservation arid Land Management:

What amount did the Waterways Commission expend in each of the past three
financial years in cleaning gracillaria from foreshore areas under its control?

Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:

The Minister for the Environment has provided the following reply -

Gracillaria is a small component of weed collected from beaches and is mixed
with a wide range of aquatic plants that are washed up and collected by
Waterways Commission staff. Consequently it is not possible to extract costs
for the collection of this particular algae although it is estimated the amounts
collected would be less than l0 per cent of the totals.

PRISONS - CASUARINA PRISON
Construction

89. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Corrective Services:
(1) What was the original date of completion of the Casuarina Prison?

(2) How many times has that date been amended?
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(3) Will the Minister provide a breakdown of:

(a) cost overtrns to date;

(b) reasons for the cost overruns;

(c) number of working days lost due to industrial action;

(d) reasons for industrial actions;

(e) latest estimated completion date;

(f) the original occupancy rate;

(g) the current estimated occupancy rare; and
(h) the estimated number of prison officers and support staff that will be

required to operate che prison when completed?
Hon J.M. BERJNSON replied;

(1) The original completion date, as shown on the first construction program, was
29 September 1989.

(2) The completion date has been amended progressively with the approval of
extensions of rime claims relating to project expansion, industrial action and
inclement weather.

(3) (a) The current approved budget is $78.5 million. The current project
status reports reflect claims received and/or committed with an end
cost of $80.2 million. There are further disputed claims and the final
cost will depend on their outcome.

(b) Projected increases in cost result from disputed claims related to
prolongation costs, unquaritified contractors' claims, cost escalation,
severance pay. DQHSWA and other site requirements. claims related
to increased scope of works, claims related to various subcontractors
entering receivership, revised site and travel allowance.

(c) Sixty-eight.
(d) DOHSWA Act;

Ban on term-ite treatment;
General claims;
Safety Committee matters;
Bomb evacuation calls and drills.

(e) The current approved completion date is 15 February 1991. The
actual expected completion date without further major industrial
action is December 1990.

(f) 372.
(g) 446.
(h) The number of prison officers and support staff required to operate the

prison is currently being examined by the department.

ROADS - FREEWAY, LEEDERVILLE AREA
Widening - Sacred Sites Disturbance

90, Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for
Transport;

What action has the Government taken to ensure that any widening of the
freeway in the Leederville area, in particular, around Lake Monger, will not
disturb already identified sites of Aboriginal significance or sacred sites?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -

Lake Monger is listed as an Aboriginal site by the Western Australian
Museum and the Aboriginal community has been consulted. Through
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processes of negotiation involving the Aboriginal community, the Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs and the Minister for the Environment, an acceptable plan
will be decided for works on the freeway to accommodate the northern
suburbs railway in the Leederville area.

RAILWAYS - JOONDALUP RAIL SYSTEM
Roe Street, West Perth Connection

92. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for
Transport:

(1) How is it intended that the Joondalup rail system should traverse Roe Street.
West Perth, before joining the freeway alignment?

(2) Will the Minister table engineering drawings indicating the several routes
necessary to achieve this connection?

(3) If not, why not?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -

(1) The northern suburbs railway starts from the south side of Perth
Station and heads in a westerly direction, parallel to the Fremantle
tracks. On reaching Fitzgerald Street, the railway descends into a
tunnel and passes under both the Fremantle line and Roe Street. On
emerging from the tunnel the railway aligns itself with the present
northbound busway and, passing under the main northbound freeway
carriageway, joins the main freeway alignment, in the median, near
Sutherland Street. A temporary deviation of the Fremantle tracks is
necessary to facilitate construction of the tunnel.

1 can arrange for the member to view the engineering plans in due
course if desired.
RAILWAYS - JOONDALUP RAIL SYSTEM

Alignment
93. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for

Transport:

(1) What is the current status of the development of the Joondalup rail system?

(2) Has the proposed route alignment been finalised?

(3) If not, why not?

(4) When is the alignment to be fmralised?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -

(1) The current status of the northern suburbs transit system is as follows -

(a) Planning work for the system was undertaken in 1989 in order
to complete the master plan.

(b) Engineering and architectural design consultancy packages
have been awarded for most of the works.

(c) Design work has commenced on the early program items
including earthworks, bridging and stations.

(d) Facilities at Claisebrook and Perth have required modification
to accommodate the needs of the northern suburbs transit
system. Some of these works have been completed; some are
in progress.

(e) An order has been placed for the provision of railcars for the
------ -northemn suburbs transit system.
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(2) Yes.

(3)-(4)
Nor applicable.

RAILWAYS - OVERSEAS ELECTRIFIED SYSTEM
Regenerative Braking

95. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Is the Minister aware that many overseas electric railway, tramway anti trolley
bus systems have a capability for regenerative braking?

(2) As regenerative braking enables energy which will otherwise be wasted in
braking to he returned to the electricity grid, will regenerative braking be
incorporated in the elect ritficat ion of the metropolitan rail transport system?!

(3) If tnot. why not'?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

The Minister for Trarnport has prov ided the following response -

(I) Yes.

(2) No.

(3) A detailed study showed that while a combination of regenerative and
rheostatic braking is possible in Perth. the complexities involved andi
the cost of achieving a proper degree of control of the regenerated
power are far outweighed by the simpler car based rheostatic brake
combined] with frition brakes even at the expense of not being able to
reclaim some of the stored energy of the moving train. This is
essentially hccause of the low train frequency on the Perth system.

BRIDGES - LEEDERVILLE OVERPASS
96. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for

Transport:

When is the Leederville overpass across the freeway, which was promised by
the current Premier prior to the last State election, to he constructed?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

The Minister for Transport his provided the following response -

Derailed design for the Britannia Street footbridge was deferred in order to
take account oft the work proposed on the freeway to accommodate the
northern suburbs railway in the Lceden'ille area. However, the footbridize
will he constructed during 1991.

TREE FUND LTD - FUNDING
Privat and Public-

97. Hon Murray MONTGOMERY to the Minister for Planning representing the
Minister for Conservation and Land Management:

Further to question No 28 of 3 May 1990 -

(1) Did the Government receive a commitment or gain any understanding
about private sector funding of Tree Fund Ltd?

(2) If yes. how much and under what conditions'?

(3) Has any public money been committed or offered to Tree Fund Ltd?

(4) If yes to (3), how much, under what conditions and is the commitment
or offer dependent on a certain level of private sector funding!

(5) If no to (1) -

(a) what are the funding arrangemients for Tree Fund Ltd: and
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(b) is the Government still hopeful of securing funds from the
private sector?

(6) How much private land is committed to be planted to trees this year
through Tree Fund Ltd?

(7) Will Tree Fund Ltd reach its target planting in the current year?

Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:
The Minister for the Environment has provided the following reply -

(1) Yes.
(2) WESFI and Bunnings have contributed a maximum of $500 000 each

for a period of four years, to fund the establishment of Tree Fund Ltd.
The only conditions were that this investment would be recouped from
the operations of Tree Fund Ltd if it was successful.

(3) No.

(4) Not applicable.

(5) (a) Answered by (1).
(b) The Government is hopeful that Tree Fund Ltd will be

successful in securing funds from the private sector for
investment in tree planting.

(6) None directly.

(7) Tree Fund Ltd had no target for planting in the current year.

SHIPPING - 'JOHN LEDGE" NAVIGATION BUOY
Storm Damaged

99. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for
Transport:

(1) Is it correct that the "John Ledge" navigation buoy was damaged in a recent
storm and, if so, will the Minister provide details?

(2) Was the navigation buoy recovered and, if so, by whom?

(3) Will the structure be repaired and replaced and, if not, why not?

(4) What is the estimated cost of the repairs?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -

(1) Yes. Due to severe weather conditions the buoy broke loose from its
mooring when the bolts securing the buoy to its moorings fractured.
The buoy drifted ashore at the causeway linking Garden Island to the
mainland.

(2) Yes, the buoy was recovered by Fremantle Port Authority staff the
following day.

(3) Yes. A replacement buoy was put in place on Wednesday, 2 May
1990.

(4) Initial estimations are that the repair costs will be in the vicinity of
$20 000 which includes the cost of preparing and positioning the
replacement buoy.

MINISTER FOR POLICE - MANCHESTER VISIT

113. Hon BARRY HOUSE to the Minister for Police representing the Minister for
South-West:
(1) What was the purpose of the Minister's visit to Manchester in March?

(2) What was the total cost of the overseas visit?

(3) Did Mr and Mrs Whitelaw accompany the Minister on the overseas rip?
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(4) If so, in what capacity were they members of the touring party?
(5) Did the WA Government meet the expenses of Mr and Mrs Wh-itelaw?

(6) If so, what were the costs involved?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

The Minister for South-West has provided the following reply -

(1) To meet the Manchester Development Authority. He also met several
other development authorities, the English Chancellor, Lord McKay,
the President of the Law Society and the President of the Law Council
and a number of other people and agencies associated with his
portfolios.

(2) It is not the practice or the intention to publish the costs of past
ministerial expenses. All future expenses will be reported to
Parliament.

(3) Yes. but Mrs Whitelaw travelled economy class.

(4) Mr Whitelaw as the Minister's Principal Private Secretary.

(5) Part of Mr Whirelaw's expenses was paid. Mrs Whitelaw paid her
own costs.

(6) See (2).

CRIME - KARAWARA

116. Hon P.G. PENDAL to the Minister for Police:
Wil the Minister list the incidence of major crime in the suburb of Karawara
for each of the past 12 months, including housebreakings and crimes of
violence?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:
Further consideration can be given to this question if the member will identify
precisely the types of offences contemplated in the question.

TRAFFIC LIGHTS - SURVEILLANCE CAMERAS
Red Light Offences

123. Hon P.G. PENDAL to the Minister for Police:

(1) Has the number of motorists driving through red lights at intersections been
reduced since the introduction of surveillance cameras at traffic lights?

(2) At how many intersections are surveillance cameras used?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

(1) This question is not capable of being answered as police are able to provide
information only about offences actually detected rather than total offences
committed, some of which go undetected. The surveilance cameras increase
the level of detection.

(2) Fifteen.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL - THREE PARLIAMENTARY SECRETARIES
Role

84. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Leader of the House:

When may the House expect advice on the role of the three Parliamentary
Secretaries and the specific portfolios in which they will assist?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:

Those matters will be finalised in the recess week next week, and I will take
the opportunity on the following Tuesday to provide details to the House.
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FINES - APPEAL
Crown Law Department - Fines Return

85. Hon E.J. CHARLTON to the Attorney General:

Would the Attorney General inform the House whether, in the case of a fine
being handed down against a person with a subsequent successful appeal
against the charges, the Crown Law Department would return that fine?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:

If I understand that position, the question is whether a fine which has been
paid as a result of a judgment subsequently overturned is repaid. I can only
say I would have thought so. I have never heard it suggested otherwise and I
cannot imagine any circumstances in which that would not happen. If the
honourable member has such as case in mind, I would be happy to inquire
further.

FINES - APPEAL
Interest

86. Hon HiJ. CHARLTON to the Attorney General:

(1) Taking for granted that is so, what is the situation in respect of interest?
(2) Would interest also apply to the return of the fine from the date of judgment?

Hon i.M. BERINSON replied:

1 cannot think of any provision that would require interest to be paid, but there
could well be something to that effect. I would prefer to take that aspect of
the question on notice.

HOSPITALS - GERALDTON REGIONAL HOSPITAL
Surgical Ward Closure

87. Hon MARGARET McALEER to the Minister for Planning representing the
Minister for Health:

Notice of this question was given to the Minister for Health.

(1) As a result of concern aroused in Geraldton and districts of the mid west
region by the temporary closure of the surgical ward of the Geraldton
Regional Hospital, would the Minister advise whether there is any substance
in the statement attributed to the Western Australian Department of Health's
Regional Director that he doubted whether the ward would ever reopen as a
full surgical wing?

(2) If the statement is correct, what are the grounds for considering permanent
closure or permanent partial closure of the ward?

(3) What has occurred to abrogate the Premier's reported statement to
The Geraidron Guardian on 3 April, reported the following day, that she
could not see a situation arising when the 24-bed surgical ward would not
reopen and, should such a situation arise, it would be for a reason that was not
part of the decision to close the surgical ward temporarily?

Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:

I thank the honourable member for giving prior notice of this question. The
Minister for Health has provided the following information.

(1) The response of the regional director for the mid west and Gascoyne health
region to a question posed by a newspaper reporter about whether the closed
Ward 4-East would reopen as a full surgical ward was that he doubted it
would be possible within the current and likely future budget of the hospital,
since that would entail closing other beds elsewhere in the hospital in order to
remain within the budgeted resources for the hospital. The hospital, which
has been budgeted to operate as an 88-bed facility, and which is currently
actually operating as an 89-bed facility, would need to reduce beds elsewhere

785



786 [COUNCIL]

if the 24-bed Ward 4-East were reopened, unless its budget were substantially
increased to cover an additional 24 beds.
More importantly, there is no justification for maintaining separate wards
according to patient category, with the exception of obstetric and paediatric
wards. This is a highly inefficient and unduly costly way to manage a
hospital, with no clinical justification - only tradition - to recommend it. The
hospital funictions far more efficiently if its total beds are managed to
accommnodate the actual daily patient needs, whether medical or surgical. The
hospital is committed to maintaining a minimum allocation of 18 beds for
surgical patients, but these will not necessarily be grouped together into a
common surgical ward. Indeed, despite the past common practice of referring
to Ward 4-East as the "surgical ward', in fact surgical patients have as a
matter of practice been placed throughout the hospital, and non-surgical
patients have routinely been placed on Ward 4-East, as bed availability and
patient admission needs dictated. It should also be noted that the current
IS-bed allocation for surgical beds is a minimum, not a maximum, and should
other hospital beds not be needed for non-surgical purposes on a given day,
additional surgical patients may be admitted. Within recent weeks, up to
27 surgical patients have been accommodated at the hospital.

(2) The debate over closure of Ward 4-East has revolved around the mistaken
assumption - knowingly and actively abetted by some for political advantage -
that its closure would deprive the Geraldton area of surgical services. In fact.
no such thing has occurred. What has occurred is that the hospital's beds are
being managed far more intensively and efficiently. Whereas in the past
Ward 4-East, with its 24 beds, was used primarily - although not exclusively -
for surgical patients, today surgical patients are placed in appropriate beds
throughout the hospital, with a minimum of I8 of the hospital's 89 open beds
being allocated for surgical patients. This amounts to 20 per cent of the
hospital's beds being allocated to surgical patients compared to 21 per cent
prior to the current expenditure restrictions.

It should be noted that in the financial year 1987-88, the Geraldton Regional
Hospital had an average daily patient occupancy of fewer than 78 patients.
and in 1988-89 it had an average of fewer than 81 patients per day. That was
well within the hospital's current operating capacity of 89 beds, especially as
the hospital's beds and other crucial resources are today being far more
intensively and efficiently managed, and inappropriate patient admissions are
being controlled. Indeed during recent weeks the hospital has had unused
capacity and was both willing and able to accept additional patients beyond
those admitted. During the past week, for example, the hospital experienced
actual patient occupancy levels of 52 patients on Sunday, 60 patients on
Monday, 63 patients on Tuesday, 57 patients on Wednesday, 70 patients on
Thursday, and 59 patients on Friday. During this week - which was a normal
routine week for the hospital - on only one day did the actual level of patient
occupancy even begin to approach the operating limit of the hospital, and then
by a very comfortable margin of 19 beds. On other days, the margin was as
great as 37 beds. This is hardly indicative of a hospital bed shortage in
Geraldton, especially as Cieraldton's St John of God Hospital has indicated it
can comfortably accommodate up to 45 patients, when its current daily
occupancies have been in the 20 to 30 patient range.

There is no need to reopen additional beds at Geraldton Regional Hospital -
beds that in the past were operated beyond the hospita's authorised budget
and which contributed substantially to the hospital's large deficits. Indeed to
operate additional and unnecessary bed capacity would be a wasteful
expenditure of the taxpayers' money.

(3) The Premier's response to a reporter's question was conditioned with the
observation that should the actual need for hospital services in the Geraldton
area be found to require the reopening of the closed 24 bed unit, she could not
foresee a situation arising where that would not be done. However, the past
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two months have substantiated a situation that health managers in Geraldton
have long known to be true - that the Geraldton Regional Hospital was not
only operating far beyond its budget, but far beyond the actual, demonstrable
and objectively substantiated capacity required to meet the needs for hospital
services of the area's population. With a continuation of the improved
efficiencies and tighter management at the hospital that have become the
norm over the past several months there is no need to reopen what would be
redundant beds.
The Premier pointed out several times during her visit to Geraldton that the
Health Department, or indeed any other Government department, was
unlikely to receive a significantly larger budget for 1990-91 than it had
received for 1989-90, and that is was thus unlikely that the Geraldton
Regional Hospital would receive a significant increased allocation. She also
pointed out, as have senior management of the Health Department, on
numerous occasions recently, that the hospital would not again be allowed to
run a deficit.

LAND - FREEHOLDING OF LEASEHOLD LAND
South West Land Division - Land Administration Department Policy

88. Hon MURRAY MONTGOMERY to the Minister for Lands:
As I have given notice of the question, I hope the Minister has an answer.

(1) What is the policy of the Department of Land Administration
regarding freehold leases on land held in the South West Land
Division?

(2) Has the Minister made a decision on the freeholding of two small
blocks of land west of Denmark owned by the Brenton family?

Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:
(1) 1 thank the member for some notice of this question. The policy regarding the

freeholding of leasehold land depends upon the circumstances. It is not
usually quite as clear cut as it is with the issue the member has in mind,
however special leases may be required for a range of other purposes in the
area, such as former railways reserves or land that may be subject to
environmental constraints - those areas would not normally be freeholded.
Also, the viability of the land in question as an economic fanning unit would
also detenmine whether the land would be released and on what basis of
tenure that land would be released. For example, some Rand may be released
to a nearby neighbour to allow for farm build up if it is suitable for
agricultural pursuits; other land may be released for general public interest.

(2) Regarding the two leases currently held by the Brentons, I decided that those
leasehold arrangements should continue in the face of the very favourable
comments I had received from the Department of Agriculture and Department
of Conservation and Land Management about the land management and
agricultural practices of the leaseholders. However, the land adjoins the
Owingup nature reserve, and the Government is not inclined to consider
freeholding that land. In fact, if the status of the land is to change, it is more
likely that it will be added to the adjacent reserve.

EARLSFERRY MANSION - SALE
Demolition Protection

89. Hon P.G. PENDAL to the Minister for Heritage:
Can she inform the House whether she has succeeded in placing a covenant on
the title of the Earlsferry mansion to guarantee that it will not be demolished
upon its sale?

Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:

I am delighted that the member has asked this question today because it is
quite clear that restrictive covenants will be placed on the titles of the
Earisferry mansion and the Cottesloe Police Station on their sale; these will
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protect them from demoliuion. Hon Barry House sought information last
week on these matters, and now we have Hon Phil Pendal releasing Press
statements and stating publicly that the Earlsferry mansion and the Cottesice
Police Station are in threat of demolition. That is unwarranted
scaremongering and is quite irresponsible.

Hon P.O. Pendal: Read my statement.
Hon KAY HALLAHAN: I can only read what appears in The West Australian, and I

quote -

Earls Ferry Mansion, near Guildford and the Cottesloc Police Station
are both on the market. Mr Pendal said there were no guarantees the
buildings W~ould not be demolished by new owners.

If the honourable member had asked me -
Hon P.G. Pendal: I asked last week!

Hon KAY HALLAHAN: I indicated that those properties would be protected.

Hon P.G. Pendal: No you did not: read your answer.
Hon KAY HALL.AHAN: I will read my answer, because the member has been quite

irresponsible in his statement.

Regarding the other issue of the Treasury building which was raised last
week, the -

The PRESIDENT: Order! The Minister must answer this question, not the question
asked last week.

KARRAKAlTA CREMATORIUM CHAPEL - DEMOLITION PROTECTION

90. Hon P.G. PENDA-L to the Minister for Heritage:
I thank the Minister for her assurance that those covenants will be applied to
those buildings. Is the Minister in a position to report to the House, as she
indicated recently that she would, whether she has received an agreement
from the Minister for Local Government that he would retain the old
crematorium chapel at Karrakatta Cemetery?

Hon KAY H-ALLAHAN replied:

The Minister for Local Government, like me, is very concerned about this
issue. He has discussed it with the board and indicated his concern, and,
therefore, expressed my concern. At present, it would be prudent to give the
board the opportunity to respond to those expressions of concern by the
Government about the future of the building, and then further action could be
taken if necessary.

POLICE STATIONS - COTtESLOE POLICE STATION
Western Australian Police Museum - Use Approval

91. Hon BARRY HOUSE to the Minister for Police:
This question is supplementary to previous questions.
(1) Has the Minister been approached by the Western Australian Police

Museum for approval to use the old Cottesloe Police Station as a
police museum?

(2) Now that it appears that this building is to be sold as part of the Asset
Management Task Force's asset realisation, what arrangements are
being made to provide a facility for the Western Australian Police
Museum?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

(l)-(2)
No direct approach has been made to me, but I will check to see whether an
approach has come to my office about which I am not yet aware. I will
respond to the member accordingly.
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POLICE OFFICERS - EUCLA
Residence Telephones

92. Hon P.H. LOCKYER to the Minister for Police:

I refer the Minister to question on notice 64 of today in which I asked the
Minister whether all police residences in the Eucla district contained
telephones. The answer was that seven policemen were in the area, yet only
five residences contained telephones, and that it would be three months before
telephones could be connected.

(1) Why has this period of time been allowed to elapse in which the
residents have been and will continue to be without telephones?

(2) Is this a matter of cost or has it occurred because Telecom is not able
to carry out the work?

I remind the Minister of the isolation of these policemen in this area
and that the police may be distributed far and wide, making it
necessary in emergency cases for the police to telephone other
residences.

(3) Will the Minister undertake to see that a hurried provision of
telephones will occur.

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

1 sought infonmation to find out what was to be done about the situation, and
the advice I received was that due to Telecom's recent situation the work has
not been carried out. The Government is currently taking steps to approach
Telecom about the issue. Like the member who asked the question, I have
concerns on the matter.

TREASURY BUILDING - GOVERNMENT SALE
Governmenr Attitude

93. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Heritage:

Following on from questions without notice last week regarding the Treasury
building, could the Minister advise the House of the Government's attitude to
the sale of that building?

Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:

[ thought I should clarify the situation after the questions raised last week and
the article in today's paper. I have discussed the matter with Hon Ian Taylor
and have a copy of his Press release as spokesperson for the Asset
Management Task Force. He indicates in his Press release h-is disappointment
with Hon Phillip Pendal's misleading information.

Hon P.O. Pendal: I bet he did.

Several members interjected.

Hon P.G. Pendal: He would have the bulldozers in tomorrow.

Hon KAY HALLAHAN: To say that there would be bulldozers in tomorrow to
bulldoze buildings like the old Treasury building, Earlsferry and the Cottesloe
Police Station is an irresponsible utterance for Hon Phil Pendal, as a senior
member of the Opposition, to make. He should remember his position and
that he has a responsibility to the community.

I make it clear to the House, as Hon Ian Taylor made it clear in his statement
today, that the outright sale of the Treasury building is not being considered
by the Government and is out of the question, but a long term lease could be
considered. I indicated that to the House last week. The Government is fully
appreciative of the value of that building and other buildings like Earlsferry
and the Cotresloe Police Station, and suitable protective covenants and
development plans will be approved should any arrangements be entered into.
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With regard to the Treasury building it would be possibly a long term lease
and with regard to Earisfenry and the Contesloc Police Station it could be a
sale.

CRIMIE - MOTOR VEHICLE ThEFT
Road Traffic Act - Legislation Delay

94. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Police:

(1) When does the Government intend to create the offence of stealing a car as
pant of the Road Traffic Act as advised in the run-up to the last State election?

(2) What has been the reason for the delay in legislating in this matter?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

This matter is currently with the Commissioner of Police - I am seeking some
advice on it. It is apparent that we do require that complementary offence of
unauthorised use of a motor vehicle. When I receive advice from the
commissioner I will be in a better position to proceed with the matter.

POLICE STATIONS - BUILDING PROPOSALS
Balga, Mirrabooka, Cirrawheen, Koondoola Areas

95. Hon REG DAVIES to the Minister for Police:

(1) Can the Minister inform the House whether the Government plans to build a
police station in the Balga, Nlirrabooka, Girrawbeen or Koondoola areas?

(2) If so, when?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

(1)-(2)
That is not a question I can answer at this stage, but given the fact that those
areas to which the member refers are very well serviced by neighbouring
stations -

Hon Reg Davies: That is rubbish!

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS: The member may say it is rubbish, but I advise the
House that police officers from Warwick and Nollamara do an excelDent job in
those areas. Members Opposite may wish to rubbish them in this place. I find
that surprising, but it goes hand in glove with the attitude they have towards
the police in this State. They do not miss an opportunity to knock them.

Several members interjected.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Several members interjected.

The PRESIDENT: Order! When I1 call order it means that members keep quiet.
Questions without notice can be ceased whenever the Leader of the House
determines it, but more importantly they can be ceased when I believe the
House is getting out of order. If members want to seek information from
Ministers they are entitled to seek it by asking questions without notice. They
should do so and then refrain from interjecting when they receive the answer.
As I have said on so many occasions members do not have to like what they
hear, nor must they agree with what they hear, but while they are in this
House they must listen to what is said.

Hon GRA.HAM EDWARDS: To bring the answer to a conclusion, the matter will
finally be determined as an operational matter, as it properly should be, by the
Comimissioner of Police.

POLICE OFFICERS - COUNTRY AREAS
Transfer Delays

96. Hon REG DAVIES to the Minister for Police:

is the Minister aware that some country police officers who have been told
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they will be uransferred some time prior to 30 June 1990 are now being told
their transfer will not be effected until next financial year because the
department has no money?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

Once again I[come back to this often made assertion by the Opposition that
the Police Force does not have sufficient money to carry out its duties. That is
not the case; it is absolute nonsense and it is part of a continuing program this
Opposition has in this State to destabilise what is an excellent Police Force.

HOMELESS CILDREN - PERTH
Reports

97. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Planning representing the Minister for
Community Services:

Some notice of this question has been given to the Minister.

(1) Have any reports been compiled after direct investigation regarding
the number of homeless children in the city of Perth; if so, when were
they compiled and how many homeless children were identified in the
report?

(2) What was the age range of the homeless children?

(3) How many parents of homeless children were interviewed?

(4) How many parents refused to accept the child back into the family
home?

(5) How many of these children were previously or currently wards of the
State of Western Australia or of another State in Australia?

Hon KAY [-ALLAHAN replied:

I thank the honourable member for providing notice of that question. The
Minister for Community Services has provided the following information -

(1) The Department for Community Services is currently involved in
examining the extent of youth homelessness Statewide, in order to
coordinate an across Government approach to this issue. It is
important to note that there is a significant difference between young
people who frequent the streets and do not access available
accommodation options funded by the Department for Community
Services - street kids - and those young people who from time to time
live in supported accommodation projects - homeless kids. However,
for the purpose of this question both will be considered temporarily
"homeless".

The Department for Community Services funds extensive services in
the city of Perth to assist these young people to satisfy their immediate
needs for accommodation; to assist them to obtain access to
mainstream services, such as education, employment and training; and
to care for their welfare needs. These services are required to collect
statistics on the number of homeless youth, and this, coupled with
information gathered by street workers of the Department for
Community Services indicates that at any one time there are between
45 and 55 homeless children within the city of Perth.

(2) The age range of homeless young people in the city of Perth is
between 12 and 18 years of age. Agencies funded by the department
to provide services to these young people are as follows -

Escape Plan - under 14s.
Step One - over 14s
Streerwork Network
Youth Legal Service
YMCA Drop in Centre
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Parent Teen Link
Aboriginal Child Care Agency
Jesus People Incorporated
YMCA
Youth Single Women's Refuge
Perth Inner City Youth Services Household Network
Victoria Park Youth Services
Youth Care.

(3) Exact figures on parental interviews are not available. However, anl
services are expected to make every effort to facilitate return of the
young person to the family if appropriate. The Department for
Community Services provides $100 000 per year for a mediation
service for parents, care givers and young people, which aims to
reconcile young people with their families. The current
Commonwealth-State agreement on supported accommodation
services requires all services to work to return young people to their
homes and extra funds are now being provided by the Government for
this purpose.

(4) No statistics are currently available.

(5) As far as possible the Department for Community Services works to
ensure that there is none.

STATE ENGINEERING WORKS - GOVERNMENT RESUMPTION
98. Hon MAX EVANS to the Minister for Lands:

Does the Minister know whether the State Engineering Works have been
resumned by the Government and, if so, under what terms and conditions?

Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:

I suggest the honourable member put that question on notice.

MINERAL SANDS - BEENYUP
Separate Stare Agreement

99. Hon BARRY HOUSE to the Minister for Resources:

(1) Will the BHP Utah Beenyup mineral sands project be the subject of a separate
State agreement?

(2) Does the Minister favour a rail or a road transport system as the best option to
transport the mineral sands to the Port of Bunbury?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:

(1) If the honourable member wishes to pursue the first part of that question he
should place it on notice.

(2) The question of transport remains the subject of intensive evaluation. To the
best of my knowledge, no final decision on that has yet been arrived at.


