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1Ijrgialntiur A!1!1rmbly 
Wednesday, 19 June 1996 

THE SPEAKER (Mr Clarko) took the Chair at 11.00 am, and read prayers. 

VISITORS AND GUESTS· DIVER, GEOFFREY AND VANESSA; TAYLOR, STUART 

THE SPEAKER (Mr elarko): I welcome to my Gallery the President of the Shire of Kellerberrin, Mr .. 
Geoffrey Diver, his wife, Vanessa, and Mr Stuart Taylor, the Shire Clerk. They are here today because 
they have presented a painting to us for display in the corridors and to replace a painting that was donated 
earlier. Some members who are parliamentary historians will appreciate that Mr Geoff Diver is the 
grandson of Sir Leslie Diver, who was the President of the Legislative Council when I ftrst came here. 

[Applause.] 

PETITION • BEAR FACTORIES, CIDNA, TRADE CESSATION 

DR WATSON (Kenwick) [11.03 am]: I present the following petition -

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

We the undersigned people of Western Australia urge the Premier of WA and the Minister for Fair 
Trade and Commerce to immediately cease all trade with China until the horror bear factories that 
keep approximately 10,000 bears for life in cages no bigger than themselves for the extraction of 
bile used in traditional Chinese medicine are shut down. 

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

This petition was the initiative of the Save the Tortured Bears of China Group, of which I am patron. A 
school girl in Albany saw a media report about the work of that group. On her own initiative, she has 
collected these signatures in Albany. 

The petition bears 204 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of the Legislative 
Assembly. 

The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House. 

[See petition No 73.J 
JOINT STANDING COMMITTEE ON COMMISSION ON GOVERNMENT 

Leave Granted to Sit when House is Sitting. Wednesday 19 June 

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

That this House grants leave for the Joint Standing Committee on Commission on Government to 
sit when the House is sitting on Wednesday, 19 June. 

PUBLIC ACCOUNTS AND EXPENDITURE REVIEW COMMITTEE 

Leave Granted to Sit when House is Sitting. Thursday 20 June 

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

That this House grants leave for the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee to sit 
when the House is sitting on Thursday, 20 June. 

MINING AMENDMENT BILL 

Introduction and First Reading 

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Minson (Minister for Mines), and read a ftrst time. 

OFFICIAL CORRUPTION COMMISSION AMENDMENT BILL 

Second Reading 

MR COURT (Nedlands - Premier) [11.08 am]: I move -

That the Bill be now read a second time. 

On 12 March 1996, on behalf of the Government, I announced the strongest package of anti-corruption 
measures in the history of Western Australia. The purpose of this Bill is to give effect to the key 
component of that package, being the strengthening of the Offtcial Corruption Commission to make it an 
independent investigatory body. In the development of its anti-corruption package the Government took 
into account the conclusions reached by the Royal Commission into Commercial Activities of Government 



2866 [ASSEMBLY] 

and Other Matters and the matters contained in Report No 2 of the Commission on Government, dated 
December 1995. Since the announcement of the package the Government has also had the benefit of 
seeing the Commissioner for the Investigation of Corrupt or Improper Conduct Bill 1996 introduced by the 
Leader of the Opposition in April. Following the report of the royal commission this Government has 
always believed strongly in the need for measures to avoid a repeat of the improper conduct that took place 
during the 1980s. My Government already has a strong record in this area-

the Freedom ofInformation Act 1992 was proclaimed in November 1993; 

the Public Sector Management Act was enacted in 1994 and became operative on 1 October 1994; 

a new Commissioner of Police has been appointed; 

the Official Corruption Commission Act was amended in 1994; and 

the Commission on Government was established in 1994 and its work is almost complete. 

The conclusions of the royal commission and the Commission on Government together with reports of 
experiences in other juriscictions have satisfied the Government that there is a need to widen the powers of 
the existing commission to investigate allegations of corruption, criminality and serious improper conduct 
against public officers. The Western Australian community has the right to know that the investigation of 
such allegations is being properly and thoroughly conducted in an independent manner. The Government 
has resolved that it would not be appropriate to establish a new commissioner or commission when there is 
already in place an independent body, which, through the performance of its existing functions, has an 
overview of the extent of allegations of corruption in the Western Australian public sector and has already 
been developing a network with investigative bodies in Western Australia. There is already an important 
body of knowledge that should not be lost by simply repealing the Official Corruption Commission Act 
and replacing the commission with a new and unconnected commission. 

I tum now to the detailed provisions of the Bill. The Bill provides the legislative framework necessary to 
establish the commission as an independent investigative body. As such, the commission will have a new 
role which is much more visible in our community. As the commission will have new functions, it is 
fitting that it have a new name. The commission will be renamed the "Anti-Corruption Commission" 
which can be abbreviated to "A-CC". It is the Government's view that this name will more clearly identify 
to the community the nature of the commission's role and functions in relation to corruption. While the 
existing commission will be retained, the Bill introduces changes which will enable the commission to 
perform its new functions appropriately and independently. 

Part II of the Act will now be divided into eight separate divisions regulating the constitution and staff of 
the commission and setting out its functions in relation to allegations of corrupt, criminal and serious 
improper conduct. A new part lIB sets out the powers to be used in investigations. 

Establishment, constitution and staff of the commission: Clause 8(1) establishes the commission as a body 
corporate with perpetual succession. This will simplify contractual and other arrangements with 
employees. In the performance of its functions the commission must be, and must be seen to be, 
completely independent. 

To ensure total confidence that allegations against members of the Western Australia Police Service can be 
independently investigated by the commission, the Bill amends the membership provisions of the Act. In 
future, the commission will consist of three members, of whom one must have held office as a Supreme 
Court judge, a District Court judge or a magistrate or be eligible to be appointed to be a Supreme Court 
judge, and the two others must be persons who are not public officers other than by reason of their 
appointment to the commission. A person who is, or has been, a member of the Police Force of Western 
Australia will not be eligible to be a member of the commission. 

To ensure that the commission is seen to be fully independent from the Police Force, the Commissioner of 
Police will also be replaced by the Solicitor General on the committee that provides the recommendation in 
accordance with which appointments are made to the commission. A member will hold office for such 
term, not exceeding four years, as is specified in the instrument of appointment and be eligible for 
reappointment. However, in future, persons will not be able to hold office for more than eight years. 

Clause 9(9) of the Bill is a "grandfather clause" which provides that the changes of the membership 
provisions will not apply to those persons who held office as members of the commission on 12 March 
1996. Those persons, who have served this State with distinction and whom this Government holds in high 
regard, will be able to continue to hold office until the expiry of their present terms in August 1997 or until 
they resign or become otherwise disqualified under the provisions of section 5(5) of the Act. 
Notwithstanding the new limit of eight years' service, the existing members will also be eligible for 
appointment to a further term of office. This will, of course, be a matter for'the members themselves and 
the committee that makes the recommendations for appointment. 

The Bill introduces provisions to ensure that the commission can employ, second and engage the officers, 
contract staff and service providers it needs to perform its functions, Public service officers employed by 
the commission will have a general right of return to the public sector. The commission will be able to 
make arrangements for the use of staff and facilities of government bodies, including the Police Force. 

Functions of the Commission: A new section 6F sets out the functions of the commission. Those 
functions will include -
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receiving or initiating allegations of corrupt conduct, criminal conduct, criminal involvement and 
serious improper conduct; 

considerin~ whether further action is needed in relation to an allegation and, if so, by whom that 
further actIon should be carried out; 

carrying out further action in relation to allegations itself and, if appropriate, referring allegations 
to other authorities to carry out further action; 

furnishing repor~ and making recommendations on the outcome of further action taken; 

furnishing general reports and making general recommendations; 

consulting, cooperating and exchanging information with the Director of Public Prosecutions, the 
Parliamentary Commissioner, the Auditor General, the Commissioner for Public Sector Standards 
and other Western Australian authorities as well as the Australian Federal Police, the 
commissioners of the police of other States or Territories, and the National Crime Authority; 

assembling evidence for use in prosecutions in this State or elsewhere in Australia; and 

disseminating information to the public about matters relating to its functions. 

It is important that the commission will have as one of its primary functions the assembling of evidence for 
furnishing to the Director of Public Prosecutions to be admissible in the prosecution of a person for a 
criminal offence. In its interim report dated February 1996, the Royal Commission into the New South 
Wales Police Service noted that the function of disseminating evidence for criminal prosecutions where 
appropriate is not included in, the Independent Commission Against Corruption Act as a "principal 
function", but as an "other" function of the Independent Commission Against Corruption - page 11. That 
royal commission has recommended a Police Corruption Commission to investigate police in New South 
Wales. The commission has said that the PCC should not be "of the genus of a standing Royal 
Commission whose primary function is to establish the facts of a matter under review through the use of 
inquisitorial powers" but rather "a key function of the PCC must be to assemble admissible evidence when 
investigations reveal criminal conduct, and to furnish such evidence to the Director of Public 
Prosecutions" - page 94. 

Where crimes have been commilted, the primary object should be to bring offenders to justice rather than 
merely to report findings of fact. The weaknesses in the Independent Commission Against Corruption 
model as identified by the New South Wales royal commission are, with respect, also weaknesses in other 
proposals previously put forward in this State. 

Allegations of corrupt, criminal and serious improper conduct: The jurisdiction of the commission is to be 
expanded. It will now be able to investigate allegations relating to a greater number of crimes under the 
Criminal Code as listed in schedule I to the Act. It will also be able to investigate allegations of "serious 
improper conduct". "Serious improper conduct" will include dishonest and partial conduct by public 
officers where that conduct is of a quality that could involve an offence or a disciplinary breach for which a 
public service officer employed under the Public Sector Management Act could be dismissed, whether the 
public officer is a public service officer or a person whose office or employment could be terminated on the 
grounds of such conduct. 

The Government is deliberately limiting the commission's jurisdiction to improper conduct that is serious 
as outlined above. This is to ensure that the commission's time and resources are not taken up with 
allegations of a more trivial nature. 

Amendments to the Criminal Code being introduced by the Attorney General will include, in the definition 
of "public officer", Ministers of the Crown, Parliamentary Secretaries and members of Parliament. These 
people will therefore be brought within the jurisdiction of the commission, which will be able to investigate 
any allegations of corruption, crime and serious improper conduct that relates to them. In order to observe 
the proper separation of powers, the commission will not be able to receive or initiate an allegation about 
the holder of a judicial office unless the allegation relates to corruption under section 121 of the Criminal 
Code. 

The compulsory reporting requirements inserted in 1994, which have proved to be most successful, will be 
extended to serious improper conduct. In order to ensure that the commission is able to consider what 
further action will be taken in relation to matters that may involve corrupt or criminal conduct or criminal 
Involvement, those matters will be required to be reported to the commission as soon as reasonably 
practicable. 

Consideration of allegations and the need for further action: Where the commission receives or initiates an 
allegation it will be required to decide whether, in its opinion, investigatory or other action, in the Act 
called "further action", is warranted on reasonable grounds. 

Proposed section 7HA(2) lists factors to which the commission will be able to have regard in reaching its 
decision. This list is not exhaustive. Under proposed section 7HA(3), if the commission decides that 
further action is warranted on reasonable grounds, it is to decide whether further action should be carried 
out by the commission or whether the allegations should be referred for further action. 

Under proposed section 7HA(4), for the purpose of deciding whether further action is needed, the 
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commission may make such preliminary inquiry, if any, as it considers necessary and may consult the 
Director of Public Prosecutions, the Parliamentary Commissioner, the Auditor General, the Commissioner 
for Public Sector Standards, or any other investigatory body. This provision retains the power to make 
preliminary inquiries which was inserted by the 1994 amendments. The commission will now, however, 
have power to consult a much wider range of agencies than was previously the case. It is intended that the 
commission will use its own investigators and facilities for only the most serious allegations which require 
independent investigation. Proposed section 7HB sets out matters for which the commission must have 
regard in deciding whether further action is to be carried out by the commission or whether an allegation 
should be referred for further action. Those matters include -

(a) the seniority of any public officer to whom the allegation relates; 

(b) the seriousness of the conduct or involvement to which the allegation relates; and 

(c) the need for an independent investigation rather than an investigation by a public 
authority with which any public officer to whom the allegation relates is connected by 
membership, employment or in any other respect 

The commission will continue to be required to inform a person who has made an allegation where it 
considers that a referral of the allegation is not warranted. It will now be required to give written notice 
where it decides that no further action by either the commission or any other authority is warranted. The 
person receiving the notice will continue to have a right to apply for that decision to be reviewed. 

Dealing with allegations: A new division 5 sets out the procedures to be followed by the commission 
where it decides to carry out further action in relation to an allegation or that the allegation should be 
referred for further action. If an allegation is referred to an "appropriate authority" - that is, any 
investigatory body other than the DPP, the Parliamentary Commissioner, the Auditor General or the 
Commissioner for Public Sector Standards - the commission may recommend that the appropriate authority 
initiate and carry out an investigation into that allegation. It may also make a recommendation on the 
appropriate period within which an investigation should be carried out and may make other 
recommendations as it thinks fit in respect of further action that should be carried out in relation to the 
allegation. A recommendation may be amended. Even where it has referred an allegation, the commission 
may, at any time, decide to carry out further action in relation to an allegation. However, where an 
allegation has been referred to the Parliamentary Commissioner, the commission may not carry out any 
further action unless such action has been requested by or agreed to by the Parliamentary Commissioner. 

Proposed section 7HG recognises the independence of the Parliamentary Commissioner and the Auditor 
General under their respective Acts. Where the commission refers an allegation about a member of the 
Police Force or Police Department to the Parliamentary Commissioner, he may, notwithstanding provisions 
of the Parliamentary Commissioner Act 1971, procecd to investigate that allegation whether or not the 
Commissioner of Police has had a reasonable opportunity to investigate the matter to which the allegation 
relates. The commission may request appropriate authorities to report on progress or state why further 
action has not been carried out within the period recommended by the commission. Persons making 
allegations to the commission should generally be informed of the outcome of the further action carried out 
by the commission or appropriate authority in relation to the allegations. 

Proposed section 7HI will enable the commission to inform a person where the person requests the 
information and the commission considers that it is reasonable in the circumstances to give the 
information. Such a r~uest could be made at the time the allegation is made or at a later time. Strict 
secrecy provisions applymg to the commission have previously prevented it from providing information to 
persons who have been investigated. This has been an unsatisfactory situation. Proposed section 7HJ will 
enable the commission to inform a person to whom an allegation relates of the outcome of any 
investigation carried out by the commission or an appropriate authority in relation to the allegation, if the 
person requests the information or the commission considers that giving the information to the person is in 
the person's best interests, and the commission considers that giving the information to the person will not 
prejudice the carrying out of any further action in relation to the allegation. 

Reports on specific matters: Reporting on the outcome of investigations will be an important function and 
power of the commission. New division 6 will set out the provisions relating to reports to Parliament or the 
Minister on specific matters. The commission will be able to report in writing to each House of Parliament 
on the facts disclosed as a result of further action by the commissioner or any appropriate authority. The 
commission will be able to report in writing to each House of Parliament where the commission considers 
that an appropriate authority is not carrying out further action properly, efficiently or expeditiously. 

Proposed section 7HM will allow the commission to report to the Minister where Parliament has been 
prorogued or the Legislative Assembly has expired, been dissolved or if, for any other reason, the 
commission considers it appropriate to do so. If a Minister receives a report on account of Parliament 
being prorogued, the Minister shall, as soon as reasonably practicable, cause that report to be laid before 
each House of Parliament The commission may report to another Minister or a standing committee 
instead of to each House of Parliament if, for any reason, the commission considers it appropriate to do so. 
In accordance with the principles of the Westminster system, a Minister receiving a report from the 
commission is accountable to the Parliament and will be required to inform the Parliament. A fundamental 
protection afforded to individuals by this Act is that reports of the commission must be limited to facts. 
Before reporting any facts adverse to a person or body in a report under this proposed section, the 
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commiSSion must give the person or body a reasonable opportunity to make representations to it 
concerning those facts. A report is not to include a recommendation or opinion that a specified person be 
prosecuted for a specified or unspecified criminal offence against a written law. Apart from that, the 
commission will be able to make any recommendation that it thinks fit in a report. In particular, the 
commission will be able to recommend that further inquiry or investigation into any matter be carried out 
by a royal commission or an inquiry panel appointed under the Local Government Act 1995, or in such 
other manner as the commission may recommend, and it may recommend the terms of reference of any 
such inquiry or investigation. 

Proposed section 7HO preserves the 1994 amendment that allows either House of Parliament to approve 
the public disclosure of facts disclosed in the report despite the secrecy provisions. This power is also 
extended to a standing committee. 

General reports: In its annual report the commission will be required, under the Financial Administration 
and Audit Act, to include statistical information and information of a general nature about allegations of 
corrupt, criminal or serious improper conduct which it has received or initiated or about which it has 
received information. This reporting requirement will provide Parliament and the public with a complete 
overview of the extent of allegations of corrupt and serious improper conduct throughout the public sector. 

In order to ensure that the commission is accountable for its activities, the Parliament and any standing 
committee will be able to maintain a proper oversight of the activities of the commission. Proposed section 
7HQ provides that rules of Parliament under section 12 of the Act may require the commission to report to 
each House of Parliament or a standing committee as to the general activities and operations of the 
commission. In order to ensure that neither Parliament nor a standing committee becomes involved in the 
operational matters of the commission, proposed section 7HQ(2) provides that the commission is not 
required to provide detailed operational information in a report under the rules of Parliament. 

Preliminary Inquiries: Part IIA of the Act was inserted by the 1994 amendments and gives the commission 
power to request information and documents for the purposes of a preliminary inquiry. Part IIA is being 
retained; however, a person who supplies information requested under section SA will be given the same 
protection that is given to witnesses under section 20 of the Royal Commissions Act 1965; that is, the 
information provided by a person will not be admissible in evidence against that person in any civil or 
criminal proceedings, except contempt proceedings or proceedings for an offence against this Act. The 
penalty for failing to provide information or documents has been increased to $S 000 or two years' 
imprisonment. It will bring this penalty into line with other penalties proposed in the Bill. 

Investigations: In order to enable the commission to perform its independent investigatory function a new 
part lIB will be inserted into the Act. Investigations requiring the use of the powers of a royal commission 
will be conducted by special investigators whom the commission will be able to appoint to investigate and 
report to the commission on an allegation or allegations or class of allegations, specified in the instrument 
appointing the special investigator or in a written notice from the commission. Only a barrister of not less 
than five years' standing in any Australian State or Territory will be eligible to be appointed to be a special 
investigator. A special investIgator will be required to perform his or her functions on such terms as the 
commission and the special investigator agree, including terms as to use by the special investigator of the 
services of officers of the commission and seconded officers. 

The fact that the commission will appoint special investigators to exercise royal commission powers, rather 
than doing so itself, provides an important level of accountability in the new structure that this Bill will 
give the commission. The special investigator will be required to report to the commission. The 
commission will be able to appoint different persons to be special investigators in different investigations. 
This will not only enable the commission to appoint persons who have relevant expertise in an area, but 
also reduce the possibility of allegations that there is a perception of a predetermined bias on the part of a 
person who has presided at other hearings. 

To protect individual rights, evidence taken by special investigators using the powers of a royal 
commission will be taken in private. Should the commission believe public evidence is required, it can 
recommend a royal commission be appointed. Section 19A of the Royal Commissions Act as applied to 
this Act will be modified by section 7F(2) to ensure that persons appearing as witnesses before a special 
investigator have a right to legal representation. Before the evidence is taken on oath, a witness will be 
entitled to be informed of the general scope and purpose of the investigation. 

All the powers of a royal commission will be available to the special investigator. These powers include 
the powers to summons witnesses and documents; to examine on oath; to issue warrants for the arrest of 
witnesses who fail to appear; to apply to the Supreme Court for search warrants; and to retain documents. 
The offences created by the Royal Commissions Act will also apply. These include giving false testimony; 
bribing a witness; defrauding or deceiving a witness; destroying evidence; preventing a witness attending; 
injuring a witness; and dismissing a witness from employment. 

A statement or disclosure made by a witness in answer to questions put by a special investigator will not -
except in contempt proceedings or proceedings for an offence against the Act - be admissible against that 
person in any civil or criminal proceedings in this State. Witnesses, persons assisting a special investigator 
or persons representing witnesses will have protection from liability. The special investigator will have the 
same protection from liability as members and officers of the commission. 
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As general investigative powers, the commission and a special investigator will have power to request a 
public authority or a public officer to produce a statement of information, or documents. Failure to do so 
will carry a penalty of $8 000 or two years' imprisonment. There will also be power to enter premises used 
by public authorities and officers, and to take copies of any documents. These powers will be able to be 
exercised despite any duty of secrecy or legal professional privilege of the public authority or public officer 
in that capacity. Where an officer has obtained legal advice in a personal capacity, the officer's right to 
claim legal professional privilege will not be affected. It is also proposed to amend the Listening Devices 
Act to give the commission power to authorise officers of the commission to use listening devices under 
the Act. 

Miscellaneous: New sections 10 and lOA in part III will require members of the commission to declare a 
conflict of interest Section II of the Act will be amended by repealing subsection (2) and inserting 
subsections (2) to (2d). The purpose of this amendment is to ensure the commission is able to divulge 
information in the performance of its functions. In particular, the commission will be able to divulge 
information, or make a statement, about the performance of its functions to any person or to the public or to 
a section of the public if the commission considers it is in the interests of any person, or in the public 
interest, to divulge that information or to make that statement in that manner. 

To protect individuals' rights, the commission will not be able to express opinions that are critical of a 
person unless that person has had an opportunity to appear before it and make submissions in relation to the 
mauer. It will also not be able to disclose the name or any identifying information in relation to an 
informant unless it is fair and reasonable in all the circumstances to do so. The important protections for 
informants contained in section IIA, which was inserted in 1994, will be retained. 

Accountability: This Bill will develop the commission into an independent investigatory body with 
extensive powers. It is therefore fundamental that the commission be accountable to the Parliament. The 
Government has already adopted the recommendation of the 1992 select committee on the Official 
Corruption Commission Act to establish a joint standing committee to monitor the performance of the 
commission. In its second report, the select committce recommended that the joint standing commiuee on 
official corruption be established by resolution of both Houses of Parliament, rather than by legislation. 
The select committee considered that for ease of implementation and to facilitate any required changes to 
its terms of reference or powers as its role evolves, creation by resolution was more appropriate. The 
provisions of existing section 12 of the Act will allow Parliament to make rules prescribing procedures to 
be adopted by the commission in the performance of its functions. 

Conclusion: This Bill will give the Anti-Corruption Commission, as it will be known, access to very wide 
powers for the conduct of independent investigations into allegations of corruption, crime and serious 
improper conduct by public officers in Western Australia. In doing sO,however, the Bill at all times seeks 
to strike a balance between the need for a powerful investigative body and the protection of the individual. 
I commend the Bill to the House. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Ms Warnock. 

LISTENING DEVICES AMENDMENT BILL 

Second Reading 

MR COURT (Nedlands - Premier) [11.35 am]: I move -

That the Bill be now read a second time. 

The purpose of this Bill is to amend the Listening Devices Act to give the Anti-Corruption Commission, as 
it will be known, the power to authorise its officers to use listening devices in their surveillance work. A 
member of the commission will be able to authorise an officer of the commission to use a listening device. 

To ensure there is appropriate oversight and accountability for the use of listen'ing devices by the 
commission's officers, the commission will be required to furnish to the Attorney General on request a 
report containing such particulars, as the Attorney General requires, of the use of listening devices by any 
commission officer to listen to any private conversation to which the officer was not a party. This is in line 
with the existing requirement for the Commissioner of Police to report to the Minister for Police. 
However, in the case of the commission, to protect the rights of individuals and also to ensure the 
independence of the commission in the performance of its functions, the Bill states that a report by the 
commission to the Attorney General is not to disclose the details of information obtained by any particular 
use of a listening device. 

The power to authorise the use of listening devices is one that is appropriate for an independent 
investigatory body whose primary functions include the assembling of evidence to furnish to the Director 
of Public Prosecutions for use in prosecutions. The Royal Commission into the New South Wales Police 
Service has, at page 94 of its interim report dated February 1996, recommended such a power, together 
with other surveillance powers for a police corruption commission. The Commission on Government also 
recommended that the powers of its proposed Commissioner for the Exposure, Prevention and 
Investigation of Corruption include all investigatory and surveillance powers available to the police. This 
would include the power to use listening devices. I commend the Bill to the House. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Cunningham. 
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LAND DRAINAGE (VALIDA nON) BILL 

Second Reading 

MR NICHOLLS (Mandurah - Minister for Water Resources) [11.38 am]: I move -

That the Bill be now read a second time. 
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The purpose of the Bill now before members is to remove any doubt about the validity of drainage rates 
charged under the Land Drainage Act since 1 July 1983. Following the Government's decision in June 
1993, drainage rates wire abolished for the 1993-94 financial year. Subsequently the Land Drainage 
Amendment Bill abolished the ability to rate from 1 July 1994, in line with coalition policy. 

A commitment was given that actions in progress to collect rates due prior to 1 July 1993 would continue 
to be unaffected. Since the introduction of area-based drainage rates from 1 July 1983, doubts have been 
expressed on a number of occasions. Subsequent legal opinion has confrrmed that doubt as to the validity, 
based on technical grounds, does exist. It had been intended that the 1990 draft water Bill would overcome 
the problem, but the Bill did not proceed through Parliament Subsequent moves to have the amendments 
to the Act included in the 1992 legislative program were not acted upon by the previous Government This 
doubt has been impeding the recovery of outstanding rates from a small group of objectors. This Bill, 
therefore, puts the validity of these charges beyond doubt, and will allow the Water Corporation to pursue 
recovery of outstanding drainage charges. 

One of the effects of the Bill will be to put an end to a Supreme Court action initiated in 1989, in which a 
group of ratepayers are seeking to have their drainage rates declared invalid on technical grounds. The 
total amount of rates and interest involved is about $675 000. I assure the House that the amendment will 
not retrospectively impose any new charges or increase any charges. It will simply remove any possibility 
of doubt about the validity of the charges that have already been levied. 

The great majority of customers - about 97 per cent of them - have paid these charges in good faith 
throughout the period from 1983 to 1993. Not recovering the outstanding charges would be inequitable to 
those people. It should also be remembered that the Water Corporation's predecessors incurred expenses 
in operating those drainage schemes - at a loss, over those years. 

The people whose Supreme Court action will be stopped by this amendment probably will not be happy. 
However, I am assured that the action is based on technical grounds, not on questions of justice or equity. 
Because of the inevitable disappointment resulting from this amendment the Water Corporation is willing 
to discuss with the ratepayers concerned various issues relating to the payment of outstanding rates. 

With hindsight, one can say it was unfortunate that action was not taken when the doubt was raised in 1987 
in the report by Malcolm Lee QC. However, as I have already indicated, the problem was to have been 
solved by the 1990 Bill which did not proceed and no action was taken when further amendment was 
suggested in 1992. The present action is considered necessary to resolve a longstanding technical problem. 
I commend the Bill to the House. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Ms Warnock. 

Resumed from 18 June. 

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (No 2) 

Second Reading 

MR CATANIA (Balcatta) [11.42 am]: I take this opportunity to express some concern about capital 
works, particularly in the provision of facilities through the capital works program to our schools and, to a 
lesser extent - the Minister for Police will be happy to hear me say this - in the police area. My address in 
relation to the police area is, perhaps, more by way of encouragement to the Minister to do more. It is not 
so much a criticism of the capital works program, because to a large extent it will improve facilities such as 
police stations throughout Western Australia. The Government should be commended for those capital 
works which are to be built, and in the latter part of my address I will encourage the Minister for Police to 
allocate funds for a facility in Mirrabooka, where there is an essential need for a central police station. 

I know the Government will build a regional headquarters in Mirrabooka. I encourage the Minister for 
Police to increase the appropriation. This year $492 000 of the total estimated cost of $5m has been 
all.otted for the commencement of the construction of the Mirrabooka police complex. I commend the 
Mmister for that decision, because the Mirrabooka area covers Nollamara and surrounding districts, and the 
facilities at the Nollamara Police Station are a disgrace. I am sure the Minister will agree that the sooner he 
gets rid of the Nollamara Police Station and houses police officers in the more central and appropriate area 
of Mirrabooka, the better it will be for the police who work there and for the people in the area who need 
the services of a 24 hour police station. That area has a crime rate that is a matter for concern. All people 
are concerned about the crime rate; however, it is vital that area has a police station that is a flag bearer for 
the region. 

I was d~lighted that the Government chose Mirrabooka as one of the six regional headquarters in Western 
Austraha. If I had a criticism, it would be that the total allocation of $5m was not made this year, rather 
than a portion of the total, because the need is urgent My colleagues the members for Nollamara and 
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Marangaroo and I have for many years requested that a police station of sufficient size be built in 
Mirrabooka as soon as possible. I hope I can impress upon the Minister that the allocation of funds to the 
Mirrabooka police complex should be given more priority, perhaps, than distributions to other areas. 

Me Wiese: It is a priority. That process will begin in this financial year and the funds are locked in for its 
completion in the following year. It will be in place within the next year and a half. 

Me CATANIA: I am sure that my colleagues, whom I have mentioned, will be happy. I hoped that process 
would be hastened. 

Me Wiese: I would love to fund the whole lot immediately, but it cannot be done. I am glad the member 
for Balcatta accepts that it is happening. 

Me CATANIA: I accept the process is under way. The Opposition is concerned that the timetable is not as 
we would like. I express similar concerns for facilities in Morley which need a revamp, because that is 
also an important region and covers a large area. 

As local members of Parliament we are constantly reminded of the crime mte in our areas. We would like 
modern facilities established so police officers can work much more efficiently than is possible in the 
cmmped, outdated and outmoded police stations in which they now work. 

Me Wiese: The mobile policing efforts into the Mirrabooka area have been effective. They are better than 
what was in place in the past. 

Me CATANIA: Mobile police stations are a commendable way of addressing a gap in policing presence. 
In other words, a mobile police station can be established if there is not a police station or there is a 
particular problem. For example, a mobile station was located in the Bayview Terrace area. I agree with 
the Minister; however, I am sure the Minister will agree that huge areas such as Mirrabooka and Morley 
should be serviced by a permanent facility. I am sure the Minister agrees that there is a difference between 
a mobile caravan or truck and a permanent structure for the police in an area in the form of an established 
police station. I am sure the Minister will take my concerns on board. The allocation of capital works for 
the upgrading of police stations around Western Australia should be made on a priority basis. The police 
station at Kununurra - and a few others - has been given priority. I would prefer that other police stations 
were given equally urgent priority as Kununurra. The Minister has said that a total of $l.5m has been 
allocated for the commencement of construction of police stations at Cockburn, Dunsborough, Gosnells, 
Hillarys, Morley, and Murdoch. I think there is a genuine priority for police stations at Morley and 
Dunsborough. Dunsborough's population swells from 30000 to well over 130000 during the holiday 
period, as I am sure the Minister is aware. The police station there cannot cater for the increased numbers. 

Mr Wiese: The police station at Dunsborough has only short term police stationed there. That needs to be 
redressed. 

Mr CATANIA: The priority list should have been given deeper thought so that areas such as Morley and 
Gosnells were given more urgent priority. Although my criticism of the allocation of funds to police 
stations is not harsh, the priorities should be readjusted. Funds should be given for the establishment of 24 
hour police stations, for new police stations to be built, or for existing stations to be revamped or 
maintained. This would give the police in those areas modem facilities with which to dispense their 
services to the community more efficiently. 

The police station at Mt Hawthorn was established many years ago to accommodate a sergeant and perhaps 
a couple of police officers. That station needs a complete revamp or, even better, a new station should be 
built. That station is inadequate. The area requires that the police station be immediately looked at, and I 
ask the Minister to do so. The stations at Nollamara and other areas are in need of attention as well. I was 
glad to see the end of the station at Scarborough. That building was a house obtained from Homeswest, 
formerly the State Housing Commission, and was established to cater for a married couple and their two 
children. As a police station the building was used to accommodate up to 30 officers at anyone time. 
Inner city suburbs are attracting more people because of the planning and suburban infill taking place. 
Those older suburbs have been rejuvenated and young families are coming back to those areas because it is 
attractive to live in the inner suburban areas of Perth, and policing should adjust accordingly. 

For the past couple of months I have been dealing with the area of education and specifically the provision 
of facilities through capital works to our schools. The Education Department has given emphasis to the 
selling of school assets in order to obtain essential facilities for schools, and that process concerns me. The 
Mt Lawley Primary School, on the other hand, is considering buying assets. The member for Dianella and 
I attended the parents and citizens association meeting at that school last night, and I am sure he will 
concur with what I have to say. Schools in the inner metropolitan area are older and more established and 
seem to have excess assets or land, while other schools have no land and are short of space in which to 
house the increasing school population. The increase in student numbers has occurred in areas that, 
because of new planning and suburban infill, have attracted a bigger population. The school grounds are 
then too small to enable the children to expend their energy during lunch hours etc. That free time should 
be devoted to sport and play. 

The community has expressed concern about this issue and that is reflected in the newspapers. The West 
Australian has printed two editorials stating that parents are being convinced, or led down the path, by the 
Education Department that school assets should be sold to obtain essential facilities, such as covered 
assembly areas, computers, playgrounds, and driveways. 
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The Yokine Primary School is to sell bushland to provide funds to build a covered assembly area and to 
purchase computers. It is the responsibility of government to provide those essential facilities by budgetary 
allocation and through capital works. The primary school at Mt Lawley has 415 students and 1.2 ha of 
campus. The standard area for that number of students is 3 ha or at least 2.8 ha. The students cannot use 
the green area because there is not enough room for all of them. If they were to use that area it would 
become a brown area in a very short time. To resolve the problem and to place less pressure on existing 
schools a new school should be built somewhere between Mt Lawley and the city, where the student 
population is increasing. Perhaps a school could be established close to the city in the East Perth area 
where land has already Qcen acquired by the Government for the East Perth redevelopment. That would 
place less of a burden oh the existing schools at Mt Lawley and Inglewood. Establishing an extra school 
would provide some relief to those existing schools, and the Government should take that course. 

Mt Lawley has a small campus. The Education Department is trying to foist another burden upon it by 
placing an additional 55 students on that campus, through the establishment of a preprimary centre. The 
Government has explained that the preprimary will give visual relief because it will look like a Mt Lawley 
Preprimary School. The face of that school will be changed so that it will not look too bad, it will be put 
on the Mt Lawley campus, and it will look like a Mt Lawley preprimary. What a load of garbage. The Mt 
Lawley campus is small, and although the parents would like,to have a preprimary on site, the campus does 
not have the capacity to cater for a preprimary. It will increase the traffic in that area and further 
traumatise the residents -

Mr Cowan: Traumatise! 

Mr CATANIA: It does traumatise them, because 415 students in a small area causes many traffic problems 
when parents deliver them to the school. Many of the elderly people who have lived near that school for 
many years are very concerned. 

The Government should purchase land around that school, rather than put a preprimary on the existing 
campus, so that the students who currently attend that school will have a bit of breathing space. Many of 
us played football and cricket at school. However, the students at Mt Lawley Primary School cannot even 
play tiddlywinks because there is no room. There is no room for them to eat their lunch in a calm and 
orderly fashion. That is becoming a real problem for the students and is of great concern to the parents. 
The pressure that is being placed on the students and parents by threatening them with a preprimary on that 
campus is unfair and unwarranted, and I hope that when the Minister visits that school on 1 July he will see 
that for himself. 

Unfortunately I do not have the time to address the problem with the sale of school assets at the 
Doubleview and Noranda Primary Schools, and the lack of capital works funding for Mt Lawley High 
School. I am sure my colleague the member for Perth will address that matter. That school needs a 
complete revamp, and $5m should be spent on it rather than the $30000 that has been allocated this year. 
The capital works allocations for our schools are lacking, and the onus that is being placed on parents and 
schools to buy their own facilities rather than be allocated capital works funding is a disgrace. 

MR KOBELKE (Nollamara) [12.02 pm]: I will look at education and the extent to which the capital 
works allocations are misdirected or not adequate for the purpose. I turn first to the planning for new 
schools. Within the capital works budget, we have funding for ongoing programs and for new woIics, 
which may be new stages of, or totally new, high schools and primary schools. It is obvious from those 
figures that a large cost is involved in establishing new schools, and Governments of all political 
complexions have had to grapple with that problem in the development of our excellent education system 
in Western Australia. The provision of new schools is not always to meet a growing student population. It 
can be necessitated by a redistribution of where families are living, which means that the Government must 
commit considerable funds to build schools in new growth areas while existing schools in older or middle 
range suburbs do not have student populations which are commensurate with the size of the facilities. All 
Governments have had to cope with that problem. 

We found out during the Estimates Committees that the Government is now planning schools according to 
new criteria, so the actual number of schools is likely to be reduced. Currently, one primary school is 
planned for every 1 375 homes, and one high school is planned for every four primary schools. Under the 
new criteria, one primary school will be planned for every I 800 homes, and one high school will be 
planned for every five primary schools. That means that the size of schools will increase considerably in 
those areas where new home construction is taking place. I have real concerns about that matter. 

I acknowledge that there is a problem in ensuring that the capital works funding provides schools in the 
areas where they are required, so Governments must be creative and try to find new and more efficient 
means of providing schools. However, that must be done within the context of trying to maintain the 
quality of education. The quality of education relates to the quality of the facilities which are provided and 
to other important things such as student-teacher interaction and the way in which education is pursued in 
our schools. However, that is not a matter for this debate, because we are dealing with the capital aspects. 

It has been necessary in the past to spend large amounts of money to provide additional schools without 
having an increase in the population of those schools. However, we will now have much larger schools in 
those areas where there is urban growth. I am not talking about increasing the size of schools in most of 
the established suburbs, but planning for new primary and high schools. I want to be quite clear about what 
that means, because I do not want to misrepresent or misinterpret the figures. We are clearly looking at 
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areas of new urban growth where, at present, there is little or nothing on the ground; they are simply at the 
planning stage. When that planning is begun, in most cases a commitment is required from the developers 
to set aside the sites for schools. Without going into the arrangements for primary and high schools, which 
are different, those matters must be addressed at the early planning stage. 

Under the new planning criteria set by this Government, the amount of land that will be set aside for 
primary schools will be less than it was previously, and the amount of land that will be set aside for high 
schools will be considerably less. However, once we go past the planning stage and start to construct the 
schools, it is too late to tum things around. Therefore, it is important to examine the expenditure this 
financial year for the construction of schools and to realise the path down which we are going. 

Under the new criteria, it is expected that in growth areas, primary schools wilJ accommodate 900 students. 
We all know that planners do not always get it right and there can be growth surges where schools are not 
built in time or the population in a certain area has a higher percentage of children than was expected so 
that the schools in those growth areas overshoot the designed maximum number of students. I believe 900 
students is too large a number for a primary school, and that to plan for primary schools of 900 students 
will cause major problems because in some, if not all, cases primary schools will have in excess of 1 000 
students because the planners failed to get the numbers right. In many cases the schools will not be able to 
be built in time and come on stream quickly enough because there is a building boom in a number of 
suburbs. 

Similarly, under the criteria required here, a high school will be built to accommodate 1 800 students. That 
is its planned maximum number. The same problems will arise because pressures are already obvious in 
areas such as the south west and north west corridors where student numbers have increased beyond what 
was originally anticipated. If we plan for high schools to accommodate 1 800 students, we know that in 
some cases the number will reach 2 000 and beyond. That will adversely affect the quality of education in 
our schools. I do not mean that as criticism of a number of large schools presently in existence. Morley 
Senior High School in my area copes with I 500 students. It is an excellent school and because of that 
students from outside the area try to attend it. That is proof that it provides high quality education. The 
argument in support of large numbers by some people is that schools can then offer a wide range of 
subjects. That is a plus. However, all in all, most people who are associated with schools such as Morley 
Senior High School realise that a school that size is subject to many pressures. Smaller schools offer a 
better school environment and better quality education. 

We are trying to balance the amount of money capital works can provide with a range of educational 
issues. However, at the end of the day we must provide quality education. The planning criteria according 
to which this capital works budget will build schools means more larger schools will be built. If that policy 
is pursued and we continue to build those larger schools, the quality of education will be reduced. 

Mr Minson: What do you think of the split campus concept? I know it brings problems in itself but it 
occurs because they are sometimes too big or too small. I do not know what is the happy medium. 

Mr KOBELKE: Some schools have tried that; in some places it has been done quite successfully. Nearly 
20 years ago Hampton High School operated on the basis of schools within schools. I do not remember 
how it was broken up but it was ;:omething like all the year 9s and year lOs having their own deputy 
principal and trying to remain in a certain sector of the school. The aim was to retain their specific identity 
as a group within the school and therefore improve relationships between students and staff so that students 
did not get lost in the large system. A range of things can be done to cope with large schools. The member 
asked a very important question. I covered that briefly by saying the issue comes down to quality of 
education. My concern is that we are saying the schools should be made bigger. A range of issues is being 
addressed concerning the quality of the buildings used, and the Government is doing well in providing 
modem facilities. However, the facilities must match the style of education we wish to run. That style of 
education, according to the information of which I am aware, has not given due consideration to the 
problems of large schools. The point the Minister raised is a good one and refers to those considerations. 
It means a school would be broken up into separate campuses or within the same campus and have a 
subschool approach. I am not saying there is one right answer but under this policy for planned schools, 
those issues are not being adequately addressed. 

I tum now to another concern; that is, expenditure of approximately $17.5m in the capital works budget for 
the preprimary program. I have already stated previously in this place that the Opposition welcomes the 
fact that the Government will finally provide universal five year old education, which the previous 
Government initiated and which would have been fulfilled approximately four years ago except for delays 
by this Government. The amount of $17.5m is necessary for the facilities for that program. However, that 
amount is in excess of what the program could be established for. Some places have quite adequate off-site 
facilities for the five year old program. However, at the start of the 1997 school year, those programs will 
be shifted on-site to the local primary school campus. There is a great deal of opposition to that, although 
in some areas parents are quite happy with that. In that case the allocation of that part of the $17.5m will 
be well spent. 

However, at a number of preprimary centres, parents do not want the five year old program transferred to 
the local primary school Site. The Government should be far more flexible with this program. I hope it is 
not too late for the Government to reverse its decision, save some of that money and enable parents to 
continue to be involved with their children and have the five year old program off-site where it is their wish 
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and where clearly there are sound educational arguments for that. I am aware of Coolbinia Primary 
School, with which the member for Balcatta has been very much involved. The member for Perth has had 
a close involvement with Mt Lawley Primary School. In both cases parents have clearly articulated that 
they do not want the schools changed in the way proposed by the Government. At Marmion Primary 
School the parents do not want the five year old program transferred on-site in the way that the 
Government proposes. That is a serious concern. 

The Government must appreciate that parents are ideally placed to judge what is in the best interests of 
their children. They may not be educational experts, but if it came to making a choice between a clearly 
articulated consensus of opinion by parents and a few education administrators about what is best for the 
children, I would disregard what the so-called education administrators said. In some cases, of course, 
professional educators have a point and individual parents may want things which in the longer term may 
not be to the benefit of their children. However, we are talking about cases where all the parents have got 
together, held meetings, talked over the issues with staff at the primary schools and education 
administrators and formed a clear view about what is best for their children. In those cases the 
Government has no choice. It must listen to the parents, particularly when it will save the Government 
money in this capital works budget. I call on the Government to listen to those parents and others who 
have made recommendations. 

I understand that in the electorate of the Minister for Education a preprimary school has had the Minister's 
ear. I learnt from the local Press - I assume it is right - that he has acceded to the wish of that preschool 
and it will not be forced to move on-site. That precedent having been set, if the press report is correct, I 
hope the Minister and the Government will listen to other schools, and where parents have considered the 
issue thoroughly and have unanimously or with a clear majority decided that they do not want their 
program shifted onto the school site, that program will be allowed to continue as it is. Although some 
other relevant matters may be outside the scope of the capital works budget - I will not deal with that now -
I am sure that will be managed in a way that will benefit those students. 

Another real concern regarding this preprimary capital works budget is that it is being done on the cheap. 
Standard, transportable facilities are being erected to provide the five year old facilities on-site. As a result 
of cost cutting measures, the ablution and toilet area will not be up to the standard previously provided as 
specialist built facilities for five year olds. For example, a standard has been set for some time regarding 
the provision of small toilets for five year olds. 

[Leave granted for the member's time to be extended.] 

Mr KOBELKE: With the funding in this budget the toilet facilities for the specialised programs will not be 
a smaller size, which was the standard set previously. That was done for very good education, health and 
safety reasons. The five year old programs are separated from the rest of the school. A perimeter fence is 
placed around the five year old facility so that students do not mix with the older students except under 
supervision. The whole program run for five year olds is very much in the form of informal education, 
leading to a range of development programs that prepare those students for formal education. Part of the 
socialisation and development program is to ensure that they achieve independence to attend to their 
toileting. Therefore, it is a part of the whole program to ensure that the toilet size is one that can be used 
by the students without individual supervision. Now, due to petty cost cutting in the capital works budget 
the toilets provided will not be small enough to enable young children to maintain independence and allow 
them to use the toilets alone. Larger toilets are likely to open up issues of safety and hygiene and, 
therefore, the level of supervision by teaching staff will be even greater. We are not necessarily achieving 
a saving; we are putting greater responsibility on the staff in preprimary centres simply to save a few 
dollars on capital works. The Government should rethink that situation; it should not be penny pinching 
and in the process reducing the quality of education in preprimary programs. 

I tum now to school rationalisation at page 73 of the Capital Works Program. School rationalisation will 
cost $5.12m for building programs at Balga, Boulder, Kewdale, North Balga, Sutherland, West Greenwood 
and Yuluna Primary Schools. I am involved with a number of those schools, because one is in my 
electorate and two are on the edge of it; and drawing from students who live in my area, to a small extent, I 
have had some interest in the building programs. I am pleased that the Government has gone ahead with 
the programs and will provide improved facilities. I note that some concern has been expressed about one 
or two of them, but in most cases people are very happy about the money being spent and the improved 
facilities that will be provided. I congratulate the Government for that. However, we need to see that in 
the context of the school rationalisation program. 

The figures are starting to show that the whole program has been a complete waste of time. It is not that 
the schools have had money wasted on them; they deserve that expenditure and it is great to see. However, 
why did we need to embark on a program of threatening to close schools, which caused a huge amount of 
angst for parents and students in some areas and involved the parents in umpteen meetings using up their 
time? It also took a great deal of time away from principals and teachers who could not be engaged in their 
professional task of teaching because they became involved in the roundabout of school rationalisation. 

At the outset I said that the then Minister had a bee in his bonnet about empty classrooms. In most schools 
empty classrooms are a bonus; they are of great benefit to the school, but the previous Minister for 
Education seemed to hate empty classrooms. I said at the time that the savings as a result of closing down 
or amalgamating schools would be minimal. We know now that the whole process has cost more than the 
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savings. I say that on the basis that the savings from recurrent expenditure are less than what was spent on 
employing staff to go through the whole process. We need to take into account capital savings and 
acquisitions from the sale of sites, and the capital cost of the buildings of $5.12m. Using the figures 
provided in answer to a question in another place, in May this year the total revenue from the sale or lease 
of land, buildings, facilities or equipment at schools was $2.35m; therefore less than $2.5m has flowed in 
so far. Perhaps more will flow from sites still to be sold under the school rationalisation program. 

Mr Strickland: Although the rationalisation program had its negatives and problems, there are some 
positives. In my area two schools agreed to amalgamate. That is very good for the schools and for the 
system. 

Mr KOBELKE: Perhaps the member for Scarborough entered the Chamber after I had made my initial 
comments. Schools in my area have been involved, and I am thankful for what the Government has done. 
However, that did not need to be part of the rationalisation program. The process was a waste of money. It 
could have been done in a better planned way which offered the schools a proposal without going through 
the whole rigmarole which cost a lot of money to administer and has not returned the capital which the 
previous Minister suggested it would. I will go through the figures to convince the member about the 
waste. 

Mr Strickland: I educated the parents. I got the parents involved, and that was the positive. 

Mr KOBELKE: I support parental involvement. I suggest to the Minister and the member for 
Scarborough that other means were available by which to involve parents and to achieve improved building 
standards in some schools without the huge waste of money that has occurred. 

As I have indicated, to date, the recoupment of capital and kind in respect of school rationalisation is less 
than $2.5m. Turning to the cost of the program, recurrent expenditure was $2.2m, the payment from the 
trust was $1.7m, and capital was $0.2m, totalling $4.lm. Those were the figures in May. In this Budget 
the capital expenditure is $5.12m. Therefore, the expenditure is in the order of $IOm, when just over $2m 
will come in to pay for it. Some of the figures are suspect. The $1.7m from the trust fund is straight from 
the CRF. That is a supposed imputed saving from the closure of schools. The figures given to me when I 
was involved in meetings six to 12 months ago led me to believe that the figures were inflated to try to 
provide a bonus to do the building to convince parents to go for it. It was a device to pretend there would 
be savings. I hope the Auditor General will look into this in detail. I have already referred the matter to 
the Auditor General to see if he can discover whether the figure of $1. 7m stacks up. I suspect it does not. 

Even considering the costs which are supposed to be there, we find even more has been spent and less 
savings achieved for the program. At this stage we have an expenditure of almost $lOm and, to date, a 
saving of a little over $2m. Those figures support my argument that the whole process has been a total 
waste. That is not to say that no good has come from it. Schools in my area are thankful for the improved 
facilities they are receiving. One has received a covered assembly area and a new library. The school has 
wanted that for years and it was put up the priority list under the school rationalisation program. For that 
we are thankful, but we did not need to waste millions of dollars because the previous Minister had a fetish 
about empty classrooms and thought that by putting on pressure he could use the number of empty 
classrooms as an excuse to close schools and save money. We have evidence now from the figures made 
available through questions on notice that it is not the case; that the whole matter has been a huge waste of 
money at a time when the Government is scratching for money to provide facilities. 

DR WATSON (Kenwick) [12.30 pm]: In my contribution to this debate I intend to canvass a number of 
issues as they pertain to my electorate and to the concerns of people who have brought a range of issues to 
my attention. I will refer first to the budget for Main Roads. Once again, the budget allocates a line to the 
Roe Highway extension. Members will remember that the original plan was to link South Street to Tonkin 
Highway in five stages. The first stage was to link Tonkin Highway to Welshpool Road, and that stage was 
completed about two years ago. Unfortunately, the program has been slowed down for a number of 
reasons, one of which is that the present Government tends to allocate a higher priority to country roads, 
and that has meant a substantial setback in the timetable for completion of Roe Highway. 

Since the highway has emptied into William Street, Beckenham, the number of traffic movements along 
William Street has made it a de facto Roe Highway. Cars and heavy vehicles leave and enter the highway 
via William Street, which is a residential street. This is a straight stretch of road from Albany Highway to 
Welshpool Road, with houses on either side. Pcople need to cross the road to get to amenities such as 
shops, a school, the post office and doctors' and dentists' surgeries. It is only a miracle that has saved 
someone from being killed on that road as they have attempted to cross. It is not possible for the council to 
engineer traffic management in that area. Perhaps Main Roads should consider or reconsider placing 
traffic lights at the intersection of Brixton Street and William Street so that people wanting to tum right out 
of Brixton Street into William Street have safe passage. Nonresidents of Beckenham also traverse the 
suburbs. The traffic is awful. Motorists speed no matter how often the police set up speed traps and 
Multanova cameras. It seems to make little difference that the police are often in that area. 

My concern also relates to the delays in building the Roe Highway extension - stage 2 is still under 
construction. According to the original plan, that stage should have been completed by now. It is now 
linked to the completion of the Albany Highway widening project from Carousel to William Street. 
Residents in the area, people undertaking business and people using those roads to traverse the area 
because they live south of Beckenham have been put to considerable inconvenience for many months. It 
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was only in March this year, in response to a question on notice, that the Minister told me that it would be 
completed within three weeks. That three week period has passed now by a multiple of four. People 
travelling south along Albany Highway and those who want access to the housing developments on the 
western side of the highway must travel about 1 kilometre in the right-hand lane to tum right at Ladywell 
Street It is most inconvenient and residents feel very let down by the planning process and the lack of 
consultation. The only way that they have been able to get information about what is happening is by 
asking me to approach the Minister. The Minister has acknowledged that the consultation processes 
attempted did not canvass the views of all concerned. 

This year's Budget alloqtes about $16m to the Albany Highway crossing and to the link between Roe 
Highway and Albany Highway. The whole project is substantially behind and will not make any difference 
to those people in William Strcct and those using that street until the section that is now under slow 
construction is linked with Welshpool Road. I appreciate that you, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr Ainsworth), 
might not have a clear picture in your mind of the plans that I am outlining. However, it is very specific to 
that area and it means a lot to my constituents in Beckenham. Not until stages 1 to 3 are completed will the 
pressure be taken off William Street; not until stages 4 and 5 are completed will there be a satisfactory 
resolution of traffic management through Beckenham, Kenwick and Thornlie. People are currently put at 
substantial risk. 

I urge the Government to ensure that its road building work in regard to Roe Highway is given the highest 
priority. I appreciate that because of the plans to loop a railway passenger service around from the existing 
freight line through Kenwick there has been some delay in relation to engineering planning and the way in 
which the train and the highway can be cross-linked at Albany Highway. However, this has been on the 
books since the early 1990s and there is no excuse for these delays. I cannot reiterate strongly enough that 
people are inconvenienced and potential danger is ever present. 

The statements for the Ministry of Justice contain allocations to upgrade cell accommodation and provide 
new courts and courtroom facilities in a number of local and district courts. I make a plea to the Minister 
for Justice to ensure that, in those courts where restraining orders are often heard, separate facilities are set 
aside for women who are applying for restraining orders and for the people against whom an order is to be 
placed. It is unreasonable to expect, as so often happens, that the men and women partners involved in a 
restraining order action must share the same waiting room. It is also unreasonable that there are no 
childcare facilities at these courts. I hope that these very basic necessities will be considered in the 
planning of the upgrading of the court facilities and in the plans for the new courts. 

The Department for Family and Children's Services is expending millions of dollars to construct a 
purpose-built adolescent and child support centre at Forrestfield. The Opposition is rather mystified at 
what kind of children with what kind of problems will be the clients of this centre. A dearth of mental 
health facilities for children and adolescents has been identified. There will be a modified 12 bed unit at 
the Bentley Hospital for children who are to be committed under the Mental Health Act However, it is 
difficult to see where the link is betwccn that adolescent and child support centre and the mental health 
services on the one hand, and the criminal justice system where children may need to be remanded or 
incarcerated on the other hand. The purpose of that building and the way in which any social impact 
survey might have been done with residents must be explained more clearly. 

I take this opportunity to pay a compliment to the police in my region. They tell me that what they were 
able to do last Saturday was a direct result of the new regionalisation process. If that is so, I congratulate 
the Minister as well. For many months some state housing tenants have caused problems in Kenwick in 
four or five houses. It has been difficult for their neighbours, for local shopkeepers and, indeed, for people 
who have just gone about their daily lives, getting their kids to school and getting to work. There is no 
doubt that three or four families have been dreadfully disruptive through their antisocial behaviour and 
elements of criminal behaviour, particularly break-ins and burglaries. We have been at our wits' end to 
know how best to deal with this. 

The residents called a meeting about a month ago that was chaired by the member for Roleystone, who 
thinks he will continue to be the member for Roleystone after the next election and that Kenwick will come 
under his jurisdiction. I was unable to attend the meeting but I organised various public servants, including 
police officers, to go. The member simply had to chair it. It would have been a difficult meeting to chair; 
there were many angry people. I congratulate those police who sensed the demeanour of the people and the 
anger at the meeting. 

Last Saturday morning they organised a community barbecue and sausage sizzle that brought all sections 
of the community together at the local shopping centre. Besides me and various councillors and council 
officials, at least 20 policemen and policewomen from all ranks attended, from superintendent to junior 
constable. They were very active, working from a caravan. They signed up people for Neighbourhood 
Wateh. They were able to report back to people about the bicycle patrol and the foot patrol that is working 
with dogs. They believed there had been a significant impact on the behaviour of some of the people 
against whom complaints had been made, simply by a visible police presence. It was a positive way to 
approach a community and neighbourhood problem. 

An amount of $700 000 is allocated to commence the construction of a new regional complex at 
Cannington; however, the ultimate cost will be well over $6.5m. That initial budgetary allocation for 
capital works for policing in this region only scratches the surface. Furthermore, $l.5m is allocated to 
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commence the construction of six police stations, including one in Gosnells. Police stations are expensive. 
This kind of money is paltry when considering the need. A police presence has made a big impact in 
Kenwick. A much more generous allocation must be made to police complexes and stations as well as to 
mobile police stations that can attend the locations at which they are needed. 

[Leave granted for the member's time to be extended.] 

Dr WATSON: I tum to an issue that my colleague the member for Maylands raised yesterday - the capital 
works allocation for the Department of Environmental Protection, particularly the replacement of pollution 
monitoring equipment. I will talk mainly about noise monitoring. However, last year I was involved in 
consultations with about 12 groups of children aged 11 and 12 and I canvassed a range of issues with them, 
most of which they put on the agenda themselves. When we came to talk about the environment I had 
every expectation that those children would want to tell me about the conservation of trees and the 
preservation of animals. I was wrong. In every single group the children wanted to talk to me about air 
qUality. They put it on the agenda. They wanted to tell me that politicians must do a lot better in 
preserving the quality of our air. I was mystified at first at this. Safety Bay was the furthest south in the 
metropolitan area that I went. I also met children from three schools in my electorate. To some extent I 
can undt-.stand their concern around Kenwick. The area has been identified by the department as having 
particular problems because of the way air currents in the sea breeze and breezes from the hills meet. The 
area is flat and damp with a high watertable. 

For whatever reason, Western Australia, particularly the metropolitan area, has a high incidence of 
childhood asthma. It strikes me that one of the reasons children are so concerned about air quality is that if 
they do not have asthma themselves, one of their siblings or one of their friends or school mates may have 
it. That matter was addressed by the member for Maylands last night. 

I am happy that noise monitoring equipment will be upgraded. In particular, I bring before the House the 
issue of aircraft noise. Aircraft using flight paths over Queens Park, Cannington and East Cannington in 
particular were a problem in my elcctorate when I was the member for Canning, and continue to be a 
problem now I am the member for Kenwick. It is rather amusing at first for people, but we all get used to 
it. When I attend school assemblies at Gibbs Street, Queens Park or Cannington Primary Schools people 
suspend what they are saying as a plane goes over and continue from where they left off after it has passed. 

That is part of living, being schooled and working in the area in which planes fly very low. A number of 
people have approached me about the severe noise problem at Jandakot Airport. Although I have some 
questions on the Notice Paper today about this matter, it is instructive to note that only yesterday The West 
Australian reported an engineering conference conducted by the Australian Institute of Urban Studies at 
which the manager of Jandakot Airport, Don McDonald, indicated that 900 noise complaints were received 
a year at the airport. Also, today's Canning-Melville Times contains a report that Canning City Council 
will not chip in for a study into noise generated by Jandakot Airport. The council was asked to contribute 
towards the estimated cost of $50 000 for a report by Ashton Environmental and Safety Services. The 
article reads -

Jandakot Airport Noise Action Group requested the survey as an alternative to the one already 
commissioned by the Federal Airports Corporation. 

The group said an officer from the Department of Environmental Protection would oversee the 
project, which would be carried out with the assistance of university students. 

The group hoped that the surrounding councils of Cockburn, Melville and Canning would help to meet the 
costs, but Canning has refused to do so. 

Jandakot was a semirural area until eight or 10 years ago, but it is now in the middle of rapidly developing 
suburbs; therefore, the airport is unsuitable for the type of training and flying conducted. It is the busiest 
airport in Australia with almost 400 000 flights a year, or more than 1 000 flights a day. The extent to 
which people are affected by the noise depends upon where their houses are situated in relation to the 
runway. About 400 people are employed at the airport in connection with the Royal Flying Doctor 
Service - an essential service, the location of which nobody has disputed - an aviatronics industry and the 
Royal Aero Club of W A. 

People are most concerned about the way in which the State Government has entered into an agreement 
with Singapore Airlines and the Singapore Flying College. I have some questions on notice seeking further 
information about those and other contracts. People living in Jandakot, Livingstone and Canning Vale 
endure 1 000 flights a day, and many of these flights are circuit flights which last about four minutes. The 
landing and rapid takeoffs involve screeching noises and aircraft whine and whir in upward flight. The 
circuit flight noise can reach 80 decibels, which is completely unacceptable. Most of the 1 000 daily 
movements are such flights. 

The need for a second airport must be investigated, although this should not be in the northern suburbs. 
We should consider how regional airports can be developed. Such environmental noise results in stress as 
people wonder when the next flight will be. This noise is an added burden for children, sick people or 
disabled people at home during the day, and it must be absolutely impossible for shift workers to live in 
these areas. Night flying disturbs sleep. We know that noise causes stress, behavioural changes and sleep 
disturbance, and can induce hypertension and high blood pressure. All these impacts must be taken into 
account. 
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Just under 1000 complaints were received last year about aircraft noise at Jandakot, and it is not good 
enough for the Federal Airports Corporation to say, "Look, these people knew that the airport was there; 
they should never have moved in." The number of takeoffs has far exceeded the forecast in which it was 
estimated that by 1996, with a 4 per cent per annum increase, the airport would have 359 880 movements a 
year. However, there were already 345000 movements by 1989. It is absolutely inappropriate to have 
such an airport in the middle of urban development 

I am also concerned about the way in which the Department of Transport has dealt with the Jandakot 
Aircraft Noise Action Group. I have a copy of a facsimile sent to the president of the group from the 
department, which refused to negotiate with JANAG until it could establish its status. Potentially, 22000 
houses are affccted by the airport, and JANAG has about 6 000 members. Nevertheless, the Department of 
Transport refused to negotiate with JANAG until it had a copy of its constitution, a membership 
application form, including details of f~es payable, af!d a stat~tory declaration detailin~ the number of fully 
paid up members. The department claImed that the mformauon was needed to estabhsh the bona fides of 
the organisation if it was to be "formally invited to contribute to the management and development of the 
State's aviation and training policy". What a cheek! The facsimile also pointed out, regarding 
negotiation -

... this will not occur until all threats of action against Singapore Airlines and Singapore Flying 
College are completely and unconditionally withdrawn. 

Unless that happens, the department will not negotiate with the affected residents. I began my contribution 
to the capital works debate by stating that the Government is being less than perfect in the way it has 
consulted with my constituents around Kenwick and Beckenham on road construction. That was 
acknowledged. To tell people badly affected by aircraft noise, even to the extent of high blood pressure 
and sleep deprivation, that the Government will not negotiate with them unless it knows who they are is not 
the way to proceed. A social impact statement is required as this is a planning issue. People have the right 
to their houses; it is the biggest investment they will make. It is important to protect that amenity and a 
resident's lifestyle. These people should be given a date by which aircraft circuit training at Jandakot will 
cease, along with confirmation that the fourth runway will not be built at Jandakot. 

Sitting suspended/rom 1.00 to 2.00 pm 

[Questions without notice taken.] 

MRS HENDERSON (Thornlie) [2.34 pm): During the Budget second reading debate I made a number 
of comments about the Government's programs on juvenile justice. During that speech I indicated how 
pleased I was to see that the approach to juvenile justice teams was a vast improvement on what had been 
there previously. However, today I will talk about the more serious matter of young people being 
questioned in the street and being subsequently arrested. This is where they are not issued with cautions or 
referred to juvenile justice teams, but are arrested and taken to a police station for questioning. Progress 
has not been made to improve the basic protection those young people deserve in those circumstances. 

A number of researchers and others have made comments about the over use of the arrest procedure for 
young people. It is far more likely that an adult will be summonsed rather than arrested. It seems to be the 
pattern that for an offence of a similar level of severity young people are far more likely to be arrested than 
is an adult. That is of enormous concern for all of us. Part of that concern arises from the way that 
happens. There is a blurred line between when a police officer approaches a young person or group of 
young people to have a chat and when that chat progresses into a form of questioning followed by the 
young person's voluntarily "assisting the police with their inquiries" to use a fairly hackneyed phrase, and 
from that to arrest. 

One of the problems with that informality and lack of clear dividing line is that young people often do not 
know at any stage what are tl:Jeir rights. They do not know when they are being chatted whether they have 
the right to terminate the conversation or just walk away. Very often they are given the clear impression, 
often by body language or whatever, that they are not free to leave. They may be standing on a street 
corner with a group of other young people when one or perhaps two police officers approach them and ask 
them questions. That in itself may not be significant. However, if, as sometimes happens, that 
interviewing process progresses to a point where the police officers believe they have information on 
which they can charge those young people, very often the answers the young people have already given 
during the informal conversation are used to encourage the young person to make a confession. 

Certain protections are in place for everyone in our system. One of them is that age old protection which 
pro~ides that we do not have to implicate ourselves out of our own mouths; we are protected against 
mcnminating ourselves. Under that protcction, if we are to be questioned with a view to charging us with 
an offence, we must be warned that we do not have to answer questions and incriminate ourselves. As far 
as adults are concerned, that may not often be a problem. If they are invited to go to a police station or 
whatever, that warning may be formally given to them. However, for many young people that warning is 
~ot given to them at the point at which police officers start talking to them on the street. The caution is not 
likely to be given until the young person is taken to the police station. That could result in a situation 
whereby a young person has already volunteered some information and answered questions, but was not 
warned at that point that the answers may be subsequently used against him in any formal proceedings. If 
one were to say to young people that they are protected, that they do not need to incriminate themselves, 
and that they must be cautioned, they would think it was a joke because there is no clear point at which 
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they are cautioned. A police officer may walk up to them to have a chat and to ask questions, but the 
young people feel they cannot say that they do not want to stay there; that they do not want to answer 
questions, and therefore can walk away. It would not happen. The sheer difference in the power of the 
position and the uniform of the police officer compared with the situation of a 14 or 15 year old standing 
on a comer with his mates is enormous. 

I acknowledge that there has been a change in the situation when police are interviewing young people in 
that they telephone or contact the parents or guardians before they formally question young people. I 
commend the police for that change, and I acknowledge that signs do appear on the walls of most police 
stations which make it clear that police officers must go through that process. However, in many cases the 
damage is done at the point at which police start to chat to or question the young people informally. At that 
stage, technically, the young person is a volunteer and the law does not protect a volunteer. Most young 
people would be amazed if they were told that they were voluntarily assisting the police. 

The second question I want to raise relates to when young people go to the police station; that is, the police 
ask them to accompany them, and they go. They think it is a contradiction in terms to talk about a young 
person voluntarily giving informed consent to assist the police, because on many occasions they do not 
have any understanding of their rights - that is, whether they can refuse to go. If they go, it has been 
suggested by a number of people who have been involved in the issue - particularly arising from the young 
offender legislation - that there should be a charter of rights for young people who are taken to a police 
station, that those rights should be adhered to by the police, and that the young people should be told about 
those rights. 

As I mentioned earlier, it is not known that the police have no power to detain anyone if they do not intend 
to arrest the person. Often adults do not know that, and most young people certainly do not know it Of 
more concern is that police are under no obligation to advise a young person of that facl. The police do not 
have to say to the young person that they invite him or her to go to the police station, but that the young 
person does not have to go to the station if he or she does not want to. The police almost never say that to 
young people; they say that they would like the young person to accompany them to the police station. 
Most young people automatically think that it is an order, not an invitation, or that they could not say they 
do not want to go and would prefer to go home. The matter of the police advising young people of their 
rights is a crucial one, and we should all take it up. 

Another issue which arises at the same time as the police question young people informally, and take them 
to the police station without advising them of their rights, is that of searching young people. I raised this 
matter the other day. Without question, the police have power to search people after an arrest is made, if 
the police believe the people may have objects in their possession which they may use to harm themselves. 
It might be part of the duty of care of a police officer with a person in his custody, to ensure that person 
does not have on his person an object such as a razor blade which could be used subsequently. However, 
that is not the normal circumstance in which young people are searched. As I indicated the other day, 
young people take it almost as a hazard of life that if they are on the streets of Perth and the police start 
talking to them, they can effectively be searched without any reason. If we want young people to feel part 
of the community and not alienated, we must revise the standard procedures used by the police. In my 
view nothing makes people more angry than the mindlessness of certain kinds of youth vandalism, 
particularly youth graffiti. However, they fail to sec the connection between why young people feel so 
alienated from the community that they do not really care whether the objects - the assets, walls, bridges, 
roads and signs - that belong to the whole community are damaged by them. They do not feel any 
ownership of the items. They feel alienated, and that they are not part of, or do not belong to, the 
community. Part of that situation is that young people can be accorded fewer rights than are adults in 
similar situations. 

A fairly extensive study of young people and their relationship with the police was conducted by Harry 
Blagg and Meredith Wilkie. The 1995 publication called "Young People and Police Powers" contains 
almost a charter for the basic rights which a young person should enjoy if taken into custody. I will talk 
briefly about those rights. For example, the authors indicated that where a child is arrested and is denied 
bail, is to be interviewed by the police, have his fingerprints and photograph taken, be searched and so on, 
the police officer should be required to do certain things: First, the police should take all possible steps to 
notify the parent or guardian of the child as to the child's whereabouts, and the reason for his or her arrest; 
and to request the parent or guardian to attend the police station immediately. Secondly, on the request of 
the parent or guardian, the police should seek to arrange transport for the parents where they have no 
transport to enable them to get to the police station. The police should notify a legal adviser or advocate 
nominated by the child. If the child docs not nominate a legal adviser, the police should contact a legal 
adviser nominated by the parent or the guardian. When neither the child nor the parent nominates a legal 
adviser, the police should contact an individual youth advocacy service such as the Aboriginal Legal 
Service or the Youth Legal Service. Next, the police should arrange a medical examination of the child by 
a registered medical practitioner of the same sex as the child, and the police should ensure that the child is 
accommodated in appropriate conditions with full-time supervision. 

They say also that prior to the arrival of the persons notified, such as the medical officer and the legal 
advocate, the police officer may search the child if the police have reasonable grounds for believing that 
the child has an article on his or her person which could cause harm, and if the child has not already been 
searched when the police were talking to the child on the street The authors are adamant that the search 
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should be conducted by a police officer of the same sex as the child, and that the police should ensure that 
any article removed from the child during the search is carefully classified and put into safekeeping. They 
talk about the duties of the medical practitioner who examines the child. In particular they talk about the 
importance of the confidentiality of the information that the medical practitioner receives. Most 
importantly, the aim of the medical examination is to, first, ensure that it is established in written form that 
the child has not sustained any injury that requires treatment; that the child does not appear to be suffering 
any illness and is not intoxicated, or that the child does not suffer from some intellectual disability. The 
reason that one would want a certificate stating all those things at that point should be reasonably obvious. 

The authors go on to detail the duties of the police custody officer in relation to the child's health. They 
say that when the medical practitioner says the child is suffering injury or illness or appears to be 
intoxicated, the police must arrange immediate treatment in suitable circumstances, and that no 
investigation should be conducted until the recommended treatment has been provided. Where the nurses 
or medical practitioners certify that a child suffers from an intellectual disability, the police must ensure 
that the child is not questioned further unless by a police officer specially trained in the lawful interrogation 
of a child with an intellectual disability; also, the child must be accompanied by an independent third party 
during the interview. 

This charter has a great deal to recommend it. A constituent indicated - this is a matter of concern - that 
although police have improved their procedures regarding contacting parents, if a parent refuses to attend, 
is interested or does not have the means of attending, police believe they have done all they can. 
Therefore, the child suffers. Nobody is present to assist the child, offer advice and be a friend. It is not 
enough for the police to attempt to make a single telephone call to the parents in that situation. 

I am also greatly concerned about young people being questioned on the street by police and subsequently 
taken by police vehicle to the police station. I am advised that young people are asked at that point 
whether they have any complaint about police treatment. Therefore, young people are asked that question 
before a decision is made on whether they will be charged. Young people realise that it may be more likely 
that a charge will be laid if they say, "Yes, I was treated very roughly by the officer and I object to the way 
I was questioned." Most young people, and particularly their parents, tell me that youngsters regard this 
process as a joke. Nine times out of 10, young people answer no regardless of how they were treated, 
particularly if the police officer involved in the interrogation is present when the question is asked. 

Another right referred to in the research was that in no circumstances should police release for examination 
the name or any other identifying information about the young person suspected of, or charged with, the 
offence. Recently, victims were given greater rights, and I welcome that. Unfortunately, in the attempt to 
make the victim feci that he or she has been understood and sympathised with, police officers have given 
information to the victim about the young offender before he or she has been convicted of the offence. 
That is wrong. A couple of cases were brought to my attention in this regard, and I absolutely support the 
charter on that matter. We must place a charter of rights for young people in legislative form which will 
benefit not only young people, but also the relationship between young people and police. That 
relationship has been greatly assisted by the juvenile justice team and the cautioning approach. However, it 
will be further assisted through consideration of procedures for the arrest of young people when they are 
taken to the police station, and a charter of rights should be outlined in legislation and endorsed by the 
eommunity through the Parliament. This would resolve some of those problems. 

[Leave granted for the member's time to be extended.] 

Mrs HENDERSON: Over the past 12 months some 34 000 people have lost their licences as a result of the 
accumulation of points, many of which are accumulated as a result of photographs taken by Multanova 
cameras. I have some strong misgivings about that program. Every day I see in my electorate the 
Multanovas placed on dual carriageways, on straight stretches of safe road with no cross-streets, and often 
in spots where the speed limit changes from, say, 70 kilometres an hour to 60 kilometres an hour. It is 
almost predictable. It appears that the location of the Multanova has nothing to do with the accident rate, 
but is straightforward revenue raising. The cameras are placed in spots where large numbers of people 
exceed the speed limit, and often in peak hours. The flow of traffic along the road may be at 75 kmh and 
dozens of people are photographed and receive notices. 

A substantial proportion of the population is now losing licences due to this practice. Also, a substantial 
number of those people continue to drive because they feel that they have no alternative; their vehicles may 
!'e absolutely essential for their employment, and many feel angry about what has happened. If I am right 
In that regard, it has implications for all of us on the road; namely, that people are driving who are 
unlicensed. Undoubtedly, some people involved in crashes will be uninsured, and this has implications for 
those with whom they collide. The police have an onus to look at this issue more carefully. 

Do the police aim in Multanova use to slow down traffic generally, particularly during peak hours? The 
Multanovas are found often on long roads clearly built to take traffic at a speed higher than the speed limit. 
In many respects, the Multanovas will create greater traffic congestion. The placement of the cameras does 
not support the aim of reducing the accident rate. One could argue that the police could place phoney 
cameras in a range of locations, as this would stop people speeding. The very fact that people can be 
charged and fined for flashing headlights - which many Australians do - to warn people about the speed 
cameras ahead throws into doubt the intention of reducing speed. Motorists flash headlights to warn other 
motorists to slow down as they are about to pass a camera. 
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I understand that, as the police moved to place civilians in charge of the cameras before the necessary 
legislative changes were made, a number of convictions made during the past six months or so have been 
thrown into substantial doubt. People did not fill out the slip attached to the infringement notice to state 
that they committed the offence. Therefore, the notice has continued to be sent out to these people and has 
followed them whenever they have moved. This notice ends up with the final infringement section - the 
INREP group - at the Ministry of Justice, and these people then lose their licences. In many cases, the 
person to whom the infringement notice was sent made no attempt in the letters sent out to admit gUilt. As 
the legislation has not been changed, the liability of all those people, some of whom lost licences, has been 
thrown into question. Some of those people could now drive without their licences and could lawfully 
claim that their licences were wrongly taken from them. 

I notice in the Budget that funds have been allocated to purchase more Multanova cameras. I would like 
action to be taken to ensure that those cameras are placed in areas where accidents occur, where there is a 
problem, and where the problem relates to the speed of the traffic. When all of the research seems to 
indicate that accidents in the country are more likely to be severe because of speed, one must question the 
proportion of cameras that operate in the metropolitan area compared with the country. 

MR THOMAS (Cockburn) [3.02 pm]: I wish to speak about a number of matters which relate to the 
portfolios of the Ministers for Commerce and Trade, and Energy. Sadly neither is here. However, if they 
are in the building and are listening to this, I would be plcased if they graced the Chamber with their 
presence. 

Mr Bloffwitch: Anything of relevance will be passed on to them. 

Mr THOMAS: I am pleased to learn that the member for Geraldton will pass on my comments to the 
Ministers. Knowing he will do that, I will continue as enthusiastically as I would have if they were here. 
On a happy note, I wish to refer to an allocation which has been made in the Budget under the portfolio of 
the Minister for Commerce and Trade relating to the completion of the Coogee redevelopment. While that 
project is not actually in my electorate, it is close to it. It is in the electorate of the member for Frernantle, 
the Leader of the Opposition, but it is a matter which arose out of concerns which also affected people in 
my electorate and for which, as chairman of the Coogee redevelopment committee, I had carriage when the 
Labor Party was in government. It is an excellent example of creative planning and accommodating 
industry. Essentially, the problem was that people found the industries in that area offensive. They did not 
wish to live near them, but they had been located there for a long time. Residential areas were encroaching 
on them and there was pressure to close or move those industries. When the member for Eyre was Minister 
for Agriculture and responsible for Robb Jetty, he put in place a program to sell industrial land in one area 
and use the money to purchase other land and fund the relocation of that industry and, at the same time, to 
upgrade the industry. What we have now is high quality industry in a biotechnology park which is not 
offensive to residents. The park already exists in substantial part. According to the capital works program, 
construction will be completed in the forthcoming financial year. The industry will be based around the 
processing of mainly animal products, but also agricultural products. That activity has been traditionally 
associated with the Fremantle and Cockburn areas and I am pleased to see that employment which is 
associated with that will continue in an upgraded form. The old skin sheds and smelly abattoirs have gone. 
Instead, upgraded facilities have been constructed which arc further processing agricultural produce into 
high quality products, providing high quality jobs and in many cases -

Mr Bloffwitch: Have they all gone? 

Mr THOMAS: They are going. 

Mr Bloffwitch: There was a terrible stink. 

Mr THOMAS: They are going from south Coogee to north Coogee. They are moving less than a 
kilometre, but are moving from one side of the railway line to the other. Effectively, it is like the Berlin 
wall as far as the residents arc concerned. 

Mr Lewis: They are not the same industries. Most of those industries have gone. A couple of them have 
gone up tech and moved. 

Mr THOMAS: I know. I drive past it two or three times a week. It is the same type of activity in the 
sense that animal products are being further processed. I do not want to canvass again the issues about the 
closure of Robb Jetty. 

Mr Lewis: You would have kept it open. 

Mr THOMAS: That is right, and spent a bit more money on it, and it would not have smelt, either. We 
could then have had a high quality abattoir. The Minister for Planning seems to have a blinkered view of 
this. It is all very well for the Government to spend millions of dollars and go through all sorts of 
contortions with an Indonesian company to keep industries going, for example, in Albany because it 
happens to suit the electoral interests of members of the coalition. However, it is no good for a lesser 
amount of money to be spent on upgrading some of the effluent treatment facilities at Robb Jetty, which 
would have left it as a very upmarket, high technology abattoir, which would have been able to continue 
indefinitely slaughtering animals in that area and providing, during the right seasons, as many as 600 jobs 
for people in my area. The meat workers who live in Spearwood, Coolbellup, Yangebup and such places 
will remember that it was this Government that closed down that abattoir. They will be reminded of that 
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during the next six months. I can assure the Minister they will once again reflect the fact that they 
supported the retention of that facility in the area. There is no point raking over old coals. I accept that it 
is gone. 

Mr Lewis: I kept the chimney! 

Mr THOMAS: That is right. However, it does not employ too many people. There are new industries -
tanneries, leather finishing plants and the like - in that area and more industries that will provide newer, 
better, and higher quality jpbs. I am pleased to have been associated in some way with that 

In a similar vein, to the south, an item which does not yet appear in the capital works budget but which will 
in years to come is the development of a marine technology precinct. Again, a very high quality, high 
technology industry is being developed in the Cockburn area, which is already there in large part; that is, 
one of the world's leading small ship building facilities in Henderson. Associated with that, a marine 
technology precinct is being built which will have facilities from Curtin University, and which will 
undertake research and ensure that the industries in that area have access to world class technology. That 
initiative came from Professor John Penrose of Curtin University. It was a recommendation of the Select 
Committee on Science and Technology, which I had the honour of chairing, and may now come to fruition. 
It is being very well managed by the Department of Commerce and Trade. The way in which that is being 
undertaken is a model for the development of industrial areas. The Minister for Planning is aware of the 
anger that these types of projects create because he and I attended a public meeting in Coogee a couple of 
years ago at which some local residents expressed their displeasure with what was going on. The projected 
change of land use for the marine technology precinct has made some people angry. I would like the 
member for Geraldton to pass on to the Minister my gratitude to Mr Russell Dumas for taking the trouble 
to attend a meeting in my office with people involved; perhaps the Minister will in tum pass this on to the 
officers of his department. One person in particular is concerned about the way in which her home will be 
affected by this industry. She has spent a lot of money on it. It has a magnificent garden beside a lake. It 
is a wonderful home and members would not believe such a place could exist in the Perth metropolitan 
area. She is concerned about what will happen to her home with the development of the marine technology 
precinct. Ultimately I hope it will be developed. The local residents must accept that, and I think they do. 

Mr Lewis: It has a long way to go; it is only a proposition at the moment. 

Mr THOMAS: I like to think it is more than that. The Cockburn City Council concurs with that view, as 
does Curtin University. I am grateful to Mr Russell Dumas from the Department of Commerce and Trade 
for taking the time to mect my constituents and to explain the impact the development will have on them if 
the project procecds and, in particular, to assure Mrs Cullen that she will be accommodated as far as 
possible in the development of that precinct. I would like to be a little more optimistic than the Minister 
that the project will proceed. So much for the happy note; sadly I must also express an unhappy note. 

The capital works program for the portfolio of the Minister for Energy once again shows a provision of 
funds for the construction of the Collie power station. Members will recall that this was a matter of some 
controversy when the Government announced the decision to proceed with the construction of a 300 
megawatt power station, and in so doing broke its promise to build a 600 MW power station there. The 
controversy arose not only because of the size of the power station, but also because of the way in which 
the Government allowed the contract to be signed by the board of the State Energy Commission of Western 
Australia, as it then was. It was signed without first having gone to tender, despite the fact that a major 
engineering firm, the largest in Australia, took out full page advertisements in local newspapers to indicate 
it could undertake that project for $60m or $70m less. That is one of the most shameful acts of this 
Government. That decision undoubtedly would have fallen within the ambit of the Official Corruption 
Commission Amendment Bill, which is to be debated in this House next week, had it been in place at that 
stage. I submit that at the very least it is an improper act if organisations, public servants or Ministers 
falling within the ambit of that legislation let a major contract without its going to tender and without 
satisfying themselves the final decision is the most prudent one. It becomes corruption if there is 
consideration; however, if it is just done capriciously, it is an improper act. As I said, this matter would 
have fallen within this legislation had it been in place at that time. 

Sadly the decision of the board of the State Energy Commission, supported by the Minister, is not the only 
one of its kind. Since the member for COLtesioe has been the Minister for Energy, $750m of equivalent 
capital expenditure has been made available by the energy utilities in this State without contracts going to 
tender. That is absolutely astounding. Had it occurred when the former Government was in power, the 
Minister for Planning, who is in the Chamber, would have been rabid. He used to get rabid about matters 
that were not necessarily anything to get upset about. On an almost daily basis he attacked the then 
Government. If a Labor Minister had come into the Chamber in those days and said that the Government 
had signed an agreement to buy power over a given time which was equivalent to capital investment of 
$37m, without its having becn put out to tender, there would have been outrage - and quite properly. 

As we all know with the Argyle hydroelectricity scheme, the commitment was made to purchase power 
which is equivalenlto capital expenditure of 837m. It was made without going to tender, after the Minister 
had received representations from the chairman of the finance committee of the Liberal Party who was 
acting as a consultant. That gentleman, who once sought to sue me for libel, is now under investigation for 
tax fraud. That is the sort of reputable person the Minister meets with as a consultant, hawking the merits 
of a proponent's ptoject. That project was accepted without its going to tender. 
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That is a very shameful situation. Although we do not want this to happen again, we could say that it 
involves only $6OOm and if it does not happen again, we can let it go through to the keeper. However, that 
is not the end of the matter. There is more evidence of this Minister's continuing to permit the expenditure 
of substantial amounts of government funds without competitive tendering processes or any equivalent 
The most recent example is the deal with the Mission Energy-BP joint venture to purchase electricity over 
25 years. Calculated on the basis of dollars per megawatt generating power, it is equivalent to $98m; that 
is, a capital project of nearly $l00m in round figures. Let us put this in context. If, for example, the 
Government were to award a $20m contract for the construction of a high school without calling tenders, it 
would be illegal, I think. There would be absolute outrage. 

Mr Bloffwitch: It is not desirable anyway. 

Mr THOMAS: I agree; it is most undesirable. I hope the member for Geraldton conveys my comments to 
the Minister for Energy, although I am sure he will not be surprised by them because he has heard them 
before. 

Mr Bloffwitch: You have had a debate on this before. 

Mr THOMAS: We have. The Minister put his case, but it did not convince me. 

Mr Bloffwitch: He convinced me, so I guess we are looking at it from a different point of view. 

Mr THOMAS: The member should keep an open mind and listen to me again. In the same way as 
dripping water wears away the stone, sooner or later I hope I will convince the member that my case is 
correct. The Mission Energy deal was one where we could not have competitive tendering because only 
one proponent had an opportunity to put in a price; only one party owned an oil refinery and was in a 
position to make that offer. Nonetheless the Government has alternative sources of energy. There is a 
necessity for an open process, so that we in the Parliament and in the public can satisfy ourselves that the 
board of Western Power made a prudent decision, for that information to be made available to the pUblic. 
In that way assessments can be made about alternative sources of supply and people can satisfy themselves 
that the Government has made a prudent decision. 

When I asked the Minister a question in this House about the price that had been contracted, he said that he 
could not tell me because it was commercially confidential - he is called Commercially Confidential Colin. 
He has disposed of three-quarters of a billion dollars worth of public purchases in the three and a half years 
he has been Minister, without competitive tendering and without giving the public the opportunity to 
satisfy itself that these are prudent decisions. As I have said, had that happened under the former Labor 
Government, members opposite would have suggested impropriety and cried W A Inc, particularly had it 
been found that the chairman of the Labor Party finance committee - no equivalent position exists; the 
closest is probably the treasurer of the Labor Party - was acting as a consultant, taking the proponents 
around town and introducing them to Ministers. 

Mr Bloffwitch: In fairness, any member of the lay party can have an outside job. Surely you cannot stop 
them from working because they are a member of a political party? 

Mr THOMAS: For example, suppose the Labor Government, without going to tender, had awarded a 
$37m contract for the construction of a power station and the consultant acting for the engineering firm 
was Laurie Connell. Would the member for Geraldton have said sanguinely, "Laurie needs a job; he needs 
to earn a living. He is a businessman"? 

Mr Bloffwitch: I would be making the same comments as you. 

[Leave granted for the member's time to be extended.] 

Mr THOMAS: If that decision had been made by a Labor Government and instead of Charles MacKinnon 
acting as a consultant to the proponenL<; of that project it had been Laurie Connell, would the member for 
Geraldton have sat back sanguinely and said, "Laurie has to eam a living", and ignored his alleged 
relationship with the Minister or the Government? 

Mr Bloffwitch: If he were suitably qualified, I would be a little less vocal than the member for Cockburn. 

Mr THOMAS: I do not think that Mr Charles MacKinnon had any qualifications whatever except he knew 
how to open the doors to the Minister's office. 

Mr Bloffwitch: Isn't that what it's all about? 

Mr THOMAS: It seemed to work. I do not want to rake over old coals, I want to make positive 
suggestions. These suggestions all relate to capital works, and were made in a submission to the 
Commission on Government. The Minister and I could not agree on this matter, and I said that we should 
seek the opinion of the Commission on Government. The commission had already spoken on this matter, 
because it cited the Minister for Energy as a case of what not to do. It stated that the Government should 
not be using commercial confidentiality to conceal from the public and the Parliament information which 
should be in the public arena. 

I made a submission to the Commission on Government when it dealt with government trading enterprises. 
Essentially, I said that the Parliament has the right to know what price is being paid with public money for 
public goods, and that applies to government trading enterprises. The Minister for Energy draws a 
distinction between government trading enterprises and consolidated fund departments. He states that they 
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are businesses and run themselves, and we have no right to know. I say that we are the shareholders, and 
we are entitled to know. It is our money and we are exposed ultimately because of the government 
guarantee that is behind their operations. If they fall over, we must pick them up, and we must satisfy 
ourselves about their operations. No complete analogy exists with private enterprise, because ultimately 
the taxpayer is exposed if things do not work out. They cannot bankrupt themselves and leave it at that. 

I put that argument in a submission to the Commission on Government. I had good authority; it was not 
just Bill Thomas, an opposition member, trying to get information perhaps to score points against the 
Government. I relied on t~e report of Sir Francis Burt of the Commission on Accountability. He said that 
commercial confidentiality should not be used in these circumstances. He said if people wanted to do 
business with government instrumentalities and authorities, they should be prepared to have the terms of 
those business dcalings made public. He did refer to instances such as intellectual property; however, he 
stated that matters such as prices for goods should be in the public realm. He stated that if they were not 
prepared to be in the public realm, they should not be doing business with a public authority. 

Subsequently the Royal Commission into Commercial Activities of Government and Other Matters looked 
at this issue, because in the 1980s commercial confidentiality was used a lot to conceal certain activities. 
When members opposite were on the opposition benches, commercial confidentiality was cited often, and 
they got quite angry and suggested that it should not be used. At one stage the confidentiality clause in an 
agreement with the Government went to the extent of precluding any disclosure that there was a 
confidentiality clause. Sir Francis Burt decided that was the sort of thing we should not permit. 

I included all of this in a submission to the Commission on Government. I said two things: One, that it 
should uphold its earlier comments, the comments of Sir Francis Burt, and the comments of the Royal 
Commission into Commercial Activities of Government and Other Matters. Second, that the commission 
consider a submission from me that the Energy Corporation Act should be amended so that schedule 7 
applied not only to capital works, but also to major purchases of electricity over a continuing period. 
Schedule 7 of the Act provides that where the Government is to purchase a new amount of generating 
capacity there must be a competitive and open tendering process, and alternative sources of supply will be 
looked at and the decision be transparent and pUblic. That is a desirable situation. 

Sadly, the threshold for that is 3 per cent of the system's generating capacity, which is 100 MW. For 
example, the purchase of electricity from the Mission Energy-BP project, which involves 76 MW, means it 
is not caught by that provision, notwithstanding that $98m is a very substantial purchase. There is good 
reason for a maller as small as, so to speak, a $98m purchase to be in the public arena. The indicative 
figures for the Mission Energy-BP project which the Minister has given to this Parliament - although we 
have no precise figures - indicate that the cost of electricity is between 1.5¢ and 1.75¢ a kilowatt hour 
higher than that which will be generated by the Collie coal fired power station. The Government clearly 
had the option of building a 400 MW power station at Collie and not buying the Mission Energy-BP 
electricity. We do not know the terms of the contract, whether it is to provide 76 MW, 24 hours a day 365 
days a year or whether it is a lesser time. On the assumption that it is working 24 hours a day 365 days a 
year, that is an extra $8m or $lOm that electricity consumers in this State will have to pay. Western Power 
may have some good rcason for that. For example, it may say that it is cogeneration, it is greenhouse 
friendly, it will be used at only certain times of day and spot power is more expensive than base load 
power, and therefore it is a prudent decision. However, we do not know that. 

Mr Bloffwitch: Why don't you ask a question on notice? 

Mr THOMAS: I have. I was told the terms of the contract were commercially confidential; namely, the 
commitment to purchase power and its price. 

Mr Bloffwitch: I can understand that. 

Mr THOMAS: I resent that. As the shadow Minister for energy, as a member of Parliament and as a 
member of the public, I am entitled to know. I have to pay, electricity consumers have to pay and the 
people I represent in this Parliament have to pay and they are entitled to know what they are being 
encumbered with. A commitment has been made for 25 years. Long after the Minister for Energy has 
gone, the public will still be paying that. People are entitled to know whether a prudent decision has been 
made. In a sense, the Minister conceded that when he introduced the Electricity Corporation Act, because 
schedule 7 of that Act states that for amounts which are over 3 per cent of generating capacity - that is, 100 
MW - the process must be competitive and open. However, it does not apply to amounts less than that. 
That is the other point to which I wish the Minister were here to respond. There should be a requirement 
for that process to apply not only to the construction of new generating plant but also to long term contracts 
for the purchase of electricity. We now have an open market where electricity will be purchased not only 
by the purchase of generating plant but also by contracts to purchase the electricity itself. They are 
essentially the same thing, because they are commitments over a period of time, and I can see no reason 
that they should not be subject to the same open and competitive process. Schedule 7 of the Act should be 
amended to require that to be the case. 

I made a submission that these matters should be open to the public, and the Comrnission on Government 
eventually produced an explicit recommendation that these matters should be available to a committee of 
the Parliament and that committee should have the power to decide whether the information should be in 
the public realm. 
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Mr Bloffwitch: It could be the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee, or something like 
that. 

Mr THOMAS: Any committee of the Parliament; it does not say which one. 

Mr Bloffwitch: That may be a positive suggestion. 

Mr THOMAS: Yes, and I have made that suggestion to the Minister, but so far he has not responded 
positively. I would like the member for Geraldton, if he will, once again, convey the content of my speech 
to the Minister for Energy, to remind him of the fact that the Commission on Government made that 
recommendation. I would be happy to know his response to it 

MR D.L. SMITH (Mitchell) [3.31 pm]: We are dealing with the Appropriation (Consolidated Fund) 
Bill (No 2). The only information that we were given by the Treasurer about this Bill was a second reading 
speech which comprised a total of three paragraphs occupying less than one-third of a page of Hansard. 
Now that we know, from the Treasurer's statement yesterday, that the commonwealth funding for Western 
Australia will be cut by at least $93m, I am interested to know what impact that cut of $93m will have on 
the capital works which will be funded as a result of this Bill. The total consolidated fund contribution to 
capital works this year is $659.9m. We were told by the Treasurer in the second reading speech that 
$465m of that amount will be appropriated and the balance of $194m will be authorised by other Statutes. 

Page 45 of the Capital Works Program for 1996-97 states that the sources of revenue from the consolidated 
fund comprise $173m from asset sales; $197m from loan repayments, no doubt from statutory agencies; 
$lm from specific contributions; $200 000 from the state development fund; nil from commonwealth 
general purpose grants; and $41.9m from commonwealth specific purpose grants. A total of $413.8m is 
anticipated to be received from the consolidated fund revenue and to be used under this Bill and for capital 
works. However, we are not told what impact the commonwealth cutbacks for Western Australia will have 
on that revenue. 

We are also told that the remaining $2.7b of the capital works budget will come from various government 
agencies and authorities, and some $141.8m of that amount will come from other commonwealth grants 
and advances. I am interested to know what impact the commonwealth cutbacks will have on the capital 
works budget: Which capital works programs will be abandoned, which will be deferred and which will 
have their expenditure reduced; or is it the Treasurer's position that no reduction in the capital works 
program will occur and all of the cutbacks will be borne by the current expenses of the various government 
departments and agencies? 

It was very disappointing for the House and the public of Western Australia for the Treasurer to make a 20 
minute speech yesterday which verified that he docs not know at this stage from where the $93m in savings 
will come. In other words, the Treasurer went to Canberra, accepted without question that the 
Commonwealth has a budget problem, and accepted a cutback of $93m in payments by the Commonwealth 
to the State, in circumstances where he has no idea of where the savings in both recurrent and capital works 
expenditure will occur. We are currently in the middle of the debate about the Appropriation Bill (No 2). 
It is important that the Treasurer respond to the second reading debate by advising the House what impact 
these cutbacks will have on the capital works program, in particular the moneys that are appropriated under 
this Bill. 

The Treasurer has attempted to endorse, apparently without question, that the Commonwealth has a budget 
problem. We all know that that budget problem as identified by the commonwealth Treasury is dependent 
purely upon the growth rates of the Australian economy and that if we use a slightly higher multiplier than 
that which arose from the March 1996 quarter, it is clear that the Commonwealth's problems are nowhere 
near as great as were forecast originally. Will the Treasurer inform the House how the state Treasury 
forecast about the growth of the Western Australian economy compares with the commonwealth Treasury 
estimates? The comparison of those two estimates - that is, the advice that the Treasurer is getting about 
the likely growth in the Western Australian economy, and the impact of that growth on the national growth 
figures - determines whether the Treasurer was as weak as he appears to have been with his coalition 
colleagues in Canberra in accepting the cutbacks that have been imposed by Canberra on Western 
Australia. 

The Treasurer has always impressed me as a person who is genuinely prepared to take on Canberra with 
regard to Western Australia's interests, and it is a great pity that it is now clear his tactics with regard to 
that matter have been purely rhetorical and political. He was prepared to take on Canberra when there was 
a federal Labor Government, but he appears to be doing the opposite now that there is a coalition 
Government in Canberra. That is unfortunate for Western Australia. Firstly, the Treasurer should have 
gone to the Premiers' Conference armed with all the growth figures for Western Australia. He should have 
argued the case that on the basis of the estimates of growth for Western Australia, the commonwealth 
estimates are too low and, to that extent, the impact upon commonwealth revenues will not be what the 
coalition Government in Canberra has forecast. He could have received a much better deal than the one 
that was forced upon the States at that conference. 

I am also disappointed that in the Treasurer's 20 minute speech he did not indicate whether the 
Commonwealth expects local government in Western Australia to bear some of the brunt of the 
commonwealth cutbacks. It was quite clear prior to the Premiers' Conference that the commonwealth 
Treasurer was saying that his decision to impose sales tax on state government vehicles would apply also to 
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local government. It was clear that the Commonwealth was expecting local government to bear some of its 
fmancial burdens by paying part of its revenue to Canberra by way of sales tax that it has never had to pay 
previously. As a result of the Premiers' Conference we know the outcome for the States. However, the 
Premier has not told us whether, while at that conference, in view of the loss of the prospect of imposing 
sales tax on local government, he asked whether the Commonwealth Government would interfere with 
grants to local government in Australia as a whole, but particularly in Western Australia. I am surprised 
that the Western Australian Municipal Association has not been seeking that information. I am surprised 
that, in arguing the case ag~inst the sales tax imposition on local government, W AMA has not found out 
whether, if it were not impbsed in the way that the Commonwealth was proposing, it would try to get it 
back in some other way. I have not seen any comment about that issue in the media. I ask the Treasurer to 
tell us in his response whether he made representations on this issue on behalf of local government while 
he was in Canberra. If he did so, does he know whether local government is expected to take some cut in 
commonwealth grants as a result of the loss of the sales tax revenue that Treasurer Costello was 
anticipating? 

This is a pre-election Budget. I have heard in some cireles people trying to say that this Government does 
not pork barrel and that somehow or other it is pure and does not anticipate elections. In fact, if one looks 
around the marginal seats, one secs that this Budget anticipates the forthcoming election. For example, in 
Bunbury, a number of long outstanding programs has been initiated, and for those I am grateful. I again 
emphasise that, while this is a pre-election Budget and while it panders to some needs in some marginal 
seats, it docs nothing to deal with decentralisation and state government support for regional Western 
Australia. 

I will refer first to the question of the capital works allocation for regional development commissions 
around Western Australia. Under the Labor Government, each of the then development authorities had 
quite substantial capital works budgets; they were able to make direct contributions to community 
facilities. As a result of those contributions they were quite often able to persuade metropolitan-based 
decision makers to advance the priority of country areas. They did this on the basis that they could expect 
some contribution from the development authorities towards those capital works. This Government has 
made a deliberate policy decision that none of the development commissions will have any role in the 
future in relation to the provision of community infrastructure; that is, they have no capital works budget 
from which to make capital grants to projects occurring in the local area. That is a real drawback and it has 
meant that local governments no longer want much to do with them because they can provide no financial 
assistance. Contact with local community groups has been lost because those development commissions 
can no longer offer support. 

The commissions have completely lost their focus. The whole idea of the commissions was that they 
would have their own board of directors and their own advisory committees, all drawn from the local 
community. Together, they would try to identify what the community required in terms of economic 
growth and to provide a quality of life in the region with some parity to that enjoyed in metropolitan Perth. 
The whole idea was that, by using the local community to make the decisions, those decisions would be 
better than those made by Perth-based institutions. All of that focus has now gone. The only purpose of 
these regional development commissions is economic development. However, this Government has 
completely failed to spell out the role of the Deputy Premier as Minister for Regional Development, the 
role of the Leader of the House as Minister for Resources Development and the role of the development 
commissions. 

In Bunbury, we have an office of the Department of Commerce and Trade, the South West Development 
Commission and, as a result of the industrial and mineral development in the region, we have constant 
visits from people in the Department of Resources Development. Where is the role of the regional 
development commissions in this scenario? They end up being a tag on. If there is a project in the region, 
the commissions' main role tends to be to attempt to increase the number of people employed in the new 
industry and the number of businesses able to tender for jobs on the new project. Unfortunately, in relation 
to the industrial or mineral developments themselves, the private companies are not dealing with the 
!"egional development commissions but with the Department of Resources Development. The result is that 
m the negotiations to establish the industry, the commissions are very much bystanders. After the deal is 
done they try to tag in as best they can. 

!his Government has failed to identify the specific role of the regional development commissions in the 
mterplay that occurs in those kinds of industrial developments. What kind of economic development can 
the commissions be involved in that does not relate to that kind of private investment? Although I have 
recently been to a briefing by the current Chairman and other people associated with the South West 
Development Commission, I must confess that I have no clear idea of how it perceives its role vis-a-vis the 
other agencies involved in economic development. The commissions have simply become agencies that do 
research for its own sake without having the wherewithal to deliver on the research when it is complete and 
almost with no clear idea of the research target. Is it targeted at the private corporate entities doing the 
development, trade or resources and economic development? 

Until the Deputy Premier develops some coherent guidelines about the role of these regional development 
commissions and starts to resource them properly on the basis of those guidelines, we must acknowledge 
that this State Government has abandoned its responsibility in relation to decentralisation and regional 
development. We are not currently seeing the effect of that policy because widespread resourees and 
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economic development is occurring around Western Australia. What really worries me is what will happen 
when that development declines, because it is related to a world upturn in commodity prices and not local 
issues. 

I move from there to the support of this State Government for local government as distinct from the 
development commissions in each of the regions. When one listens to people talk about infrastructure 
requirements, too often the focus is on State and Commonwealth Governments. The Deputy Leader of the 
Opposition, for instance, made a forceful and cogent speech about the lack of care of this Government in 
looking after the infrastructure that is needed in Western Australia. However, when growth spurts occur in 
country Western Australia, an enormous burden is placed on local government for the new infrastructure 
that it is then required to install. 

[Leave granted for the member's time to be extended.] 

Mr D.L. SMITH: I have mentioned already that the means of funding those local governments through the 
development commissions has disappeared. In the period when the Labor Party was in office it was not 
unusual for the State Labor Government through the development commissions to provide much 
infrastructure money for country Western Australia. I cite the example of Collie, with Roche Park, the 
senior citizens centre, the townscaping programs and other programs that were undertaken. The Labor 
Government ensured that local government was able to cope with its growing infrastructure requirements 
and ensured in the process that the quality of life in country Western Australia had some parity with 
metropolitan Perth. Not only has there been an abandonment of that process, but also there seems to be a 
total ignoring of local government in regional areas by this Government. 

The Mayor of the City of Bunbury has gone public on the difficulties he has encountered in communicating 
with Ministers - getting Ministers to meet with him so that he can outline the infrastructure requirements of 
the City of Bunbury and get a response from those Ministers and the Premier on whether that infrastructure 
support will be given. It is no secret that the City of Bunbury has identified some $12m in infrastructure 
that it believes will be required in the next four or five years, which it has no prospect of providing without 
a dramatic increase in rates for the ratepayers of Bunbury. It put the proposal to the Government that as 
Bunbury was a rapidly developing regional centre, some support should be given in this Budget to those 
projects. The City of Bunbury, along with local government in other regional areas of Western Australia, 
was expecting because of the limited communications it had with Ministers, the Premier, and the member 
for Bunbury that this Budget would contain money for those projects. 

The total amount available for those projects in this Budget is zero. I cite, for example, the coastal 
rehabilitation and development proposal. The member for Bunbury said in effect that $lm or so could be 
expected as an initial contribution by the State Government to those works. In fact, all the city received 
was $50 000 in assistance for the planning and researching that is required to finalise the objectives of that 
plan. On all the other projects there is absolute silence. No indication is given by the Government either in 
response to the first budget debate or in the media about whether it intends to provide any support to the 
City of Bunbury. I make it clear to the ratepayers in the City of Bunbury that if that support is not 
forthcoming from this State Government, the increases in their rates this year, next year and the year after 
will be directly as a result, firstly, of the lack of support by the State Government and, secondly, of the 
cutbacks that I anticipate will be made by the Federal Government to country Western Australia. 

I emphasise in the case of Bunbury that that goes well beyond any direct cuts that may be made in the 
Grants Commission's allocations to local government. As a result of the new Federal Government, the 
Better Cities program has ceased. Bunbury has been a major beneficiary of that program. Most of the 
money that is being spent in Bunbury this year from this state Budget is as a result of the Better Cities 
agreement that was negotiated with the Commonwealth while I was the Minister for Planning and the 
Minister for The South-West. Had we not locked in that allocation, about $1.8m in the budget of the South 
West Development Commission would not be spent this year. However, since the cessation of that 
program, I have not heard one whimper from the Minister for Planning, the Minister for Lands or, more 
importantly, the Premier. I have not heard one word about the benefits of the redevelopment at East Perth, 
Subiaco, Fremantle or Bunbury, or comments about what great schemes they were. There has been 
absolute silence from this State Government on the cessation of the Better Cities program and its impact on 
Bunbury. 

I said in a speech not long ago that the federal Department of Health and Family Services' office in 
Bunbury was established as a regional office less than two years ago. The Commonwealth Government 
has decided that it will cut back severely the Department of Health and Family Services, and as Perth 
decision makers always do, they have decided to close its regional offices. I am pleased that since the last 
occasion I raised this matter the senior officers in the State who run Health and Family Services finally 
acknowledged that they told the people of Bunbury that the office was closing at least six weeks before a 
public announcement in the Press. I have not heard the Deputy Premier, the Minister for Family and 
Children's Services, the Premier, or any of the government country members make any response to that; 
nor have I heard any argument by anyone of that order about the security and future of the Western 
Australians who happen to be commonwealth public servants employed in those agencies. 

We have heard in general terms about the grand scheme to transfer the work and responsibility of 
community services and health to State GovernmenL<;. However, we have not seen any defence of or 
interest by the State Government in the impact of that decision on the people who currently hold those jobs 
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in the Commonwealth. I have made the plea before for this Government to ask the Commonwealth not to 
dismember those organisations and sack the staff before the transfer occurs. Let us sit down, as we did 
with the corporate affairs area, and work out whether we can transfer some of those commonwealth public 
servants to the state Public Service so they can continue to perform the jobs they have had in the past. The 
State Government may say that that is an issue for the Commonwealth. However, it is a sad day when this 
State Government sees the jobs of dedicated Western Australians who have been doing a tremendous job, 
especially in the regional areas, swept aside and eancelled out as though it had no interest in the loss of the 
jobs, in the impact of the ~oss of those jobs on the individuals, and in the loss of the quality of service 
delivery and support for community organisations that that department provides. 

I do not know where regional Australia really fits into these new plans of the federal and state coalition 
Governments. The plans amply demonstrate that as conservatives, as believers in small government and 
low taxation rates for the rich, they will simply go about the process of eradieating, not just the jobs but 
also the services that used to be provided through those jobs. They do not give a fig about them as long as 
the outcome is a reduced tax rate for those whom they believe support them politically. When we strip 
down these coalition Budgets, that is what they are about. They are not about some real concern over 
infrastructure in Western Australia, the quality of life of country Western Australians as compared to their 
city counterparts or the need for a regional development strategy to protect the environment or the quality 
of life of metropolitan residents. All they are interested in is how to cut down government and make it 
easier for the rich not to pay as much tax as they used to pay. In one of my last speeches, I want this to go 
on record: I do not believe in people paying taxes unnecessarily or paying unnecessarily high rates of tax. 
We must, however, balance the need for taxation against the need for the State to accept some 
responsibility for the quality of life of its citizens and the economic wellbeing of regional Western 
Australia. Whenever we have low taxation Governments, the first people to feel the pinch are regional 
Western Australians. I want to get the message across to the House that regional Western Australia is 
surviving at this time as a result of economic development provided by private industry. It is really hurting 
as a result of the withdrawal of government services and funding. If the members of the Government do 
not sec the error of their ways quickly, we will see real poverty and social problems starting to develop in 
those regional areas. 

MR LEAHY (Northern Rivers) [4.02 pm]: I rise to join in this debate on the funds provided in this year's 
Budget for capital works, especially in regional and country Western Australia. In my contribution to this 
debate there will be a few bouquets for the Government, because there have been a few pluses for my 
electorate. There have certainly been a number of minuses, which I will outline, many of which follow on 
from the specch of the member for Mitchell when outlining the regional structure in Western Australia, and 
eventually the price that Western Australians will pay because of the exodus of people from country 
Western Australia and the build up of numbers in Perth. This will lead to the obvious requirement for 
greater facilities, schools and the like, in the metropolitan area, when country Western Australia's existing 
services could be utilised. 

Among a few of the positives in this year's Budget is the further money provided for the small boat 
harbour in Exmouth. I may be cynical on this. but it was promised before the last election. The project has 
been ongoing for the past four years. 

Mr BIoffwitch: I saw our marina development in Geraldton take about eight years. It cost about the same 
amount of money. 

Mr LEAHY: That is right. The previous Government promised it. It seems to me that Governments of 
both political persuasions make announcements of projects which come to fruition about four years later, in 
time for the next election. We now sce the first spade turned for the small boat harbour at Exmouth. The 
people are understandably very grateful and pleased because the project heralds the start of quite rapid 
development of the town. Those who know the region will know that it has had a few kicks in the pants 
over the last few years with the withdrawal of the Americans from the base there and the need to utilise the 
funds from the sale of the houses to stimulate the economy of Exmouth. The people there have used those 
funds very well and joined with the State Government and others to provide some good facilities in 
Exmouth, from which new residents are starting to benefit. 

Another plus along the same lines is the development of the Carnarvon faseine area. It is a rather large 
project, which has been touted for many years. The concept was around long before the closure of the 
south arm of the Gascoyne River. That was probably the impetus for the development. However, after the 
closure of the south arm of the river it was realised that we had an estuary area which would not be affected 
by the flooding of the Gascoyne River and therefore would not silt up. It had been reduced to a very 
shallow inlet because of that silting from the Gascoyne River. It was decided that the fascine area would 
be dredged to provide basically a water playground for Carnarvon and also spoil used to create blocks, to 
build up the side of the Gascoyne River south arm. It was also to provide a good environment for retirees 
and residents of the town. It was to provide for a number of blocks which could be sold off and so provide 
funding for further development. I remember very well prior to the last election a commitment from the 
then State Government for an amount of money in the vicinity of $4m or $Sm for the development. I 
remember that figure being laughed at by the member for the area in the other place, Hon Phil Lockyer, 
who said it would create a gutter down the middle of the fascine. I think those were his words. It is ironic 
that the amount provided by this Government is similar. I do not know whether the gutter can be dug 
deeper or wider with the money provided by a Liberal Government than with that provided by a Labor 
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Government I can assure members that the funds are most welcome and the development will be a great 
bonus for the town of Carnarvon and the greater Gascoyne region. Again, it will provide a number of 
waterfront blocks for people who for a long time have awaited the release of these blocks. We have had a 
list of people from the metropolitan area and the south west of Western Australia who wanted to retire to 
Carnarvon. Because of the shortage of blocks they have been putting that off until the waterfront blocks 
were available. That thankfully will come on stream in the next couple of years. Followin~ on that, I hope, 
will be the development at Babbage and Whitlock Islands, where up to 800 blocks will eventually be 
provided. There will be a tourism development, such as a caravan park. A hotel site has been identified 
and there is mention of even a T AFE college and a primary school on the islands. Those are exciting 
developments arising from the dredging of the fascine and the ongoing development in that area. 

An area where we have not been as successful, although talk is rather positive of late, has been the 
preservation of the Carnarvon jelly. It was one of the major attractions for the tourists in the town. The 
Jetty is well over 1.5 km in length and was built at the tum of the century to facilitate the export of sheep 
and later on bananas and the like from Carnarvon. The jetty tended to fall into disrepair after fuel 
bunkering was stopped and fuel was brought into town by road in about 1984. After that the jetty was not 
required as a commercial facility and it started to deteriorate. The wish of the people of Carnarvon is to 
upgrade that jetty so that it may continue to be a focal point for tourists and visitors to the town. To that 
end a group has formed called the Jelly Preservation Society. It has gone about a very rigorous fund 
raising campaign. It has a commitment from the town of Carnarvon for some $7 000 towards the 
restoration of the jetty. That commitment was matched by the State Government agreeing to provide the 
equivalent of the cost of demolition. Ironically the Department of Transport has stated that demolition of 
this 1.6 km jetty at Carnarvon could be undertaken for $192 000. It is ironic that a shorter jetty of no more 
substance in the marginal Liberal seat of Bunbury will cost $lm to restore; that is, five times as much as 
the Carnarvon jetty. One can see from that that the Government can achieve value for money in the north 
west I questioned that and recently the Department of Transport reconsidered the figures and said that it 
would probably cost between $350 000 and $400 000 to demolish the Carnarvon jetty and that that amount 
of money would be made available. 

Questions remain to be asked. Why it is acceptable for the Department of Transport to demolish the jetty 
in Carnarvon with an accelerant of diesel and a mateh? Effectively it would bum to the water line and then 
the remaining piles would be knocked over. However, to remove a jelly in the south west a careful 
procedure of dismantling is involved, which includes storing the timbers. The department's explanation is 
that it must be done that way in the south west, but there is no necd to do it in the north west. Everyone 
who lives in Carnarvon, including me, questions that. If it is good enough for a jelly in Bunbury to be 
dismantled in that way, it is good enough for the same procedure to be used to dismantle a jellY in the north 
west. 

The same amount of money which will be allocated to the City of Bunbury to upgrade and maintain the 
jellY should be allocated to the Shire of Carnarvon. If that were done, I am told by the shire councillors 
and the officers that the council could undertake the upgrade and restoration of the jelly to retain this 
important historical structure for the people of Western Australia. It is important to remember that it is the 
last remaining jetty in the north of this State. Carnarvon has also the last remaining example of a tramway 
system that serviced a lot of the towns in the north. The tramway ran from the jetty to a shed in the middle 
of the town. The tramway has been restored by the Carnarvon Light Rail Association which has also 
restored one of the steam engines to run along that track. Unfortunately, without a greater commitment 
from the State Government, the focal point - the mile long jellY - will be demolished in the short term and 
the hard work of the Carnarvon Jetty Preservation Society and the Light Rail Association will be for 
nothing. I hope the Government will give further thought to that matter and provide sufficient funds to the 
Shire of Carnarvon to make sure the jetty is restored. 

Earlier today a question was asked about grants to areas in Western Australia from the sports and 
recreation fund and reference was made to a white board. It is amazing that the Minister for Sport and 
Recreation, Hon Norman Moore, made a song and dance about the allocation of funds for sport and 
recreation facilities in the Gascoyne region. It is a tremendous amount of money - $7 000 out of a budget 
of $8m! My constituents and I look at other areas in this State with envy. No other region in this State did 
as badly as the Gascoyne region in securing funds for sport and recreation facilities. People who live in 
regional Western Australia, especially in the north west, know it is not a matter of popping down the road 
to an alternative venue; it is a matter of having only one venue in a town and a similar facility will be in the 
nearest town, which in some cases is 300 or 400 km away. Unless these facilities are available in towns 
like Carnarvon and Exmouth they cannot be accessed by the residents of those town. Ministers should 
place greater emphasis on the needs of country Western Australia, especially in remote areas. The 
Ministers who represent those areas should pay special attention to this Issue. Hon Norman Moore has 
represented the Mining and Pastoral Region for a number of years and he should be aware of the 
difficulties facing that region. I thought he would have a greater appreciation of the needs of those people. 

I come now to the positives. An allocation of $500 000 has been made to a technical and further education 
centre in Carnarvon. The regional T AFE centre, which is located at Geraldton, provides excellent facilities 
for the Gascoyne region. I have nothing but bouquets for the staff at Geraldton T AFE and the regional 
outstations. They have provided a wonderful facility. Over a number of years they struggled with 
inadequate buildings; $500 000 will go a long way to ensuring that the staff at the CarnarVon T AFE will 
have a facility from which courses will be available and they will be able to provide an even greater 
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extension of these courses. The allocation of funds for the Carnarvon TAPE centre is certainly welcomed 
by the people in Carnarvon and the wider community of the Gascoyne region. 

The police station and the office of the Department of Minerals and Energy in Meekatharra have been 
beneficiaries of this Budget. An amount of $lm has been allocated to complete the bUildings, which 
replace a very old structure which had insufficient room to house police officers and the staff of the 
Department of Minerals and Energy. The new buildings have been needed for a number of years. It is 
only lately that funds have been made available to make sure that the two offices are separated which will 
mean that the police Sl<!tion and the Department of Minerals and Energy will operate out of larger 
buildings. 

It has been mentioned on a number of occasions by the Government, through the Minister for Transport, 
Hon Eric Charlton, that the 4¢ a litre incrcase in the fuel franchise levy has provided a fund to upgrade 
Western Australian roads, in both metropolitan and regional areas. Some of the decisions on the spending 
of these funds have been controversial. Members have heard that those people who will be affected by the 
Northbridge tunnel are upset and they have told the Government that it can take the $300m and do with it 
something which I will not mention. Other people, like the residents in my electorate, particularly in 
Exmouth, are happy with the allocation of funds for the upgrading of roads in the area. Exmouth has been 
the beneficiary of the allocation of funds to seal Burkett Road. It has been the dream of the Exmouth 
people to have a sealed road linking that town to the north of the State, and that will be forthcoming from 
the 4¢ a litre increase in the fuel levy. In addition, funds have been allocated to the sealing of the Yardie 
Creek Road, and that will be of some benefit to tourists. The people in Exmouth are particularly keen for 
the Government to continue collecting the additional 4¢ a litre in the fuel tax. Of course, there are people 
in other parts of my electorate who are not happy. For example, funds have not been set aside for the 
sealing of the Wiluna-Meekatharra road. Another dream of the people of the area is the sealing of the road 
from Meekatharra to the coasl. This work would provide a sealed road for tourists which would extend 
through the mid-west, the Murchison, to the coast and then back to the metropolitan area. It is something 
that will be done in the longer term, and I dQ not consider it to be a priority. There should be a proving up 
of that road and the attractions in the area, which are numerous. For example, the Kennedy Range National 
Park and Mt Augustus will be important tourist attractions in the near future. When people realise the 
importance of these attractions a greater emphasis will be placed on the sealing of the Meekatharra
Carnarvon road. Some of the funds which are being raised are being spent where they should be, but there 
is a need for more funding. 

One thing that amazes me - people may say that we are cutting our own throats - is that the price increase 
for motor spirits has not been extended to diesel. The argument will always be raised that it will impact on 
freight charges, but so docs the increase in the subcontractors' cartage rates which occurred last week. 
These things wiIl always impact on freight rates. Equity determines that if there is a certain tax, franchise, 
or duty on fuel it should apply to everybody. If I drive a car which operates on diesel I should not avoid 
paying the additional tax. Truck drivers as well as people whose vehicles operate on diesel should not 
avoid paying this impost. 

Mr Bloffwitch: I tend to agree with you. The argument was that the majority of transport uses diesel. 

Mr LEAHY: I do not think that argument can be sustained. We have seen a 7¢ a litre increase in the 
wholesale price of diesel caused by price rises in the northern hemisphere. That 4¢ a litre rise would not 
have had the catastrophic impact that the Minister is claiming. If the Government is going to change the 
franchise, it should do it equitably so that everyone pays an equal share of that increase. 

[Leave granted for the member's time to be extended.] 

Mr LEAHY: Insufficient funds have been made available to hospitals and health funding. That has 
resulted in a reduction in the services at Exmouth Hospital. The obstetrics service that was available for 
some 30 years is no longer available to women in Exmouth. They must now travel to Carnarvon or further 
afield to Perth when they have to deliver. Not long ago a report of a select committee of this Parliament 
into intervention in childbirth stated categorically that pregnant women should be given choices in 
delivering their children. The report recommended that all the information on the options available for the 
delivery of their children should be made available; however, the final decision of where and how to 
deliver their children should be the women's choice. That is not the case in Exmouth, because not all the 
facts are being made available. Even with the limited information that is available to them, if they decide 
to deliver in Exmouth they are asked to sign a disclaimer stating that if, after discussing with their 
doctor/obstetrician the dangers involved, they wish still to have their baby in Exmouth they accept all 
dangers to themselves and their child. Obviously, the women of Exmouth have felt threatened by that. 
Over the past few years they have elected to go elsewhere rather than sign this document and take 
responsibility for any danger to their newborn child. They have decided to take the medical advice and 
shift on. On average 40 women each year in Exmouth fall pregnant. 

The Health Department has as policy that, because of risks involved, women delivering a frrst child or any 
child after the fifth child should deliver that child where expert medical attention is available. That would 
exclude some of those women from delivering in Exmouth. However, other women who could have easily 
been given a choice of birthing in Exmouth have been required to sign this document. This document is 
not forced on other women in Western Australia to my knowledge. No-one can say that it is requested of 
any other women in country Western Australia except those in Exmouth. 
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Mr Bloffwitch: How do women get on in Onslow and places like that? 

Mr LEAHY: They demand to stay, or they go to Port Hedland Hospital. We have this problem because 
the choice of obstetrics care is being removed from most of the smaller country hospitals. Women have 
elected to go elsewhere, and consequently the number of births in Exmouth has fallen. 

Over the past 12 months women have decided to exercise their option and give birth in Exmouth. Six 
women were preparing to give birth in Exmouth this year. The doctor, who is not too keen on deliveries, 
has talked to the Minister for Health and the service has now been withdrawn completely. Now they do not 
even have the option of signing the form accepting full responsibility for any danger to themselves and 
their children, because the service has been removed in its entirety from the town. No obstetric service is 
provided - although, after being questioned at a local public meeting recently, a representative of the Health 
Department stated that if a woman fronted at the hospital to deliver her child the doctors would be duty 
bound to deliver that child. However, the doctor said he had some aces up his sleeve in delaying the birth 
and calling for the Royal Flying Doctor Service to evacuate the woman. 

Mr Trenorden: Is public liability insurance part of that problem? 

Mr LEAHY: He cannot use that excuse, because he is not a private doctor. He is an employee of the 
Health Department I know that is a difficulty. I know the Government has looked at other places in 
Australia which have provided an amount of money to offset that and to encourage GPs back into 
obstetrics. However, in this case, all three doctors are employees of the Health Department In fact, when 
they tried the same thing on the previous Minister for Health, Hon Peter Foss demanded that they retain an 
obstetric service. I am told reliably that the former Minister instructed the Health Department to put funds 
away to upgrade the facilities in Exmouth. That has not been done. They continue to drop the services that 
were available, and now, because no operating theatre is available through lack of use, they will not deliver 
at all. 

Dr Gallop: What they are describing as a medical issue has become a medical issue only because the 
Government refuses to allocate the funds to upgrade the facility. It is actually a political issue. 

Mr LEAHY: That is right The residents of Exmouth are upset about that. There also has been a 
downgrading of the patient assisted travel scheme, so when people must travel they receive less money. 
Women do not get a choice about where they go. It is nearly 400 km to the nearest hospital in Carnarvon. 
Their husbands and children are left alone and they are faced with all of the social problems that occur 
when one is asked to leave one's home town. The women are asking why a service that has been available 
for more than 30 years cannot continue. 

The last issue I want to cover is within the Department of Conservation and Land Management budget, and 
relates to a story in the Sunday Times of 16 June concerning constituents of mine, Albert and Norma 
Phillips, who for 20 years have been pulling sandalwood for the Department of Conservation and Land 
Management. For those members who do not know, sandalwood pulling is a lucrative sideline for CALM. 
For every tonne of sandalwood that is pulled CALM nets $11000 or more on its sale; the pullers receive $1 
000. Norma and Albert Phillips have pulled sandalwood for 20 years. During that period this Aboriginal 
couple have employed four of their children, and a casual worker. They employed a total of seven people. 
Twice a month they truck the sandalwood in 17 tonne lots down to Perth for CALM. They pay all of the 
outgoings - wages, fuel, lighting, telephone and everything else from their $200 000 income. CALM 
collects $2.2m a year from the operations of these two people. They were called to the Minister's office 
last December and given a briefing. They were told by the Minister that the State was not getting enough 
from them; $2.2m is not enough! The Minister said that the State could maximise its return. He said he 
would put a contract out to tender. This couple were faithful servants for 20 years. The Minister wanted to 
put their livelihood out to tender, to increase the State's return. The Minister wanted to ensure that the 
tenderer had the proper gear to do the job, so CALM demanded what is called water barking - taking off 
the bark from the sandalwood - a 24 hour presence, and telephone or radio contact. CALM demanded GPS 
satellite navigation systems, so it knew where they were all the time. The Phillipses complied with all 
those requirements and they submitted a tender of $1 422 a tonne out of the $12000 available to CALM. 
They were unsuccessful. Members must remember that the reason for increasing their price from $1 000 a 
tonne was all of the additional requirements that were being demanded. The Phillipses were told by their 
financial adviser that they should up the amount they were asking. We are talkmg about a minuscule 
proportion of the price that CALM gets for the wood: $1 422 out of $12000. They were unsuccessful. 
The winning tenders were for approximately $1 300. Despite the Minister telling the representatives of the 
sandalwood pullers that he was looking at maximising the return to this State, the average paid to 
sandalwood pullers is $1 300 a tonne and not the $1 000 a tonne paid to the Phillipses over the last 20 
years. It is an increase of 33 per cent, but it is still a lucrative return. Of the 12 ori~inal sandalwood 
pullers, only three have retained their contracts. CALM had no difficulty with the operations of any of the 
previous contractors, but it has renewed contracts for only three. The Phillipses are among the unlucky 
ones, who live in the bush 500 km from anywhere. Their contract has not been renewed and, despite the 20 
years' faithful service they have given to CALM, delivering annual profits of $2.2m on outgoings of 
$200 000, CALM has not shown them the courtesy of negotiating with this couple and suggesting that if 
they drop their price, their tender will be successful. 

The vast majority of tenders have been won by pastoralisls, who are doing it as an adjunct to their normal 
activities. The Phillipses were employed entirely and solely as sandalwood pullers. They cannot now 



[Wednesday, 19 June 1996] 2893 

graze sheep on crown land. They cannot run cattle either. They were sandalwood pullers with 20 years' 
experience at the game and they faithfully served CALM and the people of Western Australia for those 20 
years. This is the treatment meted out to them by the Minister for the Environment, Hon Peter Foss, and 
the Department of Conservation and Land Management. It is absolutely disgraceful and it ean be described 
in no other way. If anyone in the private sector treated their employees in this way, there would be an 
outcry from members on both sides of the House, yet a government department is treating its contractors in 
this most high-handed way. 

Mr Omodei: Have you djscussed the matter with the Minister and CALM? 

Mr LEAHY: I have discussed the matter at length with them and I have no doubt that these people are 
telling me the truth. 

Mr Bloffwitch: Nobody ever has a licence for life. 

Mr LEAHY: These people have been undertaking that work for 20 years, on an ongoing 12 months' basis, 
and the situation is abysmal. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Bloffwitch. 

GRIEVANCE - HOSPITALS, NEW SURGICAL PROCEDURES 

DR GALLOP (Victoria Park - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [4.35 pm]: My grievance today is to the 
Minister for Health. It relates to the adequacy or otherwise of the controls which exist in relation to the 
introduction of new surgical procedures into Western Australian hospitals. It is prompted by the debate 
generated by the Spinal Support Action Group in relation to its experiences with the Graf procedure. 
Although I do not want to deal with that issue in depth today, I ask the Minister whether he is aware of the 
results of the inquiry by the St John of God Hospital, Murdoch into the Graf procedure. The Minister will 
be aware that the Medical Board of W A suggested an inquiry be held into the general issues raised by the 
Spinal Support Action Group and, indeed, the response of the then Minister for Health was that the matter 
was being investigated by a private hospital. Has that investigation been completed, what are the 
recommendations, and do any of them impact on the way in which the public hospital system should 
conduct itself? I know there is a great deal of interest in this matter and I request the Minister's response, 
if not in depth today, perhaps on another occasion. 

My grievance is also prompted by concerns brought to the Opposition by the Health Consumers' Council 
of Western Australia. In its argument to the Opposition it has contrasted the control and vigorous 
certification of drugs and therapeutic goods with the situation in Western Australia with regard to surgical 
procedures. Under commonwealth administration the safety and effectiveness of any drugs or therapeutic 
goods are very much tested before they go into the marketplace. I have a tough question for the Minister: 
Can he guarantee that patients undergoing new and experimental surgical procedures in Western Australia 
will not be exposed to undue risks, and are fully informed of any potential risks involved? I am only too 
aware when asking that question that an element of uncertainty and risk is always associated with surgery, 
even that which involves established and accepted procedures. I am also aware of the increasingly 
important debate in medical circles about health care effectiveness, whereby efforts are made to have 
evidence-based health expenditure. This push for more effective health care is an important one, about 
which I hope to speak to the Parliament in future. Today, I am not talking about the uncertainty and risk 
associated with all forms of surgical intervention or the general issue of health care effectiveness. I am 
specifically concerned about the circumstances surrounding the testing and introduction of new surgical 
procedures. My concerns in this area are twofold: Firstly, in relation to the hospital system generally and 
its need to extend and improve credentially; and, secondly, in relation to the private hospital system and the 
relative lack of regulation in that system compared with the public system. 

The Health Department has established standards for governing the introduction of new surgical techniques 
into the public hospital system. Our hospitals have ethics committees which can supervise the process and 
set up the terms and conditions of any clinical trials, acting in cooperation with the various colleges. It is a 
well established principle that a full and frank disclosure of any relevant information should be made to 
patients. However, this still leaves the question which will be asked by patients: Is the activity within the 
qualifications, training and competence of the medical staff? It is one thing to agree that a procedure 
should be tested; it is another to ensure that those who are to test it are competent to do so. Such an 
argument applies with even greater force when the Government is moving to allow the technique to be used 
in the hospital system. Credentialling becomes vital. I urge the Minister to insist upon the highest 
standards and to extend the process throughout the public hospital system. 

I move now to the specific problem in the private hospital system. The former Minister for Health wrote a 
letter to one of my constituents in May 1995, referring to existing controls. He said that these controls did 
not extend, and nor should they extend, to private hospitals and relationships between private doctors and 
their patients in private hospitals. In this case, control of accreditation and quality rests with the 
management of private hospitals, with perhaps a potential future role for health insurance funds and the 
Commonwealth Government through its regulation of those funds. Of course, the Minister will be aware 
that the intervention of either the funds or the Commonwealth is a highly contentious issue with the 
medical profession. This leads us to ask: Are the existing controls adequate? Should there be complaints, 
citizens could turn to the Medical Board, but that would be only after the event and could be considered 
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only in relation to the board's powers. Those powers are to look at infamous or improper conduct and 
gross carelessness and incompetence on the part of medical practitioners. It may be that the new Office of 
Health Review will develop protocols which establish what proper conduct is in this arena and, therefore, 
provide some standards for use by the board when considering cases emanating from the private sector. 
Even if this is done can we be sure that private hospitals will take up the eause and establish ethics and 
credentialling committees? It would seem that currently only the threat of litigation acts as a real incentive 
to good practice. History indicates that this is never enough. 

MR PRINCE (Albany - Minister for Health) [4.40 pm]: I thank the member for Victoria Park for raising 
these matters in his grievance. In reply I will cover as much as I can of the matters raised. I understand 
that the Medical Board recommended in March 1995 that an expert panel review the Graf procedure. 
Private hospitals will be involved, including St John of God Murdoch, as the member said. The then 
Minister deemed it appropriate to wait until St John of God Murdoch had completed its inquiry. I am 
informed today that St John of God Murdoch has not completed its inquiry, in the sense of having 
completed a report. However I understand it is very close to completion. My only other comment is that it 
has taken a long time, and the matter should be expedited so far as it can while still ensuring the inquiry is 
done properly. There should be a response in depth, and I agree with the member's comments in that 
regard. It is an important matter which affects a number of people. 

As to new procedures for controlling treatment and therapeutic devices, all hospitals have medical advisory 
committees, ethics committees and credentialling committees. Certainly the major teaching hospitals have 
those committees. Therapeutic devices are licensed by the therapeutic goods administration branch of the 
Commonwealth Department of Health and Human Services. The royal colleges play an extremely 
important part. If we were to seek to put in place more regulations, by what standards and who would do 
the judging of the standards for any new procedure? It comes down to the peers of the people who wish to 
be able to bring in the new procedure, whether in surgery or any other form of procedure. The colleges are 
the places in which to find the wisdom of the partiCUlar discipline. In that sense it is and always will be a 
self-disciplinary exercise. That is not to say that there should not be a regulation, but in effect when 
dealing with science and the advancement of science, often the expertise is found in relatively few people 
of much experience and long standing, and it is they, irrespective of the form of regulation, who will make 
judgments regarding a new procedure. Whether done through a collegiate system which is not regulated by 
legislation or through a regulated system, it comes down to the expertise and judgment of those people in a 
collegiate sense. 

The ethics committees of hospitals are set up using the guidelines of the National Health and Medical 
Research Council. The ethics committees of the major teaching hospitals are all well established, and I 
believe they do an extremely good job. Under the new visiting medical practitioner agreement, non
teaching hospitals are also required to develop credentiaIling committees and to make use of ethics 
committees when new clinical activities of a trial nature are required. That is a good step in the right 
direction. There appears to be a much better sharing of information from the major super-speciality 
teaching hospital to the others, so this is becoming more widespread - as it should be. 

The National Health and Medical Research Council guidelines arc specific conceming trial procedures, and 
their documentation and review. They arc not just approved by the State or the department, but as far as it 
can be done they are encouraged but not enforced. Our hospitals are instructed to follow those procedures. 
The concern is when a modification of an existing procedure becomes experimental. This is the difficult 
area of wanting science to progress, for example, to what is known as keyhole surgery or same day surgery. 

These are significant advances which have gone through, and in some respects are still going through, an 
experimental phase. For example, at the Fremantle day hospital in recent times, two gall bladders were 
removed for the first time in such a hospital in this State, if not in the nation. One could say that is 
experimental surgery, but nonetheless it should be trialled and, if it proves successful over time, it should 
be disseminated around as a same day surgical procedure which can be used on more people. We must 
have a balance and some openness. I agree with the member's comments about patients having no 
exposure to undue risk and being fully informed. It is essential that that is the case. I would say that it is 
the law; if not Statute law it is certainly the common law. 

With regard to the threat of litigation acting as an ameliorating effect on people who may be too 
adventuresome, I point to the problem that we have currently with obstetrics being practised by general 
practitioners, and the rapid rise in their insurance premiums which is causing considerable problems - as 
the AMA, the Rural Doctors Association and individual doctors tell me. They find that the monetary 
penalty of insurance premiums is enough to limit the range of people who practise obstetrics. I do not say 
it is a good thing to happen; I simply point out that those forms of regulation by litigation and insurance 
penalty can be effective. I understand that the same situation occurs in most Australian States and for that 
reason the procedure and treatment advisory committee has been established. It consists of key 
stakeholders. The Commissioner of Health is in the process of establishing the committee and will be 
consulting widely before implementing its final composition. We take that matter very seriously. 

The member is correct in that private hospitals have a limited control from the State's point of view. A 
move is afoot to look at licensing, and conditions to licences. That would be a fairly cumbersome method 
of going about it. However, it is one way to address the problem at private hospitals. Of course, that does 
not apply to the public hospital at Joondalup because it is covered in the agreement. 
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GRIEVANCE • SMOKE ALARMS IN HOUSES 

MR BOARD (Jandakot) [4.47 pm]: I direct my grievance to the Minister for Local Government. It 
relates to section 15 of the Local Government Act. I stress the need for the Government to consider the 
greater promotion of smoke alarm installations in housing in Western Australia. This is an emotive issue 
for many people, and they will debate the rights of individuals to determine what happens in their homes. I 
see it as a fundamental safety issue, and particularly the elderly in our community are at most risk. I have 
noticed recently that there seem to be more open fues in houses than in previous years because people are 
returning to wood burninglues. Also it is very trendy these days for young people to have candles in their 
homes. As a result a growing number of houses are catching fue. 

I understand that the Fire Brigade attended 300 residential fires last winter. That resulted in about 14 
deaths in this Stale, many of which could have been prevented by the installation of smoke detectors. I 
draw the attention of the House to an article in The West Australian of 15 June which stated that all new 
homes built in Queensland after next March will be required to install smoke alarms. That means the only 
areas in Australia without compulsory smoke alarms in new housing are the Northern Territory and 
Western Australia. Although I would like to see smoke alarms in every house in Western Australia I am 
not into retrospective legislation. However, it would be a good move by the Government if it considered 
promoting smoke alarms in new housing so that we could achieve progressive installation of such alarms. 
There is some thought in the community that most fires occur in older housing or weatherboard housing. 
That is not borne out by statistics. In fact, many fires the Fire Brigade attends are in new housing and are 
generally caused by neglect rather than a failure of equipment. That neglect might be in the kitchen or 
through open fires or candles. Members will have read about a young person who died in the home while 
the parents were watching television, which would not have occurred had there been smoke detectors in 
that home. In my house, which I am happy to say has smoke alarms, we were recently able to stop a fire. 
That action may be attributed to an alarm going off. We were upstairs and when we heard the alarm we 
were able to go downstairs to ascertain where the smoke was coming from. That may have averted a 
tragedy in our home from a fire which was caused by our negligence. 

Many elderly people in my electorate would like some assistance with the installation of smoke alarms in 
their houses. That is not a role of the Government at this stage. However, I encourage the Insurance 
Council of Australia Ltd to get behind a campaign to encourage the installation of smoke alarms. It would 
be in the insurance industry's interest to give discounts to individuals who wanted to install smoke alarms. 

The cost of fires in Western Australia is horrific. Some $4m of damage has been caused in the past 18 
months from 300 residential fires. It is estimated that 180 lives were saved in Victoria between 1992 and 
1994 as a result of early warning smoke detectors. That indicates the cost that could be avoided, in not 
only personal tragedy, but also to government and the community, by the installation of what amounts to 
between a $50 and a $100 system. In new housing we could call for those smoke detectors to be wired 
through the electrical system to avoid the problem of ballery failure, of which people may not be aware. 
The detector would then be active for the life of that house. 
This is an issue on which many people have different points of view because personal liberties are 
involved; however, I see it as a safety issue, not unlike seat belts and compulsory helmets for motorcyclists 
and bicyclists. It is a tragedy in our community that so many people die in their sleep or through smoke 
inhalation because of fires. Many people lose their homes through neighbours' houses catching on fire. 
Although I might have a smoke detector in my house, my neighbour may not; therefore, my house may still 
be at risk. When the Minister considers amending legislation, I urge him to adopt a practice that new 
housing in Western Australia have compulsory smoke alarms. 

MR OMODEI (Warren - Minister for Local Government) [4.53 pm]: I thank the member for Jandakot 
for raising his concern about this matter. The Government is moving on the issue of smoke alarms. Only a 
couple of weeks ago the Minister for Emergency Services launched Fire Awareness Week at Belmont. A 
fire was set alight in the lounge room of an old house that was to be demolished. Smoke alarms were fitted 
to that house, and there is no doubt about their effectiveness. I was in the house. It was only a rnatter of 
two or three minutes before the names had grown to the ceiling and the smoke had increased to such a 
level that we could not stand the hcat. The issue of smoke alarms and people dying as a result of fues 
came to the fore about September 1994 when there was a great deal of media coverage about the number of 
deaths in houses. As the member mentioned, the amount of damage to property varies from about $3.7m to 
$9m. There is no doubt that a large number of people's lives would be saved as a result of installing smoke 
alarms in houses. 

To his credit, Western Australia's Minister for Emergency Services, Hon Bob Wiese, began an 
Investigation by a committee in September 1994 to examine the question of whether smoke alarms in 
houses should be made mandatory, whether all new dwellings should have smoke alarms, whether 
dwellings undergoing renovations or additions should be the trigger points, or whether all dwellings, both 
new and old, should have smoke detectors. That committee has reported. I note that the Queensland report 
was dated 15 June 1996. The Ministers for Emergency Services and Local Government met on 12 June, a 
few days before that. Instructions have been issued to both the Department of Local Government and the 
fue rescue services to come up with recommendations that the Ministers can take to Cabinet in the near 
future. That comprehensive report will include a process that is required to enable the mandatory 
Installation of hard-wired smoke alarms in either new houses or homes undergoing major renovations. 
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At the same time, it is presumed that the Government will embark on a major public awareness and 
education program. Policies will be developed on penalties for the breach of any of these 
recommendations if they become law and on the necessity to fit retrospectively smoke alarms in all homes 
in Western Australia. Whether retrospective legislation is introduced is a contentious point. There is no 
doubt that the hard-wired system is the way to go. Battery operated smoke alarms are not foolproof if the 
battery runs flat or people take out the battery when they run out of batteries in their torch, for example. 
The question of who will police battery-run smoke alarms could be difficult to resolve. 

The idea is to go down the line of other States with the hard-wiring of smoke alarms in new homes. 
Cabinet will have to deliberate on this matter. The member for Jandakot is a little ahead of his time: It is 
an issue with which the Government is dealing. A decision will be made in the near future. It does not 
require any changes to the legislation, but that the Minister call up the relevant section in the Building 
Code of Australia. That will take five to six months. I expect that should government agree to that, it will 
give the housing industry notice in advance. We would have to follow up with a major survey in a couple 
of years to see how the education program was working and whether the hard-wired smoke alarms were 
effective. The important thing is that there is support in the community for the hard-wired approach rather 
than the battery operated variety. At the same time, battery operated smoke alarms would be better than 
none at all. The education and public awareness program will be important. No matter what happens, that 
should occur. 

The Western Australian Municipal Association has canvassed 42 councils around the State as a sample. It 
received 19 replies, resulting in support for mandatory hard wiring smoke alarms in all new homes in 
conjunction with a public education program. 

The Government is on the right track. For the Government at some time in the future to make it mandatory 
for all homes to be fitted with hard wired smoke alarms would be an imposition on the householder. It 
would be like the helmets, seat belts and swimming pool fences issues. An onus must be placed on 
community responsibility. If we convince the community of the benefits through public education 
programs - I suspect it will be conducted through schools as well - people will note their responsibility to 
make their homes safer. 

More fires occur in new homes than older homes, and more in winter than summer. A great deal of 
statistical information is available which the Government will use to make a sensible decision. The 
Minister for Emergency Services and I will take a joint minute to Cabinet at some time in the future which 
will lead to an improvement on the current situation. In that way, I hope that lives will be saved through a 
smoke alarm program. 

GRIEVANCE. WATER SUPPLY,GOLDEN BAY, SINGLETON, MADORA 

MR MARLBOROUGH (Peel) [5.02 pm]: I grieve to the Minister for Water Resources regarding the 
unwillingness of the Government to put in place immediately a reticulated water supply to Golden Bay, 
Singleton and Madora. This Government, through its Minister, is continuing to play Russian roulette with 
the health of the people in the region. It is appropriate to briefly outline the background of the matter. 

In late 1994 the Sound Telegraph in Rockingham reported that E coli had been found in the bores at 
Golden Bay and Singleton. One bore was attached to the community centre at Golden Bay, which had 
been constructed and opened only six months earlier; therefore, the water was already contaminated in the 
new bore. As a result of that article, I interviewed residents in Golden Bay and found that many families 
had been living with a problem not knowing what was causing ill-health. For a long time many people 
took their own action. Some went to Kwinana or Rockingham to family and friends to obtain water for 
drinking purposes, and the largest selling item in the local shop for the previous two years had been bottled 
drinking water. 

A community meeting was quickly called in late 1994, which was attended by 400 people. The meeting 
was initially divided as long time residents of Golden Bay and Singleton, who had been in the area when it 
was a holiday resort, considered that nothing was wrong with the water supply. However, many new, 
young resident families saw it as a problem and required it to be fixed as quickly as possible. As the local 
member, I considered how to best solve the matter; that is, to make sure that a water supply was provided 
to Golden Bay and Singleton as soon as possible. 

In my search for background information on this maller I obtained a policy document of the Water 
Authority of Western Australia titled, "Policy Library PCY186" relating to water supplies to existing 
communities. It stated under the heading of "Background" -

There are a small number of communities in Western Australia where substantial development has 
occurred without a public water supply being provided by the Water Authority. Examples of 
these communities are Madora, Singleton and Golden Bay. 

The policy document referred to committee findings in 1992. I am happy to table this document, which 
outlines formulas by which costs to the individual householder are determined ought to be put in place to 
supply water to their houses within existing suburbs. However, the policy document also recognised that 
as well as people paying for the service, it may be necessary for government to act anyway because of the 
health risk. To that end, part of the policy was put in place. It read -

Some of the considerations in justifying a variation in the above contributions may be: 
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a Government's desire to limit the cost of the water service 

what others have to pay, (ie equity and uniformity) 

compensation for the investment made in private water supplies 

Most importanLly, it continues -
health and environmental aspects 

the levc;l of community support and expectation, (ie political acceptability) , 
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In the background material the Water Authority was saying in the main, "You pay for it but when the 
Government deems that someone has already spent money to provide a water supply, and a health risk 
exists it will act differently." A meeting was held in Rockingham with the Health Department and was 
attended by Hon Peter Foss, the then responsible Minister. We reached agreement with the Health 
Department that Golden Bay, Singleton and Madora's water supply was a health risk. I am happy to table 
the evidence for that conclusion. A letter was sent from the Health Department to Mr Gary Holland of the 
Rockingham City Council dated 20 February 1995 which read in part -

You have sought advice from the Health Department of Western Australia regarding the use of 
groundwater in the Golden Bay and Singleton areas ... 

At present both these areas rely on unprotected ground water as the primary water supply for 
drinking purposes. At the same time wastewater is disposed of from the residences by on-site 
disposal systems. While the required clearance between the water source and the disposal system 
has been maintained, the taking of such groundwater cannot be considered a safe supply without 
some form of trcatment. 

... From a public health view point the provision of a reticulated water supply in Golden Bay and 
Singleton is fundamental and essential for such urban developments if public health risks are to be 
minimised in the community. 

The Health Department fully supports the provision of a reticulated water supply to Golden Bay 
and Singleton. Given that a mains supply is available to both areas, the extension of this supply 
should be initiated at the earliest opportunity. 

Unfortunately, the then Minister for Water Resources, Peter Foss, declined to give us any answers to our 
questions until 30 November 1995 when, in a two page letter, he wrote-

However, both the Government and the Water Authority are committed to a "user pays" system 
whereby existing ratepayers are not required to subsidise a water supply to established 
communities. 

In other words, he totally ignored the letter from the Health Department stating that this supply was a 
. health risk and should be acted upon. I wrote to Mr Foss on 17 June 1995 outlining that we had been 
waiting for a number of months for him to reply to us and what the Health Department had said. 

Government has a responsibility to take care of community health, to which nothing is more fundamental 
than a safe water supply. The Health Department advised the Minister and the then Water Authority that 
the supply was a major health risk and that it should be treated accordingly; namely, that the supply should 
be provided at no cost to the community. Families currently suffer problems as a result of the ground water 
supply, and the problem should be fixed with a reticulated water supply to their front doors at no cost This 
will bring that community into line with the Government's policy pertaining to the Water Corporation, and 
the letter of intent from the Health Department in early 1995. 

MR NICHOLLS (Mandurah - Minister for Water Resources) [5.09 pm]: I thank the member for Peel for 
raising the grievance. I too have a clear understanding of the issue, and I appreciate that the matter has 
been of concern and interest to people in those localities. The matter must be placed in context because the 
member has effectively put the argument. He argues that as the ground water in those areas has a level of 
contamination, the Government, which really means the taxpayers of Western Australia, should pay for the 
connection of water from wherever the mains exist at the moment to the front doors of those residents. I 
agree with the member regarding the need to provide water. Undoubtedly, as I have said on many 
occasions, scheme water is the solution to the problem, and it should be provided. 

The member for Pecl referred to a letter from the Health Department and to a meeting, in,I understand 
1995, at Rockingham City Council at which it was agreed there was a health risk. When I sought advice of 
the Health Department, it informed me that it believed rainwater tanks provided a potential health risk 
because the water was untreated. The Health Department's line is that any untreated water poses a 
potential risk. We must determine what is the level of risk. The Health Department provided me with 
ad,,:ice following the sampling done over last summer. The advice was that E coli is a problem and that it 
beheves that scheme water should be provided, but that the community can take measures to protect itself 

by boiling water. I agree with thq member and most of the people in that community who have spoken to 
me have told me that boiling water is not a long term solution. I would not like to have to boil water for 
everybody in my family before they consumed it. 

Th.e issue is whether there should be a contribution to the provision of scheme water to those residents. 
With regard to providing water immediately, the member knows, because he was present at a public 
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meeting when I made it public - I am sure he knew before I made that statement - that a statutory 
requirement requires the Water Corporation to undertake the formal planning and the costings, and then to 
contact every owner of a property in that area. 

Mr Marlborough: That took place under the previous Minister. 

Mr NICHOLLS: That did not take place. 

Mr Marlborough: He gives the costs involved in a letter. 

Mr NICHOLLS: The statutory process has not taken place. The member was present at the meeting when 
I said that the previous Minister indicated that water would be provided if the majority supported it. He 
made that statement to the council and community representatives at a meeting he had with them. At a 
meeting I had with the local government and community representatives earlier this year, I said that I had 
an obligation to abide by the commitment the previous Minister gave and that we would run a community 
survey to ascertain whether a majority of people objected to the provision of water. That survey has been 
carried out and I hope the results of that survey will be available later this week or early next week. 

Mr Marlborough: Can I assist the Minister by reading from the former Minister's letter. He said that the 
initial capital infrastructure charge that would apply to Singleton and Golden Bay, if the scheme were to be 
commissioned during 1995-96, would be $266 and $255 per year respectively. He said that pensioners' 
concessions would be available for the proposed charges under section 40(5) of the Rates and Charges 
(Rebates and Deferments) Act. He said also that, if the scheme were to be commissioned at a later date, 
this charge would be adjusted in accordance with approved increases in the annual water tariff. Those 
figures are clear. The Minister indicated some work had been done. 

Mr NICHOLLS: We have used the figures that he used consistently through our advertising for 
submissions. However, the Water Corporation is required by Statute to go through a process. In February, 
I intended to start that process based on the advice from the Health Department that we should look at 
providing scheme water, even though people can take measures to protect their health. Following the 
communication and understanding between the previous Minister and the councils and ratepayers, there 
was a notion that a majority of people had to indicate their support before there was a move to provide 
water. I undertook to be proactive by running a survey that allowed people to make submissions. Those 
results will be known shortly. I agree with the member; I, too, would like to see scheme water provided. 
However, I remind the member that there are people in that area who do not want water even if it is free. I 
agree with the member; water should be provided even if people do not want it. 

Mr Marlborough: Because of the health risk. 

Mr NICHOLLS: That issue is debatable. However, that debate will not further our ends. There is no 
doubt that the provision of water is a quality of life issue, if nothing else. We must follow through the 
issue of contributions. I remind the member and the House that I have given a commitment that the Office 
of Water Regulation will look at the issue of contributions as part of the submission process. I hope we 
will get a resolution that will allow water to be provided to meet most of the concerns raised by the 
community. I appreciate the support of the member opposite and many people in the community. 

GRIEV ANCE - BUNBURY TIMBER JETTY 

MR OSBORNE (Bunbury) [5.16 pm]: I direct my grievance to the Minister representing the Minister for 
Transport. If the Minister is listening, I would like to tell him that it is now time for him to come into the 
Chamber and listen to my grievance. My grievance concerns the Bunbury timber jetty. I listened with 
interest to the member for Northern Rivers talking about the Carnarvon jetty earlier this afternoon. The 
history of the Bunbury timber jetty is similar to the history of the Carnarvon jetty, but even more 
longstanding. Historically, these jetties were the principal means by which trade through the port was 
carried on. Therefore, the Bunbury jetty was centrdlto the growth and history of the Port of Bunbury. In 
the 1960s, the inner harbour was developed and the outer harbour, including the Bunbury timber jetty, was 
progressively less used. At about that time, the Bunbury Timber Jeuy Preservation Society was formed. 
Its objectives are to retain the timber jeuy for its heritage, recreational and tourism value. In the years 
since then - it is over a decade now - this voluntary, community based committee has struggled to keep 
alive the dream of retaining that structure for all the benefits that it will bring to the community. It has 
been a difficult job. Its members are not young people or wealthy people. They are busy people and do not 
have a lot of time to devote to this. As time has gone by, they have faced crisis after crisis with the 
progressive deterioration of the structure. During a storm in the past couple of weeks, a Department of 
Transport structure fell onto their shed and created further damage and further expense. 

I have been supporting the society as a local member would in its campaign to retain the jetty. On 14 
March, the opening day of the fourth session of Parliament, I asked the Minister whether he was aware that 
the jetty preservation society had just about reached the end of its resources and if nothing was done in 
short order, the objectives of the preservation society would be lost. He said he was aware of the activity 
and the wait to which the society had been subjected to get the money. He referred to the arrangement with 
which we are all familiar; that is, that the society and the department were discussing the matter on the 
basis that the equivalent cost of the demolition of the jelly would be paid to the local authority and the 
Bunbury City Council would then assume responsibility [or the future upkeep, care and maintenance of the 
jetty if it agreed to do that. The Minister said that, in the budgetary process, he was working hard to get 
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that money. However, even if that money did not come through in the Budget, the Minister said - this is 
crucial in my view -

as a result of a request from the Minister for Transport to the Department of Transport the Council 
will assume immediate responsibility for the care and maintenance of the jetty and the Department 
of Transport will retain the financial responsibility for it until the negotiations are completed and 
those moneys are paid. 

In my view, the Minister said the Government will try to get the million dollars. However, if it cannot, it 
will enter into negotiations and assist the Bunbury City Council to carry on the upkeep and maintenance of 
the jetty. 
On 29 May, I attended a meeting at the Bunbury City Council at which Mrs Snooky Manea, Gary Brennan, 
Bob Poletti from the Department of Transport and Kim Davis from the head office of the Department of 
Transport were present. The thrust of the discussions was how to get a win-win result from this situation; 
how to get to a stage where the State Government could defer, perhaps indefinitely, the problem of finding 
the money that is required, with the Bunbury City Council continuing to carry on the upkeep and 
maintenance of the jetty. The proposition put to the meeting was this: Why does the Bunbury City 
Council not take over the whole process holus-bolus? 

At the meeting I expressed the view that transferring the full responsibility without funding support would 
be a pretty big imposition on the council. It would have been the intention of the Bunbury City Council to 
put the demolition funds into an account from which it could draw to manage and maintain the jetty. If the 
demolition funds were not available, the council would have to find funds for the maintenance and 
management from its own sources. That is not fair and, given the financial circumstances of the Bunbury 
City Council, I do not think it is possible. 

My grievance is to say again that this situation in Bunbury is approaching crisis point. There is an 
opportunity to achieve a win-win, as opposed to a lose-lose, result. If we go the way proposed by the 
Department of Transport, my fear is that we will have a lose-lose result and one day the jetty will be 
burned down and perhaps destroyed, and the State Government will be up for the cost of demolishing the 
jetty. We will lose the recreational and heritage value that the jetty represents; that is, both the State 
Government and the community of Bunbury will lose if nothing is done. 

However, there is a way out. If the State Government is prepared to assist the Bunbury City Council with 
the maintenance and upkeep of the jetty, we will keep the jetty and the State Government will not have to 
find $lm. It seems to me that is a reasonably straightforward proposition, one from which both parties can 
win. I repeat: If the Government docs not act and if the Department of Transport cannot find a way 
forward, the proposition that both parties will lose in the arrangement is very real; that is, we will lose the 
jetty. It will bum down to the waterline. If that happens, the State Government immediately will have to 
make good the damage and remove the danger it would represent to shipping and to recreational users of 
the Bunbury harbour. The State Government will not be able to avoid that expense. If the State 
Government is prepared to assist the Bunbury City Council with upkeep and maintenance of the jetty, it 
will be kept and the people of Bunbury will continue to enjoy and use it, and the State Government will 
avoid its responsibility of finding $lm which otherwise would be needed to fund the demolition of the 
jetty. 

MR LEWIS (Applecross - Minister for Planning) [5.22 pm]: This matter was brought to our attention in 
March or April when the House sat initially. The Government well recognises the very strong local 
interests in the Bunbury jetty. A lot of local heritage is associated with it. As is the ease in other old ports 
throughout Western Australia, particularly Carnarvon and latterly Albany, the jetties have reached a stage 
where a decision needs to be made on whether they will be demolished. That is probably the proper 
course, bearing in mind the ongoing maintenance costs to a structure that serves no further transport 
purpose. 

Recognising the feelings of the communities and the heritage value of those structures, the Government 
formulated an offer to the respective councils. It was prepared to pay to the councils the cost of the 
demolition of the structures if the council thereafter accepted the ongoing maintenance and management 
and became obligated, whenever that might be, if the physical integrity of the structures reached a stage 
that they needed to be demolished. That was communicated to those councils going on two years ago, if 
my memory serves me right. 

An offer has been made to the Bunbury City Council for $lm to be paid; however, in the interim, it has 
bee.n difficult to find that money. The council has said that it is not prepared to take over the ongoing 
mamtenance, care and upkeep of that jelly until the funds are forthcoming. The budgetary restraints 
confronting the Government are such that those moneys are not forthcoming in this Budget. The 
proposition, as I see it - I am more than happy to communicate via this grievance to the Minister for 
Transport - is that the Department of Transport is prepared to underwrite that care and maintenance until a 
proper arrangement can be put in place where the Bunbury City Council will accept the original agreement, 
und~r which $1 m is paid to the council and from then on the council accepts the care and maintenance of 
the Jetty. 

I understand the concerns expressed through this grievance by the member for Bunbury. It is fair to say 
that there has been some expectation by the Bunbury community that this matter would have been resolved 
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by this time, but unfortunately that has not been the outcome. I feel that with further discussion between 
the Department of Transport and the Bunbury City Council, and the involvement of the member for 
Bunbury, some interim arran~ement can be put in place where the moneys can be found for the on~oing 
care and maintenance of the Jetty until a more formal agreement can be struck and the moneys origmally 
promised can be paid. I hear the grievance and I will communicate it in good faith on behalf of the 
member for Bunbury to the Minister for Transport 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Hames): Grievances noted. 

MOTION - BGC DEALINGS WITH GOVERNMENT IN RELATION TO 
CONCRETE BATCHING PLANT, NEERABUP; HARDING DAM INCIDENT 

MR KOBELKE (Nollamara) [5.28 pm]: I move -

That the Auditor General report this year to the Legislative Assembly on all dealings between 
companies associated with the Buckeridge Group of Companies and government departments and 
agencies in relation to the Nccrabup concrete batching plant and the taking of water from the 
Harding Dam and, in particular -

(a) all contracts or informal arrangements and as to whether or not there has been conformity 
with various Statutes and both agency and government policies; 

(b) all direct or indirect revenue and costs to government agencies and the extent to which 
government received a commercial return on state held assets; and 

(c) reference to any possible criminality or impropriety in these dealings. 

The member for Ashburton, who will speak after me, will talk about the details of the unauthorised taking 
of water from the Harding River Dam in the Pilbara. I will limit my comments to matters relating to the 
Neerabup concrete batching plant, and all of the improprieties and irregularities of which I am aware. 

The case history of the approvals to this group is a litany of improper dealings. Unfortunately, it has 
created a very wide public perception that certain mates of the Court coalition Government are not subject 
to the laws of this State and do not have to follow the proper procedures. I will be outlining a series of 
facts which helped create that view in the minds of the public. What assisted the creation of that 
perception, whether it is true or not, is the inaction and the particular actions by certain Ministers. That is 
spread across a ran$e of Ministers who have avoided taking up the issues they should have taken up as 
Ministers. I cannot Judge whether that was through incompetence or because the Ministers wished to turn a 
blind eye or were in contrivance with the Buckeridge company; it may be a mixture of all three. The facts 
will show that Ministers have not pursued their obligations; Ministers have not upheld the standards to 
which they supposedly dedicate themselves. I remind the House that all Ministers take an oath. That oath 
in large part says -

I do swear that I will well and truly serve Our Sovereign Lady Queen Elizabeth the Second, Her 
Heirs and Successors, ... and I will do Right to all manner of people after the Laws and Usages of 
this Realm, without fear or favour, affection or ill will. 

So help me God. 

There seems to be some difficulty about doing right without fear or favour, without affection or ill will, 
because the only person that has had right done to him is Len Buckeridge and his group of companies. It 
should be that right is done to all, and not to one particular person or one particular group of mates. 

This Government was elected on a platform of better management The dealings associated with the 
Neerabup concrete batching plant indicate very little beuer management; better management has not served 
the public good. Clearly the beneficiary has been one particular friend of this Government; the public 
interest has not been served by a whole range of decisions relating to this project. 

Good government requires the enforcement of the various laws, conditions, and provisions that apply in 
each case. Mr Buckeridge is a man of considerable ability, who is a bit idiosyncratic; he is not an easy 
person to deal with. That should not let the Government off the hook; that does not mean the Government 
can say that he is a nice bloke but a bit hard to handle so in his case it will make exceptions. That choice is 
not available to a Minister of the Crown. It is incumbent on the Premier and his Ministers to uphold the 
law without fear or favour, affection or ill will. The difficulty here is not that there may have been a 
certain irregularity, or that a technical provision has not been observed: For years these events have 
occurred in respect of the one project The Ministers of this Government were not willing to ensure that 
the proper thing was done and things were done in a regular way. Where irregularities existed the 
Ministers were not prepared - with few exceptions - to put those matters right. 

When a series of questions were asked in the Parliament and in the public the Ministers avoided the issues. 
The Ministers either did not answer the questions or they provided partial answers which had the intent of 
avoiding telling the truth. In some cases the Ministers' statements have been false or contradictory. When 
that is put together it could be asked: What is this Government trying to cover up? Why is this 
Government so enamoured of Mr Buckeridge's companies that it would set itself up to ridicule by the 
wider community and to the general perception that it is simply looking after a mate? That is clearly the 
picture that unfolds from the facts. 
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Twill outline the details of this sordid ease. A letter was written on 27 August, 1992 which expressed an 
offer from the Department of Land Administration with respect to the provisions for granting a lease on the 
piece of land on which Mr Buckeridge now has his concrete hatching plant. When the Labor Party lost 
office in 1993 that was the end of good and proper management in respect of this case. Once this 
Government came to power this State no longer had good and proper management with regard to this 
whole issue. This leller, which was signed by an officer of OOLA, clearly laid out the conditions required 
if Mr Buckeridge was to be granted a lease to build the plant. It was necessary to obtain planning approval, 
environmental approval and the like. The leller stated that OOLA was willing to offer a lease, as it would 
to anyone. The Labor P~y did not treat Mr Buckeridge differently in terms of proper procedures. Mr 
Buckeridge had the same right as anyone else to make application and have that applIcation properly 
processed and considered. Placed in this letter was a range of conditions that Mr Buckeridge would have to 
;rulfil if he were to obtain that lease. The last paragraph states -

The lease will be granted subject to your acceptance of the conditions and rent which will be 
appraised by the Valuer General's Office. If access to the proposed site is urgent then subject to 
acceptance of the conditions and rent right of entry may be granted. 

Iemphasise that one must have a lease and meet all the conditions. If there were some urgency for the 
"Commercial operation that Mr Buckeridge wished to put in place, the Government was willin~ to expedite 
i4 but only if the conditions of the lease were accepted and the rent paid. That must be kept In mind. For 
years throughout this saga the conditions of the lease were not accepted and no rent was paid. Mr 
Buckeridge was on that site and making use of it for two years. 

Mr Omodei: An indication was given to Mr Buckeridge that if it was urgent he would be given the right of 
entry. 

Mr KOBELKE: The Minister has been caught out on this as well as other things. If the Minister wants 
credibility in this matter he should listen to the facts. I have quoted from that letter and that letter should 
be on his file. The Minister should not interject on me and misrepresent the facts. The Minister is 
attempting to do that, as is his normal style. 

Mr Omodei: That is what you have been doing all the way through. 

~r KOBELKE: I tum to the planning approval for this project. In the suburb of Neerabup within the City 
of Wanneroo four concrete batching plants are already established in the Flynn Drive industrial area: 
Readymix, Pioneer, Boral and Armacrcte. Mr Buckeridge is the fifth operator in the area. Mr Buckeridge 
did not wish to operate in the designated industrial area in that suburb; he wanted the commercial 
advantage of being closer to the housing front where the development was taking place. Clearly, there are 
other financial advantages to being on crown land. Mr Buckeridge was seeking a special favour. His 
application was simply not approved by the City of Wanneroo for good planning r~ns. Mr Buckeridge 
wished to locate right in the middle of an area marked down as a reserve for parks and recreation in the 
metropolitan region scheme. At that stage there was a quarry on the site, but it was clearly intended that 
the area would be included in the Neerabup National Park in the future. 

Mr Omodei: Am I allowed to ask a question or does the member not like to hear the truth? 

Mr KOBELKE: Mr Buckeridge was asking a special favour from the Minister for Planning. I hear babble 
from the Minister for Local Government. The Minister does not take my interjections, but I will take his 
because I do not mind making minced meat of him if he has so little respect for the truth. 

Mr Omodei: Can the member explain to the House why the Labor Party excised the mining lease out of 
Neerabup National Park for Mr Buckeridge? 

Mr KOBELKE: The Minister can raise that in his contribution if he wishes. I said a moment ago that the 
Labor Party in this instance, as in most, treated people fairly and equally. Even though Mr Buckeridge is 
not a supporter of the Labor Party he had the right to apply and was given consideration. When members 
opposite came to government we suddenly found that mates were all that counted and good management 
and proper administration of the law went out the window. I will not spend much time on the decision 
made by the Minister for Planning, who is now in the Chamber. However, I will touch on it briefly so that 
people understand the total impropriety of the actions taken by the Minister for Planning. He received an 
appeal from the company to allow this concrete batching plant to go into that area. 

Points of Order 

Mr OMODEI: Mr Acting Speaker, I bring to your attention Standing Order No 142 which refers to 
repetition. This is the ninth time this member has brought this subject before the House. The questions are 
the same, the argument is the same and the debate is the same. What Mr Buckeridge did was as a result of 
actions by the Labor Party in excising the area out of the national park in the first place. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Hames): That does not relate to the Minister's point of order; it is an 
argument. 

Mr OMODEI: Under Standing Order No 142 I ask you to rule repetition. 

Mr KO~ELKE: The Minister may not like what I am saying, but frivolous points of order should not be 
llsed to Interrupt the debate. 
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The ACTING SPEAKER: That is not a relevant point of order; I will seek information on the first point of 
order. I have been informed that it does not come under the particular standing order mentioned. The 
debate is perfectly in order. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr KOBELKE: I touch briefly on the decision made by the Minister for Planning which enabled this 
project to get planning approval even though it had been rejected by the City of Wanneroo, as the 
appropriate plarining authority, and had been advised against by the State Planning Commission. The 
Minister then sought a report from the Town Planning Appeal Committee. In its conclusion in relation to 
approval that report said -

To do so would over-ride the intent of the Council's Town Planning Scheme and would not, 
therefore, be in the interest of good planning. To allow a concrete batching plant to be established 
within the existing Quinns Road quarry would give the Appellant an unfair advantage over other 
concrete manufacturers who are obliged to locate within the Flynn Drive general industry zone. 

I need not say more on that. Clearly the Minister gave special treatment to one company over four 
companies in the same area which had invested in commercial land for which they paid commercial prices 
and which was slightly further away from where the work was taking place. It was clearly giving a 
commercial advantage to one person over all the planning advice given. In order to proceed and construct 
the plant Buckeridge had to receive approval from a range of government agencies. That is the normal and 
proper process. In two instances, approval was not granted: Mr Buckeridge did not obtain a crown lease 
before he built the plant and the company did not obtain a building permit or licence before it started work. 

On 30 September 1993 the company applied to the City of Wanneroo for a building licence. That is 
reflected in the minutes of the council's mecting. On 12 October an inspector from the Wanneroo City 
Council went to the site and found that construction was well under way - not just earthworks; the plant 
was being built. No building permit had been issued. 

Mr Omodei: Read the recommendation in the council. 

Mr KOBELKE: I will come to the Minister in a minute. Mr Buckeridge was thumbing his nose at the City 
of Wanneroo. We should bear in mind that the city council rejected his application for planning approval, 
so he did not see the councillors as friends. However, his friend, the Minister for Planning, fixed up the 
matter for him. Mr Buckeridge wished then to go ahead and use that crown land. He did not have a lease. 
He had no legal right to be on that land other than the right to undertake quarrying. He did not have the 
right to build any industrial plant on crown land nor did he have a building permit. Nonetheless, he went 
ahead and built it. When the City ofWanneroo began to look for its legal-

Mr Omodei: He did not need one and you know it. 

Mr KOBELKE: The Minister should keep quiet. He is making a fool of himself; he does not know what 
he is talking about. I will come to him in a moment. I will tie him up in such little pieces, no-one will 
notice him. 

The Buckeridge company went ahead without receiving approval to build on crown land without a building 
licence or permit. The City of Wanneroo sought legal advice about what it could do and Buckeridge 
provided his legal advice. We all know we can get legal advice which will give almost any perspective on 
an issue. The question that should be taken into account is: Why should the City of Wanneroo waste 
taxpayers' money getting legal advice and fighting legal battles with Mr Buckeridge when it had good 
reason to believe that the Government would let him do what he wanted anyway? The Wanneroo City 
Council took the easy way out and hand balled the matter to the Government. Who could blame it for that? 
The city c<?uncil gave lengthy planning consideration to the issues and formulated its decision. Without 
any reasonable explanation the Government overturned its decision. 

Now the government is suggesting that the City of Wanneroo should fix the mess made by a Minister of 
this Government. That city council docs not see why it should fix it, and I do not see why it should. At a 
meeting of 24 November 1993 the Wanneroo City Council passed a motion in relation to the concrete 
batching plant in Quinns Road, Neerabup which reads -

1 Council, with respect to the construction of the Concrete Batehing Plant at Mining Lease 
70n17, south of Quinns Road, Neerabup without the authority of a building licence notes 
the legal advice that the projcct is exempt from the need to obtain a building licence as 
the project is located on Crown land; 

2 in view of the legal advice and as construction has commenced, the Minister for 
Planning, Hon Richard Lewis, JP, MLA be asked to ensure/confirm that the project will 
comply with the requirements of the Building Code of Australia. 

That is where the council left the matter; it passed it over to the Minister. I do not know whether the 
Minister took steps to ensure that the plant complied with the Building Code of Australia. The Minister for 
Planning may have thought that was the responsibility of the Minister for Local Government, as building 
codes generally come within his area. My questions in the House have not revealed what happened. 
Judging by the failure to answer questions and the obfuscation by Ministers, I am led to the conclusion that 
the Minister did nothing about it. I have asked this Minister about building approvals and he has ducked 
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. the issue. I hope that in this debate one of the Ministers may explain which Minister tried to regularise that 
aspect and ensure that the construction either had a licence or complied with the required building codes. 
A range of questions was asked both in this place and in the other place to try to elicit this information. 
However, we simply received partial answers. We could not get conflrmation that this Government would 
enforce the requirements of the law on this plant. 

It was no problem for the Minister for Planning to flnd a technicality which allowed him to close the 
delicatessen operated by the Taweel family. However, when it came to Buckeridge it was a different 
matter. He did not worry,about technicalities to impede Mr Buckeridge; he let him go for it. There was no 
need to enforce the law with him, he has carte blanche to do as he wishes. That is quite different from what 
we see in many other cases. 1 mentioned that one case in passing where the Minister for Planning had no 
difficulty in closing down the Tawcel family business because he found a technicality in the planning laws. 
We have found that the Government is keen to promote private proflt; it is not concerned about the public 
cost, the cost to the City of Wanneroo, the cost to the taxpayers of this State or the cost to the Government. 
If one has a private operator mate who will make a profit, that is all that counts. We do not see any 
consideration of the public interest. Time and time again this Government demonstrates that the public 
interest comes a very poor last. 

I refer now to some of the answers that I and other members have received to questions on notice and 
questions without notice. On 31 May 1994, Hon Kim Chance asked a question of the Minister for Lands. 
The part of the question to which I wish to refer relates to whether a 'crown lease had been granted to allow 
the construction and operation of a concrete batching plant on the site or whether some other form of 
licence, right of entry or permissive occupancy had been granted. Clearly, at that stage we knew there was 
no lcase, but we did not know what form of approval might exist. The question quite clearly asked what 
forms of permission could be given: If it were not a lease, was it a right of entry, permissive occupancy or 
some other form of approval? The answer from Hon George Cash was that no approval had been iSSUed. 

On 9 August 1994 - and all the records I have perused show that nothing had changed in between May and 
August - I asked the Premier a question as follows -

Does any Minister of the Court Government accept responsibility for the construction and 
operation of a concrete batching plant on behalf of General Bulldozing Ply Ltd ... ? 

The Premier replied -

As the concrete batching plant was constructed on vacant Crown land ministerial responsibility for 
resolution of land tenure or removal of the plant rests with the Minister for Lands. The plant is 
currently operating on a permissive occupation basis while a special lease is finalised. 

The Premier gave a different answer from that provided by the Minister for Lands: The Minister for Lands 
said there was no permissive occupancy, but the Premier said there was. 

Mr Omodei: He said that a lcase had not been signed. 

Mr KOBELKE: The question asked whether there had been a lease or any other form of approval, 
including permissive occupancy. The answer from the Minister for Lands was no, whereas the Premier 
said that there was. The question is whether we have a situation where anyone can simply go onto crown 
land and use it for whatever they want. Is that what this Government is saying? Is it really saying, "If you 
are a mate of ours, you can use the land as you wish; do not worry about permission. If you are one of our 
mates, just go and use it; we will tick off the technicalities and no-one will know about it"? That is a clear 
contradiction between what the Minister for Lands said and what the Premier said a few months later. The 
Premier also said -

It is proposed to complete the speciallcase documentation by the end of August 1994. 

He was hopeful that even though the plant was commenced in 1993, by the end of August 1994 the 
situation might have been regularised. Of course, that did not happen. 

On 13 September 1994 I asked another question of the Premier as follows -

Will the Premier require his responsible Minister to ensure that Mr Len Buckeridge gains 
appropriate building permits for the Neerabup concrete batching plant or do the building 
regulations not have to be complied with by friends of the Court Government? 

The Premier replied -

All people must comply with the laws and processes of this State. 

I imagine that the Premier had his tongue firmly in his cheek. He went on to say -

I have no particular knowledge of the matter to which the member for Nollamara referred. 

When one looks at question after question and answer after answer, one finds that the Premier and most 
Ministers simply do not want to know about the issue; they are hoping it will go away. Their mate Len 
Buc~eridge is having a good time at Neerabup and they do not want to spoil the fun. That is the message 
that IS coming through. Their mate is doing very well; he is making a good buck out of this. Members 
opposite do not want to get in his way for whatever reason, whether it is because he funds Liberal Party 
campaigns or something else. That is what we see when we go through a few of the answers to these 
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questions. We find that the Premier, who has already becn asked questions, whose Ministers have been 
asked questions and who has a whole range of lackeys and advisers running around and doing politieal 
tricks for him, simply says that he has no particular knowledge of the matter. 

Of course, no-one expects the Premier to be able to provide the fine detail of an issue like that. However, 
one does expect that he will look into the issue; one expects that he might accept some responsibility when 
things are going wrong and his Ministers are involved, but that is not the modus operandi of this Premier. 
It would be asking too much to expect this Premier to accept responsibility. This is the Premier who will 
not even hold a press conference - he does his press conferences as door stops as he slides into his car so 
that he does not have to answer any hard questions. When one asks a question showing that a whole range 
of improper things is occurring, this Premier runs for cover. The Premier is doing the same thing now - he 
will not be in this Chamber to take up this debate. When I raised questions of impropriety during question 
time today, he would not answer the questions. He suggested that we have a debate. I challenged him by 
way of interjection to be here this evening to join in this debate. Where is the Premier? He has gone for 
cover. 

This Premier does not mind all the corruption going on in the Liberal Party and in parts of government as 
long as he can be seen as squeaky clean and is able to rise above it or hide behind a smokescreen. Given 
the answer I have just quoted, the Premier does not want to know about it. I asked a specific question that 
followed earlier questions on the same matter and dozens of other questions to various Ministers. The 
Premier would have known about it, but he simply answered that he had no particular knowledge of the 
matter. Clearly, the Premier knows that corruption or improper actions are occurring, but he wishes to 
distance himself from them. He docs not take any real leadership role in this State. 

Withdrawal of Remark 

Mr BLOFFWITCH: The imputation that the Premier knew about corruption and did nothing about it is a 
reflection on our Premier and I ask that it be withdrawn. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Hames): I have been very careful in listening to comments made right 
through the speech by the member for Nollamara to see whether they relate to any accusations of 
impropriety. I have been satisfied for the most part that he has not done that. However, in this instance I 
believe he has strayed beyond the bounds of acceptability and ask that he withdraw. 

Mr KOBELKE: I withdraw. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr KOBELKE: I should have said that there is clear evidence of a whole range of irregUlarities and 
impropriety. This Premier knew that and simply did not want to get involved; he did not want to clean up 
the mess. Whether there was corruption, he clearly did not know. However, he had evidence of 
irregularities and improprieties that might have led to corruption. He could not have known that but he did 
not want to look at it because that is what frightened him. It was in the northern suburbs and there could 
have been corruption, as there has been with so many other things connected to the Liberal Party. He 
decided to stay away from it; he did not want to be involved in anything that he may be able to correct. 

Sitting suspended from 5.59 to 7.30 pm 

Mr KOBELKE: Prior to the dinner suspension I referred to the Neerabup Concrete Batching Plant 
established by a Buckeridge company without any right to use Crown land and without any form of 
building permit or licence. In concluding my contribution to this debate I wish to move now to some 
aspects of the costs associated with the lease. I ask members to keep in mind that the plant was established 
around September and October 1993, but the first payment towards establishing a lease was made on 12 
July 1995, nearly two years after Mr Buckeridge started making use of this piece of crown land. I would 
like to find out from the Government whether this means that Mr Buckeridge was able to avoid paying any 
land tax when the plant was operational on 30 June 1994 and 30 June 1995. If a formal lease were in place, 
an evaluation would have been made for the purpose of land tax which would have to be paid by the 
company. Given that the lease was not formulated until 29 August 1995 when the Department of Land 
Administration issued a lease, he may have got out of paying land tax for those two years. 

The rental should be checked. That is another reason why the Auditor General must look into this issue. I 
accept the valuation was made by the Valuer General, but he may have looked upon the rental as in an area 
designated as national park, although it is not classified as that at the present time. It would be much more 
appropriate, if that were the ease, to look at the neighbouring industrial area where Mr Buckeridge would 
have been forced to locate if he had not been given special treatment by the Minister for Planning. 

Mr Lewis: The Labor Party did not deliberately leave him out of the national park? 

Mr KOBELKE: No. Another planning matter was put in place, as the Minister will be well aware, which 
was the establishment of that park. Therefore, the Minister must take account of current land usage. The 
clear indieation is that that area which had mining rights was in operation. We are talking about a totally 
different thing, which is the construction and operation of a manufacturing plant. 

Mr Lewis: You did excise the mining rights from the national park. 

Mr KOBELKE: I am not discussing that. 
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Mr Lewis: That is what you people did. 

Me KOBELKE: I think the Minister will find that it is the other way round and that the national park was 
set up after the quarry started. The Minister is distracting me from covering some of the costs involved 
with the rent I have already indicated that the nrst payment was made on 12 July 1995. We find that the 
annual rent was $9239.40 for a 5220 square metre piece of land for industrial use. That means that the 
cost is of the order of $178 a week. That would not bear good comparison with the cost to a company 
operating a concrete plant using industrial land in the same suburb. This is a very good matter for the 
Auditor General to look into to see whether the public interest has been taken into account in the setting of 
that rent. 

Part of the problems that arose with the initial non-issuance of the lease and of any building permit was that 
the lease was granted retrospectively. As I indieated at the start of my contribution, a letter in 1992 
indicated that it would be possible to have very quick access to the site if certain conditions were met 
Those conditions were agreement to the conditions of the lease and payment of the rent Neither of those 
applied. Mr Buckeridge went onto crown land and started making use of it I would like to discuss two of 
the conditions in the schedule attached to the lease. One is condition No 7, to which this Minister has 
recently referred in this Parliament. The condition reads that all buildings, erections, pavings, drainage or 
other works shall comply with the requirements of the local authority, and the lessee shall perform 
discharge and execute all requisitions and works on the land required by any local or public authority 
operation under any statute, bye-law or regulation. 

The clear intention is that as a condition of the lease, approval from the local authority is required for the 
construction of that plant. The Minister is clinging to a legal technicality that there is a loophole and, 
therefore, the local authority does not have control of the land. Surely the Government's role is not to find 
loopholes to let a mate off the hook. A large plant such as this should be assessed as to the style, safety and 
operation of the building, and then approval given. There should not be any problem with that. This 
Government does not want to enforce that condition. I do not think we will find a loophole through the 
argument that somehow the local authority powers do not apply. We know that they do not apply to crown 
land, but when crown land is leased for a commercial operation it is simply good management that the 
local authority give normal clearance to the buildings constructed on it. Further on in clause 12 of these 
.conditions we find that the lessee shall not erect a structure without the prior approval, in writing, of the 
Minister. The questions I have asked indicate that the Minister has given that approval. If a Minister has, I 
hope that approval can be tabled here this evening. Clearly, it is a condition of the lease which has not 
been fulfilled. 

Today the Premier introduced legislation into the Parliament which he claimed will tackle corruption as 
,well as serious improper conduct. I have outlined to the House an issue which indicates that a range of 
irregularities and improper actions is associated with the concrete batching plant. If other people cannot be 
given the same advantage as Mr Buckeridge, there is room for concern. I do not know how many people in 

. the community believe they can establish a manufacturing plant on crown land without a lease or obtaining 
building approval. 

Mr Lewis: It is a mining tenement. 

Mr KOBELKE: The Minister is making a fool of himself, if he wants to get into that argument The 
Minister's planning documents indicated that the mining lease did not give the legal right to establish a 
concrete batching plant which was seen as an industrial plant. The Minister made his decision on the 
appeal based on those documents. The Minister is again raising the irregularities. 

The Government should allow the Auditor General to investigate these issues and to show how they can be 
re~ularised to clear up this sordid mess. Alternatively, if the Government tries to hide these issues they 
WIll drag on and it will further indicate to the people of this State that the Government is looking after a 
mate and not upholding the laws of the State without fear or favour. In this instance, the Government has 
looked to advantaging a mate in Mr Buckeridge. It has not been willing to ensure an open and proper 
process which will benefit the people of this State. 

The Government, through this motion, is being given the opportunity to allow this issue to be investigated 
by the Auditor General so that he can give advice on how matters can be regularised, that retrospectively 
the required building approval is given and the conditions of the lease are right and proper and are being 
upheld. Only then will the public of the State be able to put this issue behind them. They will then be able 
to .acknowledge that some anomalies and special treatment might have been given to Mr Buckeridge by the 
Mmister for Planning. However, while the Government tries to hide the facts of the issue and prevents the 
Auditor General from taking a close look at it, the discontent in the community will fester. I hope the 
Government will accept the motion put by the Opposition which will clear up the situation once and for all. 

~R RIEBELING (Ash burton) [7.43 pm]: I will concentrate on a particular set of circumstances which I 
ratsed briefly in a grievance last week. I will again go through the circumstances of that event and ask this 
lIouse !o consider how serious this issue is and to make sure that the proper authorities investigate this 
complamt. 

Mr Osborne: It could get done for tedious repetition. 

Mrn, RI~BELING: It could get done for tedious inaction by this Government on any offence in which Mr 
uckendge's company has been involved. 
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Mr Lewis: You are alleging that the company has committed an offence? 

Mr RIEBELING: Yes. Last week the Minister for Local Government said that the device installed by the 
Buckeridge Group of Companies to draw water was an illegal device and, presumably, an illegal device is 
something which is not legal. 

Mr Lewis: The company was given permission to take water. 

Mr RIEBELING: It was not given permission to do that. In fact, the company knew it did not have 
permission to take water, but went ahead and took it without using a metered extraction device, and that 
compounded the offence. 

Mr Lewis: It involved a dust suppression truck. 

Mr RIEBELING: That is right. For the House to be aware of the background to this incident, including 
what actions were taken by the company to hide the fact that it was taking water as well as the absolute 
inactivity of the Water Corporation to pursue the issue, which is outrageous, it is important for me to repeat 
what occurred. The Water Authority showed preference to a company with which it knew this Government 
has a special relationship. I hope, at the end of the day, we find that the Minister has not issued any 
instructions about this prosecution, including instructions not to proceed with any action against this 
person. His actions and statements have been completely at odds with the position he has taken in other 
instances. 

The Buckeridge Group of Companies applied for a permit to extract water from the Water Corporation's 
pipeline near the Harding Dam. Permission was not refused; it simply was not granted. The request was in 
the process of being determined and I understand there was a dispute between that company and the Water 
Corporation on the terms of the compensation agreement which was required to be signed in case the water 
tanker, which is a heavy vehicle, did any damage to the Water Corporation's roads. As a result of either 
the Water Corporation's wanting too much guarantee or the company's not wishing to give any guarantee, 
the disagreement led to no permit being issued. As the Minister said last week it was because of the 
frustration caused by the non-issue of the permit that this company went ahead and attached its own 
extraction device, which had no meter. Nobody knows exactly how much water was extracted through that 
device. All we know is that on 8 May this year, in the hours of darkness, a truck from the company was 
travelling along the road towards the illegal device when it had a head on collision with the ranger's 
vehicle which was legally on the road. That vehicle, which had all its lights on came over the crest of the 
hill and the driver told me that all he saw was the front grill of the truck. He hit the truck and in two 
statements to the police he said that the headlights on the truck were not on. Why would a truck travel in 
the hours of darkness without any lights to an illegal water connection if the water was not being stolen? 
One wonders whether the Minister who has responsibility for the Water Corporation thinks that that is not 
a suspicious act If those two circumstances are considered together one wonders why this Minister told 
this House that the offending company advised it had taken 20000 litres and he believed it. Why would 
one believe that a company which went out of its way to hide its activities would suddenly come clean and 
say that it took one truck load of water - not 10, five or three loads? The company was so unlucky that 
after it had installed the illegal device it managed to get in only one trip for 20 000 litres of water before it 
had a head on collision with the ranger's vehicle. 

It is interesting to note that the company said that it took only one load of water, because it is even 
unluckier than that. It was so unlucky that on its first trip it ran a vehicle off the road. That vehicle was 
driven by Noel Bell. His vehicle was run into a ditch by the truck and the truck failed to stop. That makes 
me wonder even more what the truck was doing there. This truck ran another law abiding citizen off the 
road. The impact of Mr Bell's vehicle going off the road blew out his tyres. He reported that to the Water 
Corporation, and made a statement to the ranger that it must have been a subcontractor, because the driver 
did not stop to give assistance but continued on - unlike other people in the north who would stop if they 
saw an accident. The only reason that this truck driver would not stop to lend assistance, when he knew a 
vehicle had been run off the road, would be because he was doing something illegal. I hope the Minister 
will look into this now he has the full information on the incident and knows that the driver of the Water 
Corporation vehicle is in a bad way, and is lucky not to have been killed in this accident. The front driver's 
side of the vehicle was crushed completely, and if it had not been for the angle of impact and the driver 
trying to avoid the collision, so the vehicle was hit slightly side on and he was knocked into the passenger 
side of the vehicle, he would have been crushed. The ambulance officers who attended the accident 
thought, when they approached the vehicle, that whocver was driving it must have been killed, because of 
the extent of the damage. 

We then find, which is just as strange as the actions of this company, that the next day the Water 
Corporation removed the illegal device and replaced it with a metered device and allowed the company to 
operate from that day on. I hope the Minister will be able to inform the House whether the guarantees that 
were sought by the Water Corporation prior to the accident were the same ones that the company gave after 
the accident occurred; and, if not, what sort of arrangement is in place to ensure that this company fixes 
any damage it does to the road? After all, it is in the business to make money out of that water. It is not a 
charity; it is there to make money and no doubt it will make a sizeable amount over the duration of the 
contract. I hope the Minister can tell us what decided the Water Corporation not to lodge a complaint with 
the police about this accident. The police advised me that no complaint was lodged to investigate even the 
circumstances of the truck being on that road. The Minister stated in this House that the Water Corporation 
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had made a decisi(.)fi and inf0l1l!~d him that it did not ~n~nd to prosecute. I hoIX; the Minis~~ can inform 
this House the basIs of that decision. Last week the Mmlster appeared to agree With that declSlon, and that 
:<,i,rnril<:P.~ me greatly. 

I"l.llu ......... even more concerning matter is that when I spoke to a police officer in the Karratha area, I was 
<ttt1'VI<:J~I1 by that officer that both drivers had indicated that the truck's headlights were on. However, I have 

to the driver of the vehicle, and he advises me that both of his statements to the police indicated that 
had no lights on. I hope that the police officer concerned has made a mistake in the statement. 

linWf'.'lIcr. I did specifically ask him a question about that. I am concerned that as the local member of 
I was told something which appears to be diametrically opposed to what one of the drivers is 

Members will remember this is the driver who was on the road for a lawful purpose. He said, 
we were discussing whether the truck's lights were on, that at night in that area if a truck's light were 

one could see them for miles. Most people who drive in country areas know this to be a fact. The 
"' .• ,.v .... ~ is relatively flat. 

Nicholls: The truck driver told you he had no lights on, or Mr Bell who was in a serious condition? 

RIEBELING: Not the truck driver, but the driver of the Water Corporation vehicle. Mr Bell has 
pOltnlnlg to do with the Water Corporation. Mr Bell is a citizen; he has a mining lease. He is a prospector 

a miner. 

Nicholls: Who told you there were no lights? 

RIEBELING: The driver of the Water Corporation truck; the man who was in hospital. He is now out 
hospital and in Perth for rehabilitation. It is important that the Minister explain why he is content with 
estimation that only one truck load of water was taken by the company. In looking at that set of 

~cil~CUlnstanc:es, I am concerned about what is occurring in the Water Corporation with reference to Mr 
/R'lt'Vl"ri,10'p. S company, and most people in this place would share my concern. 

will refer to Hansard for what the Minister said in this place last week. He stated in response to my 
grievance that the corporation was obliged to impose conditions on such use. The Minister was referring to 
the damage caused to the road. I agree with the Minister's statement. 

SPEAKER: Order! I may not be correct, but it appears that the member for Ashburton is quoting 
the uncorrected proof which, if the members reads the front page, he will see says "not to be quoted or 

" I ask the member to take a different course of action. 

RIEBELING: The Minister was saying that the Water Corporation's actions in applying conditions 
correct, and negotiations to impose the conditions had taken some time. He said that the contractor 

frustrated by the length of time it was taking and attached his connection without approval. The 
stated that quite plainly, and also stated that it was not an illegal action. He further stated that the 

Corporation had discussed the maller with the contractor, and was satisfied that the contractor did 
intend to steal the water, because he had kept records of what he had taken unlawfully. He then went 
to say that is why the Water Corporation had decided not to prosecute, and the illegal connection had 

removed and a legal connection put in its place. We see that this offender will not be prosecuted, 
.De<:aw;e when he was caught he said that he had pinched only one truck load of water, and, after all, he had 
aVI>JU\;;;U for a legal connection, but had not got it. That is the problem, Minister; he had not received 

''P~rrniission for a connection yet he proceeded without regard to the Water Corporation, which is after aU in 
of the water resource of this State. In doing that it is clear that two offences occurred: The first 

,pIllen(:e was fitting the unlawful device, which I have no doubt would attract a penalty of well over $2 000; 
the second offence was stealing the water. A Minister who heard that sort of information should 

that the Water Corpomtion pursued the matter to the nth degree. 

12 June - I have not heard that the Minister has changed his mind - the Minister said, "Everything is all 
because the company had always intended to pay for the water; the Water Corporation just had a bit 

and had not given it permission." On 6 March, the Minister had a completely different view 
people who were stealing water, when he said that the offence was so serious that action had to be 
and the penalties were inadequate to properly punish people who were stealing water in the 

area. However, with regard to the Pilbara, where water is just as precious as it is in the 
the Minister took a completely different view; he did not even want to prosecute those people 

were stealing water. In an article in The Northern Guardian of 6 March, the Minister went out of his 
to say how tough he would be on people in the Carnarvon area who stole water. 

Cunningham: He said he would cut off their water . 

. RIEBELING: Yes. I will read into Hansard some of the Minister's comments, and I hope members 
·wdl compare what the Minister said in March with what he said in June. I wonder what the Minister will 
~Y in October! 

Mr Nicholls: And what I will say tonight. 

~~ ~IEBELING: I suppose it will be another story tonight. We may get some consistency out of the 
"MInIster. 

MrNicholls: We may get some facts. 

Mr RIEBELING: That will be a huge change. 
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Mr Nicholls: I will let you finish your speech and then I will deal with the matter. 

Mr RIEBELING: We will get a surprise, will we? 
Mr Nicholls: No. I will clarify the true situation. 

Mr RIEBELING: The Minister should be very careful about what he says, because my sources are very 
accurate. 
Mr Nicholls: They are very close to you, I understand. 

Mr RIEBELING: My sources are very close to me. 

The Minister said on 6 March that the current legislation does not adequately reflect the way in which we 
deal with people who steal water because -

"The legislation has a requirement that you need to catch somebody actually taking the water," ... 

In this case, the company has admitted that it did take the water, so the Minister does not have to cross the 
obstacle which he has to cross with regard to other people. The article states -

Mr Nicholls said the legislation provided for fines of up to $2000 which was clearly inadequate. 

"Quite frankly this is absolute chicken feed when it comes to the importance of water and the 
amount of money that can be made from taking water illegally," he said .... 

"The suggestion that has been made to me, by a number of people, is that if people get caught 
stealing water then their water gets cut off." 

Mr Omodei: That is in Carnarvon, is it? 

Mr RIEBELING: Yes. Is Carnarvon different from the Pilbara? 

Mr Nicholls: Definitely n<;>t. 

Mr Omodei: Water is worth more in Geraldton than it is in Carnarvon. 

Mr RIEBELING: What a great statement! Stealing is stealing no matter where it occurs. Water in desert 
regions is a valuable commodity. It does not matter what the Minister for Local Government says, because 
no-one listens to him. We cannot let people who steal water in the Pilbara get away with it when people 
who steal water in the Gascoyne are jumJX',d on. 

Mr Nicholls: That is right. The law should apply equally across the State. 

Mr RIEBELING: Absolutely. The Minister has been given the responsibility by the community and the 
Government of ensuring that the law is applied equally with regard to water resources. It is quite plain 
from the information that I have been given that some leniency has been applied to this company. That is 
appalling, particularly when we consider that a person was seriously injured in the accident that occurred 
during the conduct of this illegal activity and may never be able to do his job again. We hope that is not 
the ease, because the ranger.who was injured is a dedicated officer, who lives at the dam and loves his job, 
and his whole life has been changed by this accident. 

According to some of my sources, pictures of the illegal connection were not taken on the day of the 
accident. At a later date, I will take up other matters of concern with regard to that accident. It was 
fortunate for the driver of the vehicle that the accident happened when the water truck was not fully laden, 
because had the accident occurred when the truck had a full tank of water, there would have been almost no 
chance of anyone surviving that collision. I hope the Minister can explain why any person who is loading 
and caning water to the Money-Money Mine, which is about a two hour drive from the Harding Dam by 
the foad that the water truck would have taken, can get only one load of water out of that connection in a 
day. I would be pleased if the Minister could convince me and the House that at the time of this illegal 
connection, at least two and perhaps three truck loads of water per day were not being extracted from that 
illegal device by one truck. I presume that only one truck was involved; there may have been two or three 
trucks. These dust suppression-type tankers are vital, and I am not saying that type of operation should not 
occur. However, it should occur only after, and not during or before, the issue of a permit to attach a 
device to the extraction pipe so that the Water Corporation knows exactly what amount of water is being 
taken. 
The Minister said in the article, and I agree absolutely, that-

Those people who are taking water illegally are shifting the burden of cost onto the people who 
are actually paying for it ... 

Stealing of community property such as water is stealing from the people who are paying for it, and it is 
putting an extra burden on the State's resources when the people who are taking the water are refusing to 
pay for it. That is outrageous. That alone should lead the Minister to take strong action to ensure that the 
people involved are prosecuted; if not, he should refer the matter to the appropriate agency to ensure that 
the processes that are taking place are lawful and that there is a complete investigation of what has 
occurred. 
I hope that the Minister can provide a copy of the guarantees. I hope that he can table the conditions under 
which the operators work, and the terms of the agreement. I hope he can tell us how many truckloads have 
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extracted on a daily basis since a legal device was put in place. The Minister should know how much 
is being extracted each day. If he docs not know that, perhaps he can explain why he does not know. 
he think that 20 000 litres a day was a fair volume to be taken by the company? Everyone in the 
of the State and in the Water Corporation knows that the illegal device was operating the day before, 

I.J\A.'''''''''''"' of the incident to which I referred earlier. If the Minister is in possession of that information, he 
be able to make sure that 20 000 litres represents a full day's operation and that from now on we will 

not see trucks driving around the Pilbara at night filling up from Water Corporation pipes. We will know 
the agrccment that BGC has entered into with the Water Corporation will protect the corporation's 

, ..... n.""'·,-tv so that we will nqt1bepaying for a massive clean-up after the contract is concluded. 

hope also that the Minister can assure this House that the nrst time he heard about the incident was on the 
of my grievance, and that he had made no contact prior to that day in regard to this incident I will be 

•• 1 .. ' ......... 5 freedom of information applications to nnd out about the process that the Water Corporation went 
,.",.nne," to determine that no action should be taken against a company which operated in the strangest 

without saying that it was illegal. The Minister's description of its being an illegal device was 
If it was an illegal device, it also involved an illegal action, and any illegal action should be 

nro,secutea. The Minister said that he would take action against every grower who stole water in 
·",.,''' .... Hln, but water in the Pilbara is just as precious as water in the Gascoyne. The Minister must make 

people in the Pilbara can be confident that their resources are being looked after properly and 

OMODEI (Warren - Minister for Local Government) [8.13 pm]: I will respond to some of the 
by members opposite. As members will know, the Auditor General ean investigate any of these 

as part of his normal duties. I wish to clarify some of the issues raised, particularly by the member 
Nollamara, who has now returned to the Chamber. I suppose he has been making comments outside the 

for a change. 

Kobelke: I have bccn talking to a P & C group who had booked to speak to me. 

Mr OMODEI: From my cursory glance at Hansard I understand that this is about the ninth time that the 
member has repeated allegations about the Buckeridge Group of Companies in this House. 

Kobelke: I have raised questions and facts. 

OMODEI: The member has raised questions and debated issues. I suggest that in all that time not oncc 
he made a comment outside where he could face defamation charges. Tonight we have seen yet 

."n,"\t",~r instance of the Labor Party trying to discredit a person who does not have the protection of 
In his normal slippery way the member for Nollamara made some comments about a letter 

27 August-

Withdrawal of Remark 

SPEAKER: There is no need for a point of order. I can deal with this. Minister, that is not an 
~nr'r"T'r"i"fp way in which to speak about another member. I ask you to withdraw. 

Mr OMODEI: I withdraw and I apologise to the member. 

Debate Resumed 

OMODEI: It was the usual manner in which the member for Nollamara brings matters to this House -
which are not always of a truthful nature. I turn now to the letter dated 27 August 1992 from the 

IP.n~frlrrlpnl of Land Administration. I will provide some background to the application made by the 
i.Hp'nl'r·,,) Bulldozing Company. The site of the concrete batching plant is portion of Swan Location 11533 
which is vacant land and was excised from the Nccrabup National Park reserve 27575 under the Reserves 
Bill which was assented to on 17 December 1991. 

According to Hansard, during some of the debates the member for Nollamara mentioned that Mr 
Buckeridge had been granted approval to build a concrete batching plant in the Neerabup National Park. 
The member knows that the land was excised from the national park when the Labor Party was in power, 

that the Bill was assented to in 1991. That action was undertaken by the previous Government under 
resolution of conflict policy on mining in national parks and the land was subject to a mining tenement 

tenement holder, Mr Buckeridge of the General Bulldozing Company, subsequently sought approval to 
a concrete batching plant at the site. The member for Nollamara should recall that he was told in 

to his question in 1993 that approvals for the proposed concrete batching plant -

nUIJC.I\.r.. Which approvals? 

Mr OMODEI: The member should recall the answer provided by the then Minister for Planning. He asked 
~bout approvals being upheld for the Nccrabup plant. The response was that the following approvals for 
the proposed concrete batching plant to be located in Neerabup were granted while the Labor Party was in 

by the Department of Mines on 2 May 1992, by the Department of Land Administration on 8 
by the Environmental Protection Authority on 8 October 1992, and by the Department of 

and Land Management on 21 October 1992. 

Who gave those approvals? 
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Mr OMODEI: All of them were given by the previous Government. As the member said, DOL 
response to an application by the company on 27 August advised there would be no objection t( 
establishment of the development. However, a special lease would be required as the intended use wa: 
in keeping with the mining lease. I agrce that it took some time for the lease to be signed, but it has· 
signed. The member for Nollamara knows very well that indieations were given to the Buckeridge 8 
that it could enter that lease -

Mr Kobelke: On certain conditions. 

Mr OMODEI: The lease was excised from the national park by the Labor Party in government, not b 
current Government The member has never acknowledged that The conditions were subsequently Ii 
place in the mining lease. 

As to the correspondence from the City of Wanneroo, when I came into the picture as Minister for I 
Government, the allegation was made that I failed to force Mr Buckeridge to obtain a building Iicen( 
tum now to the agenda of the Wanneroo City Council which reads -

Council, at its 13 October 1993 meeting, received advice that a site inspection on 12 October: 
revealed that construction work had commenced without the authority of a building licence 01 
concrete batching plant at mining lease 70n17; located south of Quinns Road, Neerabup 
H91016 refers. In accordance with Council policy, the applicant was requested to explain Wh1 
works had commenced without approval. . 

Mr L Buckeridge of the Buckeridge Group of Companies advised, among other things, that 
were not required to secure a building licence for the construction of the concrete batching p 
but submitted drawings as a matter of courtesy, see Attachment A. The application (drawi 
was received from HomeStyle Pty Ltd (one of the Buckeridge Group of Companies) 01 
September 1993 and further information on 22 October 1993. 

Advice has been sought from Councils Solicitors Mcleod and Company and indicates that: 

"What Buckeridge seems to be relying upon is the fact that s.373(3) of the 1 
Government Act 1960 ... provides -

'The provisions of this Part shall not apply to buildings owned or occupie( 
or under the control or management of the Crown in right of the State, 
department, agency, or instrumentality of the Crown in right of the State.' 

It describes at length a legal opinion about whether a building application was required. The mi 
states -

It now appears that the commencement of construction prior to the obtaining of a building Iio 
is not a breach of the requirements of the Local Government Act. 

With respect to the building licence application and the question of the issue of a licence, COl 
has a role in ensuring that buildings are built in accordance with the requirements of the Buit 
Code of Australia. It is not uncommon for approvals to be issued, where technically the appll 
could claim exemption as the land is owned by the Crown. The application for the conj 
batching plant is ready for issue, subject to Council's endorsement. 

The recommendation of the City Building Surveyor, Mr Fischer, is -

That Council with respect to the construction of the Concrete Batching Plant at Mining L 
70n 17, south of Quinns Road, Neerabup without the authority of a building licence: 

1 notes the legal advice that the project is exempt from the need to obtain a buil 
licence as the project is located on Crown land; and 

2 issues the building licence. 

Mr Buckeridge in that case was clear. 

Mr Kobelke: Go on, read the rest. The council didn't adopt the motion. 

Mr OMODEI: The council was clear that a building licence was not required. Some time later in 19? 
the conditions of the lease would have been upheld and Mr Buckeridge would have required a bud 
licence for any buildings that were built after the lease was put in place. 

Mr Kobelke: If people build on crown land without a lease, they don't need any planning approval? 

Mr OMODEI: The Government docs not require a building licence when it constructs buildings. 

Mr Kobelke: If other private citizens build on crown land, they do not need permission? 

Mr OMODEI: When there is no lease. I admit that one valid part of the member for Nollami 
argument is that it took some time before the lease was finalised. 

Mr KObelke: Two years. 

Mr OMODEI: Yes, it was quite some time, as I said. At the same time, the member must acknowi' 
that initially by way of leller from the Department of Land Administration on 27 August 1992 whel 
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Labor Party was in power it gave indications to l\;fr Buckeridge that he could enter the land and that a 
.concrete batching plant would be approved on that site. 

Mr Kobelke: The conditions were never met. 

OMODEI: The conditions are being met now; that is, since the lease was put in place. The member 
can play on the technical point of the delay. However, what he is really trying to do is denigrate somebody 

;outside this House who was in negotiations with both the Labor Government and this Government to 
finalise this matter. . 

Mr Kobelke: That is a total untruth. 

The SPEAKER: Order! 

OMODEI: If the member thinks it is an untruth, I challenge him to go outside and make the allegations 
makes in this place. He has not done it before and I suspect that he will not do it now because he does 

not have the courage to do it. 

Mr Kobelke: I have done that. 

Mr OMODEI: The member should do that to test how honest he is in these dealings . 

. Mr Kobelke: As the Minister for Local Government, you have responsibility for building approval? 

OMODEI: That is correct. 

. Mr Kobelke: As the council wrote to the then Minister for Planning, was that passed on to you to check 
that the construction conformed to the Building Code of Australia? 

Mr OMODEI: The construction complied with the Building Code of Australia. However, I am not 
required to assess an application. That goes to the local government. The only time I assess it is if it 
comes to me on appeal. In this case there was no lease and the building was on crown land; therefore, I 
.had no role in the matter. 

Mr Kobelke: Does that mean that the condition of the lease has not been fulfilled? 

Mr OMODEI: The member knows from the letter I wrote to him only a few weeks ago that a building 
licence cannot be put in place retrospectively. 

Mr Kobelke: This is a technical cop-out. 

Mr OMODEI: It is not a technical cop-out; it is a statement by me on advice given to me by people who 
understand part 15 of the Local Government Act that deals with building applications and licences. 

Mr Kobelke: If that building were dangerously or improperly built, would that be all right? No-one would 
~nforce anything? 

Mr OMODEI: Conditions will be applied to the lease where they would have to apply for a building 
licence. In this case a lease was not in place; therefore, technically I could not deal with the matter, even if 
I wanted to. 

Mr Kobelke interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Nollamara has interjected 10 or 12 times. I have picked him up 
only now because the Minister was happy to deal with some of the interjections. However, I think now he 
is indicating that he does not wish to take them. If that is the case, I ask the member for Nollamara not to 
interject. 

Mr OMODEI: My letter to the member for Nollamara on 21 May 1996 in response to his question about 
the building licence and lease states -

Condition No. 7 of the Schedule of Conditions attached to the Crown Lease in respect of the 
concrete batching plant states: 

"All buildings, erections, paving, drainage or other works shall comply with the 
requirements of the Local Authority and the lessee shall perform discharge and execute 
all requisitions and works on the land required by any local or public authority operating 
under any statute, by law or regulation." 

A building licence is not able to be issued retrospectively by the City of Wanneroo. 

I trust that this clarifies the situation ... 

Frol!l my perspective as Minister responsible for part 15 of the Local Government Act I believe I have 
earned out my duties according to the legislation. It has been proved by the information I have given to the 
Hou~ that many of the approvals given in the case of the concrete batching plant were given under the 
pr~vlOUs Labor Government. This motion is a stunt to denigrate somebody outside the Parliament who is 
gomg about his lawful business. Members opposite are using the protection of Parliament to attack that 
perSOn. 

MR NICHOLLS (Mandurah - Minister for Water Resources) [8.26 pm]: I will speak specifically about 
those statements made by the member for Ashburton. The member for Ashburton has demonstrated a zeal 
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to pursue an issue that he obviously feels is an injustice. I do not have any problem with members of this 
House pursuing issues that they believe are genuine injustices or where they believe a need exists to clarify 
what is happening. However, it concerns me when members in this House make statements that appear to 
be either lacking in substance or simply trying to create an innuendo that can be used to smear individuals 
or organisations in our community. I trust that that is not the member's intention. However, in listening to 
the comments of the member for Ashburton, I am of the view that some doubt exists about his motives. I 
will address the issues raised by the member and in doing so I hope I will add to the debate in the shortest 
possible period. 

The member for Ashburton said that the Buckeridge Group of Companies was involved in the truck that 
was involved in an accident and in the taking of water from the dam. I am happy if the member likes to 
correct me: The information I have received is that the person who owns and was driving the truck is a 
subcontractor to BGC and I understand he is a resident of Karratha. The member for Ashburton went to 
great lengths to talk about no permission being given. He went into great detail to build his case about the 
fact that the corporation had refused to give permission for the extraction of water because of a 
disagreement about some conditions. It is true that the negotiations were commenced on or around 24 
April. The negotiations were not completed until recently. However, I am advised by the Water 
Corporation that it signalled its intention to grant the company conditional approval to use the track and to 
have access to water under normal by-law conditions, and I understand that the communication was made 
prior to any water being extracted from the dam. 

Mr Riebeling: What was the date? 

Mr NICHOLLS: I do not have that with me, but I will advise the member. I will go through the member's 
points, and then speak about what will happen. The member referred to the actions taken by the company 
to hide this matter. When we talk about this illegal device -

Mr Riebeling: You said that twice. 

Mr NICHOLLS: That was the information. We were talking about the illegal device and a connection 
without a meter on it Normally, the Water Corporation would fit a meter to the dam so that the extraction 
of water could be metered, but that did not happen in this case. The member tried to extrapolate that this 
major act of theft was by the Buckeridge company, but we found out it involved a contractor and a resident 
of Karratha. I will be interested to know whether the member's zeal to pursue the individual would remain 
if it did not involve the Buckeridge company. 

That aside, the member then tried to draw a correlation between something "nasty" going on in one place 
and then insinuating that I as Minister may have issued an instruction not to proceed. That is about as low 
as one can go. People head to the gutter when they have no substance to their argument, and they try to 
malign somebody and create something onto which the media and community might like to attach. 
Unequivocally, the first time I heard about this matter was when I received notice of the member's 
grievance. Interestingly, when I was told about his grievance, I was informed that it was about water theft 
A later note said that an attached note stated that the member for Ashburton tried to ask questions about 
this accident and may raise it as a maller for debate rather than discussing the water taken. 

Mr Riebeling: They are both connected; that is what I am saying. 

Mr NICHOLLS: During the member's grievance, and again tonight, he talked more about the accident 
than the water. 

Mr Riebeling: Can't you see that they are connected? 

Mr NICHOLLS: I can. The member has tried to draw a connection. Hearing the member in his grievance, 
and again tonight, I could be forgiven for thinking that the road to the dam was used only by people 
heading to and from the dam. That is not true, is it? 

Mr Riebeling: No, it is not. 

Mr NICHOLLS: The road passes right through the area and is regularly used by tourists and others. It 
travels for 30 kilometres, goes to the dam and connects to the Hamersley Range Road to Millstream, and 
crosses at the 15 km mark at the Checditah Road. 

Mr Riebeling: The road goes only to the dam, but there arc two turn-offs. 

Mr NICHOLLS: Tourists are encouraged to use the road, are they not? 

Mr Riebeling: Absolutely. 

Mr NICHOLLS: Do those people have permission to go to the dam? 

Mr Riebeling: Not to take water. 

Mr NICHOLLS: To travel on the road? The member opposite is the local member, and he would know 
the facts. Most people in the House would not know the situation unless the member spells it out, but he 
has not done so. 

Mr Leahy: They do not travel at night without lights on! 

Mr NICHOLLS: I will come to that. The member did not indicate that many people travel on the road, 
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that the permission of the Water Corporation is not necessary to do so. Anyone can do so. Travelling 
. on the road is not illegal. 

Riebeling: The truck's access to the road was the debating point 

Mr NICHOLLS: Why? 
Mr Riebeling: Did you not say that some sort of conditions were negotiated between the operator and the 
Water Corporation? 

NICHOLLS: About tbe removal of water. 
Mr Riebeling: Was not the sticking point the damage to the road, if any, and who was to pay for it? 

'Mr NICHOLLS: Conditions were applied 

Mr Riebeling: Is that the conditions they were arguing about? 

Mr NICHOLLS: If this subcontractor -

Mr Riebeling: I know more about it than you do. 

NICHOLLS: The member represents the area - be should know. If the subcontractor is not taking 
but just driving down the road, would it be illegal? Of course not, and the member realises that The 
basis of his argument is the notion that this accident was caused because the truck - as the member 

in his grievance - was using the corporation's road and heading to the corporation's water reserve, 
without permission to be there, for the purpose of taking a truckload of water. The member is leading the 
House to believe that the truck should not have been there as it did not have permission to be on the road 

he knows that a number of trucks and tourists travel on the dirt road. 

ME Leahy: Not at night with the lights off. 

NICHOLLS: Let us talk about lights. The member for Northern Rivers is obviously a wise person, as 
be made comments about what happened and what caused the accident. What proof does he have that the 
lights were off? 

Leahy: It was in the statement of the other driver on two occasions. 

NICHOLLS: Has the member seen it? 

NICHOLLS: How docs he know? He is trying to be a big mouth in here by making a statement that be 
eannot back up. 

Mr Leahy: A statement was made by the other driver -

Mr NICHOLLS: Has the member seen it? 

Can the member teU me what the statement says? 

Mr Riebeling: I have spoken to him, and that is his indication. 

Mr NICHOLLS: What do the police say? 

Riebeling: The police say exactly what I said. 

Mr NICHOLLS: The member said that the police said that the lights were on. Both members opposite 
make statements with the protection of this place. I do not know whether the lights were on. The member 
opposite is the one making the allegation in an atlempt to malign the driver of the truck. The member is 
making very irresponsible statements based on the fact that he claims that the police said that the lights 
were on. 

Mr Riebeling: I can get hold of a copy of the statement indicating that the lights were off. What will you 
then? 

Mr NICHOLLS: I will head to the police. 

Mr Riebeling: How do you explain the driver's admitting knocking off a truckload of water? 

Mr NICHOLLS: Here we go. I am glad that the member has returned to the point, because the last 
argument he jumped into was a dcad end. Now we talk about the water. 

Mr Riebeling: If I give you a copy of the statement, will you come into this place and say that you were 
wrong and take action? 

Mr NICHOLLS: Docs the member has a copy of the statement? 

Mr Riebeling: I will get one. 

Mr NICHOLLS: The member came into this Chamber and made an accusation and now he will go and get 
a statement. 

Mr Riebeling: I spoke to the person involved. 
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Mr NICHOLLS: If the police have the wrong statement, I suggest that the member ask the person to make 
a correct statement to the police. 

Mr Riebeling: He has made two statements to the police saying exactly that. 

Mr NICHOLLS: Does the member suggest that the police did not record it correctly? 

Mr Riebeling: No, I say that the policeman who gave me the information was either wrong or misled. 

Mr NICHOLLS: The member makes allegations in this Parliament. Frankly, I am concerned. I have not 
seen the results of the police investigation. 

Mr Riebeling: If what I say is right, would you be more concerned? 

Mr NICHOLLS: I would be concerned if a truck were driving in darkness with its lights off. I hope that 
the member takes the person's stalCment to the police investigating the accident. 

Mr Riebeling: The police have it. 

Mr NICHOLLS: Good. The police statement, the member said, indicates that the lights were on. 

Mr Riebeling: The police state that they are not pursuing the water stealing because your department has 
not made a complaint. If you put the circumstances of the accident together with the illegal connection, 
you should take action. 

Mr NICHOLLS: Sherlock is trying to draw the matter out. On the one hand he claims that we have water 
stealing and on the other hand an accident which he thinks occurred, which he thinks makes a big issue! 

Mr Riebeling: The only way you found out about it was because of the accident. 

Mr NICHOLLS: I found out about it when the member raised it as a grievance. The member is trying to 
draw a conclusion that a truck was being driven in an inappropriate manner and caused an accident. 

Mr Riebeling: Two accidents. 

Mr NICHOLLS: I have no information about the other one. 

Mr Riebeling: I told you about it last week. 

Mr NICHOLLS: I do not have any information about the other one. The member is insinuating that the 
truck driver was driving without his truck lights on because he did want to be detected; he wanted to hide 
what he was doing. 

Mr Riebeling: That is right. 

Mr NICHOLLS: That is as low as the insinuation by the member that I may have directed the Water 
Corporation to not take action. Those insinuations have no basis. 

Mr Riebeling: Given the information I have, I was shocked there was no prosecution. I am still shocked. 
You come into this place and pass it off. The information I am giving to you now is that he did not and 
still you believe it is all above board. 

Mr NICHOLLS: I told the member last week and I tell him again that I will wait until the police have 
finished their investigation. 

Mr Riebeling: They won't because you have not given them a complaint. 

Mr NICHOLLS: We are talking about the accident. 

Mr Riebeling: They are both connected. I keep saying that. 

Mr NICHOLLS: You are trying to draw a connection between the accident and the taking of water. The 
member will stoop to any depth to convince us that this was a set up. 

Mr Riebeling: I will go to any lengths to get the truth. You do not want to hear it. 

Mr NICHOLLS: I am happy to hear the truth. 

Mr Riebeling: You have made it plain that you do not want to hear it. 

Mr NICHOLLS: That is not true. 

Mr KobeIke: Can you tell us why the truck was going that way at 6.15 in the morning? 

Mr NICHOLLS: I understand that the driver had taken a load of water -

Mr Riebeling: That night. 

Mr NICHOLLS: - and was going back to get another load of water. 

Mr Riebeling: Another load? 

Mr NICHOLLS: He had taken one load of walCr prior to that load. 

Mr RiebeIing: That night. 

Mr NICHOLLS: I believe the day before. I do not have that information. One truck load of water had 
been taken. 
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Mr Kobelke: Who gave you that information? 

Mr NICHOLLS: The Water Corporation informed me, as I said in the grievance debate, that there was no 
.·lY;"i.ntelnUOln to defraud and the contractor had kept a record of the quantity of water used. It was one tanker 

of water or 20 000 litres, which was worth $19.10. 

Mr Kobelke: Was the arrangement that the contractor would keep the record? 

Mr NICHOLLS: I understand the arrangement was that the meter would be put on by the Water 
Corporation. I have said that the Water Corporation had indicated to the contractor its intention to allow 
water to be taken and the 'contractor acted before the Water Corporation put the meter in place. 

Me Leahy: He had no permission to use the road or take the water. That is stealing. If you take something 
.. have no permission, that is stealing - nothing else . 

. ' Me NICHOLLS: I am happy to table the written decision of the Water Corporation not to proceed. That is 
my intention. 

Dr Edwards: Will you refer it to the Office of Water Regulation? 

Mr NICHOLLS: Why? 

Edwards: It was set up to make sure that all customers have the same opportunity and that there is 
equity and fairness in the system. 

Mr NICHOLLS: The Auditor General can review whether the practice was right I am happy for the 
Office of Water Regulation to look at this process and others. The corporations' advice to me is that the 
contractor had informed it of its intention to take the water. Therefore, it is not a case of a disputed 
agreement or no agreement. The advice to me from the Water Corporation is that the agreement was 
communicated to the contractor prior to the water being taken. However, the meter had not been put in 

Mr Riebeling: No permission was given to access it, was it? 

NICHOLLS: Tourists and everybody else drive on the road without permission. Therefore, that 
suggestion is very lightweight. Docs the member have any close connection with any of the people 
involved in this? 

Mr Riebeling: No. 

Mr NICHOLLS: This is just a case of a local member's having an interest? 

Riebeling: Absolutely. I spoke to the vehicle driver after the grievance. 

Mr NICHOLLS: So you would know he is a subeontractor? 

Riebeling: The water authority driver I spoke to -

.Mr NICHOLLS: You did not speak to the truck driver? 

'Mr NICHOLLS: Members opposite make a lot of accusations and put them up as a major scandal which 
must be investigated. It reeks of an attempt to smear someone. 

Mr Riebeling: Whom do I want to smear? 

Mr NICHOLLS: The member knows his motives better than I do. The police are investigating this traffic 
accident; we knew that last week. I suggest to members that it would be prudent for us to wait for the 
police to finish their investigation before we make accusations about what was and was not happening at 
that time. I intend to get a written explanation of the reasons that the Water Corporation did not pursue this 
contractor. I will table that advice in this House because I think that is important. However, I inform the 
House of the information that the corporation has given to me. The corporation believes there was no 
intent to defraud because the contractor had kept a record. It believes a successful prosecution under 
~tion 46 of the Act dealing with the fraudulent taking of water would be difficult to achieve given the 

.... Circumstances. 

Riebeling: He confessed! How difficult could that be? 

Mr NICHOLLS: The problem is that the member docs not know the Act. The decision is consistent with 
~ approach taken in similar situations where other consumers have breached the by-laws through 
Ignorance rather than malice. I agree with members opposite that we need to make sure we are consistent 
~~ treat everybody the same! I agree with the member that we need to ensure we do not pick out one 

.•. ~ndlvidual or a company and. malign or attack it! My comments in the media were that the current Act is 
madequate. It is my desire to amend that Act so that it allows for more prosecutions and larger penalties. 
As the Minister, I can tell the member that I will not be the one within the Water Corporation to decide 
who will be prosecuted and who will not. The corporation's role is to make decisions under the board and 
be accountable for them . 

. Mr Riebeling: You have a supervisory role. 

Mr NICHOLLS: I do not have a supervisory role in whether the corporation takes action. I am required to 
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ensure that I provide accurate information to this House and to pursue concerns when they are raised. I 
intend to do that to the best of my ability. I believe we will get a full explanation. 
As the member was delivering his diatribe of major scandal, he talked about whether this contractor had 
been shown some leniency. He suggested the accident had been caused through an illegal action. The 
member is drawing a very long bow. 
Mr Riebeling: The lights were not on, and that is illegal. 

Mr NICHOLLS: That supports the argument I have used to date. The member has insinuated the lights 
were not on. We do not know whether they were on. The member has admitted the statement given to him 
by the police says that the lights were on. However, the member has chosen not to take that into account. 
Because the member does not want to believe the lights were on, he has chosen to say that they were not 
on. If they were not on, the member believes it will add something sinister to this matter. That is a pretty 
pathetic bow! 

Mr Riebeling: You are an amazingly naive Minister. 
Mr NICHOLLS: I could be guilty of that; however, I do not malign or maliciously attack individuals for 
my own benefit or for some political gain. 
Mr Leahy: What about at your meeting with the growers in Carnarvon? You accused all the growers in 
my electorate of being thieves. Don't talk to me about maligning people. 

Mr NICHOLLS: That is not true. 
Several members interjected. 

Mr NICHOLLS: I ask members opposite to listen to this -

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Day): Order! All members know interjections are disorderly. The Minister 
has indicated that he is prepared to take some interjections, but one at a time is the most that will be 
allowed. 

Mr NICHOLLS: Members opposite might be interested to know that when I met growers in Carnarvon, 
they asked me to do something about the water stcaling that goes on, to make sure the people who are 
stealing the water get prosecuted and something happens to them. I have said to members opposite that we 
must amend the Act to allow that to happen. I look forward to the support of members opposite for that 
amending Bill when it comes into the House. 
Those opposite have launched into insinuation and innuendo in an attempt to give some substance to their 
argument. The member said that everyone knows the water was being taken the day before. He was 
alluding to his belief that the company took much more water than it recorded. 

Mr Riebeling: I am saying that you do not know that it took only one truck, do you? Do you know the 
company took only one truck? 

Mr NICHOLLS: The advice given to me is that the company took only one truckload of water. The 
member said that everybody knows the water was being taken the day before, that there could have been 
two or three loads. I challenge the member to provide me with one statement by someone who will sign 
his or her name to it saying that that person knows the truck took more than one load. I will provide that to 
the Water Corporation and make sure it is followed up. 

Mr Riebeling: He made a complaint to the Water Authority about being run off the road by the truck. You 
have it. Look at the file. 

Mr NICHOLLS: The member told the House that everybody knows the water was being taken. I am 
asking the member either to go outside and repeat his statement or to provide me with a statement to which 
a person is prepared to put his or her name detailing the allegation that this tanker took more than one load. 
I will pursue that with the Water Corporation. 
Mr Riebeling: How many loads a day is it taking now? 
Mr NICHOLLS: I cannot telI the member that. Members opposite have tried to mount an argument that 
something sinister, wrong and devious is going on. The only sinister part of this debate is the way in which 
the Opposition has gone about its argument. If there is substance to what the member is saying, I want to 
receive it, but not by innuendo or malicious allegation under the privilege of this House. I want to receive 
it either as a signed written statement or a leller from the member detailing the allegations. That is easy. 
Surely the member can do that. 

Mr Riebeling: What? 

Mr NICHOLLS: I ask the member to put the allegations in writing and I will receive them gleefully, and 
pursue them. 

I give an undertaking to this House that the Water Corporation will be asked to provide detailed advice to 
me about the water being taken from this dam by this contractor and the reason the corporation has not 
proceeded to prosecute. I also undertake to provide that advice in the House for the information of 
members. It is somewhat disappointing that we have aired an issue that is still under investigation by the 
police. 
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Mr Riebeling: It is not, though. 

Mr NICHOLLS: I am talking about the accident. It is also unfortunate that we have heard a number of 
conflicting allegations. I am relying on the advice provided to me by the Water Corporation. I do not 
know anybody involved in this mauer. I have not spoken to anybody involved in it However, I will 
follow up any signed written statement the member can provide to me or a leuer under his hand that 
outlines the allegations. It is easy for the member to come into this House and make allegations to try to 
malign and denigrate people. It is much more difficult for him to put his signature to a letter that makes the 
allegations, and to get written statements. If he does, I will gladly receive them and I will follow them up 
and ensure the Water Corporation not only considers them, but also acts upon them. 

MR BOARD (Jandakot) [8.56 pm]: I have been sitting in this Chamber listening to this debate for some 
time. I find the amount of time taken up by the State Parliament on issues such as those raised by the 
members for Nollamara and Ashburton to be extremely depressing. They should just sit back and think 
about what they have done for the past hour and a half. I am not sure they would be proud of their 
achievement. 

A large portion of the construction operations of the BGC group, particularly part of its head office, is 
located in my electorate of Jandakot It is important that the House reflect on what the BGC group does in 
its operations within Western Australia. The member for Nollamara has a fixation about Mr Buckeridge. 
In the three and a half years I have been in this place I have heard many things from the member for 
Nollamara about Mr Buckeridge. I have often reflected on why he has a fixation about that gentleman and 
his company. I can only assume one reason the Buckeridge Group of Companies gets up the nose of the 
member for Nollamara - apart from being one of the largest privately owned companies in Western 
Australia, employing over I 300 people, having 2 500 subeontractors; that is, directly employing nearly 
4 000 people - is that it is not a union dominated organisation. It is providing the cheapest housing in 
Western Australia and keeping many builders honest in its endeavour to do so and, as I say, it is not 
dominated by the union movement. That is really what gets up his nose. That is what really irks him. 
That is why for the past three and a half years the member for Nollamara has focused on targeting this 
gentleman and his companies. 

The member for Nollamara and the people with whom he associates do not dominate and control this 
operation. Mr Buckeridge gets on with the job and generates $400m a year for Western Australia. He 
directly employs more than I 300 people, many of whom live in my electorate, and another 2500 people 
are SUbeontracted to that organisation. The benefits to Western Australia of the BGC operation are 
enormous. Members may recall when BGC recently tried to get into the stevedoring industry, the lengths 
the Opposition went to make sure it did not happen. Why did the Opposition not want BGC to export 
produce from Western Australia when that company is generating as many dollars as it is in this State and 
putting the money back into creating jobs? Why did the Opposition not support that company? The 
Opposition did not want that company to succeed for only one reason; that is, because the ALP did not 
have control of the company. Mr Buckeridge runs his companies independently of the union movement 
and without its control. He will not allow the unions to dominate his operation. 

Ever since that happened members opposite have tried to find a way to demean him and find fault with 
what he does. We have spent two hours debating in this House a truck load of water and a lease on some 
land, an operation which was approved by the previous Government and for which Mr Buckeridge did not 
need a building licence, as has been determined by the solicitors for the Wanneroo City Council. Why 
have we taken two hours of the time of this House? It is because Mr Buckeridge stands in the way of the 
philosophy of members opposite; he has proved he can go ahead and generate wealth without the control of 
the unions in Western Australia. It is insulting to the people I represent in my electorate who are directly 
employed by BGC. Approximately one-third of its 1 300 employees live in Canning Vale, Willetton, 
Leeming and other areas I represent, and they and their families are dependent on that group of companies. 
I have a lot of time for Mr Buckeridge, and for what he achieves. 

Mr Cunningham: I thought you were not a bad bloke before but now you have disappointed me gravely. 

Mr BOARD: Why do I disappoint the member for Marangaroo - because I am supporting a man who 
employs people and generates wealth for Western Australia? The member for Marangaroo should be proud 
of that. He should gel behind him. We need more Len Buckeridges in this State. 

Mr Cunningham: You will get a nice donation for that. 

Mr BOARD: That has nothing to do with it, as the member for Marangaroo well knows. We must stand 
behind the people getting up and doing things in Western Australia. He is one of them. 

Mr Bloffwitch: Hear, hear! So we should be. 

Mr BOARD: We should be finding ways to support these people who do what is good for this State. We 
should not usc this House to demean them and bring them down. Why do members opposite want to do 
that? 

Mr Cunningham: I cannot believe what I am hearing from you. 

Mr BOARD: I cannot believe what the member for Marangaroo is saying. The quality of Mr Buckeridge's 
work is renowned. Members opposite should support the fact that the 19 divisions in his organisation -
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Mr Leahy: Ask the shire councils about his honesty and requests for building permits. 

Mr BOARD: Does the member for Northern Rivers support low cost housing in Western Australia? Is 
that the philosophy of his party? 

Several members interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Day): Order! Apart from anything else it is extremely difficult for the 
Hansard reporter to hear what the member for landakot is saying. It is acceptable for some interjections to 
be made if the member is prepared to take them. However, the amount of cross-Chamber interjections 
from the members for Marangaroo and Geraldton is completely unacceptable. It is extremely difficult for 
the Hansard reporter and I seck the cooperation of members. 

Mr BOARD: BGC is the State's largest builder, and it is the only builder which is able to provide virtually 
all the requirements for the construction of a house. The concrete, steel, windows, tiles and many other 
products are manufactured in Western Australia by BGC, therefore, it is able to provide low cost housing. 
In fact, it makes sure that many of the other builders in Western Australia keep their prices low. Many 
people move to Western Australia because of the low cost of new housing, much of which is provided by 
BGC. I would have thought it was in the interests, and in accordance with the philosophy, of the member 
for Marangaroo to maintain low cost housing. 

Mr Cunningham: Of course it is, but not with people like Buckeridge. 

Mr BOARD: Mr Buckeridge is able to kccp union control out of his organisation, and that is a problem for 
members opposite. Mr Buckeridge has done very well. Not only can he produce low cost housing, but all 
the divisions in that group, apart from one, have received international awards and accreditation. That is 
not easily done and the Buckeridge group has achieved it in the past few years. Therefore, he is not only 
the biggest builder in Western Australia producing low cost housing, but also he has achieved international 
standards. It hurts members opposite that someone can do his job, keep his employees happy, and not be 
told what to do by a group of individuals with no other interest than to pursue their union activities. That is 
the sadness of the events over the pa'\t three and a half years and the attacks on Mr Buckeridge and BGC 
generally. I am sad that it has been necessary for me to speak for the past eight minutes in his defence and 
for the second time. I find it disturbing that these attacks are continually made on an individual whom the 
Opposition should support. Its members should recognise that not only is Mr Buckeridge personally a 
model, but also his company is a model company in this State. 

MR LEWIS (Applecross - Minister for Planning) [9.06 pm): The member for Nollamara in his rather 
obscure way is trying to reflect on my integrity with regard to the planning appeal on the batching plant. 
Be that as it may. This is probably the fifth time this maller has been raised by the member for Nollamara, 
and it occurs to me there must be nothing else on the Opposition's agenda if this is all it can serve up in 
private members' business. It is quite incredible, and one must ask whether the member for Nollamara has 
a fixation with Mr Buckeridge. He displays such a hatred that these matters cannot be debated once, with 
the point being made in this House and people then getting on with their business. Must members in this 
House be continually plagued by the preoccupation of the member for Nollamara with a person who has 
contributed a great dcalto this State? 

The time has come when the member for Nollamara and the whole Opposition must consider the substance 
of the debate this evening. It has been absolutely pitiful and, if this is all the Opposition has to debate as a 
principal item of private members' business, I feel very sorry for it. It has zip chance of ever sitting on the 
government benches while it carries on so pitifully in the forlorn process of trying to belittle a person who 
has done much good in this State. I suggest the member for Nollamara is hitting his head against a brick 
wall, and he does not appear to recognise that every time he speaks in this place his credibility goes down. 

MR KOBELKE (Nollamara) [9.10 pm]: Although it is a regular habit of mine to call on help from 
powers above, my prayers are not usually answered quite so quickly! 

I thank Ministers, including the Minister for Planning, for their contribution to the debate. I will try to be 
brief. The Minister for Water Resources would have us believe that under the laws of this State all citizens 
should be treated the same. That was an excellent parody of Animal Farm. He really sounded like the 
leading pig in Animal Farm who suggested we are all equal except some pigs are more equal than others. 
Mr Buckeridge seems to be more equal. I was happy that a number of people got to their feet to tell us 
what an excellent man Mr Buckeridge is. However, he docs not really necd members opposite to tell us 
that. He has achieved a great deal in his life and no-one will take that from him. I have not attempted to do 
that. I have tried to point out that this Government docs not wish to fulfil the role of any decent 
Government and ensure that the proper procedures are adhered to and that Mr Buckeridge toes the line like 
anyone else. He is a successful businessman and works on the basis of getting away with as much as he 
ean. He is not alone in that. Many people in commerce in this State have done that and will continue to do 
that. However, it is the role of government to draw the boundaries and look after the public interest. That 
role is foreign to this Government. If it happens to involve a mate such as Mr Buckeridge, it will not worry 
about trying to police him. 

The Minister for Local Government tried to mislead the Chamber in two matters. Firstly, he quoted 
selectively from the minutes of the Wanneroo City Council when he gave the recommendation from the 
officers and did not want to show that that advice was not accepted by the council. The motion carried by 
the council at that meeting was quite the contrary. The Minister for Local Government did not want to read 
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that; he wanted to stop at the advice of officers. Secondly, the Minister made the assertion, knowing it to 
be false that approvals were given by the Labor Government. That is false. The Buckeridge companies 
aL'''''''- 'in the proper way to government agencies which started the wheels turning to assess the 
aDI)licatu)ns before giving approval, if it was appropriate. That was all. It was not a tick-off by the then 

Government. It was approval by the Department of Land Administration in one case - I quoted the 
- with conditions. 

Government did not enforce the conditions. That is the whole point of the debate. The Minister for 
Resources seemed to take the point of view, as is fairly characteristic of Ministers, that if we raise 

;tru:llLC:P'; of substance and 'place facts on the agenda, that is not adequate. We must have proof beyond 
_, • ..-,."'11"11;> doubt on every detail. These Ministers accept no responsibility for administering their 

OCUOll()S and ensuring the law is carried out The member for Ashburton rightly pointed out that a truck 
heading to a dam to pick up water at 6.15 am when it was involved in an accident. The Minister said 
he must provide enough evidence to have the whole thing sewn up in a court case. The Minister 

k~&<l""\A'l''''' no responsibility. He has had a week's notice of this issue, yet when it comes to the crucial details, 
not have the facts. He says things like, "I understand it to be the case; the police are still 

investigating; I am waiting for the Water Corporation to give a report." The Minister for Police would 
have had a report in his hand last week if there were some political advantage. The political advantage 
here is to let the company of their mate, Mr Buckeridge, off the hook so that the matter is left up in the air. 

can clear up this matter by asking the Auditor General to examine it. When we vote we will be voting 
whether this Government thinks there is nothing in the matters that have been raised. If members 

thought there was nothing in it, they would be happy to let the Auditor General examine it because 
embarrass the Opposition. If members opposite believe there is no substance to the argument, 

should support the motion and let the Auditor General examine it, and see if his report gives a 
"''''''''11''': in these areas. If they vote against this motion, they will be telling this Parliament and the 

of this State that they will not administer the laws of this State fairly and honestly. They are simply 
covering up to look afler a mate. That is their clear choice. 

Iy, members opposite made a great deal about the fact that we were attacking Mr Buckeridge. He 
not need government members to defend him. He is a much stronger man than members opposite; 
is no doubt about that. We arc debating the improper actions of Ministers of this Parliament, not Len 

•• " ... ·"r"·r1tT1" He will do what he wants and get away with what he can and this Government's role is to 
, as it docs anyone else who tries to get as much as they can. This motion is not an attack on Mr 

it is an attack on Ministers who will not fairly and properly uphold the laws of this State. I ask 
rne:mlJlCrs on the other side to consider seeking a report from the Auditor General. If they vote against this 

, clearly they will be trying again to cover up the nefarious activities that have been involved here. 

;~U'I;A)~IUll put and a division taken with the following result -

Anwyl 
M. Barnett 
Brown 
Cunningham 
Edwards 
Gallop 

Ainsworth 
C.J. Barnett 
Blaikie 
Board 
Bradshaw 
Cowan 
Edwardes 

Johnson 
Kierath 

MrCatania 
Mrs Henderson 
Mr Grill 
MrBridge 
Mrs Roberts 

Ayes (I 8) 

MrGraham 
Mrs Hallahan 
MrKobelke 
MrLcuhy 
Mr Marlborough 
Mr McGinty 

MrLewis 
Mr Marshall 
MrMinson 
Mr Nicholls 
MrOmodei 
MrOsborne 
Mrs Parker 
MrPendal 
MrPrince 

Noes (25) 

Pairs 

Mr RiebeIing 
MrRipper 
Mr D.L. Smith 
MrThomas 
Dr Watson 
Ms Warnock (Teller) 

MrShave 
Mr Strickland 
Mr Trenorden 
Dr Turnbull 
Mrs van de Klashorst 
MrWiese 
Mr Bloffwitch (Teller) 

MrMcNee 
MrHouse 
MrTubby 
Dr Hames 
MrCourt 
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MOTION • SELECT COMMITTEE ON POVERTY AND FINANCIAL 
HARDSHIP, APPOINTMENT 

Resumed from 8 May. 

MR KOBELKE (Nollamara) [9.20 pm]: I support the motion moved by the member for Morley. This 
year is the International Year of Poverty. I hoped that the Government would give some attention to this 
matter, but all we have seen is cutbacks in the welfare sector and in support for ordinary families. I hoped 
that during this year the matter of poverty would be addressed and that we would ensure the establishment 
of a program to look at the levels of poverty, the different economic factors that are driving ordinary 
families into hardship and the level of taxation and charges that this Government is imposing. I hoped that 
those matters would be taken into account to try to ensure that government policy did not continue to lay a 
heavy burden on the ordinary families of Western Australia. Unfortunately this Government has set about 
laying the burden most heavily on those people who can least bear it. The taxation measures imposed by 
this Government - which have been quite severe - have fallen disproportionately on the people who have 
the least resources. The $50 levy was applied equally to everyone. It did not matter whether a person 
owned an old bomb worth nothing or a $100 000 car, the levy was the same. This Government clearly was 
willing to place a much heavier burden on the struggling families. 

Mr Lewis: The member knows better than that how the third party system works. The risk of damage is 
exactly the same regardless of whether one is driving a $300 000 or a $50 motor car. 

Mr KOBELKE: I appreciate the Minister's contribution, but he obviously does not understand the point. 
We have in our community a whole range of progressive taxation measures. Therefore, those people who 
are able to pay more do contribute a greater amount, whether it is in respect of land or insurance on motor 
vehicles .. If one has an expensive car, one pays more in insurance premiums. The Government could have 
put in place a taxation regime that spread the burden more equitably. However, it chose to hit the people at 
the lower end of the sociocconomic scale - the people who are struggling to survive. This Government hit 
those people much harder than those who have more money. That is a fact; it might be difficult for the 
Minister to understand when he is tied up with his gun friends. However, it is clear that the tax -

Mr Lewis interjected. 

Mr KOBELKE: The point I am trying to make is that the Government did not need simply to extend the 
existing taxing regime. The Government did not, as this motion suggests, look at how it could spread the 
burden more equitably. It could have put in place a different taxing regime. 

The same argument applies to the 4¢ a litre petrol levy - it falls on everyone who uses petrol. The rate at 
which one pays is related to the amount of petrol used and not the wealth of the person paying the tax. It is 
appropriate that we put in place taxation measures that do not fall disproportionately on those people who 
are least able to bear them. That issue should be taken up and that is why the member for Morley has 
moved this motion. Members on this side of the House expected that by this stage members opposite 
would have responded. I will sit down in order to allow members on the government side to respond to this 
motion. 

MR NICHOLLS (Mandurah - Minister for Water Resources) [9.24 pm]: I would like to contribute to 
this debate for a couple of reasons. First, this is an important issue and one that all members of our 
community should take seriously. Secondly, to hear the Opposition continually attack this Government on 
its record in relation to what it has done for families is absolutely astounding when one looks back at what 
it did when in government. I have no doubt that many members opposite feel very uncomfortable when 
they are raising this sort of topic, because they arc trying to appease their socialist constituency by 
mouthing the rhetoric about how the Labor Party cares about the balllers. Their actions in government did 
not reflect that. 

The member for Nollamara made reference to the $50 levy. I remind members opposite that that levy was 
imposed because as a new Government we found that the previous Government had failed in its duty to 
manage the economy responsibly. Members opposite also failed to take the necessary steps to protect 
those innocent victims who have a legitimate cause to claim from the third party property fund. The advice 
we reeeived from the SGIC when we came to Government was that unless some action was taken, there 
were people who had a legitimate claim on the third party property fund who might not be paid because 
there were insufficient funds. 

Members opposite have the gall to come into this place and talk about looking after the little guy - about 
looking after the battler. How many battlers or lillie guys needed to claim against the third party property 
fund -

Mr Marlborough: Name anyone who was not paid. 

Mr NICHOLLS: I cannot even give the names of the people -

Mr Marlborough: Of course you cannot, because it did not happen. You are talking out of your backside. 

Mr NICHOLLS: It did not happen because we took some responsible steps to ensure that funds were 
available. Members opposite were looking after the member for Peel's mates and they were not little 
battlers - they were the high flyers. The member knows that the third party vehicle insurance fund did not 
have enough funds to cover its liabilities. That happened because the member for Peel and his mates did 
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not have the guts to make the decisions necessary to look after the liule guys and battlers in this State. 
They were too busy looking after the high flyers and the people who were looking after them; they were 
looking after the people who were looking after themselves. 

Mr Cunningham interjected. 
Mr NICHOLLS: The member for Marangaroo has had a good night. I remind him that one of his mates 
was a prime architect -

Mr Thomas interjected. 
\ 

Mr NICHOLLS: I find that totally irrelevant. The member for Marangaroo knows that when the 
Opposition was in government people were looking after high fliers and their mates. Members opposite do 
not know what it is like to look after the little battlers because the only people they look after are their 
power base and those who look after them. 
Mr Marlborough: When is your house being built by Buckeridge? Do you have a house on the drawing 
board? 
Mr NICHOLLS: No. 

Mr Marlborough: Any of his companies? 
Mr NICHOLLS: This is a smear campaign, is it? This is the normal tactic. 

Marlborough interjected. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Day): Order! 

Mr NICHOLLS: The 4¢ a litre was also raised. Unfortunately, everybody who buys a litre of petrol pays 
4¢ to go into upgrading the roads in this State. It may be a topic that members opposite do not like. 

Mr Marlborough: You cannot even get the Kwinana Freeway down to Mandurah. It will be the year 2002 
before the freeway starts to go to Mandurah. 

ACTING SPEAKER: Order! 

Mr NICHOLLS: The issue here is whether the Government is acting on behalf of families, people who are 
battlers and the less fortunate. The member for Peel can go on as much as he likes because we know that 

he is interested in is looking after his mates and maligning everybody else. The 4¢ a litre goes towards 
··mfiKlflg our roads beuer. The member is dcad right: I would like to see the freeway extended to Mandurah 

soon as possible. However, I understand the priorities, even though I do not necessarily always agree 
with them. They are priorities and we are working through a legitimate process. 
The other issue that I would like to raise is families and what we as a Government are endeavouring to do 

families. A fact of life is that many families in our community are struggling, many are less fortunate 
many find it difficult. 
Marlborough: You cannot even define a family. When you were the Minister for Family and 

Children's Services you created a new version of an Australian family. Nobody had every heard of it 
before. It was just cooked up in your mind at breakfast every morning. 

Mr NICHOLLS: Is that mum, dad and children? 
Mr Marlborough: Yes, that is the one. That was this Minister's idea of a family. If mum or dad is 
removed it is not a family. If there are no children it is not a perfect family, and it eannot be an Australian 

. It is certainly not the family of the member for Mandurah. If you are not heterosexual you cannot 
a family. 

NICHOLLS: We have just had a graphic display the member for Peel's total exaggeration and 

That is why you are not Minister any more. Nobody believes your version of an 

NICHOLLS: The member may try to denigrate me as much as he wants. We all know that he is 
with the previous Government's record. He was a member of the previous Government that 

off the people of Western Australia. It ripped off the little battlers and those people who did not 
. anything and struggling. His Government ripped off $1.5b. When it was in power his Government 
Its cronies ripped off the lillIe battlers, people in poverty and those who are struggling. 

Marlborough: It was based on property values. It happened all over the world in the 1980s, and it was 
on real money. 

NICHOLLS: The member for Pecl can defend all the deals and all the lost millions of the previous 
He can try to rewrite history, but Western Australians know that the previous Government 

not care a damn about the little battlers, the people who were struggling or the people who did not have 
means to obtain the necessary benefiL~ or buy the necessary commodities. As a Parliament and a 
munity we need to look at ways to beller help people. I believe that some needs in the community are 
necessarily being mel. This Government is endeavouring to look at better ways to help people meet 
own needs. 
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Mr Marlborough: This is the Minister for Family and Children's Services who did not allow puffed wheat 
on the breakfast table because it would not go snap and crackle and it had no pop. 

Mr Thomas: Why? 

Mr Marlborough: Because you cannot have Aussie cornflakes without your pop in it, mate! Didn't you 
know that? 

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! 

Mr Marlborough: That is why you find -

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Day): Order! The member for Peel has had a very free rein with his 
interjections. He seems to be developing into a state where he cannot control himself. If he cannot control 
himself, I will have to do so. 

Mr NICHOLLS: If that is the sort of trivial way in which members opposite contribute to this debate, we 
are in a sorry state. If members opposite are serious about this, and I know the member for Morley has 
strong feelings, I guess they are disappointed in the way in which the member for Peel has conducted 
himself. The issue is more important than the trivial rubbish thrown around by the Opposition. 

Mr Marlborough interjected. 

Mr NICHOLLS: We have looked at ways we can beller deliver services. We have made changes that have 
been designed to try to help people to acquire skills or to be able to meet their needs rather than try to 
create, or continue in some cases, a process which makes people dependent on external services or the 
Government The Government has a role to support people when they need support, but it also has a role 
to try to help people to gain the strength, skills and ability to manage their lives independently. 

Mr Marlborough interjected. 

Mr NICHOLLS: We introduced very early in our term a greater focus on financial counselling as opposed 
to simply providing people with food vouchers. 

Mr Marlborough: That has been around since Methuselah. All you did was to change the chairs on the 
deck. I have had a financial counselling service working since 1986. 

Mr NICHOLLS: That indicates that the member for Peel docs not understand what changes have occurred. 
My difficulty is that I do not think the member for Peel really cares about the people who need to gain 
financial management skills. It can enable them to manage their finances. Even people on low incomes 
ean in many cases have better control over their lives. We have also looked at ways in which we can find 
support for parents and families in need. 

Mr Thomas: What about the financial counselling service at Coolbellup which has been closed down? 

Mr NICHOLLS: We needed to look at the funds provided where there were multiple services in an area. 
The member for Cockburn knows that we wanted to shift the service to an area further south. 

Mr Marlborough: There are no people at Coolbellup living in poverty! 

Mr NICHOLLS: That points again to the trivial nature of the member for Peel. The member for Cockburn 
knows that the people in Cockburn had access to a service. 

Mr Thomas interjected. 

Mr NICHOLLS: There was access to a service in Fremantle and there is a service in Cockburn. 

Mr Thomas: What about the bus service from Coolbellup to Fremantle. A lot of people who need the 
financial services do not have cars. 

Mr NICHOLLS: There is a service in Cockburn. 

Mr Thomas: There was a neighbourhood house in Coolbellup. You saw a need elsewhere in Cockburn so 
you closed it 

Mr NICHOLLS: The member knows that it went south to Cockburn. 

Mr Thomas: Coolbellup had an area of need and subsCQuently it was found that Cockburn had an area of 
need. That was no reason to close the one at Coolbellup. 

Mr NICHOLLS: The member knows that there was another service in Cool bell up. 

Mr Thomas: But it did not offer the same service. 

Mr NICHOLLS: The member and I know the difficulty was the fixed amount of resource. The 
Government had to provide the service to the people in need and it had to find a balance. He knows as well 
as I do that the service was relocated south of Coolbellup because there was a need and it was the only way 
within the available resources to provide a service. I would be the first to admit that if there were no 
constraints on resources, there would be a lot more services. However, we must be realistic and 
acknowledge that there are constraints on resources. 

Members opposite, the Government and the community know that there is not a continuous bucket of 
money. 



[Wednesday, 19 June 1996] 2923 

An amount of $3m has been spent on advertising by the Government for political propaganda 

. NICHOLLS: That might be the member's view. I advise the member for Morley that when the 
1'1"."I"r'tlmp.nt was looking at the resources available in the Department for Family and Children's Services' 

- he and I both know because we spent enough time arguing its merits - it was looking at delivering 
services with the resources available. He also knows that the resources for those services have 

x,i[}creased under this Government. 
Me Brown: Under the LabOr Government it increased from $1.9m in 1983 to $44m in 1993. 

NICHOLLS: I am talking about the need to look at the services which must be provided. 

i;Mr Thomas: You betrayed an undertaking which was given by the previous Government to the people of 
~Coolbellup. It was given by the member for Belmont when he was in charge of the portfolio when that 
~Govemment closed the one parent centre. The undertaking was a rationalisation of the provision of 

Services. Now it has left a big hole in an area where there is a big demand for these services. Alan 
. will remind those people every week about that between now and the next election. 

Mr NICHOLLS: Is the member suggesting that the Government should elose the facility that was opened 
south of Coolbellup and relocate it back to Cool bell up? 

NICHOLLS: The member wants the best of both worlds and if I were in his position, I would want the 
;iisame. The point is that the previous Government closed the one parent centre on, I suggest, the basis that it 
~iwanted to free up some of the capital because it was taking up too many resources. 

Thomas: It was inappropriately located at East FremanLle away from where the bulk of the clientele 
needed the service lived. It was moved to Coolbellup where those people were, still are and will be 

years to come . 

. Mr NICHOLLS: The member knows as well as I do that the resources that went into the one parent centre 
at FremanLle did not go into the Cooibellup facility. 

Thomas: They did not go into the neighbourhood house at Coolbellup which you closed down. 

NICHOLLS: What else were the resources used for? The funds that went into the one parent centre 
did not go into creating that centre in Coolbellup. 

Mr Thomas: It went to other areas of need. A lot of people who came from Coolbellup were using the one 
centre at East FremanLle. People without a vehicle had difficulty getting to East FremanLle because 
to the centre was difficult. For that reason the centre was moved to Coolbellup and it was 

Anr\rI"f"'AI,'f1 by the clientele. They are often reminded that it was this Government which closed it down. 

NICHOLLS: The problem is that the member for Cockburn is saying it was all right for the previous 
\..io,vernmient to close down the one parent centre and use the funds to open up another facility in an area of 

When this Government did an assessment of the services and identified an area of need, instead of 
two facilities in Coolbellup -

'·Mr Thomas: They are different services. 

{MrNICHOLLS: The member may say that, but I put it to him that this Government was lookin~ at the 
areas of need in the FremanLle and Cockburn areas. It identified an area of need in Cockburn WhICh was 
:'~lieved to be greater than the need for two facilities in Coolbellup. I understand why the member 
,disagrees with that and I would not expect anything different from the local member. 

!Mr Thomas: The qualitative difference is that the one parent centre was located in East Fremantie, which 
'jsone of the most affluent areas in the metropolitan area and is not an area of need. It was situated on 
Ganning Highway and not many people in East FremanLle would have availed themselves of that service. 

moved from there to Cool bell up, which is an area of need. This Government closed down a service 
an area of need and moved it to another area of need. What is required is a service in both localities. 

Mr NICHOLLS: I know the member is aware of the situation because I met him on site and discussed it 
with him. He knows as well as I do that the Government was looking at the funds available and was trying 

sure that the services were placed in the area of greatest need. 
Thomas: You have a good budget now. Are you going to reopen it? 

Mr NICHOLLS: The member knows I cannot make that commitment. 

;Mr Thomas: You can, because the Budget has becn brought down. 

Mr ~ICHOLLS: We must continually consider the priorities as well as better ways to help families, 
Partlcularly parents with young children. The Government must also help youth who are, for one reason or 
another, unable to live at home. 

Mr Thomas: I agree with that Coolbellup is one of the last Homeswest estates and it will continue to be 
an area of need in the foreseeable future . 

. Mr NICHOLLS: It was not easy to decide where to move resources. It was not a case of whether there 
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was a need; it was a case of what were the needs of the communities. The population in new suburbs is 
increasing and members know that a lot of young families are moving to them. These suburbs do not have 
the social support which communities like. Pcople have difficulties when they are placed under financial 
or emotional stress and the Government must give consideration to providing assistance for them. It is 
unfortunate to have to move facilities to meet the needs in areas which have a greater need. The initiatives 
introduced by this Government include a change of focus towards funding. Even though it was 
controversial, and I know the member for Morley did not agree, it was necessary and it will provide a 
better basis on which the Government can fund welfare services. In addition, it will give the Government 
the opportunity to look at the services it is delivering and assess whether it can do a better job for the 
people who need them. We should not make the decision based on political constraints. If this State is to 
have a stronger community, the Government must support parents. I know the member for Peel does not 
agree with my view of the importance of providing support to parents, particularly those with young 
children. However, it is important that the community provides support, encouragement and, where 
necessary, guidance to parents. The majority of the social problems faced by the community emanate 
either from family breakdown or where parents are not able to provide the support and guidance they 
would like to their children. As a community we need reminding of the important role that parents play. 
We should not take parents for granted. We should not assume that because somebody is biologically 
capable of producing a child they are capable of parenting and dealing with the stresses involved. 

Life is becoming more complex for young families. Our priority as a community - not simply as a 
Government or a Parliament - should be to look at ways we can support parents in their role as parents. 
Parents are the most important people in their children's lives. That is so even when parents are not 
necessarily doing the best job that we on the sidelines would wish. Unfortunately, there are parents in our 
community who, for whatever reason, do not have the ability to provide guidance and protection for their 
children. We have learnt the lesson many times over. We should be trying to find ways to help parents to 
care for their children, to love their children and to give their children guidance, not simply standing ready 
to snateh their children as soon as they slip. We also need to ensure that where parents are not prepared to 
protect their children or to fulfil their responsibilities, we have mechanisms to protect those children. 

Mr Trenorden: Docs the Minister recall the words of Joan Kirner? She said that it is easier to get yo'ur 
children from a Rouweilcr than from a social worker. 

Mr NICHOLLS: I do not want to comment. Many of the social workers with whom I came into contact as 
Minister for Family and Children's Services are dedicated people who are genuinely committed to 
supporting the community. 

Mr Trenorden: It is interesting that a Labor Premier would make that statement. 

Mr NICHOLLS: Social workers have been the buu of many jokes, and that is one of the dilemmas. I 
would like to reinforce the fact that we are in the situation - as a Government and a Parliament - where we 
can either endorse the important role of parents, or we can try to attack or undermine parents at every 
opportunity, and simply discard them as an unnecessary evil as we look at children in isolation and pretend 
social engineering can fix our problems. 

Those things have not worked in the past and those attitudes will not work in the future. As a Parliament 
we should endorse the notion that if we can support parents through any measure, we should be looking to 
do it. However, we also need to understand the limitations on resources. We do not have an endless 
supply of funds that we can continue to put into programs without worrying whether they are delivering 
outcomes. Western Australia is in a situation where a number of the reforms that have been introduced 
over the past three and a half years arc producing positive results. They are not fixing all of the problems; 
however, they are producing positive results. I hope the Opposition will endorse the positive family 
support programs introduced by this Government. If better programs exist or members opposite would like 
to make other suggestions, I ask them LO do so, because it is important that we look at how we can support 
parents. If we can also find ways to stop young people from leaving home unnecessarily, or being forced 
to leave horne, we will do a lot to stop the poverty trap. If we can also support and help young people 
when they go into relationships, whereby they plan to bring children into the world, and help them with 
issues like conflict resolution and how to resolve their problems, so that we will have fewer family 
breakdowns, we will save a number of people from the poverty trap. 

I support the member for Morley and all other people who have commented on the need to help people who 
are in crisis. We need those mechanisms that help people when they are in crisis. We also need to help 
them to stand on their own two feet and to manage their own lives, rather than help them to become 
dependent on a government agency or someone else where they lose their self-esteem, confidence and 
ability to manage their lives. That is as bad as being caught in a poverty trap where no-one wants to help. 

MR MARSHALL (Murray) [9.54 pm): I have been moved to say a few words by what I consider to be 
sheer bad manners from members of the Opposition, particularly the member for Peel. In a serious debate 
on poverty and disadvantaged people the member for Peel seemed to enjoy making a joke about the debate. 
I do not know much about his background, and I do not have anything against him; however, after his 
behaviour in this debate, I would like to meet and square up with the bloke who gave him the 10 quid to 
come out here. 

I also say to the member for Cockburn, who quietened down at the end, that he came from Attadale. He 
experienced no hardship in his youth. I am disappointed at the way he started the debate in a joking 



[Wednesday, 19 June 1996] 2925 

~,;numner before he became serious. The member for Cockburn mentioned Alan Carpenter and the votes he 
(;",'~fVUj'''' get in Willagcc. He earned $100 000 a year-plus with the ABC, so what would he know about 
, hardship and poverty? I can tell members opposite that their experience is second hand; they do not know 
',anything about poverty and hardship. They want to talk about it, but they have not experienced it 

Thomas: You made some statements about my family background which happen to be incorrect 

MARSHALL: The member for Cockburn has had his time. The reason I have only 10 minutes is that 
irll:erjc~uons from the other side slowed our progress. I am trying to explain what hardship and poverty is 

grandfather and grandmother came from Bendigo to Kalgoorlie at the tum of the century in a buffalo 
Their ftrstjobs were in Boulder, one as a miner and the other a washer woman. They experienced the 

._ .... _ .•• y_ of the depression. They brought their children up in Kalgoorlie. My father sold rabbits for a 
thankful that in those days of hardship sport played an important part in educating my family. 

granOllaWlel was given a job on the wharf to play football with East Fremantle for two shillings and 
'silmelnce a week. Football got him and my father to Fremantle. My father became a truck driver on the 

and ultimately an Australian champion bike rider. Sport took me to Wesley College and I left 
- .• ,.---- a working class area. Members opposite talk about hardship. I have been reared in it None of 

memllers opposite would know what it is like to sell beer boules to get some money to spend. None of 
members would have sold programs to exist. None of the members opposite would know what it is like 

pennies in a bottle to make a phone call to parents; and they talk about hardship! I am disappointed 
members opposite have no compassion. 

Brown: That is gross assumption. You are absolutely wrong. How dare you be so offensive. You are 
from a position of ignorance. That is bloody offensive! 

MARSHALL: The member for Morley is all talk. For that very reason, a select committee led by the 
IlII:OU,U",' for Morley would not be as efficient as I would hope. 

MI"mrll'.rc;: opposite have criticised what this Government is doing. No-one has mentioned the task force 
the Government's response to the international year of the eradication of poverty. This task force 

'tornprises representatives from 25 organisations. They are doing a marvellous job in setting up the very 
a select committee would like to do. Some of those organisations include the United Nations 

,'~.:>\J\.".aUIV", Uniting in Care, On the World Scene, the Salvation Army, Step 1 Incorporated, the Aboriginal 
Women's Policy Development Office, and the Department of Training and the Health 

For some rcason the member for Morley would like to think that his proposed select 
ttee would have more knowledge and more time to investigate than has a group of 25 responsible 
from organisations like that. This task force will, from time to time, call upon other agencies and 
with expertise. Once again, if we are to allocate moneys and get the proper results, we must get in 

to do it. 

I have said, at the beginning of the debate I thought that a select committee could be a good idea, but 
the behaviour of members opposite during this debate, I am concerned that they do not have the 

rcn'(\Ullll'l1C7P temperament, compassion and, most of all, experience of working-class people to know how to 
maller correctly. I have been told that this Government has given $100 000 for research into 

ilIY''''''!;,'VilI and pathways to overcome poverty and to provide a Churchill scholarship for that purpose. 
ips have helped youngsters through their education to secure their future. Through that task 

both the government and non-government sectors have made a significant commitment to address 
.',TlrlVpr'lv. Therefore, it would be inappropriate at this stage to establish a select committee. 

granted for speech to be continued.] 

BILLS (2) - RETURNED 

Hospitals and Health Services Amendment Bill 

Education Amendment Bill 

Bills returned from the Council with amendments. 

CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMENT BILL 

Receipt and First Reading 

received from the Council; and, on motion by Mr Cowan (Deputy Premier), read a first time. 

from 9 May. 

UNIVERSITY OF NOTRE DAME AMENDMENT BILL 

Second Reading 

R KOBELKE (No\lamara) [10.03 pm]: The Opposition supports this Bill, which provides a small 
of assistance to the University of Notre Dame Australia. I commend the Minister for Education 
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for the way in which he has brought this Bill forward. There was some discussion before it was brought 
into the House, and we were given lime to consider what was being proposed and to acknowledge that we 
would support that proposal. 

I will take some of the time available to me to outline why we are so willing to support this Bill. I will start 
by drawing some parallels, and these go only so far, with secondary and primary education in Western 
Australia and what we now have in the tertiary sector with the University of Notre Dame Australia as the 
fifth university in Western Australia. In secondary and primary education we have the dual system of 
government and non-government schools. I believe that is a prime ingredient in the strength and quality of 
our education system, where people can choose between the different styles of education offered by 
government and non-government schools. 

I do not want to create the impression that we have government schools on the one hand and non
government schools on the other, because within government schools there is a diversity of programs and 
strengths, where some schools have developed strengths in areas such as aviation, theatre or dance, and 
other schools have developed strengths in other areas. That is also the case within non-government 
schools. We have a range of non-government schools, from schools that have high tuition fees and can be 
regarded as exclusive, to schools which require minimal or no fees in cases where parents are unable to pay 
fees. 

The reason we have such a wide range of schools is due largely to the fact that we commenced with both a 
government and non-government system, and it has certainly been national policy for over 30 years to 
ensure there is funding for non-government schools. That was initially supported by the Labor Party 
because in many non-government schools the quality of education was considerably lower than that 
provided in government schools, and there was a real need to ensure there was equity of education for all 
children in this State and across this nation; so we have had an increasing level of funding from both the 
Commonwealth and State Governments to ensure that non-government schools could achieve the required 
standard. We may reach a stage where the competition - because there is competition - between 
government and non-government schools is unhealthy, and insufficient funding is going from the 
Government to non-government schools. If we do reach the stage where the competition is unfair, I 
believe we will see a deterioration in the quality of education in Western Australia. Therefore, it is 
important that the Government provide assistance to both government and non-government schools, but at 
the same time maintain that balance. 

With regard to tertiary education, while there are some parallels, there are also considerable differences, 
because the University of Notre Dame Australia is a fledgling university, therefore, there is no chance at 
the current time that that competition will become somehow unfair to the established and government 
funded universities. In fact, it is perhaps a bit unfair the other way, where the University of Notre Dame, 
being so new and so small, must battle to establish itself and to demonstrate that it can produce graduates 
of a quality comparable with those who come from the other universities. However, the University of 
Notre Dame is not about producing graduates who will mirror the graduates who come out of the other 
universities. I will return shortly to talk about some of the achievements of the University of Notre Dame 
and try to explain some of those differences. 

The University of Notre Dame was established through an Act of this Parliament in 1989 by the then Labor 
Government. I am certainly proud that it was a Labor Government which took that initiative. I was a 
member of this Chamber at that time, and I remember being somewhat surprised at the level of opposition 
that came from certain quarters in the community. The proposal to establish that university seemed to stir 
up sectarian views among some people - views that seemed to be held very strongly. I hope we have 
managed to get over that, but I was a bit surprised at the strength of feeling of some people. Perhaps it was 
also exacerbated by the fact that it was caught up in a fairly wide-ranging political agenda. There was an 
element of political opportunism, and at that stage perhaps some fallen icons of the boom years of the 
1980s were seen to be too closely associated with the Labor Government and with the movers to establish 
the University of Notre Dame. Perhaps it could be seen as a cheap political shot, but there was a lot of 
criticism of the then Labor Government regarding matters relating to the establishment of the University of 
Notre Dame. 

Mr CJ. Barnett: What you are saying contains some truth. No doubt the genesis of Notre Dame was 
caught up in a particular era, but to the credit of the university it has come through. 

Mr KOBELKE: I accept that comment. The university has had a very difficult row to hoe. Any university 
starting out. trying to do something different, not being funded by the Government, and being embroiled in 
political turmoil would find its job difficult. It says something about the leadership qualities of the people 
involved with the University of Notre Dame that they have been able to achieve success in such a short 
time. 

The University of Notre Dame was not set up to compete for students in the same courses and programs as 
those in the established universities. It set out to do something different. To the extent that it can run 
courses and achieve student outeomes which are different from the other institutions, the University of 
Notre Dame will be a success not only in its own right but also in enhancing the quality of tertiary 
education in this State. The University of Notre Dame has not received financial support from the 
Commonwealth Government in the same way as other universities do. It is in a different situation. Not 
only did it have to handle the difficult financial situation in order to ensure it could draw students who 
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afford to pay the fees, but also in order not to be exclusive it provided a system of scholarships so 
~h .. rt,..nl<' who could not afford the fees could take advantage of the courses offered. The university has 

the challenge. It has been able to establish a student body that is growing, and I hope that it will 
to grow so that it has the strength of numbers to build on and to show the value of the courses it 

have indicated, there was opposition to any government funding at the time. A philosophical position 
people who thought that no government funding should be provided was mixed with a fear by the 

tion that therq may be some other political agenda in which it did not want to be involved. 
mix of reasons, there was strong opposition to the Government's providing any funding to 
of Notre Dame. 

this opportunity to refer to the current Deputy Premier's contribution to debate. In opposition on 6 
ber 1991 he said -

.. , one of the points of concern to the National Party was that, as a private university, the 
university should rcceive no funds or financial assistance in any way, shape or form from the 
Government 

was a clear statement from the current Deputy Premier that his party would not have countenanced 
form of financial support from the Government 

Bill provides a very limited form of financial assistance, which I understand now has the support of 
of the National Party and the party itself in coalition with the Liberal Party. Section 25(1) of the 
of Notre Dame Australia Act reads -

The University is not a State agency or State instrumentality or public statutory body, and no 
revenue or moneys are to be appropriated for the purposes of the University. 

not read other sections. That is the key section. 

Labor Government, wishing to ensure that support went beyond the provision of the enabling Act for 
university, proposed to make a land grant to the university. That became even more embroiled in 

rITnJPr,:v because of the factors of the 1980s - the politics and the fact that people had been caught up in 
years of the 1980s and had fallen from grace financially and in the respect the community had for 

That land grant did not proceed, and led to heated debates in this place. There is no value now in 
those issues. However, the range of suspicions which the debate and accusations raised were not 
to the University of Notre Dame. Being caught in the middle of such a heated and controversial 

debate would have an adverse effect on any institution. As I have already indicated, it speaks 
for the leadership of the University of Notre Dame, the chancellor, vice-chancellors and heads of 

that they have overcome the legacy of such a tempestuous initiation and grown into such a 
institution. 

"tmlmPlnt now about the university and its programs. Notre Dame is still Australia's newest and smallest 
. It is situated at the west end of Fremantle. Its campus consists of refurbished, old warehouse 
which make up part of the distinct architectural heritage of Fremantle. It is a town university 

students and staff becoming an integral part of its community, mixing daily with business people and 
residents of the port city. The way that the buildings have been restored to maintain their heritage 

as part of the total precinct creates a wonderful atmosphere for the university. In return, the 
enhances the life of Fremantlc. Therefore, a wonderful relationship exists with the support given 

otre by the people of Fremantle and the university adding value to the town. The university has 
that it is clearly committed to the restoration and conservation of the old, historic buildings in the 

end of Fremantle. 

legislation enables the Government to provide low interest loans so that the restoration work can 
and the university will be able to use those facilities. Notre Dame is a Catholic university but it 

people of all faiths. It is committed to the total educational experience of its students and looks to 
them in their growth in the intellcctual, spiritual, physical and social domains. Its undergraduate 
include a compulsory core of ethics, philosophy, communications and theology. Notre Dame 

has four colleges - arts and sciences, business, education and theology. 

days ago I joined the Minister for Education at the opening ceremony for the college of law. I hope 
will be established for 1997. That is the objective. Professor Linke from Notre Dame in the 

tates officiated at the launch of the new law school. He was the foundation vice-chancellor at 
Dame Australia and delivered a brilliant and evocative speech outlining how the law school would 

i'y",,",u,.v law graduates of comparable quality with those coming from other law schools, but it would also 
that it offered much more. It really outlined the qualitative difference to which they aspire at Notre 

Dame Australia has a strong working collegial relationship with its namesake, the University of 
Dame of Indiana in the United States. I understand that Professor Linke is the head of that 

""lYCISII"V s law school. Notre Dame Australia has drawn much of its founding inspiration and philosophy 
that outstanding Catholic university in the United States. Both universities are committed to the 

vation of the great transcendental values of truth, duty and goodness. Each university is committed to 
a welcoming place - a kind of extended family where individuals from all backgrounds and every 
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faith can feel at home and be prized for the special contributions they make. It is a call to cultivate a spirit 
of honesty and open exchange, always in a valuing context. From this gospel-based philosophy springs the 
need for an emphasis on ethics and a consideration of values in teaching, learning and research. 

Another area in which the University of Notre Dame has sought to reach out and add to the value of its 
programs and perhaps do things a little differently, although other universities are also embarking on this 
area, is in the introduction of a study abroad experience. It hopes to provide experiences for over 200 
students from the University of Notre Dame in the United States. Each semester a cohort of students from 
the United States counterpart undertake the study abroad program by coming to the University of Notre 
Dame Australia. Their studies at Notre Dame in Fremantle provide credit towards their degrees in business 
and arts and letters back at the University of Notre Dame in the United States. Nineteen students from the 
university here will take up a study abroad program at the US university this winter. That is the second 
such group of Australian students who have taken part of their studies for the University of Notre Dame 
Australia at Notre Dame in the United States. 

The university also has a different admissions policy from that of other universities. School leavers 
enrolling at Notre Dame come from Catholic, independent and government schools. There is no policy of 
discriminating against students on the basis of whether they come from a Catholic school. The admissions 
process involves the students' academic record in years 11 and 12, the written judgment and 
recommendation of their school principal, a personal reference, a personal statement from the applicant, 
and an interview with a member of staff from the University of Notre Dame. This process provides a 
realistic understanding of the students' capacity for success. The university hopes that by using that 
method of accrediting students for entry, the students will understand the types of courses being offered 
and whether they will be suited to them, and will be able to succeed. 

Notre Dame has established a second campus in Broome. That campus provides for tertiary education in 
the Kimberley region and makes a special contribution to Aboriginal communities. Some of the courses 
offered there are at pre-university level so that people alrcady working as teaching aides or in health can 
gain course recognition that may help them to embark on a tertiary level course. 
Notre Dame is not funded by the Government. It has financed its own development through its own 
efforts, strongly supported by the Catholic Church and the extended community. It sets fees that are 
realistic and has its own scholarship and financial aid program that provides support for over 200 students 
in the current year. 

That gives a brief overview of what the University of Notre Dame is trying to achieve and reflects a little of 
the suecess it has had to date. The Opposition supports the legislation strongly. It is our hope that it will 
proceed through the Parliament without delay. I will comment briefly on the amendment before us and the 
effect it will have. Section 25 of the principal Act indicates that no revenue or moneys are to be 
appropriated for the purposes of the university. Section 25(1) will be amended by the insertion of the 
phrase "other than as provided in section 25A". Under new section 25A the Minister may lend money to 
the university for capital works, provided they are for the purposes of the objects of the university. Capital 
works are defined in the Bill to be the acquisition of land, the construction, modification or renovation of 
buildings, or the purchase of plant and equipment. New section 25A(2) states that any such loan is to be 
made out of moneys appropriated by Parliament for the purpose of subsection (1). New subsection (3) 
states that the terms and conditions of any such loan, including the interest to be paid, may be less onerous 
than those that might reasonably apply to such a loan made commercially. New subsection (4) states that 
the terms and conditions of any such loan, including the interest to be paid, are to be approved by the 
Treasurer. 

The Government is providing a low interest loan scheme which reflects that already available at primary 
and secondary levels in this State. The Budget that is proceeding through the Parliament indicates that the 
Government is already making allowance for a low interest loan, which is in the order of $l.5m. The 
Minister does not want to commit himself to the exact amount, perhaps because conditions and 
negotiations must be entered into and the university must put forward projects which the Minister will 
approve. That amount will be on the basis of a rate of interest that will be approved by Treasury. It must 
be recognised how important this low interest loan scheme is. It was an initiative put in place by the last 
Labor Government to assist non-government primary and secondary schools. It was warmly and widely 
welcomed. Even now when I visit non-government schools it is impressed on me the real benefits that 
flow to non-government schools because of their ability to take up these low interest loans. It fits into their 
means of financing. If they are extending a school and increasing the number of students, or opening up a 
new school, they can plan financially over a 10 or 20 year period. They can build into their fee structure, 
even a low fee structure, the servicing and repayment of that loan when they have this special low interest 
loan from the Government. 

As we know, interest rates can fluctuate. It was only a few years ago that such schools might look to 
interest rates in the order of 15 to 20 per cent. Paying 15 or 20 per cent for a school on top of the millions 
of dollars they had to borrow for their buildings made it impossible for schools to improve their facilities 
and increase their number of students. The loan provisions contained in this amending Bill reflect the same 
process: The Government is simply extending an amount of money that must be repaid by the University 
of Notre Dame and on which it will pay interest. However, it will be a moderately low interest rate below 
that which it would get from other commercial sources. I have indicated from the wording of the new 
section that that is set out clearly in the Bill. I have no problem with the drafting of the intent laid out by 
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The intent of the Minister to provide support to the University of Notre Dame is one I 
support. I hope the University of Notre Dame continues to grow in numbers and in stature 

community and that it will succeed in offering something that is qualitatively different and, 
will be an enrichment to tertiary education in this State. The other universities may see the 

of innovations of the University of Notre Dame and how it is offering something a little 
I am sure Notre Dame itself is looking at the established universities and trying to learn from 

about the wonderful things they do in their programs. That enrichment of the system through the 
of ideas betwCCI) the government universities and Notre Dame will advantage our whole tertiary 
system. ' 

PENDAL (South Perth) [10.30 pm]: It is not without some historical significance that the date the 
arrived in this House of Parliament is the one hundred and fiftieth anniversary of the founding of the 
Catholic education institution in this State under the patronage of the Mercy nuns led by Ursula Frayne 
central Perth on or about this day in 1846. It is a historic day for another reason; that is, by my quick 

' .... V ....... Eo' it took a little over 110 years for Western Australian society to give the Catholic school system 
aid. This was more than 110 years after the frrst Catholic school opened, and that historic 

Al"f"lIrr.'11 in the 196Os. It came in the wake of some extraordinary opposition and much controversy. 
University of Notre Dame did not have to wait anything like 110 years to qualify for the 

assistance ultimately granted to primary and secondary streams within Catholic education. It 
taken little more than half a dccade since the enabling Bill was mtroduced into this Parliament. Sadly, 
recall, the Bill was handled in a manner which prevented many people from speaking on it for no better 

than it was passed through the upper House in the early hours of the morning. That precluded many 
from contributing to debate to which they would have otherwise enjoyed contributing. 

this occasion to congratulate the Government and the present Minister for Education for making the 
to extend the facility to Notre Dame Australia. I congratulate because it was not without some 
risk that the Government made that decision. Governments of any persuasion these days are apt to 

decisions in the most bipartisan way possible. It says something about our current state of 
in Western Australia particularly and Australia generally that we have reached the point where a 

state aid for church-run institutions of this importance can pass through the Parliament with 
support. It is an historic debate. 

VII~;""Ula .. , the Government for being prepared to confront that risk to the extent that it existed in the 
that it was doing the right thing. I agree with the previous speaker, the member for Nollamara, that 

University of Notre Dame has come a long way in a short time. Earlier this year I was at the 
~l(lU'~ III of the new Catholic bishop for the Kimberley, the Most Reverend Chris Saunders. I took the 

, as did many other visitors to Broome, to visit the Notre Dame campus. On the way to that 
we passed the Edith Cowan University campus. It seemed to say something most generous 

the State of Western Australia that a comparatively small town, especially one in a remote location, 
boast two university campuses. Most members in this House had the experience of one public 

in Western Australia. We have seen this system blossom to the point that we now have four. 

arc now in the position of adding private universities to the public domain. I agree with the previous 
that it has, and continues to have, a most advantageous effect on the diversity of tertiary life in this 

At the time the original university was being planned for Fremantle - at the time I was the shadow 
for Tourism - during the America's Cup days, considerable concern was expressed about tourism. 

the cup was lost in 1987, there was a level of despondency not seen in that port town since the 
in the shipping lanes a long time earlier. It was proposed that Notre Dame take up residence in 

est end of Fremantle, and I received a deputation from local people concerned about a Catholic 
of Fremantle. They exhibited a subliminal sectarian fear about which they needed to be reassured. 

were reassured. I recall saying at the time - it did not take a great deal of foresight or vision - to 
people that Notre Dame would do for Fremantle in the long term what the Ameriea's Cup did for 

in the short term. That is proving to be the case at the moment. 

with the member for Nollamara about the physical and financial impact the university has had on 
City of Fremantle. Anyone who visits the campus in its various locations cannot help being impressed 

hat has been done with some of the city's oldest buildings, some of which were not necessarily the 
and were never intended by their builders to house a tertiary institution. From the range of 

,","~J~\;I> and functional buildings of that kind has emerged an architecture and ethos which is having an 
impact upon the city of Fremantle. 

the Government, it is a good opportunity for people who still nurture the view that the 
is which it is not, or that the university is only for Catholics, which it is not, to arrange, 

through the .. for Education or the vice-chancellor, an invitation to visit the university either 
a formal occasion, such as a graduation, or on an informal basis. In that way they will see what is going 

the campus. It is a great credit to the founders and those who had the vision, and to the Government 
chose to make what could have been a politically unpopular decision to expand the loan facility 

to the primary and secondary stream of Catholic education for some three decades. I congratulate 
for its courage. I wish the University of Notre Dame Australia every good fortune for the 

~ARLBOROUGH (Peel) [10.39 pm]: In supporting the Bill I commend the Government on its 
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Mr C.J. Barnett Take 20! 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: A fair amount can change between 1989 and 1996. I remember being part of the 
Government responsible for initiating a program to assist the University of Notre Dame in its infancy, and 
receiving a fair amount of opposition in this Chamber from the current Government regarding the rationale 
behind that assistance. I suppose it was fairly controversial at the time. However, the Government has 
now recognised that what we tried to achieve in 1989 in assisting with the establishment of Notre Dame 
University was right We were convinced, as I now believe both sides are convinced, that the 
establishment of Notre Dame University in Western Australia was not only significantly important to this 
State, but also it would bring with it a whole new dimension to tertiary education and would create 
opportunities for many people who may not have entered into a university process or may not have had the 
incentive within the normal university process -

Mr Penda1: You are not looking for an honorary doctorate, are you? 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: No. I have a particular love for Notre Dame. It has provided many opportunities, 
not least of which is the opportunity for international links, in particular with the mother university in 
America. It was because we were convinced in 1989 in government that all of those reasons were 
significant and important to this State and to the future generations of this State, that we felt we should do 
whatever we could to support the establishment of such an important university. I am pleased to be still a 
member of a Parliament that has changed its opinion and we can now go forward in a bipartisan manner on 
this initiative. 

As the member for South Perth indicated, low interest loans will be made available to Notre Dame that 
have been available to other Catholic educational institutions for a decade or more. That is what we should 
be doing. If we have learnt anything since the establishment of the university, we have learnt about its 
excellence not only in education, but also as a neighbour in Fremantle. That is where my particular interest 
lies. I live in Fremantle. I was a member of the Fremantle City Council from 1979 to 1986. The member 
for South Perth, with his view of the history and culture of this State and with the significance he places on 
that, would have taken some heart from the fights that were going on in Fremantle at a local government 
level in those days, when the development mentality that was driving through St George's Terrace was to 
do the same with the west end of Fremantle. In the 1970s, when Bill McKenzie was the Mayor of 
Fremantle, the local authority came under massive pressure to allow high rise similar to that in St George's 
Terrace to take over the west end. 

Mr Cunningham: A very good man, too. 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: Absolutely. A tremendous man. In the 1970s, the Government planned to put a 
six lane highway through the west end about where Notre Dame is presently placed. The six lane highway 
would have egressed from the southern end of the port authority, driven through the west end, gone along 
Marine Terrace, over the Fremantle tip and connected with a rapid transport highway to Kwinana so that 
we had a rapid link for containerisation. 

Mr Pendal: In fairness, that was only to give the tourists better access to the live sheep ships! 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: They came a lot laler. I was proud to be a part of that era in the Fremantle City 
Council that fought to protect the west end. The fight to retain the west end started well before I was 
elected to council in 1979. It started in the early 1970s. Local government was able to stave off the 
developers from taking over the west end because of Gough Whitlam's Government. Before the west end 
of Fremantle became the area it is today - it is recognised around the world for its magnificent buildings, 
and Notre Dame has played a unique and important role in their retention - men and women had the vision 
to keep intact a wonderful part of our European heritage. They put the money and resources into that area 
to start the progressive development of the west end and the retention of those buildings. It is in that 
context that I have a special place in my heart for Notre Dame. 

After the America's Cup, the university brought with it a new dimension and new opportunity for 
Fremantle. I agree with the member for South Perth that even though we benefit directly from Notre Dame 
being located in Fremantle, the benefits to the State will grow as the university grows. Fremantle will 
become not only known worldwide as a magnificent port city with magnificent buildings that reflect our 
European heritage, but also it will be known as a university city and Notre Dame will be the nucleus of that 
identity. I have had the opportunity as a member of Parliament of being invited to Notre Dame on a 
number of occasions. Its commitment to retaining, beautifying, and refurbishing the buildings it has 
purchased in the west end is a commitment of which all Western Australians should be proud. In many 
instances, it has spent a lot of money to return buildings to their original glory and, if it could improve on 
the original, it has managed to do that. I am sure that our forefathers would be delighted to see what those 
buildings are being used for. Young people not only from all over Australia but also from all over the 
world attend that university. I understand students from the United States who attend the university for six 
months' sabbaticals are accommodated close to the university. I have had the opportunity of speaking to 
many of those young Americans, and I know how delighted they are to be given the opportunity. They are 
delighted with Fremantle, and with our culture and way of life. That would not have been achieved 
without the people who had the vision to create Notre Dame. To them go my congratulations. They 
deserve all the credit because they had the vision to see that such a university would succeed, and they had 
the will to make it succeed. They should feci proud of what has been achieved. 
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is tremendous to be able to stand here some seven years after the initial commitment to support that 
university and see a university in place with over 1000 students and growing rapidly. It is a university that, 
b)' definition, intends to cement its roots in Fremantle. Universities are an integral part of some of the great 
cities of Europe and the United Kingdom. One of the most delightful experiences I had in 1988 was to 
walk through the magnificent University of Dublin. The reason for its magnificence is not only the 
historical buildings, but also its association with the city. It is in the main street People who went about 

daily lives who were not necessarily attached to the university saw it as part of their heritage and part 
being. That is where Notre Dame University will end up, if it has not already, in the psyche of 

"ci\'11"«,,,", Australians, parti~ularly those who live in Fremantle. 

I congratulate the Government on taking this direction. I also congratulate the Parliament on its 
;willingness to support this Bill in a tripartite manner. We have already seen the benefits to Australia from 
the education being offered through Notre Dame, and also from the refurbishment to an important part of 

\ ...... ,...·..","'n heritage in the western end of Fremantle that has been carried out by the university. The 
nmver:mv and its staff are excellent neighbours. When such a magnificent seat of learning is transposed 

munity such as that in Fremantle, there must be a tremendously positive spin-off for that 

look forward to being in this Parliament at some stage in the future when we may need to make a decision 
to offer some further similar assistance. When and if I participate in such a decision, I know that assistance 
will go to a university that has already won the imagination of many prominent Western Australians and of 

City of Fremantle. In doing so, it has gained the support of a great many people, regardless of their 
rellgI~[)US affiliation. I am not of the Catholic faith, but that is not important; what is important is the level 

'''U'''''''', the quality of education and the sense of community that emanates from such a fine 
establishment One cannot help wanting to playa small role in ensuring the university grows beyond the 

I will spend in Parliament, and remains for hundreds of years to come. 

One of the finest things that has happened to the City of Fremantle, which I dearly love, in my time as a 
of Parliament is the establishment of the university. I hope I will be able to continue to enjoy its 

Dre:sellce and to support the need for iL~ existence and its imminent growth, for all of the reasons I have 

C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloc - Minister for Education) [10.53 pm]: I thank members opposite and 
Independent member for South Perth for their support of this Bill. I do not have much more to add, 

tllan very briefly to say that I agree with the comments made. The University of Notre Dame has 
I;A>U1UU"III;;U itself as a unique university witllin Australia. It is small, private and based on Catllolic 

' .... Ull."' .. \./I.; however, it has students from all denominations. It is different in tlle sense that it gives a very 
philosophical value to what it teaches. 

is unique in the sense that it is a city university, in the same way as are Oxford University and many 
universities. Most Australian universities, naturally enough, have been developed on broadacre sites. 

very much the Australian way for universities. This university is unique because it is located in old 
v • .u.UlIII5" of heritage value in a unique city environment The university has made small decisions tllat are 

example, not having catering facilities for students so that they use the local coffee shops, bars 
restaurants. It makes tlle university very much a part of Fremantle. 

low interest loan scheme has been one of tlle most successful ways of assisting non-government 
. - an initiative of tlle previous Government I readily acknowledge, and one supported by tllis 

Government. I thank members for their complimentary comments about my role; however, in all honesty, 
lmust confess that my predecessor, Hon Norman Moore, started this course of action and I merely 
followed it through. It is tlle right course of action and that has been proved by the strong bipartisan 
support in tllis House to make a low interest loan available to Notre Dame University . 

. The university has earned that support from government and the wider community. It proposes to utilise 
the financial assistance to develop a law school within the university, which I think will be valuable and a 
wu.""v" .. law school by Australian standards. I thank all members for their support. I think we will all sit 

and watch with some pleasure as Notre Dame University continues to develop. 

',,-!Illesllion put and passed. 

Bill read a second time, proceeded through remaining stages without debate and transmitted to the 
it. 

House adjourned at 1056 pm 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

POLICE SERVICE - CAUTIONS GIVEN TO YOUNG OFFENDERS 
INVOLVING MOTOR VEHICLE OFFENCES, POLICY DECISIONS 

20. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Police: 

(1) Has the Police Service or the Minister for Police made any policy decisions on cautions 
being given to young persons (offenders) in relation to certain offences involving a 
vehicle? 

(2) What exactly is the policy or the policy change? 

(3) Has the policy been changed in recent times? 

(4) Are there any proposals afoot to change the policy? 

(5) Are there any proposals to introduce any policy changes relating to cautions being given 
for vehicle offences? 

(6) Exactly what is proposed or envisaged? 

Mr WIESE replied: 

(1)-(6) Cautioning is at the discretion of individual apprehending officers having regard for the 
nature of the offence, the circumstances of each case, victim impact and antecedents of 
the offender. This must be in accordance with relevant legislation which includes the 
Child Welfare Act, Children's Court Act, Young Offenders Act On 3 August 1995 a set 
of guidelines entitled "Young Offenders Act and Traffic Matters" was issued to police 
officers which was directed towards the principles for cautioning young offenders. 

JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - INQUIRIES INTO 
Meeting 19 September 1994; Section 9 Prisons Act 1981 

23. Mr BROWN to the Minister represcnting the Attorney General: 

(1) On 19 September 1994, did the then Attorney General convene a meeting with the 
Minister for Police, the then Director-General of the Ministry of Justice, the Solicitor
General, the Commissioner of Police, and the Director of Public Prosecutions? 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

(9) 

(to) 

(11) 

(12) 

If not, was a meeting with some or all of those persons and the Attorney General held on 
that day? 

With the exception of those individuals mentioned in (1) above, who else attended that 
meeting? 

Did the meeting discuss the prospect of a royal commission being established into certain 
matters in the Ministry of Justice? 

At the meeting was the suggestion made that section 9 of the Prisons Act 1981 be used to 
investigate some or all of the matters of concern? 

Did the Attorney General indicate that any such inquiry should be subject to independent 
oversight by the Director of Public Prosecutions? 

As at the date of the meeting (19 September 1994) how many separate inquiries were 
being undertalcen in the Ministry of Justice? 

What was the nature of each inquiry? 

What office or offices were conducting each inquiry? 

Immediately following the meeting referred to in (1) above, was a second meeting held 
between the Director of Public Prosecutions, the Deputy Commissioner of Police, the 
Assistant Police Commissioner (Crime Operations), the Director-General of the Ministry 
of Justice and Police, and Ministry of Justice officers associated with the inquiries? 

Was any suggestion made or consideration given to using section 9 of the Prisons Act 
1981 to investigate matters of concern? 

Arising from either meeting was any direction given or suggestion made that the Ministry 
of Justice, or particular officers within the Ministry of Justice, investigate and/or 
recommend the use of section 9 of the Prisons Act 1981 to investigate matters of 
concern? 

Mr PRINCE replied: 

The Attorney General has provided the following reply -

(1)-(2) Yes. 

(3) No other person was reported as attending. 



(4) 

(5) 

(6) 
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A proposal for a royal commission was discussed and it was considered at that time that 
the various investigations and inquiries should be allowed to complete their work. 

No. 
It was discussed that the various investigations and inquiries should be coordinated and 
overseen by the Director of Public Prosecutions. 

(7)-(9) The various inquiries and investigations including the terms of reference are documented 
in the "~eport on Inquiries into the Department of Corrective Services" dated 
20 November 1995 at pages 4 to II, tabled in Parliament on 7 December 1995. 

(10) Yes. 

(11)-(12) 
We are still awaiting confirmation from those who may have been involved. 

JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - INQUIRIES INTO 
Meeting 19 September 1994 

Mr BROWN to the Minister representing the Attorney General: 

(1) On 19 September 1994, or an earlier date, did the then Attorney General inform the 
Director of Public Prosecutions that she wanted any inquiry conducted into the Ministry 
of Justice to be subject to independent oversight? 

(2) On 19 September 1994 did the Director of Public Prosecutions agree to oversight any 
inquiry conducted by the Ministry of Justice into matters of concern? 

(3) On 19 September 1994 was the Director of Public Prosecutions asked to coordinate 
various Police and Ministry of Justice inquiries into various matters of concern in the 
Ministry of Justice? 

(4) Did the Director of Public Prosecutions agree to undertake this co-ordination role on 
19 September 1994? 

(5) When the Director of Public Prosecutions agreed to co-ordinate various Police and 
Ministry of Justice inquiries on 19 September 1994, was it-

(a) planned; 
(b) proposed; 
(c) tentatively agreed; 
(d) understood or tacitly understood? 

(6) Given that the mecting between the Attorney General and the Director of Public 
Prosecutions and others decided against holding a royal commission, was any other form 
of inquiry-

(a) discussed; 
(b) agreed upon, 

on or after the 19 September 1994 meeting and before the establishment of the section 9 
inquiry on 29 September 1994? 

(7) If so, what form of inquiry? 

Mr PRINCE replied: 

The Attorney General has provided the following reply -

(1) It was discussed that the various police and Ministry of Justice investigations and 
inquiries should be coordinated and overseen by the Director of Public Prosecutions. 

(2) The Director of Public Prosecutions agreed as outlined in the "Report on Inquiries into 
the Department of Corrective Services" dated 20 November 1995 and tabled in 
Parliament on 7 December 1995. 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6)-(7) 

Sec (1). 

See (2). 

Sec (1)-(4). 

It was considered at that time the various investigations and inquiries should be allowed 
to complete their work. 

'JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - INTELLIGENCE UNIT, LAWRENCE, BRIAN, 
LIAISON ROLE BETWEEN FORMER PRISONER DAVID KING AND POLICE 

Mr BROWN to the Minister representing the Attorney General: 

(1) Did the Ministry of Justice or any officer of the Ministry of Justice advise the former 
Auorney General that the Ministry of Justice Intelligence Unit or the head of that unit, 
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Mr Brian Lawrence, carried out a liaison role between fonner prisoner David King and 
the police? 

(2) On what date or dates was the fonner Attorney General so advised? 

(3) Did the Ministry of Justice or any officer of the Ministry of Justice fonnally or 
infonnally inform the former Attorney General of these arrangements before 
Mr Lawrence commenced his investigation and/or liaison role? 

(4) Did the Ministry of Justice or any officer of the Ministry of Justice infonn the Anorney 
General of the arrangements either -

(a) after Mr Lawrence commenced his investigation and/or liaison role; 

(b) during the period Mr Lawrence was engaged in this investigation and/or liaison 
role; 

(c) after the completion of his invcstigation and/or liaison role? 

(5) Did the Ministry of Justice or any officer of the Ministry of Justice infonn the fonner 
Attorney General or did the Attorney Gcneral seek any explanation from the Ministry of 
Justice on why shc was not informed or fully infonned about these arrangements or any 
aspect of thcm? 

Mr PRINCE replicd: 

The Attorney Gencral has provided thc following rcply -

(1) The Ministry of Justice Intelligcnce Unit/Manager Intelligence Unit, Mr Brian Lawrence, 
did not carry out a liaison rolc between formcr prisoner David King and the police. 

(2)-(3) Not applicablc. 

(4)-(5) No. 

BUDGET (STATE) - 1995-96 BALANCED OUTCOME 
98. Mr BROWN to the Premicr: 

What is the expected budgct surplus for the 1995-96 financial year? 
Mr COURT replied: 

The 1996-97 Budget, which was prescnlcd to Parliament on 2 May 1996, provided full details of 
the budget outcome for 1995-96. Thc budgct papers indicate that the 1995-96 Budget is expected 
to result in a balanced outcome. 

PORT HEDLAND - CENTENARY, FUNDING 
125. Mr GRAHAM to the Prcmier: 

(1) Has the Governmcnl committed any funds to projects associated with the centenary of 
Port Hedland? 

(2) If so-

(a) what amount of funds have becn committed; 

(b) from which ponfolio have funds been committed; 

(c) for what purpose havc funds becn committed; 

(d) on what date were thc funds committed; 

(e) what was the source of the funds? 
(3) If not, why not? 

Mr COURT replied: 

(1) Yes. 

(2) See below -

(a) 

$11 000 

$1.45m 

(b) 

Arts 

Housing 

(c) 

$2 000 towards the production 
of a banner for thc Port 
Hcdland Centenary Year, 
$9 000 towards the second stage of 
a design park for Port and South 
Hedland's ccntennial celebrations 

10 units of accommodation for 
seniors 

(d) 

11.4.95 

12.9.95 

1995-96 
budget 

(e) 

Department 
for the Arts 
grants budget 

Commonwealth/ 
state funds 



[Wednesday, 19 June 1996] 2935 

$8000 Water Establishment of a demonstrated/ 1995-96 Water Corp-
Resources education low water use ($5000) oration East 

garden at Dalgety House & Pilbara District 
Museum 1996-97 operations budget. 
Contribution to the display on ($3000) 
the history of the development financial 
of Port Hedland schools kit about budgets 
the contribution of water to the 
development of Port Hedland 

$74000 Employ- Assisting with the administration February Non-CRF (fee 
ment& of the Landcare & Environment 1995, for service) 
Training Action Program (LEAP) Park March and via 

Project and for the sponsorship 1995 and commonwealth 
of commemorative seating in a mid- funding 
centenary park. 1995 allocations 

$85000 Tourism For the recently formed Pilbara 
Tourism Commission to assist in 
the promotion and marketing of 
the region 

$5000 Racing Equipment hire and publicity for Nov- Lotteries 
& various centenary events being ember Commission 
Gaming arranged by the town of Port 1995 discretionary 

Hedland grants 

$12000 Transport $2 000 - designs and signs for January Main Roads 
permanent streetscaping (entry 1996 Trust Fund 
statement) on the main road 
entering Port Hedland 
$5 000 - closing ceremony 21.12.96 Port Hcdland 
$1 000 - seat in South Hedland Port Authority 
Centenary Park 
$4 000 - unspecified 

$150000 $63 500 - boat ramp in Port 26.6.95 Transport co-
Hedland ordination 
$36500 8.1.96 fund 

$4 750 Commerce To conduct a regional export 5.3.96 Department of 
& Trade seminar and support the visit of Commerce and 

judges/inward buyers to the North Trade's 
West Beef Expo which coincides consolidated 
with the centenary of Port Hedland fund allocation 

(3) Not applicable. 

POLICE SERVICE - SEXUAL ASSAULTS ON WOMEN STATISTICS 

Dr WATSON to the Minister for Police: 

(1) In the six months from September 1995, how many sexual assaults on women have been 
reported after-

(a) break-ins; 

(b) abduction; and, 

(c) on strects and in public places? 

(2) What proportion of assaults in each of these circumstances was after dark? 

(3) How many perpetrators have been apprehended and charged? 

(4) What is the Government doing to prevent these violent assaults? 

Mr WIESE replied: 

I am advised by the Commissioner of Police as follows -

(1) (a) 21 
(b) 1.9.95-29.2.96 - nil 
(c) 471. 

(2) Statistics not readily available. 

(3) 377. 
(4) The Police Service, in partnership with the Government, has undertaken the following 

initiatives to prevent violent and sexual assaults -
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A sexual assault squad is to be formed and the launch of this squad is imminent As part 
of its core business this squad will develop personal violence prevention strategies aimed 
at sexual assaults. 
The Government has launched a television program with the theme "Listen to your 
Head" which is aimed at females not placing themselves in high risk situations. 
The Crime Prevention Bureau delivers personal crime prevention to school children, 
secondary students, and other groups of interested persons. 

A series of pamphlets titled "Safer Living - Preventing Sexual Assault" provides valuable 
and specific information for females regarding personal safety in the home, car and in 
public. 

Other pamphlets, such as "Safety Advice for Seniors" and "Stop and Think - A Guide for 
Personal Safety" are available to women of all ages. 

POLICE SERVICE - DOMESTIC VIOLENCE (WIFE ASSAULT) 
Budget Allocations; Training; Reports; Costs 

177. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Police: 

(1) What budgets were allocated and spent on issues related to domestic violence (wife 
assault) in 1994-95? 

(2) What budget has been allocated for 1995-96? 

(3) What training/education/conference participation has been arranged for officers of the 
department in -
(a) 1994-95; 

(b) 1995-96? 

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

(a) 1994-95; 

(b) 1995-96? 

(5) Have any reports related to the issue (apart from that of the task force) been prepared in 
the last 18 months? 

(6) Is there any estimate of the costs associated with domestic violence (wife assaUlt) as they 
impact on the Minister's portfolio? 

(7) Does the Minister intend to direct the agency to estimate those costs? 
(8) If not, why not? 

Mr WIESE replied: 

I am advised by the Comruissioner of Police as follows -

(1) I refer the member to the response to question 1249 of 1994 and in addition -

Moneys were allocated to the youth, family and ethnic affairs unit. it is not possible to 
identify specific expenditure for issues relating to domestic violence. 

(2) No specific allocation was made for domestic violence in the Budget; however, estimated 
expenditure to date excluding salaries and oncosts for three officers is $29 000. 
However, officers from all stations around Western Australia are regularly engaged in 
work resulting from or related to domestic violence. It is not possible to quantify the 
extent of the time spent on this work or the costs associated with it but the member can 
be assured that it is substantial. 

(3) (a) Training Education 1994-95 
I refer the member to the response to question 1249 of 1994 and in addition -
Recruit training - 28 days dedicated to crisis intervention, including domestic 
violence. This represents nearly 20 per cent of the training time at the academy. 

(b) Training Education 1995-96 
Recruit training - 56 days dedicated to crisis intervention, including domestic 
violence. This represents a doubling to 40 per cent of the time spent at the 
academy. 

Other Training 1995-96 
In August 1995, regional training officers were appointed to the 16 police 
regions to train police officers of all ranks on a range of subjects including 
domestic violence. The police family unit provided training of station officers 
in charge of the dynamics of domestic violence and community intervention 
program participation. A video outlining community intervention programs was 
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produced by the unit as part of police and community training and distributed 
regionally. 

Conference Participation 1995-96 

July 1995 One officer attended the National Domestic Violence 
Conference for Police Policy Officers in Sydney. 

October 1995 

March 1996 

One officer as an observer to the Goulbum Police 
Academy, New South Wales - Domestic Violence 
Liaison Officer Course and to examine court support 
programs for victims of domestic violence in Sydney. 

One officer will attend the domestic violence . 
conference focusing on women of non-English 
speaking background, Melbourne. 

I refer the member to the response to question 1249 of 1994 and in addition -

1994-95 - 10 000 family violence information and advice cards distributed 
locally. 

1995-96 
Information sheet produced in house, "Coping with Domestic Violence in the 
Home" and "Are you a Victim in your own Home?" 
Domestic violence kits placed in all police vehicles to contain information for 
distribution to victims of domestic violence, providing information on locally 
available community service agencies. 
10 000 pamphlets printed commercially for distribution on 1 April 1996, 
"Towards a Future without Violence". 

(5) No. 

(6) There is no estimate of the cost. 

(7) The family incident report recording system was introduced statewide in November 1995 
and education of officers in the use of requirements of this system is current. This will 
form a basis for future estimation of costs associated with domestic violence which did 
not previously exist. However, it will never be possible to accurately estimate the true 
cost. 

(8) It is difficult to identify and isolate specific domestic violence incidents, and the 
associated policing effort expended on those matters, from the wide range of other 
offences and associated policing effort expended on a range of other offences and matters 
which relate to family members, partners and ex-partners who are directly and indirectly 
caught up in the investigations of the many issues which can arise from the investigations 
and actions associated with a domestic violence incident. 

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE - (WIFE ASSAULT) 
Budget Allocations; Training; Reports; Costs 

178. Dr WATSON to the Minister representing the Attorney General: 

(1) What budgets were allocated and spent on issues related to domestic violence (wife 
assault) in 1994-95? 

(2) What budget has been allocated for 1995-96? 

(3) What training/education/conference participation has been arranged for officers of the 
department in -

(a) 1994-95; 

(b) 1 995-96? 

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

(a) 1994-95; 

(b) 1995-96? 

(5) Have any reports related to the issue (apart from that of the task force) been prepared in 
the last 18 months? 

(6) Is there any estimate of the costs associated with domestic violence (wife assaUlt) as they 
impact on the Minister's portfolio? 

(7) Does the Minister intend to direct the agency to estimate those costs? 

(8) If not, why not? 
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Mr PRINCE replied: 

The Attorney General has provided the following reply -

(1)-(8) I refer the member to question on notice 174 of 19 March 1996 directed to the Minister 
for Women's Interests. It is awfully wasteful asking the same question twice and, 
presumably, out of order. In any event, it is not within my portfolio. 

STATE AGREEMENTS - PROJECT PROPONENTS TO SOURCE A 
PROPORTION OF EMPLOYEES FROM REGIONAL AREAS 

199. Mr RIPPER to the Minister for Resources Development: 

(1) Has any state agreement negotiated while he has been Minister for Resourees 
Development included a requirement on project proponents to source a proportion of 
their employees from regional areas? 

(2) If yes, which agreements contain such a requirement? 
Mr C.J. BARNETI replied: 

(1) No. 

(2) Not applicable. 

ELECTIONS - PROMISES NOT HONOURED 
203. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Primary Industry: 

(1) How many of the coalition's 1993 election promises will not be honoured by the end of 
1996? 

(2) Will the Minister be honouring the promise outlined by the Premier in The West 
Australian on 29 July 1995 that election commitments "that we have not delivered on we 
will publicly spell out why we have not"? 

(3) When can the public expect to be informed as to why each promise will not be honoured? 
Mr HOUSE replied: 

(1)-(3) Every endeavour is being made to progress and finalise coalition commitments in the 
Primary Industry and Fisheries area. 

PORT HEDLAND - POPULATION GROWTH; IMPACT OF BHP PROJECTS 
244. Mr GRAHAM to the Premier: 

(1) Does the Premier expect the population of the Hedland area to expand as a result of the 
recently announced BHP projects? 

(2) If not why not? 

(3) If so-

(a) by how many is the population expected to grow; 

(b) what effect will this expansion have on the provision of hospital health services; 
(c) how many new child care places will be required; 

(d) how many extra police will be required; 

(e) how many extra preschool places will be required; 

(t) how many extra primary school places will be required; 

(g) how many extra secondary school places will be required; 

(h) how many extra college places will be required; 

(i) how many extra medical practitioners will be required; 

(j) what will be the effect on the operations of the Water Authority of WA; 
(k) what will be the effect on the operations of Western Power; 

(I) what actions has the Premier taken to date to ensure that the appropriate 
facilities/services will be in place before any population growth takes place? 

Mr COURT replied: 

(1) Yes. 

(2) Not applicable. 

(3) (a) A Department of Resources Development report on the effect of the BHP DRI 
project on Port Hedland's population, and the associated accommodation 
facilities and services needs, was made available for public comment through 
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the Pilbara Development Commission in February 1996. That report predicted a 
population increase of 3300 during the peak construction period in 1997, of 
which single status employees are expected to number about 1 200. The 
permanent population increase resulting from the project is expected to be about 
1 700 above the June 1995 Town of Port Hedland population of 12 000, but less 
than the previous peak population of 13850 recorded in 1989. In view of the 
foregoing, the effect of the temporary (construction) and permanent population 
g,rowth on Port Hedland facilities and services is expected to be as follows. 

(b) The Port Hedland Hospital has the capacity to meet the increased demand for 
inpatient services. 

(c) Additional child care places for about 130 infants may be required. 

(d) Existing police facilities are considered adequate. Police staffing will be 
adjusted as the need arises. 

(e)-(f) The Education Department of Western Australia has made an impact assessment 
of the BHP project on student enrolments and determined that existing 
preschool and primary school facilities in South Hedland are expected to be 
adequate. A review of existing preschool and primary school facilities in Port 
Hedland, where there is also expected to be some impact on demand, is 
currently under way. 

(g)-(h) Existing secondary and tertiary education facilities are expected to be adequate 
for the projected increases. 

(i) Existing public and private medical practitioners should be sufficient to meet the 
expected population increase. However, should this not be the case, 
negotiations with interested parties will be pursued. 

(j) Existing water resources from the Yule River and De Grey River borefields will 
be adequate for the forecast population growth, although additional industrial 
water resources will be required if the second stage development of the DRI 
plant proceeds. 

(k) Electric power for the DRI plant will be generated by BHP's Pilbara energy 
project power station. Western Power can meet domestic electricity demand 
using existing infrastructure. 

(I) The relevant state government authorities and Town of Port Hedland have been 
notified of the temporary and permanent population growth projections for 
appropriate action. BHP is providing monthly updates to the Minister for 
Resources Development in relation to the project work force build-up and of any 
significant changes to work force projections. Local authorities will be advised 
of any changes to the original forecasts. 

PUBLIC SECTOR EMPLOYMENT - YOUNG PEOPLE UNDER 25 YEARS 
Apprentices. Trainees. Cadets. Other 

323. Mr BROWN to the Premier: 

(1) In the state public sector how many young people aged between -

(a) 16 years and 21 years (both inclusive); 

(b) 22 years and 25 years (both inclusive), 

are employed? 

(2) How many young people between the ages of -

(a) 16 years and 21 years (both inclusive); 

(b) 22 years and 25 years (both inclusive), 

are employed as -

(c) apprentices; 

(d) trainees; 

(e) cadets; 

(f) in some other form of formal employment-training arrangement? 

(3) How many young people aged between -

(a) 16 years and 21 years (both inclusive); 

(b) 22 years and 25 years (both inclusive); 
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are employed by businesses/contraclOrs/persons on contract work obtained from and 
funded by the State Government? 

(4) Since February 1993 how many new-
(a) apprenticeships; 
(b) traineeships; 

(c) cadetships; 

(d) employment places, 

has the State Government created in the state public seclOr for young people aged 
between -
(i) 16 years and 21 years (both inclusive); 

(ii) 22 years and 25 years (both inclusive)? 
Me COURT replied: 

(1) (a)-(b) No central records are kept on the number of employees by age across the whole 
of the Western Australian public sec lOr. Based on information available as at 
June 1995, an estimated 9 per cent of the Public Service was aged less than 25 
years. There are no validated figures for the age groups 16-21 or 22-25 years. 

(2) (c) Apprentices -
(a) 208 
(b) 76 

Trainees -
(a) 220 
(b) 149 

(2) (e)-(f) The Western Austrdlian Department of Training is responsible for the Industrial 
Act. Under this Act indentured apprentices and trainees are required to be 
registered with the department. The department does not collate data on 
cadctships or other forms of formal youth employment or training as there is no 
requirement for registration under the Act Data is also sourced from the 
Australian Bureau of Statistics; however, there are no ABS statistics available 
which would delineate cadetships from other forms of employment-based 
training arrangements. 

(3) As many government agencies employ young people in the categories specified, I am not 
prepared to divert considerable resources lo provide the requested information. 

(4) (a) Apprenticeships -
(i) 354 
(ii) 76 

(b) Traineeships -
(i) 512 
(ii) 149 

(c) 11 
(d) (i) 4 

(ii) 7 

AIR CHARTER CONTRACTS - COSTS; MONITORING 
361. Me McGINTY to the Premier: 

(1) What was the lOtal cost of government chartered aircraft during the years -
(a) 1993; 

(b) 1994; 

(c) 1995? 

(2) What measures are in place lo ensure that the chartering of aireraft is not abused? 
Mr COURT replied: 

c 

(1) The total cost of chartered aircraft used by all government agencies is not readily 
available as the program budgeting format used throughout the public seclOr does not 
provide expenditure at the level of detail sought. i am not prepared lo direct considerable 
resources to obtain the information requested. However, the member would be aware 
that following a tender process arranged through the State Supply Commission the 
Government has a contract with Maroomba Air Service for the provision of ministerial 
air charter services. The contrdct which provides access to both a Beechcraft Super 
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Kingair 200 and a Citation V Jet involves an annual cost of just over $1.2m. This 
compares favourably with the arrangement entered into by the previous Labor 
Government which cost $1.7m per annum. 

(2) As is the case of agencies' expenditure generally in the public sector, the chartering of 
aircraft is subject to the constraints set down in the Financial Administration and AucUt 
Act 1985. As such, chartering of aircraft is subject to audit both by agencies' internal 
auditors and the Office of the Auditor General. In addition, the mmisterial air charter 
arrangements are coordinated by the Office of State Administration which requires that 
all bookihgs of the aircraft are subject to a certification that the charter is for official 
government/ministerial business. 

JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - ROWE REPORT 
Ryan. Michael. Appointment; McCotter. Denzil. Placement: 

443. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Public Sector Management: 

(1) Further to question on notice 1216 of 1995, did Mr Will Rowe allege in his report that-

(a) the Director General of the Ministry of Justice arranged with Mr Chester Burton 
(formerly of the Building Management Authority to have one Michael Ryan 
appointed to the BMA on a twelve month contract; 

(b) the Director General would appoint Mr Michael Ryan to a senior position within 
the Ministry of Justice once the Public Sector Management Bill was passed; 

(c) the Director General was (at the time of the report) expected to make Dr Denzil 
McCotter's position of Executive Director virtually impossible? 

(2) In light of the subsequent -

(a) appointment of Mr Michael Ryan to a senior position within the Ministry of 
Justice; 

(b) placement of Dr Denzil McCotter outside the Ministry of Justice, 

why was the report of Mr Rowe dismissed? 

(3) In light of subsequent events, will an inquiry now be established into the matters raised in 
the Rowe report? 

Mr COURT replied: 

(1) These mallers fall within the jurisdiction of the Public Service Commissioner. 

(2) Mr Rowe's letter has not been dismissed. The matters were and remain within the 
jurisdiction of the Public Service Commissioner, Dr Ken Michael. 

(3) The matters raised are under review by the Public Service Commissioner, Dr Ken 
Michael. 

POLICE SERVICE - CIVILIANISATION OF 300 POSITIONS, SAVINGS 

533. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Police: 

What cost savings will be achieved by the civilianisation of 300 positions in the police service 
rather than recruiting or training 300 officers to meet the 800 police officer commitment given in 
the 1993 state election. 

Mr WIESE replied: 

There will be notional savings from the civilianisation of 300 sworn positions, but this is not 
readily quantifiable. Also, there are considerable benefits in trained and experienced police 
officers engaged in administrative!clcrical and nonoperational duties being returned to front line 
policing. 

POLICE SERVICE - DELTA REVIEW 

534. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Police: 

(1) Has the Delta review caused a reduction of promotional opportunities for many in the 
police service? 

(2) If so, are pay scales within classifications to be broadened or changed to reflect this 
change? 

(3) If no to (2), why not? 

(4) If yes to (2), when? 

Mr WIESE replied: 

(1) The Delta review will lead to a flattening of the organisational structure of the Western 
Australia Police Service through the reduction in the levels of management, particularly 
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at commissioned officer level. The 1994 seoping review of the W A Police Service 
completed by Arthur Andersen consultants reported that the structure of the organisation 
was excessively tall with too many reporting levels (ranks) which contributed to 
inefficiencies. Additionally, the Western Australia Police Service had the highest ratio of 
commissioned officers to approved sLrength of any police service in Australia. 
Government has approved a voluntary early retirement seheme to assist the police service 
in right sizing the number of commissioned officer positions. 

(2)-(4) A review of remuneration has been undertaken and the new pay scales are reflected in the 
Enterprise Agreement for Police Act Employees 1996 which has been registered with the 
Western Australian Industrial Relations Commission. 

(3) Not applicable. 

POLICE SERVICE - POllCE NEWS 

538. Mi' CATANIA to the Minister for Police: 
(1) Does the March issue of Police News state "the old principles of communication, 

negotiation and discussion seem to have been lost somewhere in the rush for change"? 
(2) Does the Minister concur with this? 

(3) Can the Minister advise when he last met, during the last three years, with the Police 
Union which represents 99 per cent of the Police Service? 

Mr WIESE replied: 

(1) I refer the member to page 10 of the March 1996 edition of Police News (the official 
publication of the Western Australian Police Union of Workers). 

(2) No. 

(3) I am happy to meet with all unions representing employees of the W A Police Service 
whenever they request, and have conveyed this information personally to pas and present 
union leadership. To date I have received no request for a meeting. For the information 
of the member, I would like to point out that the WA Police Union of Workers represents 
sworn officers only. Several other unions represent the unsworn members of the WA 
Police Service. 

POLICE SERVICE - POllCE NEWS 

544. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Police: 

(1) With reference to the March issue of Police News, does the Police Union President, 
Mr MJ. Riley, state "Morale is generated within an organisation such as ours by the 
collective effect of individuals. Individuals who are satisfied in their working 
environment and are looking forward to the future with a degree of enthusiasm, generate 
high morale. My observations have convinced me that this is not the case"? 

(2) Does the Minister agree with this statement? 

(3) If so, what action does he intend taking? 

(4) If not, why not? 

Mr WIESE replied: 

(1) I refer the member to page 1 of the March 1996 edition of Police News, the official 
publication of the Western AusLralian Police Union of Workers. 

(2) I do not agree with the observation made. 

(3) Not applicable. 

(4) It is my observation that police offices around the State believe that the level of support 
now being provided to them by this Government is vastly greater than they received 
under the previous Government In addition they voted overwhelmingly to accept the 
enterprise bargaining agreement recently formalised. This agreement has given them a 
pay rise of up to 17 per cent over the next two years and has put the Western Australia 
Police Service pay levels among the highest of any jurisdiction in AUSLralia. 

POLICE SERVICE - INTERNAL WORK SPY CAMERAS, DEMONSTRATIONS 
TO MUNICIPAL COUNCILS 

662. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Police: 

(1) Which police branch has been responsible for demonstrating how to use "internal work 
spy cameras" to municipal councils? 

(2) What is the purpose of the demonstrdtion? 

(3) What is the name of the company producing the cameras? 
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(4) What is the arrangement between that company and the police? 

(5) How many other companies manufacture this type of camera? 

Mr WIESE replied: 

The Commissioner of Police advises the following -

(1) The forensic technical unit of the police forensic branch. 

(2) The purppse of the demonstration is to familiarise councillors with the type of equipment 
suitable for detecting criminal activities within the council boundaries. 

(3) Video surveillance equipment demonstrated to the municipal councils by the forensic 
technical unit include the following manufacturers: Watec, Sony, American Dynamics, 
Cosmicar and Kowa. Vidco surveillance equipment demonstrated to the municipal 
councils by the forensic technical unit is available through the following distributors: 
Javelin Electronics Pty Ltd, Interactive Security Pty Ltd and Security Wholesale Pty Ltd. 

(4) There is no arrangement between the forensic technical unit and any of the companies 
listed in (3). 

(5) Numerous companies in addition to those listed in (3). 

As part of general Police Service efforts to prevent crime and apprehend perpetrators the forensic 
technical unit has sought to encourage local government participation in the fight against crime by 
demonstrating the type of vidco surveillance equipment which is available for the detection of 
such offences as graffiti, vandalism and the damaging and theft of council and other property. 
Experience has shown that where such equipment is installed the level of offences is substantially 
lower and the number of offenders apprehended rises significantly. 

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN DEPARTMENT OF TRAINING - ADULT 
MIGRANT EDUCATION DEPARTMENT, PHOTOCOPIER DISPOSAL 

778. Mr PENDAL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Employment and Training: 

I refer to an article in the Sunday Times of 21 April 1996 on the sale of a near new Canon NP7550 
photocopier by the Adult Migrant Education Department and ask -

(a) did the Minister's department or one under his control put the copier up for sale; 

(b) if so, for what reason; 

(c) when was the copier purchased; 

(d) what was the purchase price; 

(e) what was its condition at the time of the action; 

(f) what guidelines, if any, apply to officers in the department in the sale of such equipment; 

(g) were the guidelines followed in this case; 

(h) will the Minister initiate an investigation to ensure that equipment of this kind is not sold 
simply to exhaust departmental funds at the end of a financial year? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 

The Minister for Employment and Training has provided the following response -

(a) No. The Western Australian Department of Training has advised that the Adult Migrant 
Education Service disposed of a Canon NP 7550 to the Government Disposal Store in 
April 1992, after having been in high volume continuous use for five years. However, 
staff at the Government Disposal Store advise that they have no records of having sold a 
Canon NP 7550 in the past 12 months. 

(b)-(h) Not applicable. 

POLICE SERVICE - POLICE NEWS 

844. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Police: 

(1) Docs the Minister agree with the statement by the Secretary of the Police Union, Mr Bob 
Stirling, in the March edition of Police Unions, that "officers .... have a commitment to 
their work which probably has no equal apart from those in the nursing profession. 
Perhaps that is why it appears management believes they can be so easily manipulated 
that pride in their work, in the service to the public, will overcome revulsion in that 
manipulation "? 

(2) If not, why not? 

Mr WIESE replied: 

(1)-(2) This is an extract from an article in Police News - official publication of the WA Police 
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Union of Workers - which merely expresses the view of the union secretary. I believe 
the vast majority of police officers are dedicated and hard working. I do not believe it 
would be appropriate to make comparisons between professions. 

SOLAR POwER STATIONS - KALBARRI; INCREASE PLANS 

865. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Energy: 

(1) Has the Kalbarri solar power station been a successful venture? 

(2) What plans are there to increase the number of these solar power stations throughout 
rural Western Australia? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 
(1) The Kalbarri solar power station is proving to be a successful research and demonstration 

project of solar energy connected to an electricity grid through a leading edge power 
conditioning system developed in Western Australia. 

(2) While the Kalbarri site has been designed for further expansion to allow testing of 
improved solar technologies, Western Power does not have any immediate plans to 
increase the number of solar power facilities throughout rural Western Australia due to 
the high cost of solar power in comparison to power generated by conventional means. 

ROTTNEST ISLAND - WIND FARM INQUIRY 

866. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Energy: 

(1) When were discussions held with the Rottnest Island Authority to establish a 
commercially viable wind farm? 

(2) What is the timetable for building the wind farm? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 

(1) Initial discussions were held betwecn Western Power and the Rottnest Island Authority in 
November 1994 concerning Western Power consulting services examining the suitability 
of wind power for Rottnest Island. Consulting work, including wind monitoring, 
commenced in December 1994. 

(2) Western Power is currently preparing a report for the Rottnest Island Authority on the 
wind regime at Rottnest and its implications for the economics of wind power generation. 
The decision to further investigate the wind farm potential at Rottnest Island rests with 
the Rottnest Island Authority. 

POWER - WASTE HEAT AND GASES USE, POLICY INITIATIVES 

869. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Energy: 

(1) What policy initiatives have been introduced to encourage enterprises to fully utilise 
waste heat and gases for power generation and sale? 

(2) When were these policy initiatives introduced? 

(3) Is the Minister satisfied that all options in this area have been exhausted? 
Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 

(1) Separation of SECWA into AlintaGas and Western Power, together with opening access 
to gas and electricity transmission will encourage cogeneration and combined heat and 
power systems. 

(2) SECW A was split in January 1995. Access to gas transmission began in January 1995 
for customers with new gas requirements of 1 000 TJ/year or more at one site. From 
January 1996 this was extended to all customers with a requirement of 1 000 TJ/year or 
more at one site. In February 1996 a schedule was announced for opening access to 
Western Power's electricity transmission and distribution systems. 

(3) No. 

ENERGY CONSERVATION - HOUSING AND COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENTS 

871. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Energy: 

(1) What policies have been introduced to ensure that building positioning is taken into 
account when planning subdivisions and developments? 

(2) If none has been introduced, when docs the Minister expect this to be completed? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 

(1) None. 

(2) The Western Australian community code currently being developed by the Minister for 

:~~ 
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Planning in Western Australia, and approximately 12 months away from being launched, 
will provide detailed requirements for development of housing estates and other 
community developments. Energy conserving issues will be included. 

POLICE SERVICE - DNA TESTING OF SEX ASSAULT SUSPECTS 

1014. Mr DAY to the Minister for Police: 

I refer to an article in The West Australian on 24 April 1996, regarding proposed increased Police 
powers to allow rOJ.ltine DNA testing of sex assault suspects and ask -

(a) what will be the minimum rank of a police officer with authority to order such a test; 

(b) under what Act of Parliament will such authority exist; 

(c) what will happen to the sample results of someone who is found to be innocent; 

(d) if the sample or results will be destroyed, under whose supervision'! 

Mr WIESE replied: 

These issues are yet to be finalised as the proposed legislation is still at the developmental stage. 
Consideration is being given to the provisions of the commonwealth Crimes Amendment 
(Forensic Procedures) Bill 1995 and similar other legislation in other States. 

POLICE SERVICE - ENTERPRISE AGREEMENT 

1043. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Labour Relations: 

(1) Is the Minister aware of an article that appeared on 27 April 1996 in The West Australian 
concerning police officers voting in favour of an enterprise deal? 

(2) Have police officers been offered a wage increase of 17 per cent? 

(3) If not, exactly what wage increase has been offered? 

(4) Precisely what trade-offs have police officers been required to concede to obtain the 
increase? 

(5) What is the monetary value, as a percentage of a police officer's nonnal income, of the 
trade-offs? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

(1) Yes. 

(2)-(3) An enterprise agrecment between the Western Australian Police Union and the Minister 
for Police was registered in the Western Australian Industrial Relations Commission on 
1 May 1996. The agreement provides for a wage increase of 10 per cent to police 
officers with effect from 3 May 1996, with a further 7 per cent from 3 May 1997, subject 
to the achievement of specific productivity targets contained within the agreement. 

(4) The only trade off contained in the agreement is the buy back of 12 accrued time off days 
per annum. 

(5) A monetary value to the trade off was not allocated as part of the enterprise bargaining 
negotiations. 

UNEMPLOYMENT - MEDIA STATEMENT, 11 APRIL 
Employment Growth in Communications, Cultural Recreation Services. Retail Trade 

1044. Mr BROWN to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Employment and Training: 

(1) Did the Minister issue a media statement on 11 April 1996 concerning the unemployment 
rate in Western Australia? 

(2) In the media statement did the Minister say the labour force survey showed the fastest 
growing industries over the previous year had been communications, cultural recreation 
services and the retail trade? 

(3) Precisely what policies, initiatives or stimulus has the State Government provided to the -

(a) communications industry; 
(b) cultural and recreational services; 
(c) retail trade, 

that would account for the employment growth in these industries? 

(4) Is it true to say that these industries have grown as a consequence of a variety of factors 
either -

(a) unrelated; 
(b) only marginally related, 

to state government policies? 
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Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 

The Minister for Employment and Training has provided the following response -

(1 )-(2) Yes. 

(3) The State Government is strongly committed to enhancing employment opportunities for 
all Western Australians. The Government has fine tuned its training and employment 
delivery and made it more industry driven and responsive. It has developed and 
implemented policies encouraging business and employment in various industry growth 
sectors with particular emphasis on small enterprises. Initiatives undertaken include: 
Providing approximately $1.6m worth of funding to industry training councils in 
1995-96. The development of the ITC network has clarified more clearly the current and 
future needs of industry; the further development of a competitive training market, which 
commenced in 1993 and further expanded during 1995 with $7.7m allocated to 
purchasing training places by public tender. This has created greater diversity in the 
vocational training market and led to significant improvements in relevant industry skill 
acquisition; and providing $3.5m annually to fund a network of 46 labour market 
programs which assist unemployed people to aecess further education and employment 
opportunities, particularly in high growth industry sectors: 

Communications sector: The communications industry has continued to experience 
growth despite a depressed national and global economic environment Factors affecting 
the performance of this industry include the globalisation of the industry, microeconomic 
reform, increased competition, rapid advances in technologies, expansion in range of 
services and a decrease in user costs. Specific relevant projects instigated by the State 
Government include the second stage development of the Advanced Manufacturing 
Technology Centre brought on stream in 1995, which has attracted specific industry 
training in electronics, computer and electrical engineering; the breadth and depth of 
training opportunities have been increased in the printing industry with the introduction 
of a private training provider, a pre-press skills centre and the entrance of the AMTC into 
graphic pre-press training; and the management of a national project by the AMTC to 
determine the training needs of emerging and high growth industries. 

Cultural and recreational services sector: State government initiatives in the cultural and 
recreational services sector include establishing a cooperative multimedia centre in 
Western Australia at the AMTC with an allocation of $8.4m over three years to develop 
education, training and research in multimedia technologies specifically designated to act 
as a eatalyst for new multimedia and media technology small businesses; and placing a 
strong focus on the provision of a wide range of programs and services for Aboriginal 
communities. The State Government, recognising the need for Aboriginal community 
development, particularly those in remote areas, allocated a total of $7.8m in 1994-95 to 
a range of capital works projects. 

Retail sector: State government initiatives in the retail sector include the establishment 
of the South East Retailing Training Centre in 1995 which has provided training for 
students enrolled in the certificate and advanced certifieate retail C9urses and given hands 
on experience in the retail industry for the region; the commencement of a national 
project to determine competency levels and provide TAPE qualifications for the retail 
sector through the Department of Training - "Skills Development and Recognition for the 
Retail Sector"; and implementing the government purchasing charter to create an open 
and competitive environment for government business, particularly small entrepreneurs 
in the retail sector. 

(4) As with all economies which are increasingly globaJised, many factors affecting the 
world economy and trade have contributed to employment growth in these sectors. State 
government policy is an important variable in encouraging this employment growth. 

FIREARMS - LICENCES, FEES 

1054. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Police: 

(1) How much have gun licences been increased in each of the last three financial years? 

(2) How much will gun licences be in the 1996-97 financial year? 

Mr WIESE replied: 

(1) The respective firearm licence fces, for the individual, for the last three financial years 
are -

1993-94 - $19 - no increase 
1994-95 - $20 - $1 increase 
1995-96 - $22 - $2 incrcase 

(2) It is expected that, after review, the 1996-97 fee for a frrearm licence will be set at 
between $23 and $25. 
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ALINT AGAS - FREMANTLE DOCKERS, SPONSORSHIP AGREEMENT 

1055. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Energy: 
(1) Does AlintaGas have a sponsorship agreement with the Fremantle Dockers? 

(2) What is the duration of this agreement? 

(3) What docs AlintaGas pay to the Dockers pursuant to the agreement? 

(~) What beIl~fits or rights docs the agreement confer on AlintaGas? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 

(1) Yes. 

(2) Two years. The agreement expires at the end of 1997. 

(3) The cost of the sponsorship agreement is subject to a confidentiality clause between the 
Fremantle Football Club and AlintaGas. 

(4) Benefits of the sponsorship include oval signage and exposure, advertising and 
promotion using the Dockers, and corporate entertainment. 

LIQUID NATURAL GAS (LPG) - EXPORTS FROM NORTH WEST SHELF 
REGION, FUTURE DEVELOPMENT STRATEGY 

1057. Mr RIPPER to the MinisLer for Resources Development: 

(1) Docs the Stale Government have a preferred strategy for the future development of liquid 
natural gas exports from the North West Shelf region? 

(2) If yes, what is the Government's preferred strategy? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 
(1) Yes. 

(2) That any LNG export project is commercialIy viable without the need for government 
support and that existing infrastructure is preferably used to capacity before additional 
infrastructure is constructed. This mcans that the State would welcome a combined 
NortI:t West Shelf/Gorgon LNG project but would accept separate development if that 
were the commercial outcome of the present discussions between the respective joint 
venturers. 

ROTTNEST ISLAND - DRAFT MANAGEMENT PLAN 

1070. Dr CONSTABLE to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Tourism: 

(1) When will the draft management plan for Rottnest Island be completed? 

(2) Will the management plan be tabled in Parliament? 
(3) If no to (2), why not? 

(4) Bearing in mind the $500 000 per annum cost of transporting the Island's waste to the 
mainland, will the Rottnest Island Authority be implementing recommendations 54 and 
55 of the report of the Selcct Committee on Recycling and Waste Management? 

Mrs PARKER replied: 
The Minister for Tourism has provided the following response -

(1) The draft management plan for Rouncst Island is expected to be completed by August 
1996. 

(2) No. 

(3) This action is not required within the provisions of the Rottnest Island Authority Act 
1987. 

(4) The Rottnest Island Authority is currently considering a range of options for managing 
the waste product on the island. The actual strategy has not yet been decided but is under 
active consideration for early implementation. 

FAMILY AND CHILDREN'S SERVICES - "FUSION" SERVING CHILDREN IN 
CITY OF CANNING; LOCAL RESIDENTS ACCOMMODATION FOR HOMELESS 

STUDENTS 
1079. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Family and Children's Services: 

(1) How many children in the City of Canning has "Fusion" served in-

(a) 1993; 

(b) 1994; 
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(c) 

(d) 

1995; 
19% to date? 

(2) How many this year attend-
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(a) Cannington Senior High School; 
(b) Willeuon Senior High School; 
(c) Rossmoyne Senior High School; 

(d) Lynwood Senior High School; 

(e) others? 
(3) How many local residents have provided accommodation and support for otherwise 

homeless school students in each year? 

Mrs EDW ARDES replied: 
(1) Referrals from Family and Children's Services include-

(a) One 
(b) One 
(c)-(d) Nil. 

(2) Nil. 
(3) This information is not available from Family and Children's Services. 

FAMILY AND CHILDREN'S SERVICES - CHILD CARE 
New Places; New Child Care Centres, Funding 

1080. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Family and Children's Services: 
(1) Is the Government honouring the agreement it made in January with the former Federal 

Government for 2 650 new child care places? 

(2) If not, why not? 
(3) How many of those places are for-

(a) long day care (under five year olds); 
(b) out of school (five to 12 year olds)? 

(4) How many new child care centres are to be funded and where will they be located? 

(5) Have expressions of interest been called for? 

Mrs EDW ARDES replied: 
(1) Yes; however, the commitment is for 2 649 places. 

(2) Not applicable. 
(3) (a) 940. 

(b) 1 709. 
(4) The exact number of centres is unknown; this depends on the particular needs of each 

locality identified as requiring child care centres or places. The location of 207 places 
has been announced and the planning for the location of a further 76 places is to 
commence in the ncar future. It is planned that a further 247 places will be implemented 
in 1997 and the remaining 410 places in 1998. 

Manjimup (new service) 
Onslow (new service) 
Mt Barker (new service) 
Donnybrook (new service) 
Australind (new service) 
Lingalonga Child Care Centre 
Ewin Community Centre child eare services 
Karratha child care 
Len Taplin Day Care Centre 
Treloar Child Care Centre 

18 places 
19 places 
24 places 
23 places 
37 places 
15 places 
9 places 
23 places 
22 places 
17 places 

(5) No. The long day care program is administered by the Commonwealth which does not 
use an expressions of interest process; it uses a needs based planning process. When a 
location of services has been identified expressions of interest to participate on 
management committces is sought through public meetings. 
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FAMILY AND CHILDREN'S SERVICES - CHILD CARE CENTRES 
Market Research into Locations Required; New. Building Restrictions 

1082. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Family and Children's Services: 

(1) Has any market research been done-

(a) tx!fore; 

(b) after; 

February'1993 to establish districts/suburbs where child care centres are required? 

(2) Is it time to say that 98 per cent of needs for child care are now being met? 

(3) If that is so, are there any curbs on the building of new centres? 

(4) If yes, what are they? 

Mrs EDW ARDES replied: 
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(1) The provision of places through the expanded national child care strategy is determined 
by a needs based planning process. Decisions are made by the State Planning 
Consultative Commiucc which is administered by the Commonwealth Department of 
Health and Family Services. The committee last met in December 1995. It is the 
responsibility of prospective owners of private centres to seek their own information 
about needs for child care. Information on supply of places can be made available to 
prospective child care operators through the Departments of Family and Children's 
Services and Health and Family Services. 

(2) Could the memtx!r please provide more information, including a source, for the figure of 
98 per cent. 

(3)-(4) The responsibility for determining the location of services lies with prospective owners 
or, in the case of community based services, the State and Federal Governments. This is 
tx!st achieved through provision of information rather than through bureaucratic and 
legislative control. 

SMALL BUSINESS - NORTH WEST 
Industrial Land at Reasonable Prices 

1091. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Lands: 

What action has the Government taken since 4 February 1993 to provide suitable industrial land at 
a reasonable price for small businesses in the north west? 

Mr KIERA TH rcplied: 

Release of 23 serviced industrial lots at Wedgefield-Port Hedland pends clearance under the future 
Acts requirements of the Native Title Act. Pricing will be at market value as determined by the 
Valuer General. Twenty-eight serviced industrial lots are available in Karratha at an average price 
of $19 750. Six serviced industrial lots are available in Newman at an average price of $31400. 
Proposals for development of industrial land at Wickham and Onslow are subject to negotiation 
under the Native Title Act. 

VALUATIONS - APPEAL RIGHTS TO COMMERCIAL TENANTS 

1100. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Fair Trading: 

(1) Has the Government taken any action to give valuation appeal rights to commercial 
tenants since 4 February 1993? 

(2) If not, why not? 

(3) If so-

(a) what action has the Government taken; 

(b) on what dale was the action taken? 
Mrs EDW ARDES replied: 

(1)-(3) The Ministry of Fair Trading advise that this matter relates to the Valuation and Land 
Act which is administered by the Minister for Finance. Therefore I suggest the member 
directs this question to that Minister for the information he requires. 

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES HOUSING AUTHORITY - TENANTS 
PURCHASING PROPERTIES 

1109. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Housing: 

(1) Is there a fcc applicable to Government Employee Housing Authority tenants who wish 
to purchase a property? 
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(2) If so, 

(a) what is the value of the fee; 

(b) what is the purpose of the fee; 

(c) on what date was the fee introduced? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

(1) Yes. 

(2) (a) 

(b) 

$250. 
Its purpose is to limit applications only to the genuine buyers. If a tenant 
proceeds with the application the fee goes towards the purchase of the property. 
If they do not proceed it is used to partly offset the cost of processing an 
application. 

(c) July 1993. 
GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES HOUSING AUTHORITY - TENANTS 

PURCHASING PROPERTIES 

1110. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Housing: 
When are the valuations applicable to tenants wishing to purchase Government Employee 
Housing Authority properties to be carried out? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 
When a tenant applies to purchase a property the authority fIrstly verifies title details and that 
there are no impediments to its sale. Valuations are organised immediately after the checks have 
been satisfied. 

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES HOUSING AUTHORITY - TENANTS 
PURCHASING PROPERTIES 

1111. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Housing: 
(1) Do housing purchases by tenants of Government Employee Housing Authority properties 

require the approval of the Minister? 

(2) If so, why? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

(1) Yes. 
(2) Property is normally sold by tender or auction. The principle being that the public has an 

opportunity to purchase iL. It has been long established government practice that 
property sold direct to a person/organisation be subject to ministerial approval as the 
public's opportunity to purchase it has been removed. It serves as a check on the agency 
selling the property. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - STAFF; PROGRAMS FUNDED, IN PORT 
HEDLAND, SOUTH HEDLAND, TOM PRICE, PARABURDOO, MARBLE BAR, 

NULLAGINE 

1139. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Family and Children's Services: 

What are -
(a) the number of departmental staff in departments under the Minister's control located in 

the following towns -

(i) Port Hedland; 
(ii) South Hedland; 
(iii) Tom Price; 
(iv) Paraburdoo; 
(v) Marble Bar; 
(vi) Nullagine; 

(b) the classifications of those staff; 
(c) the programs currently being funded in the towns listed in (a), in the departments under 

the Minister's control? 

Mrs EDW ARDES replied: 

(a) (i) 7 persons 
(ii) 15 persons 
(iii) 3 persons 
(iv) 1 person 



(b) 

(v) 
(vi) 

(i) 

3 persons 
Nil 

1 x level 9 
3 x levelS 
1 x level 4 
1 x level 2 
1 x levell 

(ii) 1 IX level 7 
1 x level 6 
4 x levelS 
1 x level 4 
5 x level 2/4 
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1 x level 2 
1.395 x level 1 

(iii) 1 x level 1 
2 x level 2/4 

(iv) 1 x level 2/4 

(v) 1.132 x level 1 
1 x level 2/4 

(vi) Not applicable. 

(c) The non-government funded programs are-
(i) Hedlund Women's Refuge 

(ii) East Pilbara Youth Council- Youth Accommodation 
Salvation Army Men's Night Shelter 
Bloodwood Emergency Accornmodation-
currently suspended 
Relationships Australia - Family Counselling 
Pilbara Community Legal Service -
Financial Counselling 
Youth Involvement Council- Youth Counselling 

(iii) Nintirri Neighbourhood Centre - Family Support 
Pilbara Mobile Counselling - Family Counselling 
Nintirri 4 year old program 
Tom Price Youth 

(iv) Karingal Neighbourhood Centre 
Karingal 4 year old program 
Paraburdoo Youth 

(v)-(vi) 
Nil. 

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - STAFF; PROGRAMS FUNDED, IN PORT 
HEDLAND, SOUTH HEDLAND, TOM PRICE, PARABURDOO, MARBLE BAR, 

NULLAGINE 
Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Seniors: 
What are-

29S1 

(a) the number of departmental staff in departments under the Minister's control located in 
the following towns -

(i) Port Hedlund; 
(ii) South Hedland; 
(iii) Tom Price; 
(iv) Paraburdoo; 
(v) Marble Bar; 
(vi) Nullagine; 

(b) the classifications of those staff; 

(c) the programs currently being funded in the towns listed in (a), in the departments under 
the Minister's control? 

EDW ARDES replied: 

(a) Nil. 

(b)-(c) Not applicable. 
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - STAFF; PROGRAMS FUNDED, IN PORT 
HEDLAND, SOUTH HEDLAND, TOM PRICE, PARABURDOO, MARBLE BAR, 

NULLAGINE 

1143. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Women's Interests: 

What are-

(a) the number of departmental staff in departments under the Minister's control located in 
the following towns -

(i) Port Hedland; 

(ii) South Hedland; 

(iii) Tom Price; 

(iv) Paraburdoo; 

(v) Marble Bar; 

(vi) Nullagine; 

(b) the classifications of those staff; 

(c) the programs currently being funded in the towns listed in (a), in the departments under 
the Minister's control? 

Mrs EDW ARDES replied: 

(a) Nil. 

(b) Not applicable. 

(c) Nil. 

PASTORAL BOARD - MEMBERSHIP; PILBARA REGION 

1164. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Lands: 

(1) Who are the members of the Pastoral Board? 

(2) On what date was each member appointed? 

(3) By whom was it recommended that each member be appointed? 

(4) Is there a representative of the Pilbara region of Western Australia on the board? 

(2) If not: 

(a) 

(b) 

(3) If so: 

(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

(d) 

why not; 

by what processes are the interests of the Pilbara region determined by the 
board? 

who is that representative; 

what qualifications docs that representative have to represent the Pilbara region; 

by whom was that representative nominated; 

on what date was that representative appointed? 

(4) What are the processes used by this board to solicit the views of the residents of the 
Pilbara when decisions are made? 

(5) What consultative processes are in place for this board to deal with the residents of the 
Pilbara? 

(6) Has this board visited the Pilbara Region since 6 February 1993? 

(7) If not, why not? 

(8) If so-

(a) What towns in the Pilbara Region have been visited by this board, since 
6 February 1993; 

(b) What was/were the purpose/s of the visit/s; 

(c) With whom did the board mect during its visit/s? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

(1)-(2) Mr L.M. Kelly 
Dr G.A. Robertson 

Chairman appointed 1.7.93 
Member ex-officio 
(CEO Agriculture Western Australia) 



(3) 

(4) 

(5) 
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Mr J.A. de Pledge 
Mr J .M. Priee 

Member appointed 1.7.93 
Deputy member for Mr J .A. de Pledge 
appointed 1.7.93 

Mr D. Halleen Member appointed 28.2.95 
Deputy member for Mr D. Halleen 
appointed 1.7.93 

Mr L.K. Polmear 

MrW. Rose Member appointed 28.2.95 

All memb,crs with the exception of Dr Robertson were recommended for appointment by 
the Ministbr for Lands. 
No. 

(a) Pastoral Board memberships are not appointed on the basis of representation of 
a particular regiofl of the State. There are currently two industry members on 
the board. However, membership is likely to be expanded in the future. 

(b) Mr J .A. de Pledge is a pastoralist residing on Mandora Station situated between 
Broome and Port Hedland. Mr de Pledge has a sound knowledge of the Pilbara 
pastoral region. 

Mr W. Rose was the DOLA regional manager for the Pilbara for four years from 
1984-1988 and also has a sound knowledge of the Pilbara. He is currently the 
manager, regional operations branch and oversees all DOLA regional managers. 

(6) Not applicable. 

(7)-(8) Should the board require the views of residents of the Pilbara region and Pilbara 
pastoralists, input would be sought through industry organisations and land conservation 
district committees. 

(9) No. 

(10) The board obtains reliable information as required from the Karratha district office of 
Agriculture Western Australia and member, Mr de Pledge. The cost of sending the board 
to the Pilbara has therefore not been considered warranted. 

(11) Not applicable. 

FAMILY AND CHILDREN'S SERVICE - Pll..BARA REGION, BUDGET 
ALLOCATION; COMMUNITY ORGANISATIONS, FUNDING 

1167. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Family and Children's Services: 

(1) What communilY based groups/organisations receive funding from the Minister's 
department to operate programs in the towns of -
(a) Port Hedland; 

(b) South Hedland; 
(c) Marble Bar; 

(d) Nullagine; 

(e) Telfer? 

(2) Which community groups/organisalions are funded in each town? 

(3) For what progmms arc the community groups/organisations funded to perform in each 
town? 

(4) What funding in dollar terms is provided to each group in each town? 

(5) What is the tOlal budget allocation of the Department for Family and Children's Services 
for the Pilbara region? 

Mrs EDW ARDES replied: 

(1) (a) Port Hedland -
Hedland Women's Refuge. 

(b) South Hedland -
East Pilbam Youth Council 
Salvation Army Men's Night Shelter 
Bloodwood Tree Accommodation (suspended) 
Relalionships Australia 
Pilbara Community Legal Service 
Youth Involvement Council. 

(c)-(e) Nil. 

(2) See (1). 
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Port Hedland - Hedland Women's Refuge: Emergency accommodation for 
victims of domestic violence. 

(b) South Hedland -

East Pilbara Youth Council: Provides emergency accommodation and support 
to homeless young people throughout the district. 

Salvation Army Men's Night Shelter: Provides emergency accommodation to 
men who are homeless and in crisis (port and South Hedland only). The service 
will cease shortly. 

Bloodwood Trce: Provides emergency accommodation, meals and support to 
itinerant Aboriginal people in Port and South Hedland. These services are 
currently under voluntary suspension. 

Relationships Australia: Will shortly commence its sponsorship of the East 
Pilbara Rural Family Counsellor Service (taking over from Treloar Child Care 
Centre). 

Pilbara Community Legal Service: Provides fmancial counselling services to 
people in Port and South Hedland who are on low incomes and people 
experiencing financial difficulties under the poverty program. (A similar 
service operates in Newman with outreach to Marble Bar, Nullagine and 
Jigalong). 

Youth Involvement Council: Provides support, counselling and drop in centre 
services for young people from Port and South Hedland. 

(4) Hedland Women's Refuge $170259 
East Pilbara Youth Council 157 581 
Salvation Army Men's Night Shelter 48429 
Bloodwood Tree Accommodation 63 579 
Relationships Australia 62 440 
Pilbara Community Legal Service 47740 
Youth Involvement Council 105332 

(5) $2701 020. 

RESOURCES DEVELOPMENT, DEPARTMENT OF - OPINION POLLS 

1201. Mr RIPPER to the Minister for Resources Development 

(1) Was any opinion polling conducted for the department in financial years 1994-95 and 
1995-96? 

(2) Will any opinion polling be conducted for the department in 1996-97? 

(3) If yes, what issues will be surveyed and for each survey what costs will be incurred? 

MrC.1. BARNETT replied: 

(1) No. 

(2) Yes. 

(3) The Department of Resources Development will conduct limited stakeholder surveys as 
part of its performance measurement system. This will not involve any general 
community polling. The task of undertaking these surveys was put to tender on 25 May 
1996. As the opportunity to tender did not close until 6 June 1996 and those tenders are 
awaiting assessment, it is not yet possible to state what will be the cost to be incurred. 
DRD may also participate in a proposal by the Chamber of Minerals and Energy to 
conduct a survey of community attitudes towards the minerals industry. Issues and costs 
remain to be defined. 

LAND - LOT 186 ACOURT ROAD, LOTS 1,2, JOHNSTON ROAD, 
JANDAKOT, APPRO V ALS FOR SAND EXCAVATION; SOIL BLENDING 

1232. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Planning: 

(1) What approvals have been given and to which company/ies for the quarrying operations 
at lot 186 Acourt Road and lots 1 and 2 Johnston Road, Jandakot? 

(2) When was approval given? 

Mr LEWIS replied: 

(1) The City of Cockburn has granted planning approval for sand excavation and soil 
blending on lot 186 Acourt Road to Richgro Garden Products Pty Ltd. The council has 
also granted planning approval for sand excavation on lots 1 and 2 Johnston Road to 
Soils Ain't Soils Pty Ltd. 
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(2) Approvals for sand excavation and soil blending on lot 186 Acourt Road were granted on 
3 May 1986 and 22 July 1992 respectively. Approval for sand excavation on lots 1 and 2 
Johnston Road was granted on 2 April 1996. 

LAND - LOT 186 ACOURT ROAD, LOTS 1,2, JOHNSTON ROAD, 
JANDAKOT, APPRO V ALS FOR SAND EXCAVATION; SOIL BLENDING 

1234. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Planning: 

(1) What hours of operation have been approved for the operation of the quarries at lot 186 
Acourt Road and Lots 1 and 2 Johnston Road. Jandakot? 

(2) How late at night and how early in the morning are vehicles permitted to drive in and out 
of the sites along Acourt Drive? 

(3) Are those lots used for noxious industry? 

(4) If so, what added precautions must be adhered to? 

Mr LEWIS replied: 

(1) The current approval for sand excavation/soil blending on lot 186 contains a condition 
restricting hours of operation between 7.00 am and 6.00 pm from Monday to Saturday -
excluding public holidays. The approval for sand excavation on lots 1 and 2 Johnston 
Road docs not include a condition relating to the hours of operation. 

(2) The approvals do not specify conditions that regulate the hours that vehicles can ingress 
and egress the sites using Acourt Road. However, the sand excavation approved for lots 
1 and 2 Johnston Road contains a condition "That no activities causing noise or 
inconvenience to neighbours (including deliveries incoming and outgoing) being carried 
out after 6.00 pm and before 7.00 am Monday to Saturday, and not at all on Sunday". 

(3) Under the terms of the City of Cockburn town planning scheme the soil blending 
operation on lot 186 Acourt Road is deemed to be a noxious industry. Council has 
advised that no noxious industry is being carried out on lots 1 and 2 Johnston Road. 

(4) Thosc requirements stated in an offensive trade licence for the soil blending operation 
issued by council, and requirements nominated by the DEP and the Health Department 

FAMILY AND CHILDREN'S SERVICES - WARDSOFTHESTATE,DEATHS 

1254. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Family and Children's Services: 

In each month since July 1994, how many children who are wards of the State have died because 
of-

(a) suicide; 
(b) overdose of drugs; 
(c) high speed car chase; 
(d) violence; 
(e) natural causes; 
(1) other causes (pI case nominate)? 

Mrs EDW ARDES replied: 

Since July 1994 one ward is recorded to have died. This was in September 1994 and the child 
died due to natural causes - hepatitis A. 

LAND - LOTS 48, 35 BRIXTON STREET, LOT 106 WANAPING ROAD, 
KENWICK 

1261. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Lands: 

(1) Who owns Lot 48 and 35 Brixton Street, Kenwick and Lot 106, Wan aping Road, 
Kenwick? 

(2) When were these lots acquired by their current owners and for what purpose? 

(3) What was the sale price for Lot 48, Brixton Street, Kenwick (Certificate of Title Volume 
1342 Folio (67)? 

(4) What was the sale price for Lot 35, Brixton Street, Kenwick (Certificate of Title Volume 
471 Folio 56A)? 

(5) What was the sale price for Lot 106, Wanaping Road, Kenwick? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

(1)-(5) The information sought by the member is publicly available through the Department of 
Land Administration's customer remote search system. This service is provided through 
the Parliament House Library. 
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MINIM COVE DEVELOPMENT, MOSMAN PARK - EMERY AND 
ASSOCIATES, CONTRACT WITH LANDCORP, PAYMENTS 

1264. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Lands: 

(1) What fee will LandCorp pay Emery and Associates as project manager at the Minim 
Cove Site, Mosman Park? 

(2) What payments have been already made and on what dates? 

(3) At what time did discussions first begin with Mr Emery of Emery and Associates in 
regard to the contract with LandCorp? 

(4) What payments have been made by-

(a) LandCorp; 

(b) Octennial Holdings for any work already done on the site at Minim Cove, 
Mosman Park to 30 April 1996? 

(5) What-

(a) payment; 

(b) deposit; 

(c) guarantee is Octennial Holdings making to LandCorp in regard to its contingent 
liability for; 

(i) any litigation after sales of blocks at Minim Cove, Mosman Park; 

(ii) costs of recovery of the existing ground water contamination under Lot 
416; 

(iii) possible failure of the containment cell? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

(1) Emery and Associates are currently engaged as consultants by the authority, for the 
preparation of the subdivision design and the landscape design and supervision for the 
Minim Cove site at Mosman Park at a fee of $57 670. 

(2) Amounts and dates of payments made by the Western Australian Land Authority to 
Emery and Associates are as follows -
Date Amount 

19 August 1993 
2 September 1993 
24 September 1993 
12 November 1993 
17 January 1994 
2 May 1994 
29 December 1994 
24 February 1995 
24 February 1995 
11 July 1995 
14 September 1995 
14 November 1995 
8 February 1996 

$ 
6880 

12341 
5672 
4993 
6512 
3232 
8466 

760 
6334 
1600 
8000 

19757 
11674 

Payments made from and including 14 September 1995 relate to the preparation of the 
subdivision design and the landscape design and supervision referred to in (1). 

(3) The Western Austmlian Land Authority commenced discussions with Emery and 
Associates around June 1993. 

(4) (a) Payments made by the Western Australian Land Authority for any work 
completed on the site at Minim Cove to 30 April 1996 totals $2 935206. 

(b) No payments have been made, to date, by Octennial to the authority for works 
completed at Minim Cove, Mosman Park. Octennial's future payment has been 
secured by way of bank guamntee in favour of the authority. 

(5) (i)-(ii) None. 

(iii) An amount of $80 000 has been set aside for maintenance and monitoring of the 
containment cell. Octennial's proportion of this cost is assessed as a percentage 
of contaminated soil removed from Octennial's holdings property relative to the 
total volume of contaminated soil removed from the total site, offset against a 
credit entitlement for clean soil won from the cell excavation. 
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SOCIAL SECURITY - MIGRANTS QUALIFYING PERIOD EXTENSION 

1271. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs: 

2957 

(1) Further to question on notice 786 of 19%, has the Minister made further representations 
to the Federal Government on the Federal Government's plans to extend the qualifying 
period migrants need to wait for social security benefits from six months to two years? 

(2) Did the State GovernmentlMinister oppose this change? 

(3) If not, c*actly what position did the State Government/Minister put to the Federal 
Government on this matter? 

(4) Is the State Government's concern limited to the effect that this change will have on 
people who made their immigration arrangements on the basis of a qualifying period of 
six months? 

(5) Has the State Government raised any general objection to the extension in the qualifying 
period? 

(6) If so, what is the precise nature of the objection? 

Mr OMODEI replied: 

(1)-(6) My concerns about the extension for migrants of the qualifying period to access social 
security benefits was raised at the recent Ministerial Council of Immigration and 
Multicultural Affairs held in Canberra on 17 May 1996. Ministers agreed that the 
Commonwealth provide a report on implementation, including safety net provisions, to 
the next meeting of the council in May 1997. 

FAMILY AND CHILDREN'S SERVICES - ASSOCIATION OF YOUNG PEOPLE 
IN CARE, FUNDING 

1273. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Family and Children's Services: 

(1) Docs the Government provide funds to the Association of Young People In Care? 

(2) How much has been provided? 

(3) When were the funds first provided to the association? 

(4) Has the association requested an increase in funding? 

(5) If so, what is the reason for the Government not acceding to that request? 

Mrs EDW ARDES replied: 

(1) Yes. 

(2) $4 500. 

(3) April 1996 

(4) No. 

(5) Not applicable. 

HOMESWEST - PLACEMENT OF APPLICANTS POLICY 

1276. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Housing: 

(1) Further to question on notice 781 of 1996, did Homeswest expand upon or make any 
other comments other than those contained in the Homeswest media release of 
20 February 1996? 

(2) If so, what other comments were made about certain suburbs or houses being allocated to 
certain tenants? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

(1) Yes. 

(2) As per answer to question 289(3). 

REFUGEES - CUTS, FEDERAL PROPOSAL 

1287. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs: 

(1) Is the Minister aware of media reports about the Federal Government planning or 
proposing to cut its refugee intake? 

(2) Has the State Government expressed -

(a) support; 

(b) opposition; 
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(c) indifference; 

to this proposal? 

(3) Does the Minister or the State Government intend to raise this matter with the Federal 
Government? 

(4) If so, what view will the State Government be expressing when it raises the matter with 
the Federal Government? 

Mr OMODEI replied: 

(1) Yes. 

(2)-(4) The level of Australia's refugee intake is a federal government responsibility. At a recent 
Ministerial Council of Immigration and Multicultural Affairs held in Canberra on 
17 May 1996, all Ministers were advised that the 1996-97 humanitarian program will be 
decided on the basis of wide consultations already held, the advice of the United Nations 
High Commissioner for Refugees and the Federal Government's commitments to 
humanitarian reselllemenL 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

FIREARMS - AGREEMENT; SEMIAUTOMATIC RIFLES 

285. Mr McGINTY to the Minister for Police: 

(1) Is it the Government's interpretation that the historic guns agreement allows some farmers access 
to a high powered semiautomatic rifle on the basis that those farmers may gain an exemption as 
licensed professional shooters? 

(2) If yes, how does that interpretation stack up against John Howard's view in Perth yesterday that 
"any suggestion that people could have the centre-fire semiautomatic rifle ... would be clearly 
outside of the agreement" in relation to farmers? 

Mr WIESE replied: 

(1) No. 
(2) Not applicable. 

JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - SEX OFFENDERS IN BUNBURY AND BUNBURY PRISON 

286. Mr OSBORNE to the Minister assisting the Minister for Justice: 

I refer the Minister to today's edition of The Australian newspaper which asserts that Bunbury has an 
extraordinary incidence of sex offenders and that this relates directly to the Ministry of Justice policy of 
transferring sex offenders from Perth to the Bunbury Regional Prison. What is the Minister's response to 
these assertions? 
Mr MINSON replied: 

I thank the member for the question. 

Mr D.L. Smith interjected. 

Mr MINSON: I thought that the member for Mitchell would like to hear the answer to this question, 
particularly because he was Minister for Justice. 

Mr D.L. Smith interjected. 

Withdrawal of Remark 

The SPEAKER: Order! I direct the member for Mitchell to withdraw those unparliamentary words. 

Mr D.L. Smith: I withdraw. 

Questions without Notice Resumed 

Mr MINSON: If the member for Mitchell is quiet for a while, I will give him a bit of information all of 
which is true. The article that appeared in The Australian is superficially attractive in what it says and tries 
to makes the connection between the prison and sex offenders. One might think there is some truth in it. I 
want to set the record straight. Most sex offenders are classified medium security. As such, they are 
appropriately placed in a medium security facility. 

Mr D.L. Smith interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! 

Mr MINSON: I visited the Bunbury prison recently and all the prison officers to whom I spoke, from the 
top to the bottom, asked me to not change the ratio of sex offenders to non-sex offenders in this prison 
because it makes it too hard to handle. 
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Mr D.L. Smith inlCrjected. 

Mr MINSON: I will get to that. The member is wasting a lot of his question time. Many prisoners are 
transferred to Bunbury to serve the medium security section of their sentence. 

Mr D.L. Smith inlCrjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order for the first time the member for Mitchell. 

Mr MINSON: The fact is that people are transferred to minimum security facilities as part of the process 
before being released. There is a small minimum security section at Bunbury. It holds about 35 people. I 
am assured by the Ministry of Justice that only sex offenders from the south west region are released from 
that minimum security section. The sex offender treatment unit strongly supports the police 
superinlCndent's comments that "not one prisoner released from the regional prison in the two years I have 
been there has been conviclCd of a sex offence". Unfortunately, the article that appeared in The Australian 
this morning purports to draw a parallel between the fact that there is a high number of sex offenders in the 
Bunbury prison with a high incidence of sex offences in the Bunbury area. It is demonstrably not true. 
However, I give this promise to the House and the member for Mitchell, and to the member for Bunbury 
who wants that promise: If it can be shown that there is a correlation, I will do something positive about it. 

Mr D.L. Smith interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the member for Mitchell for the second time. 

Mr MINSON: The fact is that there is no demonstrable paralIcI and until there is, no action is required 
from the Ministry of Justice. 

ANTICORRUPTION BILL - QUESTION RULED OUT OF ORDER 

287. Mr KOBELKE to the Premier: 

According to the anticorruption Bill the Premier introduced today, would it be seriously improper conduct 
for a Minister to tum a blind eye to the unauthorised use of crown land over an extended period of time 
which clearly provides preferential treatment to one business operator over its competitors? 

The SPEAKER: Order! I think the question is out of order because the member is asking for an opinion. 

Point o/Order 

Mr KOBELKE: Today the Premier introduced a Bill which has in it the terms I used. Therefore, he has 
the ability to say whether the definition covers the example I gave. Given that the Bill does not contain the 
definition, it is within the context of the Bill. The Premier has second read the Bill and spoken to the 
media about it; therefore, he should be able to answer a simple question which concerns a key point of the 
Bill. 

The SPEAKER: I ask that the question be brought to me. 

Questions without notice Resumed 

The SPEAKER: Order! I have taken further advice on the question and the wording of the question, 
"would it be seriously improper conduct" indicates that it is secking a legal opinion. I rule the question out 
of order. 

COMMUNITY SPORTING AND RECREATION FACILITIES FUND - GRANTS DECISION 

288. Dr GALLOP to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for Sport and 
Recreation: 

I refer to the last round of community sporting and recreation fund grants. 

(1) Why were eight applications recommended by the independent advisory committee, totalling 
$IAm, rejected by the Government? 

(2) Why were 10 applications, totalling more than $Im, accepted by the Government when they were 
not recommended by the advisory commitlCe? 

(3) Will the Parliamentary Secretary table all material relating to the Government's final 
determination on this maller? 

The SPEAKER: Order! I was distracted when the member commenced his question and I do not know 
whether he gave notice of this question. If he did not, it would be difficult for the Parliamentary Secretary 
to answer it. 

Dr GALLOP: Mr Speaker, I refer you to the Hansard of 11 June 1996 when I told the Parliamentary 
Secretary during a debate that I would raise this issue by way of a question without notice in the 
Parliament. 

The SPEAKER: I take that as a form of giving notice of the question. 

Mrs PARKER replied: 

No formal notice has been given of the question, although I was involved in the debate to which the 
member referred. 



2960 

Dr Gallop: You had plenty of notice. 

The SPEAKER: Order! 
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Mrs PARKER: It is important to note that the Minister was not asked questions on this issue in the 
Estimates Committee in the Legislative Council. 

Dr Gallop: You are in the Legislative Assembly. 

The SPEAKER: Order! 

Mrs PARKER: I asked the Minister about this issue and he requested that notice of the question be given. 
Dr Gallop: You could have checked it out in a week. You are not doing your job. 

Mrs PARKER: I was not involved in the decision. The Minister has asked for notice of the question and 
when he receives that notice, he will answer it. 

CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRY TASK FORCE - PROSECUTIONS 

289. Mr BOARD to the Minister for Labour Relations: 

Recently I discussed with the Minister the progress of the construction industry task force. Will the 
Minister inform the House of any recent successful prosecutions by that task force? 

Mr KIERATH replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. There have been a number of prosecutions. On 
1 May, John Cain from the Transport Workers Union, who claims 10 be a special projects officer, was 
convicted under section 96E(l)(b) of part 6A of the Industrial Relations Act for stopping a truck driver. 
When he went onto a site he asked the truck driver for his ticket. The truck driver had a ticket from the 
Builders' Labourers, Painters and Plasterers Union, but Mr Cain said he needed one from the TWU as well. 
How ridiculous! Magistrate Gething said the defendant could not be believed. He was fined $1 000 and 
had costs of $3233 awarded against him. This was not the fIrst case involving this person. On 18 October 
in a case involving the Morley shopping centre which was heard by a different magistrate, he was fined 
$800 and costs of $2 500 were awarded against him. 

Mr Brown interjected. 

Several members interjected. 
The SPEAKER: Order! 

Mr KIERATH: Again, on 19 October he was convicted by a different magistrate for refusing 10 allow a 
truck to be unloaded because the person who was to do that work did not have a union ticket. 

Several members interjected. 

Mr Brown interjected. 

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

Mr KIERATH: On that occasion, he was fIned $1 200 and ordered to pay $3000 in costs. To June this 
year -
Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! I normally find the member for Morley extremely cooperative. One day last week 
I think he had something unusual for lunch and he was not cooperative. I hope he has not eaten a similar 
meal today. He will note that I did not stop his initial interjection; however, when he continues to repeat an 
extremely long interjection, it interferes with the time allowed for questions without notice. 

Point of Order 

Mr BROWN: Mr Speaker, I take exception to your remark about my having something unusual for lunch. 

The SPEAKER: Order! Members on my right will come 10 order. I ask the member for Melville 10 come 
10 order. 

Mr BROWN: I do not mind comments coming from the rabble opposite; however, members are supposed 
to get some impartiality from the Chair. My reading of the standing orders is that it is not for the Speaker 
in this place 10 make slurs or comments about a member's situation. If this is 10 be the new standard in this 
place - it is a considerably lower standard than I have seen to be the case -

Mr Minson: Sit down! 

The SPEAKER: Order! 

Mr BROWN: Members opposite will have to take this because it is my point of order. I just want to find 
out whether this is the new standard in this House. Although I and other members are happy to be called 10 
order, I am sure people are not happy to be impugned by the Chair, no matter who is in that position. 

The SPEAKER: Order! I will clarify the matter. First of all. I did not seek to offend the member. and I 
am sorry that he has been. The remark I made has been made hundreds of times by people in this Chair. I 
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meant to refer to something the member had had to eat, not to drink. My remarks were meant as an 
alternative to calling the member to order yet again. It was meant to be a concession, and I regret the 
member did not take it in that way. I know it is possible for words to be misunderstood. 

Questions without Notice Resumed 

Mr KIERA TH: I can understand the sensitivity of the member for Morley. 

The SPEAKER: Order! I do not wish the Minister to reflect upon my comments. 

Mr KIERA TH: I am not doiIlg that, Mr Speaker; I am just pointing out that this person has been convicted 
six times under part 6A breaches, and on 10 June he was again found guilty of stopping a courier. This 
person is either incredibly silly or intent on breaking the law. Obviously if he is intent on breaking the law, 
he must have the endorsement of his union to do that The people of the State will not tolerate any 
barefaced, callous lawlessness from anybody, regardless of that person's position in society. In recent 
times the Leader of the Opposition has been making some noises about law and order. He should be 
joining with the Government in condemning anyone who engages in antisocial and illegal acts. This sort of 
action does the union movement no credit whatsoever. 

ANTICORRUPTION BILL - SERIOUSLY IMPROPER CONDUCT CASES 

290. Mr KOBELKE to the Premier: 

I have reworded my previous question and hope it is now in accordance with the standing orders. Under 
the anticorruption Bill the Premier introduced to the Parliament today, is it the Government's intention that 
"serious improper conduct" will cover an instance where a Minister turns a blind eye to the unauthorised 
use of crown land over an extended period which clearly provides preferential treatment to one business 
operator over its competitors? 

Mr COURT replied: 

I would need to know the details of the case about which the member is talking. The member is givin~ a 
general example. The member must realise that under the legislation the independent body will be making 
judgments about corruption matters, and it is the appropriate body to do so. 

ANTICORRUPTION BILL - SERIOUSLY IMPROPER CONDUCT CASES 

291. Mr KOBELKE to the Premier: 

Given the answer provided by the Premier, he clearly has a half-hearted approach to corruption in this 
State. He cannot even answer a question on a key component of the legislation. I will give the Premier one 
more opportunity. Is it the Government's intention that "serious improper conduct" will apply to a case 
where a detective who has a business associate who is a suspect in a corruption inquiry asks the head of the 
internal police inquiry for confidential information that may have been turned up? Will sueh an example 
be picked up as serious and improper conduct under the Bill? 

Mr COURT replied: 

If the member for Nollamara has any knowledge of a corrupt dealing he should take it to the appropriate 
authorities. 

Mr Kobelke interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order, member for Nollamara! 

Mr Kobelke interjected. 

The SPEAKER: I formally call to order for the first time the member for Nollamara. 

Mr COURT: I would have no difficulty with a debate on corruption if that is what the member for 
Nollamara wants. It was his party in government that perfected corruption in this State. 

WESTRAIL - MARSHALLING YARDS, FORRESTFIELD, AGRIBUSINESS 
PARK PLANS 

292. Mr DAY to the Minister for Commerce and Trade: 

I refer to a decision to establish an agribusiness park on the site of the existing Westrail marshalling yards 
in Forrestfield. 

(1) What further information can be provided about this projcct? 

(2) Can an assurance be given that local residents and the Shire of Kalamunda will be consulted about 
the development of plans for the projcct? 

Mr COWAN replied:. 

(1)-(2) I thank the member for some notice of this question. Westrail is seeking to develop that land as a 
proposed agribusiness park. In undertaking to progress that development Westrail has attracted 
Co-operative Bulk Handling Ltd to establish its road receival facility for grain in this urban area, 
as a replacement for the port facility at Fremantle. Once that occurs it is felt that it would be 
appropriate for other agri-relaled businesses to be established there. We have entered into 



2962 [ASSEMBLY] 

discussions with Joe White Maltings Ltd which wants to transfer from Northbridge to a site that 
will be adjacent to the grain receival terminal in order to have ready access to the product and not 
have to spend a great deal of money on grain storage. 

That site is owned by Westrail and as land development is not the core business of Westrail the 
development of that parcel of land will eventually be transferred to LandCorp, the state 
government agency that has responsibility for land development. Westrail will seek to do that as 
quickly as possible. As the current owner, Westrail has given an undertaking that it will consult 
with the Shire of Kalamunda about any proposals for development. It has also given an 
undertaking that it will kecp the local community informed about any progress in those 
consultations with the shire and about what development takes place. 

DIESEL - FEDERAL TAX; MINING INDUSTRY, REBATE REMOVAL 

293. Mr RIPPER to the Premier: 

(1) Why has the Premier so abjectly failed to defend the Western Australian mining industry from the 
threatened imposition of a federal tax on diesel fuel which it consumes? Is it not true that this tax 
on the Western Australian mining industry will cost between $300m and $400m a year, and 
hundreds of jobs? 

(2) Is it not also true that the Fedeml Government, while assuring farmers that they will continue to 
receive a rebate on the diesel fuel excise, has conspicuously refused to give the same guarantee to 
the mining industry? 

(3) Why is he sitting on his hands doing nothing in the face of this threat? 

Mr COURT replied: 

(1)-(3) Far from doing nothing the Government is very opposed to the removal of that rebate. It is terrific 
to see that members opposite have taken an interest in a productive industry. It is the first time for 
a long time I have heard a question from them supporting the mining industry. We are very 
opposed to that rebate being removed. The member for Belmont is right: It will cost the mining 
industry $400m and we are heavily lobbying the Federal Government to reverse its decision. 

WORKPLACE AGREEMENTS - INCENTIVES POSSIBLY IN BREACH OF 
WORKPLACE AGREEMENTS ACT 

294. Mr JOHNSON to the Minister for Labour Relations: 

The Opposition has made claims that incentives used to encourage employees to take up workplace 
agreements are possibly in breach of the Workplace Agreements Act. For the benefit of members present, 
will the Minister please clarify the situation? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

I found this statement by the Opposition spokeswoman on industrial relations absolutely unbelievable. She 
said the incentives being offered by some major hospitals amounted to a breach of the Act. It is a very 
serious allegation to accuse someone of breaching the Act, and one which should not be made lightly. 
Further, she said on radio that if it was not illegal, it was at least unfair. There is a big difference between 
illegal and the member's idea of unfairness. My idea of unfairness is quite different. In my view, if the 
offer is made to everyone and a workplace agreement offers employees a better deal than the award, people 
should have the opportunity to become involved. The double standards of the Opposition defy definition. 
When its federal colleagues were in power, Laurie Brereton offered $27m of taxpayers' funds as "rewards" 
for entering his version of agreemenL'>. When the Austmlian Labor Party does it this Opposition supports 
it, but when the coalition does it the Opposition accuses it of coercion. This is typical of the double 
standards we have come to expect from the Opposition. If that is the sort of double standards under which 
the ALP operates, it is no wonder that people are leaving the union movement in droves when such utter 
incompetence among its leadership is being exposed for everyone to see. 

HOSPITALS - JOONDALUP HEALTH CAMPUS 
Agreement Signed with Mayne Nickless Ltd 

295. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health: 

I refer the Minister to the Joondalup health campus development and health services agreement, which he 
signed with Mayne Nickless Ltd. Why has the Minister given the private operator a veto power over any 
request to upgrade or expand the capacity of the facility? 

Mr PRINCE replied: 

Does the question relate to the totality of the complex or only the public component? 

Dr Gallop: It relates to clause 12(16) on the change of facility and services to be provided. It outlines the 
processes that must be followed and makes it clear that if the developer does not wish to undertake any of 
those changes, any request from the Government to upgrade or expand the facility will not proceed. 

Mr PRINCE: The Deputy Leader of the Opposition has the advantage on me, because he has a copy of the 
agreement in front of him. 
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Dr Gallop: You signed it. 

Mr PRINCE: Yes, I know but I do not have the agreement in front of me. That is why I asked the member 
to explain the part to which he refers. Part of the basis of the whole arrangement with Health Care of 
Australia for the Joondalup campus is a lease of the premises which reverts to the State after 20 years and 
the private component after 40 years. Clearly, that means there must be a partnership of an ongoing nature 
between the State and Health Care. That necessitates that there shall be negotiation and agreement at any 
stage that a request is made for a change or increase of some description in the nature of facilities or 
services to be provided. That would happen in any government hospital. There would be negotiation with 
the hospital, its board, and the department. 

Dr Gallop: They would not have a veto power. You are giving Mayne Nickless a veto power over the 
development of health services in the northem suburbs. It is a disgrace. 

Mr PRINCE: It is not a veto over the provision of health services in the northern suburbs. It is simply 
providing for what one would expect to be the normal situation. When a request is made, there shall be 
negotiation. The lessee, who has the security of a 20 year lease and also has the obligation and burden to 
provide for the service contracted now, shall also be able to negotiate whether it takes on a new service. It 
may well be that some new scrvice, which we cannot at the moment envisage, will become available 
because of changes in medical teehnology, and the contractor may not be in a position to provide that 
service. If nccessary, it can be provided elsewhere. That is the reason for the veto and I have no problem 
with including that in the document. 

FUEL - PRICES, MANDURAH 

296. Mr MARSHALL to the Minister for Fair Trading: 

It is alleged that petrol prices in Mandurah are among the highest in this State. Why is there such disparity 
in petrol prices, particularly in country areas? 

Mrs EDW ARDES replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. The member will be aware that there are no controls 
at retail level. A comparative sample of prices in the metropolitan area and Mandurah today found that 
those in Perth ranged from 64.7¢ to 79.7¢ a litre. In Mandurah, prices varied between 75.9¢ and 77.9¢ a 
litre. I have received a number of complaints from members of Parliament. There is some concern about 
petrol prices in the country regions, which appear to be inflated beyond the level of reasonable allowance 
for isolation oncosts and profitability. We have lent full support to investigation of pricing arrangements in 
country areas. This is being conducted by the Australian Competition and Consumer Commission. 

HEA VY INDUSTRY SITES - BRETON BAY POSSIBILITY 

297. Mr RIPPER to the Minister for Resources Development: 

I refer to the recommendations from the state heavy industry policy discussion paper supporting a port 
option at Kemerton and a site for heavy industry at Breton Bay, and the Government's rejection of the 
Kemerton port proposal. Has the Government ruled out the possibility of a heavy industry at Breton Bay? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 

A lot of debate has taken place over recent years about a heavy industry site to the north of Perth. The 
Government does not own the land at Breton Bay. It owns land at Wilbinga which is earmarked as a heavy 
industry site. Discu..<;sion is taking place and will continue for some time about whether a heavy industrial 
site will be established to the north of Perth and, if so, whether it will be Wilbinga or Breton Bay. Those 
decisions have not been made; the land is in private ownership at this stage. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON RECYCLING AND WASTE MANAGEMENT -
REPORT, GOVERNMENT RESPONSE 

298. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister representing the Minister for the Environment: 

I refer to the report of the Selcct Committee on Recycling and Waste Management and to the committee's 
direction that the Minister respond to the report. 

(1) Given that standing orders require a response within three months, or soon afterwards if 
Parliament is in recess, will the Minister explain why he has not seen fit to respond to this report 
after seven months? 

(2) When will the Department of Environmental Protection provide a disposal facility for low level 
hazardous waste as recommended by the committee? 

Mr MINSON replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1) I have a particular interest in this maller beeause I appointed the member for Dianella to chair the 
committee. I have talked this matter over with the Minister for the Environment because a couple 
of weeks ago the Deputy Premier drew my attention to the fact that we had gone considerably 
over time. For that the Minister apologiscs. However, he said that, apart from being complex, the 
report needed coordination of responses from 11 other Ministers and 17 government departments. 
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Therefore, it has been difficult to get the job done well. A response has been prepared and 
endorsed by Cabinet and is due to be tabled in the Legislative Council today. 

(2) The DEP has established a working party of officers from relevant government departments and 
has undertaken studies to determine the suitable site referred to. I understand from the Minister 
that that group has already undertaken significant tasks and will probably not report to him this 
year, but rather will report to him in 1997. 


