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THE SPEAKER (Mr Clarko) took the Chair at 2.00 pm, and read prayers.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY
Presentation to Governor - Acknowledgment

THE SPEAKER (Mr Clarko): I desire to announce that, accompanied by the members
for Swan Hills, Bunbury, Morley and Collie I attended upon His Excellency the
Governor and presented the Address-in-Reply to His Excellency's speech. in opening
Parliament. His Excellency was pleased to reply in the following terms -

Mr Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly: I thank you for your
expressions of loyalty to Her Most Gracious Majesty the Queen and for your
Address-in-Reply to my speech to Parliament on the occasion of the opening of
the first session of the thirty-fourth Parliament.
Francis Burt
Governor

EMPLOYERS' INDEMNITY SUPPLEMENTATION FUND AMENDMENT
BILL
Assent

Message from the Governor received and read notifying assent to the Bill.

PETITION - WORKERS'COMPENSATION
Common Law Rights, Changes Opposition

MRS HENDERSON (Thomnlie) [2.05 pmJ: 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 on behalf of injured workcers and
their families wish to express our opposition to and concern at the proposed unfair
and unjust retrospective changes to common law and workers' compensation
rights, with effect from 4.O0pm on 30 June 1993 announced by the Minister for
Labour Relations at about 2.O0pm on 30 June 1993.
The planned removal of common law rights if a writ had not been issued before
4.O0pmn on 30 June 1993. unless an injured worker can establish a 30% total body
impairment, is a draconian and unwarranted change to the law. It is estimated
that 90% of common law claims will be disentitled to compensation. It has not
been shown by the Minister that any extensions under the Workers'
Compensation Act will adequately compensate injured workers.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 210 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 43J
A similar petition was presented by Mr Catania (200 signatures).
[See petition No 44.]
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PETITION - DUNBURY REGIONAL HOSPITAL, CONSTRUCTION
MR D.L. SMITH (Mitchell) [2.06 pm): I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We the undersigned residents of the Bun bury Region, ask the Members of the
Legislative Assembly
1. to request that the Minister for Health immediately proceed with the

construction of a State Government owned and operated Bunbury
Regional Hospital on its current site.

2. to indicate to the Minister for Health our opposition to any plan for the
Bunbury Regional Hospital to be managed by private interests.

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

The petition bears 1 303 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 45.]

PETITION - NINGALOO MARINE PARK
Mining Exploration and Development, Prevention Legislation

MR McGINTY (Fremantle) [2.07 pm]: I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We the undersigned request the Government of Western Australia to legislate
preventing all present and future mining exploration and development, including
seismic surveys and drilling, within the boundaries of the Ningaloo Marine Park.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 532 signatures and [ 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 46.1

PETITION - LIBRARY AND INFORMATION SERVICE OF WESTERN
AUSTRALIA

New Book Ordering Rate, 50 per cent Cut Protest
MR MINSON (Greenough - Minister for the Environment) [2.08 pm]: I present the
following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We the undersigned users of the State public library system wish to protest at the
recent 50% cut in the new book ordering rate. We also request that the 1993/4
State Budget makes good this shortfall and brings the rate back to a level that will
allow for the 15% annual replacement rate of new stock which is the minimum
necessary for a healthy library collection.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.
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The petition bears 215 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 47.]

PETITION.- WORKERS' COMPENSATION

Common Law Rights, Changes Opposition
MS WARNOCK (Perth) [2.09 pm]: I have a petition in the following terms -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
1, the undersigned Ben Antonacci had an injury at work on 6/1/93 which was a
result of negligence of my employer. They did not provide a crane for the routine
job of lifting steel bars weighing 8Okg-9Okg out of a crusher. I have 3 herniated
discs, one of which has been removed ([AIL5). This operation has been
unsuccessful and on the advice of my neurosurgeon I have to have a further
operation (Spinal Fusion) to have screws, plates and a bone graft to my lower
spine. I haven't worked since January and I don't know when I will work again.
I am in constant pain, requiring Valium, Panadene forte and Mogadon every day.
My life isn't worth living anymore. My lawyers have told me that this case won't
be taken to court because of the gross negligence. If Mr Kierath takes away my
right to sue, I may as well be dead because at least my family can claim my life
insurance.
It is my request that the decision made by the Minister for Labour Relations
regarding changes to common law and workers' compensation rights, that was
announced on 30 June 1993, be withdrawn.
Your petitioner therefore humbly prays that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioner, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears one signature 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 48.]
PETITION - WORKERS' COMPENSATION

Common Law Rig/its, Changes Opposition
MRS HALLAIIAN (Armadale) [2.11 pm]: I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
1, the undersigned: Five years ago (20 July 1988) while employed as an
unlicensed rigger, I fell 10 metres on to concrete which resulted in receiving
horrific injuries to both legs, pelvis, left foot and right shoulder. After four
months initial hospital treatment, two months Royal Perth Hospital and two
months at Shenton Park rehabilitation and more operations, physiotherapy and
plenty of guts and determination, I now accept my limitations.

My injuries still have not stabilised and I am on the waiting list for another
operation on my right shoulder. The reason why a writ has not been issued is that
the insurance company has not come forward to settle. Even though the SGIO
insurance doctor advised settlement in September 1990, and he thinks I am
unemployable, you are given six years before you have to lodge one, plus I am
still waiting to have another operation.

I am no whinger, only an ex-physically strong outdoor worker now deprived of
much of what most people take for granted, seeking a fair go. My prospects of
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being employed are zilch due to pain and my inability to stand or even remain
seated for any length of time.
On a personal level, I am a Vietnam veteran who lost my beautiful 34 year old
wife just over two years ago after nursing her through a terminal illness. My only
chance of getting involved in self employment and finally improving on my
existence on $143 a week sickness benefit lies in compensation for the past five
years and some assistance for a better future. Until 30 June this did not seem an
impossible dream.
It is my request that the decision made by the Minister for Labour Relations
regarding changes to common law and workers compensation rights, that was
announced on 30 June 1993, be withdrawn.
Your petitioner therefore humbly prays that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears one signature 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 491]

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT - BY THE MINISTER FOR ENERGY
Collie Fire Station, 300 MW Coal Fired Decision

MR CJ. BARNETT (Cotte sloe - Minister for Energy) [2.14 pmj: The Western
Australian Government has decided to proceed with a 300 MW coal fired power station
at Collie. The power station will be owned by the State Energy Commission of Western
Australia and wilt be managed by a private sector operator. Negotiations are under way
for Asea Brown Boveri to construct the power station on the basis of a turnkey contract.
The power station is due for completion during the last quarter of 1999. Construiction
will be under way during 1995, with some preliminary site works during the latter part of
next year. The 300 MW power station will have a construction value of around $500m.
Of that amount the Australian content will be $375m, with approximately $270m to be
spent in Western Australia. The project will have a peak construction work force of
between 550 and 600 people, with approximately 3 000 direct and indirect jobs being
created.
The Collie power station project has had a long and frustrating history. As long ago as
March 1989 the previous Government sought worldwide expressions of interest in a 600
MW power station. Against a history of more than four years of the Labor Government's
procrastination and indecision, the coalition Government undertook to assess the project
on strictly commercial grounds and to mate a decision by mid-1993. That decision has
now been made. On coming to office it was obvious to the coalition Government that a
number of serious problems existed with the mandate proposal for a 600 MW power
station. Firstly, a 600 MW power station would have resulted in levels of system
capacity up to 40 per cent in excess of the peak load demand by the end of the decade.
Secondly, detailed financial analysis revealed that a deferral of the new generating
capacity, irrespective of the size of the project, would offer significant cost savings to
SECWA.
Thirdly, the construction cost of a 600 MW power station would have escalated from
$921m to a total project cost of $1 812m once financing costs were included. The
inclusion of other financing arrangements such as stand-by facilities led to total cost
estimates of more than $2b. Fourthly, the tariff schedule revealed that while the average
cost of electricity generated over a 30 year period would be 4.90 a kilowatt hour, actual
tariff costs increased to in excess of 80 a unit during the initial 12 year period when debt
was being repaid. This compares with SECWA's current generation costs for base load
power of five to six cents a unit. Under the two by 300 MW power station proposal
tariffs would not have been significantly lower until at least 2013. A smoothing of the
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tariff profile was, for a privately owned 600 MW power station, dependent upon the
whole project's being refinanced at some stage. Another concern was that the original
project relied upon what was, in effect, a 30 year take or pay contract for power
purchase - the power purchase agreement - over the life of the project. That would have
amounted to a commitment of about $250ni-$300m a year or a total value of about $9b
over 30 years.

Point of Order

Mr RIPPER: The Minister for Energy is giving a brief ministerial statement under
Standing Order No I 18Ak. The time limit for that statement is three minutes and the three
minutes has expired. Usuggest that on a matter as important as this the Minister should
be delivering a statement under Standing Order No 118(1), which would allow a time
limit of 20 minutes and a right of response from the Opposition. Giving a brief
ministerial statement longer than three minutes on an issue as important as this, in
contravention of the standing order, is an abuse of standing orders.
The SPEAKER: The question of brief ministerial statements with a three minute time
limit has posed a problem in this House since it was introduced, probably because three
minutes is inadequate. My predecessor, wisely, allowed Ministers to exceed the three
minute time limit slightly on occasion and I did so approximately three weeks ago. If the
Minister is about to conclude his statement I will allow him a short period in which to do
so. The other question raised by the member for Belmont is beyond my jurisdiction.
Mr RIPPER: Without canvassing your ruling, Mr Speaker, is it possible for the Minister,
if he wishes, to operate under Standing Order No 118(l) from now, thus giving the
Opposition a right of response to the statement?
The SPEAKER: Order! I cannot accept that because the Minister is speaking following
my call for brief ministerial statements. The ground rule was set when I said that and that
precludes that suggestion.

Ministerial Statement Resumed

Mr C.J. BARNETT: All of these problems are overcome by a single 300 MW power
station owned by SECWA. Moreover, flexibility will be retained with the scope for
additional power generation as the need arises, whether that be from coal, gas or through
cogeneration. As part of this decision, the Government has set out a medium term
program for new power generation capacity. This program makes specific allowance for
savings on new capacity by improved energy efficiency and demand management.

The Government has made a responsible decision in keeping with its pre-election
commitment. This decision has brought to an end the uncertainty facing Collie and much
of the south west. The confidence placed in Collie must be reciprocated by a
preparedness to put in place the necessary productivity improvements so that both coal
mining and energy production can reach world standards.

[Interruption from the gallery.]
The SPEAKER: Order! The rules are clear. People in the Public Gallery may not do
anything other than listen, irrespective of what they may think about a matter.

[Questions without notice taken.J

MATTER OF PUBLIC IMPORTANCE
Collie Power Station Decision

THE SPEAKER (Mr Clarko): Today I received a letter from the Leader of the
Opposition seeking to debate as a matter of public importance the abandonment of a
privately funded and constructed 600 MW coal-fired power station at Collie in favour of
a SECWA funded 300 MW power station.
If sufficient members agree to this motion, I will allow it.
[At least five members rose in their places.]
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The SPEAKER: In accordance with the sessional aider, half an hour will be allocated to
each side of the House for the purpose of this debate.
DR LAWRENCE (Glendalough - Leader of the Opposition) [2.52 pmJ: I move -

That this House -

(a) deplores the Government's decision to abandon a privately funded and
constructed 600 MW coal-fired power station at Collie in favour of a
SECWA funded 300 MW power station;

(b) calls upon the Leader of the National Party to justify his party's
capitulation on its commitment to the 600 MW privately funded and
constructed option;

(c) calls upon the Minister for Energy to explain why the decision was leaked
to The West Australian newspaper before the decision was communicated
to Asea Brown Boveri or the Parliament; and

(d) calls upon the Minister for Energy to table all financial analysis and
proposed coal supply arrangements considered in reaching the
Government's decision.

It may suit the Minister responsible for this decision - if that is what it can be called - to
make light of it, but it is not the sort of decision that he should have made. It is clearly an
example not just of another broken promise but of a monumental broken promise. The
Government is required by any standard of decency to explain to the people of Western
Australia, Collie and the south west why it has so conspicuously broken its promises -
made not just once but over and over again. I will refer now to some of the comments
made. If the Premier wants to claim that the Government did not lead the people of this
State to believe that the 600 MW power station enjoyed his support, his understanding of
that, as printed, is very clearly deficient. When in Opposition, the Government was
provided with regular briefings on the progress of the matter. At all stages the only
complaint made was that the project was not happening quickly enough. At no stage was
it indicated - while the Government was in Opposition - or even in its early days of
Government, that this was a matter of importance.
Mr Court: Shush!
Dr LAWRENCE: I will speak as loudly as necessary to drive it home to the thickheads
opposite. This is a matter of considerable importance. National Party members should
look embarrassed. I note that the member for Collie is not present in the Chamber. How
will she vote on this matter? The National Party particularly bears a considerable
responsibility in this matter because all members opposite - none has demurred - were in
favour of a 600 MW power station. They agreed that it should be coal-fired and that it
should be privately built, owned and operated. At no stage did they indicate otherwise.
They were kept fully briefed. They said that construction should be brought forward, and
that if there was any failing in the Government's schedule it was that it was too much
delayed. They were satisfied to the extent that they said it might take two to three weeks
after the election to consider the remaining financial details before they gave it the green
light that it had received from the former Labor Government. The Premier said that it
was 99.9 per cent certain to go ahead and that it was only the "nervous nellies" who
believed that a 600 MW power station would not be necessary by the end of the decade.
Therefore this has been a monumental breach of faith with the people of Western
Australia. The Minister for Energy does not even bother to stay in the House to hear
debate which is of great significance.
The people of Collie were reassured over and over again by press releases and statements
by the shadow Minister at the time and by various members of Government - when in
Opposition - that it would go ahead. The National Party members, in particular the
member for Collie, were heard speaking on radio day after day urging the Government of
the day to get on with the project; that is, not a 300 MW power station, owned by the
Government and the debt attributed to the State Energy Commission, but a 600 MW
privately built and operated power station. There had been significant sacrifices by the
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people of Collie, in the coalmines and in the SEC's operations. It might suit members
opposite to ignore that now. It is the same situation with the Midland Workshops
decision. Members opposite told the general public something in order to be elected.
After the election campaign members opposite turned their backs on people and said that
they did not care what sacrifices people had made; they did not care what promises had
been made; they would do what they liked. Indeed, the classic line from the Government
has been that it was elected in February and it will do as it likes. Members opposite will
do that at their peril. They will break promises of this magnitude at their peril.
The Minister for Energy. Mr Barnett, should not came to this place and read a three
minute statement. It is the height of insult. We have seen two major decisions made by
Government, announced to the Parliament -

Mr Court: We will read statements as slowly as you like and as long as you like!
Dr LAWRENCE: I draw the Premier's attention to the contemptuous attitude that
interjection represents. It was a three minute statement containing three minutes' worth
of information. The matter has been debated hour in and hour out in this Parliament and
in the wider community, yet the Minister responsible and the Premier say that three
minutes is enough for the Parliament and for the people of Western Australia.
Information delivered in three minutes is sufficient to justify a major breach of faith for
the people of Western Australia. That is most extraordinary!
The former shadow Minister, Mr Barnett - now the Minister for Energy - while in
Opposition in 1992, stated that indecision and delay were jeopardising the future
availability of competitively priced power. He said -

We arc now facing the prospect, at least, of industry creation being discouraged
and, at worst, power shortages.

Those remarks related to a 600 MW power station. At least he should explain how it is
that at the end of 1992 he thought a 600 MW power station on the schedule proposed
would lead to brownouts and power shortages and yet somehow in July 1993 the scenario
has changed. This is despite the fact that the Premier went to the Premiers' Conference
with a report from Access Economics which has the State growing by 1995-1996 not at a
rate of four or five per cent, but at 10.9 per cent. If there is any suggestion that we have
seen a reduction in growth projection for Western Australia since November, that is
blown apart by the Access Economics report.
The proponents of the project have every reason to be gravely insulted. Asea Brown
Boveri was not told of the situation before the matter was leaked to The West Australian.
The Premier in a "clever dick" way tells us that he did not leak the information to The
West Australian. I have no doubt the Premier's fingerprints were not on it, but also no
doubt it was leaked by the Government. The media understand that, and The West
Australian would confirm that were it to reveal its sources. It was leaked by the
Government. This is contrary to the Premier's firm statement about what he saw as the
improper way the Federal Government briefed - not leaked - the media ahead of talking
to the people of Australia. If the Premier sets a standard of that kind, he should apply it
to himself.
The real insult in this case is to Asea Brown Roved. What signal has the Government
sent to not only ABB but any company which wants to do business with this
Government? The signal is that the rules can change and that companies can be treated
with contempt. In his brief ministerial statement the Minister indicated chat the
Government would negotiate with ABB to build the 300 MW power station. However, I
believe that that will be news to the company. The company has indicated - and it is
happy for us to say so publicly - that it received two letters late this morning. Members
should pay attention to their content. I do not have copies of the letters yet, but I hope to
receive them in due course. Indeed, these letters should be tabled by the Minister. The
first letter was a copy of the ministerial directive to the State Energy Commission. In
other words, this proposal was not recommended by the SEC; otherwise, why the
directive to SECWA? Under Statute, in time that directive must be tabled in the
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Parliament; therefore, the responsible Minister and the Premier would do themselves a
favour by indicating why it was necessary to direct the SEC, and outlining the letter's
content.
The second letter received by Asea Brown Boveri was from the SEC which simply said -
and curtly, to use the company's description - that ABB's sole bidder mandate was at an
end, and the company's responsibilities were therefore discharged. Neither briefings nor
discussions took place; therefore, the two letters made these changes - the attached
directive to the SEC and one indicating the company's services were no longer required -
following months of careful negotiations, after the company had gone to great expense to
put together its proposal in good faith. The Premier comes in here and refers publicly,
almost on a daily basis, to the risks associated with the Mabo decision, yet in one fell
swoop this Government creates a set of new risks which investors will certainly note.
This matter was in the Government's control, and ABB has been treated in an
extraordinary way. This is indicative of the Government's attitude to the private sector.
Mr Court: Has ABB told you that it was poorly treated?
Dr LAWRENCE: The company said that the "curt" handling of this issue was
unbelievable, and it did not mind our saying that. The company is still stunned.
Mr Court: About which company are you talking?
Dr LAWRENCE: Asea Brown Boveri. The Premier should be able to deal with the
company in a decent way. The company is extremely dissatisfied with the way this
Government has behaved. If, as the Minister suggested, ABB is the company with which
the Government will be negotiating to build the 300 MW power station, those
negotiations are off to a poor start,
Mr Court: Which company?
Dr LAWRENCE: Asea Brown Boveri; its Western Australian division received this
information late today.
Mr Court: You do not know which company.
Dr LAWRENCE: Mr Ron Walker -

Mr Court: Which company?
Dr LAWRENCE: It is one and the same company, as the Premier knows. With which
company did the Government talk? With which company did the Government deal? To
whom did the Government talk? To whom did the Government provide the information
today? Whom did the Government insult? Mr Ron Walker of Asea Brown Boveri,
located in Western Australia, with which company the Government has negotiated for the
duration of this project, has been insulted by the Government's actions today.
Mr Court: You have shown your ignorance of the project.
Dr LAWRENCE: Not at all. I understand what the Premier is saying, but that does not
get him off the hook. With whom did the Government communicate? What information
was provided, and what negotiations took place? The Premier cannot Slip off the hook in
that way. The company, through Ron Walker, is less than impressed with what the
Government has done.
Also, the information in the ministerial statement is misleading, and, again, the source of
this information is ABB. The Minister for Energy claims in his ministerial statement that
the 300 MW power station will cost $500m-odd. No-one can build a power station for
that cost, and ABB has confirmed our information; namely, that the all-up cost of a
power station of that size is $1 b, which is double the cost to which the Minister referred.
In effect, the Minister misled the Parliament. It is estimated that the cost of a 300 MW
power station is between 55 per cent and 60 per cent of the cost of a 600 MW power
station. The turnkey cost of construction of a 600 MW power station - comparing like
with like - is $921Im, yet the all-up cost, as the Minister suggested, is $2b. Therefore, the
all-up cost of a 300 MW power station will be over $lb. The Minister cannot come into
Parliament and claim that a 300 MW power station will cost $500m and that a 600 MW
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power station will cost $2b. That comparison is not correct, and no company in the
world could build such a power station all up for that kind of money. More fundamental
is the fact that the people of Western Australia have been lied to in a bare faced manner
by all members opposite, particularly by members of the National Party.

Withdrawal of Remnark
Mr COURT: The Leader of the Opposition has said that we have lied in relation to this
power station. I ask for that comment to be withdrawn.
The SPEAKER: I accept the Premier's point, as the practice of this House is that that
word is not accepted. I ask the Leader of the Opposition to withdraw it.
Dr LAWRENCE: I withdraw.

Debate Resumed
Dr LAWRENCE: However, I repeat that members opposite assured the people of
Western Australia that they would go ahead with the power station, and now they have
completely changed their position; they have turned that position on its head. If that is
not telling a lie - Mr Speaker, I accept your ruling - it looks to me like a deliberate
misleading of the people of Western Australia for political gain. Everyone will see it that
way.
We have seen ABB treated with complete contempt, yet we have a continuing denial of
that fact by the Premier and the Minister for Energy. The Premier has tried to hide
behind the name of the company regarding whether it is the local, the international or the
Sydney-based company. That will not wash. The Minister for Energy misled the House
about the cost of the power station; it is not $500m all up - it is closer to $lb. The sooner
that is acknowledged, the better for all Western Australians.
The Minister, again with contempt, refused to answer the relevant questions or address
these matters in his three minute speech: Namely, what will be the price of power; what
is the price differential between the proposals for a 600 MW and 300 MW power station;
what assumptions are being made in the proposed energy price about the coal price and
work practices; and, has Loan Council approval been given for the additional sib, or the
$500m which the Minister claims is necessary? Has Treasury advice been sought
regarding the effect of this proposal on the State's credit rating? The rating agencies
were nervous about the State Energy Commission's debt, yet this proposal will add $lb
to its debt. This organisation already contributes 30 per cent of its expenses to interest
repayments. Those questions remain unanswered. The group of people opposite, when
on this side of the House, said that we could not afford to borrow more money because of
Western Australia's $11 lb debt. However, in one fell swoop, in one month, they propose
to add $ib to the debt without a comment or observation about its implications to
Western Australia's credit rating and Loan Council arrangements. Not a whisper was
heard.

A most extraordinary statement was made to this House. The goal always was to
produce cheaper power for Western Australia, yet this announcement shows no
confidence in the Western Australian economy. It is certain that the Western Australian
economy will grow faster than is suggested by the decision to build one 300 MW power
station. We will have power supply shortages by the end of the decade. When we
deliberated about a 600 MW power station, the Premier warned, "WA is heading for a
power crisis.' Where does the Premier now stand on his assessment of the economy?
Suddenly it has changed and been turned on its head. But nothing has happened in six
months, except that the projections and prospects for Western Australia are better, not
worse. We have had a load of misinformation and contempt for the people of Western
Australia and for the company involved in this issue. In my view this is the most short-
sighted decision that this Parliament has seen for a very long time. The Government
owes a greater explanation to the people of Western Australia than it has provided and it
should be well and truly grilled for the way in which it has handled this matter.
MR D.L. SM]TH (Mitchell) [3.10 pm]: Last Friday in the Australian Financial
Review I was pleased to see that Mission Energy Australia Limited had two
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advertisements, one confirming that it had raised $1.02b and the other about a separate
facility of $335m for the Latrobe power station partnership, which is involved in the Loy
Yang B power station. The current Minister for Energy in WA said that he would
quickly solve the issue of a new 600 MW privately owned and operated power station in
Western Australia. His handling and solution of the issue is like so many solutions of the
Government: To abandon the project. On the Minister's statement today, the project has
been abandoned on the basis that the power station will only be 300 MW and will be
owned by the Stare Energy Commission of Western Australia and managed by an
unnamed private sector operator. The management terms have not been given. We are
told that negotiations are under way with Asea Brown Boveri to construct the power
station under a turnkey contract but there is, in fact, no firm contract. Asea Brown
Boveri has just begun to negotiate and the Minister is not even aware of what the final
outcome of those negotiations might be. The power station is due for completion during
the last quarter of 1999. Construction will be under way during 1995. The Government
does not even tell us what stage of construction will be reached during 1995. Some
preliminary site works - we are not told what - will occur during the latter part of next
year. The 300 MW power station will have a construction value of about $500m,
Mr Court: Do you support this proposal or not?
Mr DlL. SMITH-: Of course I do not support this project. This project means the end of
Collie. It also means the end of real industrial development and lower electricity prices
in this State.
Mr Court: That is what we want to know.
Dr Lawrence: Have you put it out for public tender?
Mr D.L. SMITH: Let us remember the objectives of SECWA in trying to develop the
600 MW project: To reduce electricity tariffs; to introduce the world's best practice in
manning and operating private power stations; to set a benchmark for coal contract
negotiations; and to replace ageing generating capacity. This 300 MW power station
will not replace the capacity of the present 380 MW power station which is due for
replacement by 2003. This station will not commence to operate until 1999. Although
the average life of a coal fired power station is 35 years, in 1999 Bunbury I will be 42
years old; Bunbury 2 will be 40 years old; Bunbury 3 will be 39 years old; Bunbury 4
will be 38 years old; Muja A will be 33 years old; and Muja B will be 31 years old. One
of the gas turbines with a life expectancy of 20 years will be 27 years old when the new
300 MW power station comes into being. Although the 380 MW power station should be
replaced by 2003, to meet future energy demand the Government will replace it only with
a 300 MW power station. Of the 380 MW production, 360 MW are currently generated
by coal burning. The Government's idea of saving Collie is to replace the coal required
by a 360 MW power station with coal for only a 300 MW power station. More
importantly, the Government knows that the coal price to a 300 MW power station will
not match that to a 600 MW power station.
Mr Court: Why?
Mr D.L. SMITH: The economies of scale for the operation of a 600 MW power station
would have meant a new open-cut coal mine at Collie using the most modern technology.
Members of the work force were quite happy to adapt their working conditions to those
using the world's best manning practice in the operation of the mine. The Government
knows that the new mine would have been internationally competitive with a price of
between $29 and $33 a tonne. Without a new mine, as is the case with all the existing
coal fired power stations in this State, under the existing arrangements this new power
station will have to get coal priced at $45 a tonne. The Government has robbed Collie of
a new 600 MW power station, of a new coal mine and of the opportunity to be
internationally competitive in the production of its coal. As the gasman in the
Government's Cabinet is well aware, by the time -

Mr Court: Who is the gasm an?
Mr D.L. SMITH: The Premier knows who he is - the man who is in the pocket of the gas
companies. He normally sits to the Premier's left-hand side.
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Mr Court: What words did you use? To whom ame you referring?
Mr D.L. SMITH: The Minister for Energy, who has not only destroyed any opportunity
for cheap power in this State and the future of coal -

Withdrawal of Remark

Mr COURT: Mr Speaker, the member said that the Minister for Energy was in the
pocket of the gas industry. That is a pretty serious thing to say about the Minister and I
ask that the remark be withdrawn.
The SPEAKER: Order! I direct the member for Mitchell to withdraw that expression.
Mr D.L. SMITH: I withdraw the remark.

Debate Resumed

Mr D.L. SMITH: I emphasise that the only economic justification for this decision is
that the Government has decided to base all of its future energy supply needs on gas. The
reason is quite simple: Not only does this 300 MW power station replace a 380 MW
power station which is coal fired but also it guarantees that future coal fired power
stations will not be competitive with those using gas. We will not be able to get the price
of coal down to a level where it is competitive. We will not be able to get the unions to
agree to the manning operations in the coal fired stations, to change the conditions to be
able to compete with the rest of the world. The intention is quite deliberate. It is to
guarantee that in future years every decision made concerning energy sources will be to
go to gas. There is absolutely no way that a decision to use coal in the future could be
justified on the basis of this present outcome. More importantly, the National Party,
which is supposed to represent the people of Collie on this issue, capitulated to the future
Premier, the Minister for Energy. The current Premier, who knows he is under threat of a
future challenge by the Minister for Energy, capitulated and demonstrated that he does
not have the courage, the capacity or the cunning to match him. Thiere has been betrayal.
The Minister for Energy is not in this Chamber. The member for Collie is not in this
Chamber.
Mr Pendal: Neither is the Leader of the Opposition.
Mr D.L. SMITH: The Deputy Leader of the National Party is not in the Chamber.
Mr Court: Where is your shadow Minister?
Mr D.L. SMITH: Our shadow Minister was not responsible for the timing of this
decision. When this decision was released he was in the Eastern States.
Mr Court: He is very responsible for this decision.
Mr D.L. SMITH: Another member will speak on that issue. Government members
should just remember that political parties which betray the people they represent and
Ministers who betray their responsibilities to the future economic prosperity of this State
will be judged accordingly when elections come around.
MR COWAN (Merredin - Deputy Premier) [3.20 pm]: I have looked carefully at the
matter of public importance raised by the Leader of the Opposition. Rather than dealing
with the emotional claptrap that has been raised about the activities of individuals, it is
appropriate we deal with the provision of electrical energy for Western Australia for the
next decade and the matter of Government planning through its chief agency, the State
Energy Commission of Western Australia, to ensure the provision of the cheapest
possible electrical energy.
Mr D.L. Smith: This the most expensive option of all and the Deputy Premier knows it.
The Deputy Premier must own up that he argued against that option in Cabinet and he
lost.
Mr Taylor: The Deputy Premier voted against it in Cabinet.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COWAN: The member for Kalgoorlie knows as well as I do that one does not vote in
Cabinet.
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Mr D.L. Smith: The Premier said it was a unanimous dttision in Cabinet.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COWAN: This debate concerns the planning and provision of the cheapest electrical
energy supply to Western Australia.
Mr D.L. Smith: This is the antithesis of that.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COWAN: This debate is also about ensuring that Western Australia has the capacity
to guarantee the delivery of energy to whatever industries choose to establish themselves
in Western Australia.
Dr Lawrence: With a 300 MW power station the Government will fall short of that. The
decision was made; it was well advanced and members opposite blew it. The Minister
for Energy was properly briefed and knew what was happening.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the Opposition will cease her continual
interjections.
Mr COWAN: Prior to 1993 the State Energy Commission put forward a number of
proposals to respective Governments about planning for future energy demands in
Western Australia. It took members opposite four years -

Mr D.L. Smith: It took four years to get it right, and it took this Government six months
to get it wrong.
Mr C.J. Barnett: It galls the member for Mitchell that the decision has been made.
Mr D.L. Smith: It is a betrayal of the people of the south west and the Minister for
Energy should not laugh about it. It is an absolute disgrace for the Minister to be
laughing about this matter.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Mitchell will cease interjecting.
Mr D.L. Smith: I will not allow this sort of decision to be made without making my
stand clear.
The SPEAKER: I ask the member for Mitchell to cease his lengthy interjections. I
understand the member's feelings, but this House requires a pattern of order and I cannot
allow the member to continue.
Mr COWAN: It is -

Mr D.L. Smith: It is an absolute betrayal, that is what it is.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr COWAN: I am sure the member for Mitchell thinks the only way he can grab a
headline is to get himself ejected from this Chamber.
Mr D.L. Smith: I would be proud if I were ejected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the member for Mitchell.
Dr Lawrence: The member for Collie thinks it is funny. She has betrayed those people
totally.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COWAN: From 1989 to 1993 the Lawrence Government could not make a decision.

Mr D.L. Smith: The Deputy Premier should tell us how he justifies this decision?
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr COWAN: In 1993 this Government -

Mir Taylor: That is absolutely wrong and the Deputy Premier knows it. We made a
decision for a 600 MW coal fired power station.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the Deputy Leader of the Opposition,
not solely for this interjection, but because he has been interjecting quite a deal today.
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Mr COWAN: The important factor is that in four years of deliberation, consideration
and discussion, the present Opposition could not make a decision.
Dr Lawrence: You made the wrong decision.

Mr COWAN: The Cabinet of the Lawrence Government said it should continue its
negotiations with Asea Brown Boveni.
Dr Lawrence: It is wrong for the State, for Collie and for industry.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the Opposition will come to order!
Mr COWAN: That was the decision made by the Opposition: It did not commit to a
power station.
Mr D.L. Smith: We did.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COWAN: The closest the Lawrence Government got in the decision making process
was a statement that negotiations would continue.
Dr Lawrence: My Government was fully committed.
Mr COWAN: The closest the Lawrence Government got was to make a statement that it
was continuing with negotiations.
Mr D.L. Smith: The Deputy Premier should speak to the motion and try to justify a
300 MW power station.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COWAN: The Opposition did not make a decision when it was in Government: The
negotiations were continuing, so the decision could not have been made. There was no
decision.
Mr D.L. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Mitchell has asked that question four times,
please cease.
Mr D.L. Smith: it is about time the Deputy Premier responded.
The SPEAKER: Order! Do not cross swords with me. The member for Mitchell is
pushing me to the end of my patience. I will have to take extreme action. I do not wish
to do that because I respect the member for Mitchell's actions in this House, but I will
take action if the member continues to interject when I call order.
Mr Thomas interjected.
The SPEAKER: I formally call the member for Cockburn to order.
Mr COWAN: Some projections about energy demand in this State have -

Mr D.L. Smith: Those projections do not tally with a 300 MW power station.
Mr COWAN: Those projections were made by the State Energy Commission. If one
takes those projections over a period and presumes a requirement for a margin - that is, a
reserve plant operating capacity that allows for peak loads - of between 20 and 25 per
cent, one can project the likely energy demand in Western Australia. The State Energy
Commission based its projections on a very low load growth expectation over that period.
The demand for energy in Western Australia will be higher than the projection.
Mr D.L. Smith: The Deputy Premier shows his true regard for the south west: No more
power stations, no public hospital.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COWAN: The projected load growth demand put forward by the SEC of just over
three per cent is nowhere near high enough. In the past six months this State has seen
load growth as high as six per cent. That may be the advent of a change of Government -

Dr Lawrence: That projection was for a 600 watt power station; how can the Deputy
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Premier justify a 300 MW power station? We will have power shortages. This thing will
not be commissioned until 1998.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Dr Lawrence: We will be living in the dark.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr COWAN: It is about time that members opposite realised they are in Opposition.
They cannot keep carping on and on.
Mr D.L. Smith: Do yourjob properly then.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COWAN: The Opposition must listen now and again. If the member for Mitchell
were prepared to keep his mouth shut and listen - probably for the first time in his life -
he would understand what I am trying to say. The State Energy Commission made a
projection about the energy needs of Western Australia which is far too low. In practice,
the energy demand in Western Australia has a much higher growth rate. A demand will
occur for additional power in Western Australia. I am trying to point out to this House
and to the people of this State that the Government recognises that demand will occur.
However, the question to be answered is whether the solution arrived at after negotiations
which were conducted by the now Opposition when in Government for the provision of
power for Western Australia was the best possible option. The answer is that of course it
was not because it excluded the flexibility so necessary in the provision of energy supply
in Western Australia.

Mr D.L. Smith interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order for the second time the member for
Mitchell.
Mr COWAN: The State recognises the demand for energy in Western Australia. The
Government recognises that the present predictions made by the State Energy
Commission of Western Australia are higher than those first projected. At the time,
when looking at the then Government's proposition, which this Government has
inherited, my colleague, the member for Cottesloc, and now Minister for Resources
Development and Energy, made it clear that the Government's effort to secure the energy
needs for the future of Western Australia lacked the necessary flexibility. Additionally,
because of the way in which the demand was to be satisfied, the cost of the delivery of
energy wdu'ld be significantly higher than by some other alternatives. At the moment the
State Government is committed to the construction of a 300 MW power station at Collie -
something the Opposition could not do when in Government. The Opposition had four
years to make a decision on this issue, but was unable to do so. It had ranted the
mandate to Asea Brown Boveri but the best it could do was instruct SECWA to continue
its negotiations with ABB. It had already failed in its negotiations with Mitsubishi
Transfield. This Government has been prepared to commit for the construction of a 300
MW power plant in Collie. I have no doubt that the energy demand in this State will be
great enough for the Government, at the appropriate time, not only to have that
construction under way and properly managed -

Mr D.L. Smith: No international company would do business with you rats.

Withdrawal of Remtark
Mr COWAN: I demand the withdrawal of that statement.

The SPEAKER: That remark will be withdrawn and I formally call to order for the third
time the member for Mitchell.

Mr LXL. SMITH: I withdraw the expression "rats".

Debate Resumed
Dr Lawrence: No international company would deal with you.
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Mr COWAN: I am not a betting man, but that is not true. I wager that a number of
international companies will still do business with the Government. I predict that ABB
will build this power station and that Mitsubishi Transfield will continue to do business
with the Government. Although the Government has rejected the legacy left to it by the
Opposition that it was to continue negotiations with ABB - that is all the Opposition had;
it had nothing else - it is committed to the construction of a 300 MW power station at
Collie commencing by 1995 at the latest.
Dr Lawrence: It will be 1999.
Mr COWAN: The construction of the station will commence by 1995; the Government
has made that commitment. I have no doubt that as the economic growth of Western
Australia leads this nation and as the demand for energy continues to match, if not be
greater than, the economic growth of this State, before the next election the Government
will be required to again consider the needs for further energy demand in Western
Australia. I am confident that not only will the Government commit the State to the
construction of a 300 MW power plant, as it has done today, but also before the term of
this Government is over, it will have committed to a further 300 MW power station to
meet the needs of this State.

Amendment to Motion
Mr COWAN: I do not think this Parliament should deal with rubbish such as the
proposition put forward by the Opposition. Therefore, I move -

To delete all words after "House" with a view to substituting the following -

acknowledges that the Government -

(a) has opted for a 300 MW, SECWA funded, privately managed
power station, and has accordingly instructed SECWA to withdraw
the mandate given to ABB;

(b) will now have greater flexibility in meeting the future power needs
of the State; and

this House also records that the previous Government failed to make a
decision on this matter after four years of procrastination.

Dr Lawrence: You are not going to get away with it.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the Leader of the Opposition.
Mr COWAN: I would not like to be married to the Leader of the Opposition, I would
never go home.

Withdrawal of Remtark
Dr LAWRENCE: The sort of insult which was just directed at me has been taken
offence at by members opposite previously. I take offence at that insult and I ask that it
be withdrawn.
Mr COWAN: I withdraw the remark.
The SPEAKER: I could not hear the remark because the Leader of the Opposition was
interjecting too much. Members will come to order.

Debate Reswoned
DR TURNBULL (Collie) [3.38 pm]: I reiterate the stand I cook a few weeks ago when
I defended the construction of a 600 MW coal fired power station in Collie. It is well
known that as the member for Collie I have campaigned for a long time for the
Government's adoption of chat position. The residents of Collie have worked hard to
present a case for the best option to the Government. to the former Government, and to
the State. The presentation has been assisted by the coal companies, the unions, the
workers, the people of Collie and lately by the south west power task force. The south
west needs this project. I have spoken on a number of occasions in this House in three
different capacities; as the member for Collie, a member from the south west, and a
member of the Government. Today I will speak in my capacity as the member for Collie.
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A few weeks ago I spoke in this Parliament on the proposal for a 600 MW power station
at Collie in my capacity as representing the electorate of Collie. I have since met with
my electors, the people involved int the decision making and the people who work in
Collie, to discuss the situation and to seek their views. They believed that we should
consider the needs of the Collie community for stability for the suppliers of coal and the
power industry because the coal contracts will come up for renewal early in the next
century. It was always understood that the proposed 600 MW power station would not
produce a great burst of activity in Collie and it would never provide hundreds of extra
jobs.
Several members interjected.
Dr TURNBULL: We must secure some form of stability for the coalmnines and power
station at Collie. Collie people are realistic and they have lived through the ups and
downs of economic cycles of a coal mining town. These cycles occur regardless of
whether a Liberal, Labor or National Party Government is in power. In my discussions
with the Collie people it became apparent that they considered they must look to the
future of Collie and, if it is the Government's decision, it must accept the 300 MW unit.
Many of us are disappointed with the Government's decision today to go against a 600
MW power station and to opt for a 300 MW power station. It is imperative that Collie
has continuity and because the Collie people are realistic they understand that a new mine
and power station will provide some of the stability Collie needs.
The common thread of my discussions with the Collie people is that a decision must be
made. They cannot sit around, as they have in the past four years. not knowing exactly
what will happen. The Government's decision today will provide some stability for
Collie. It will also provide some stability for the south west. It is not a tiddlywinks
decision. A 600 MW power station would incur a $2b expenditure and a 300 MW power
station will incur expenditure between $800m and $lb. It is not chickenfeed. The people
of Collie are prepared to accept a decision which will introduce stability in the supply of
energy in Western Australia.
Mr D.L. Smith interjected.
Dr TURNBULL: It is very difficult to debate this issue with the former Minister, the
member for Mitchell, interjecting. If he were in my position he would be explaining the
situation in exactly the same way as I am.
Before the former Premier of this State went to the last election she knew what
recommendations would be bmought down in the Carnegie report. Carnegie had
presented the case to the Government and the Opposition a few days prior to Christmas.
One of the reasons the then Premier did not sign any documentation in respect of the coal
fired power station when she had the opportunity to do so prior to the election is that she
knew what recommendations Carnegie would be bringing down.
I reiterate that the people of Collie are realistic and they wanted this Government to make
a decision to bring some stability to the town. The Government has agreed to a 300 MW
power station at a cost of $800m. The people of Collie will work with it and look
forward to the time when the second 300 MW power station will be constructed.
MR GRILL (Eyre) [3.45 pm I: I support the motion and oppose the amendment moved
by the Deputy Premier. This decision is one of the biggest decisions the Government
could announce and it announced it in a space of three minutes. It has all the hallmarks
of an abominable political compromise. I will not be so crass to say that the Minister for
Resources Development is in the pocket of the gas industry, although there is a strong
feeling in the community that the Minister is under undue influence of that industry. This
decision smells of politics and it is an attempt by the National Party to hang on to the seat
of Collie. It smells of politics on the pan of the Liberal Party because the Minister for
Resources Development is placating and fostering the wishes of the gas lobby. It is a
blunder of quite considerable proportions.
The Government is throwing away an opportunity to put in place an efficient 600 MW
establishment in favour of a 300 MW power station which it knows cannot be as efficient
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as a 600 MW operation because of the loss of economies of scale. In his statement the
Minister indicated that Asea Brown Boveri would be invited to build the 300 MW
establishment. What has chat company said to date about the merits of a 600 MW power
station as against the merits of a 300 MW power station? Firstly, it said the construction
cost would add at least six per cent to power tariffs if the Government opts for a 300 MW
station as opposed to a 600 MW power station. Secondly, it said that the operation and
maintenance costs of the 300 MW power station as against the 600 MW power station
would increase the tariff in the order of 4.4 per cent. Thirdly, it said the cost of supplying
coal - depending on the figure supplied; there is some doubt about the cost of coal
because some of the figures are confidential - would increase by between 10 per cent and
17.5 per cent if the Government opts for a 300 MW power station.
Overall, the people who will be asked to build the new power station are saying that a
300 MW power station will result in an increase in tariff from 4.850 per unit for a 600
MW establishment to 6.20 per unit for a 300 MW establishment. ABB has informed
Cabinet accordingly and that is the company in which this Government is putting its faith
to build the new power station.
Mr C.J. Barnett: Don't you think it can do it?
Mr GRILL: That is another question. ABB has told the Government that its decision
will increase the tariff by approximately 1.350 per unit. That fact alone condemns the
decision that has been made today.
MR C.J. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Minister for Energy [3.50 pm]: I acknowledge and
thank the Deputy Premier and, in particular, the member for Collie - who has been a
strong advocate for the construction of a 600 MW power station at Collie - for their
comments. I also commend the member for Collie for the gracious way she has
acknowledged in this Parliament that although she feels some disappointment she also
recognises that after four years the State has a Government which is prepared to make a
decision on this matter. This is why members opposite are so galled, because they know
they could not reach a decision on this power station in four years.
How close did the heroes opposite get to reaching a decision on this matter? In a Cabinet
decision of 12 November 1992 they "noted that SECWA intended to proceed with further
negotiations subject to modification of the basis upon which they should be conductred
and the Cabinet agreed that that course should be pursued'. Congratulations! That was
the previous Government's decision. It had progressed no way towards reaching a
decision and that is why members opposite sit humiliated today - because the Court
Coalition Government on coming to office said it would consider the project and reach a
commercial decision, which it did; Collie will now get a major investment project costing
$500:m which will create 550 jobs during construction and 3 000 jobs in total. That is
great news for Collie, the south west and electricity consumers, who can have confidence
in this project.
Dr Lawrence: It is an extremely bad and short-sighted decision.
Mr C.J. BARNETT: The Leader of the Opposition says I am short sighted. I would hate
to be long sighted like members opposite who spent four years procrastinating and still
could not reach a decision. In November 1992 the former Premier was to think about the
project and was unable to make a decision. Today she is humiliated and embarrassed,
and deserves to be.
Much has been said about finance in relation to this matter. I am the first to admit that
this is an ixnrordinarily complex project involving issues of cost, State guarantees,
tariffs and debt, all of which must be assessed. The Government has carefully analysed
and assessed those matters.
Several members inteijected.
Mr Kobelke: If that is true, tell the House about it and stop running away from the
question!
Mr C.J. BARNETT: No-one is running away from the question. If the member wishes,!I

1618 CASSEMBLY1



[Tuesday, 3 August 1993] 61

will use all of private members' time on Wednesday to explain word by word the Collie
power station project. If he will move a motion on Wednesday to that end, and if he
wishes his private members' time to be used on that matter, I am prepared to give him a
copy of the Press kit and he can go away tonight and put on his little study lamp and read
it because he did not understand it over the past four years.
Mr D.L. Smith: I understood it better than the Minister does.
Mr C.J. BARNETT: The difference is chat a decision has been made after members
opposite procrastinated and were unable to reach a decision for four years.
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Members from both sides of the House will cease
their barrage of interjections.
Mr C.J. BARNETT: I turn to a couple of the points just made. First, I resent any
implication that I am in the pocket of the gas lobby. Anyone who knows me knows how
outrageous such a statement is. I was pleased chat remark was withdrawn.
I turn to the matter of leaks to The West Australian. At about 11.15 pmn yesterday a
member of The West Australian telephoned me and read to me what was to be printed on
the front page of The West Australian. The same thing happened to the Deputy Premier.
A detailed reading of the article reveals that the paper took a punt that a decision would
be taken on a 300 MW power station. The ankile contained no detail of the
announcement, which was not known because no information was leaked to The West
Australian. I admit, unlike members of the previous Governiment, that negotiations have
been pretty rough at times.
Mr D.L. Smith interjected.
Mr C.J. BARNETT: The rabbit from Mitchell interjects. It is a pity he did not stand in
Cabinet when he was deciding whether to continue negotiations subject to modifications
and argue for a decision. Where was he on 12 November 1992? Why did he not make a
decision? Does he wish to read what Cabinet decided at that time? He is absolutely
hopeless!
Much has been said about the cost of this project. The critical matter involved is the risk.
The previous Government intended committing Western Australia to a 30 year take or
pay contract involving significant risk. That may have resulted in low cost electricity
from this project, but the other power stations would have finished up operating at less
than capacity and costs would have risen over the costs of this project. The 300 MW
SECWA owned power station involves significant savings over a privately owned and
operated 600 MW station. It involves a net saving of $300m to SECWA. Why, when in
Governiment, did members opposite not ask the appropriate questions, or for the analysis
that I demanded? Why did the previous Government fail in its responsibility in this area?
Why did the Minister for Fuel and Energy and the Treasurer not ask the simple questions
that should have been asked?
Why did members opposite not look at the graph and realise that costs would have gone
over 80 per unit in 2011? The only way to avoid that jump in tariffs would have been to
refinance the project. The previous Governiment would have committed Western
Australian taxpayers to a $2b commitment on the act of faith that the project could be
refinanced later, which would have been outrageous and irresponsible. When in
Government members opposite held clandestine meetings which resulted in rapid
decisions which lost hundreds of millions of dollars through WA Inc, yet when they had
a real project, a power station, to consider they could not reach a decision in four years.
However, when it came to the shonky deals such as PICL and some of the city property
deals former Government members met in dark corners and reached decisions that cost
this State hundreds of millions of dollars. Thie previous Government failed miserably
with WA Inc and failed also to make a decision about this real project.

Division

Amendment (words to be deleted) put and a division takcen with the fol lowing result -
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Mr Ainsworth
Mr C.J. Barnett
Mr Board
Dr Constable
Mr Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Day
Mrs Edwazdes;
Dr Hlamres

Mr M. Barnett
Mr Bridge
Mr Brown
Mr Cunningham
Mr Graham
Mr Grill
Mrs Hallahan

Ayes (27)
Mr House
Mr Johnson
Mr Kieraib
Mr Marshall
MrMcNce
Mr Minson
Mr Nicholls
Mr Osborne
Mr Pendal

Noes (20)

Mrs Henderson
Mr Hill
Mr Kobelke
Dr Lawrence
Mr Mcflinty
Mr Riebcling
Mr Ripper

Mr Prince
Mr Shave
Mr W. Smith
Mr Trenorden
Mr Tubby
Dr Turnbull
Mrs van de Klashorst
Mr Wiese
Mr Bloffwilch (Teller)

Mr DI. Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Thomas
Ms Wanock
Dr Watson
Mr Leahy (Teller)

Pairs

Mr Lewis
Mr Omodel
Mr Blaikie
MrfBhadshaw

Dr Gallop
Mr Marlborough
Dr Edwards
Mr Catania

Amendment thus passed.
Division

Amendment (words to be substituted) put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (27)

Mr Ainsworth
Mr C.J Barnett
Mr Board
Dr Constable
Mr Court
Mr Cowan
Mr Day
Mrs Edwartles;
Dr flames

Mr M. Barneut
Mrt Bridge
Mr Brown
Mr Cunningham
Mr Graham
Mr Grill
Mrs Hallahan

Mr House
Mr Johnson
Mr Kierath
Mr Marshall
Mr Mcec
Mr Minson
Mr Nicholls
Mr Osborne
Mr Pendal

Noes (20)
Mrs Henderson
Mr Hill
Mr Kobelke
Dr Lawrence
Mr McGinty
Mr Riebl ing
Mr Ripper

Mr Prince
Mr Shave
Mr W. Smith
Mr Trenorden
Mr Tubby
Dr Turnbull
Mrs van de Klashorst
Mr Wiese
Mr Bloffwilch (Teller)

Mr D.L. Smith
Mr Taylor
Mr Thomas
Ms Warnock
Dr Watson
Mr Leahy (Teller)

Pairs

Mr Lewis
Mr Omadei
Mr Blaikie
Mr Bmadshaw

Amendment thus passed.

Dr Gallop
Mr Marlborough
Dr Edwards
Mr Catania

Motion, as Amended

Division
Question put and a division taken with the following result -
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Ayes (27)
Mr Ainsworth Mr House Mr Prince
Mr CJ. Barnett MrJohnson Mr Shave
Mr Board Mr Kierath Mr W. Smith
Dr Constable Mr MarshallI Mr Trenorden
Mr Court Mr McNee Mr Tubby
Mr Cowan Mr Minson Dr Turnbull
Mr Day Mr Nicholls Mrs van de Klashorst
Mrs Edwardes Mr Osborne Mr Wiese
Dr flames Mr Pcndaj Mr Blofrwitch (Teller)

Noes (20)
Mr M. Barnett Mrs Henderson Mr DL. Smith
Mr Bridge Mr Hill Mr Taylor
Mir Brown Mr Kabelke Mr Thomas
Mr Cunningham Dr Lawrence Ms Wanock
Mr Graham Mr M~cGinty Dr Watson
Mr Grill Mr Riebeling Mr Leahy (Teller)
Mrs Kaliahan Mr Ripper

Pair
Mr Lewis Dr Gallop
Mr Omodei Mr Marlborough
Mr Blaikie Dr Edwards
Mr Bradshaw Mr Catania

Question (motion, as amended) thus passed-

SUPPLY BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 8 July.
DR LAWRENCE (Glendalough - Leader of the Opposition) [4.09 pm]: It is traditional
in this Parliament that during debate on the Supply Bill many members discuss matters of
importance to them and their electorates but particularly those that have to do with the
Government's finances and expenditure. Today I intend to outline to the House the state
of Western Australia's economy, some of the prospects for the State's economy - which
have been severely tainted by today's announcement on the power station - and the state
of Western Australia's finances. In particular I will outline the extent to which the
McCarrey Report of the Independent Commission to Review Public Sector Finances
accurately reflects Western Australia's financial position. It has been obvious to the
people of Western Australia and others outside the State that for some time Western
Australia has been emerging from the recession more quickly and robustly than any other
State, including Queensland. A number of independent reports have been written about
Western Australia's prospects and past performance, particularly during the recession. I
shall go into some detail in a moment.
A report was prepared by Access Economics for the Ministry of Premier and Cabinet and
was used by the Premier, ineptly, at the Premier's Conference to outline the Western
Australian economy's prospects. In addition, a number of assessments have been
conducted by other organisations independent of Western Australia. For example, the
New South Wales Treasury issues on a monthly basis interstate comparisons assessing a
number of economic indicators. It was originally devised, I believe, to make New South
Wales look good, but over recent years it has made Western Australia look good. This
comparison examines private consumption, private capital expenditure, public
expenditure, State final demand, income, gross operating surpluses and gross State
product. Those indicators give each State a ranking, and for a very long period now
Western Australia has ranked number one.
In addition, the Victorian Employers' Chamber of Commerce and Industry has published
a report called "The States Report" prepared by its economic and research service.
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Again, this puts Western Australia at the top of the report card. This report uses a
combination of economic indicators: Firstly, it uses similar indicators to those used by
the New South Wales Treasury, such as growth, employment, investment, inflation,
productivity and bankruptcies, leading to an index of economic indicators. Secondly, it
employs a number of Government indicators such as current outlays growth, net debt as a
percentage of gross domestic product, net interest as a percentage of revenue and grants,
credit rating, tax growth and reliance on business taxes. Again, this repont also found that
Western Australia was clearly number one on the list of all States. Also, the Victorian
Audit Commission, which examined all States' financial positions closely, indicated that
Western Australia's finances were in a good position.
In addition, a number of observers have pointed to the significant natural advantages
Western AustalAia enjoys. However, I issue a warning to those people, including the
Premier, who seem to think some inherent virtue exists in the fact that Western Australia
happens to be located on some of the most mineral rich parts of the nation. This
advantage must be properly exploited and managed. However, this advantage confers
virtue on neither politicians nor the people of Western Australia; in fact, it confers a
particular responsibility neither to waste that resource nor deal with it in a profligate
manner. In many other areas we are forced to use our brains to develop resources
through manufacturing and selling services which are not obvious natural advantages of
Western Australia. I fear that the current State Governiment will make very little progress
in this area.
It is very easy to point to the minerals, the oil and gas sectors and, to a lesser extent,
agriculture, and count our blessings. It cannot be claimed that the Government of the day
is in some way responsible for an act of God or fate for the advantages we enjoy. Any
Government at any timie can benefit from the advantage and therefore assist the people of
Western Australia, but the challenge is to obtain the best value from resources, add value,
and create employment and new industries which may not immediately be obvious as
Western Australia's forte. We must diversify our economy. The problem is that the
present Government is unaware of, or unwilling to examine, the need and the means by
which to achieve that diversification.
A matter of importance to all Western Australians, particularly parliamentarians, is
outlined in the Access Economics report. This company has a reputation for very good
economic modelling, which, by necessity, is somewhat inexact. However, this modelling
is necessary for Governments and business to, for example, predict energy demands; they
need to know the forecast economic position in five, 10, or even 20 years' time. Access
Economics has specialised in its analysis of such forecasts. In the company's analysis of
the Western Australian economy conducted for the Premier, it was clear that the
assessments and statements made about the Western Australian economy by Government
members when in Opposition were not only dishonest, but also known to be dishonest
from public records at the time.
I refer now to the economic indicators of Western Australia's position prior to the current
Government's taking office. The report makes projections, independent of this
Government's action, of Western Australia's economic future. Everyone is aware that
Western Australia has experienced ant above average population growth; at times this has
been almost double the growth for Australia as a whole. Between 1981-82 and 1991-92
our growth averaged 2.2 per cent and the national average was 1.4 per cent. This may
appear to be a figure of no significance, yet it is one of the most important indicators of
economic potential. Access Economics rightly indicates that strong population flow from
interstate and overseas is a great contributor to economic growth, particularly for demand
for products in the domestic market.
Through the 1990s interstate migration and a lower death rate, associated with a strong
flow of migrants from outside Australia, will mean that the gap between Western
Australia and other States will grow, with the possible exception of Queensland. The
strong flow of migrants, mainly young people with families, has a direct impact on
consumer demand for services, products and housing. Therefore, Western Australia
remained above the national average in this regard.
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A technical definition of recession indicates that Western Australia was never in
recession in that sense. Certainly, we had very serious problems with unemployment
which needed, and received, recognition.
Looking to the future, we must maintain this level of population growth in Western
Australia. I do not say ibis lightly: An impediment to population growth will be the
perception that this State is the "deep" west, similar to the way that Queensland was
regarded for generations. A broad view is held by investors and others that Western
Australia is like the deep south of the United States of America in the worst times in its
history. We should not underestimate the extent to which social policy and other State
development matters contribute to this perception. For example, the attitude to
Aboriginal people in dealing with the Mabo case will have an effect on Western
Australia's attractiveness to migrants.
Western Australia's gross domestic product has grown faster than that of any other State,
a point never acknowledged by the current Government even though it is the springboard
to growth in the 1990s. According to Access Economics, a growth of 11.1- per cent per
annum has occurred in this State - with a national avenage of 9.3 per cent - and that
occurred not only in the resource sector, and certainly not only through the North West
Shelf gas project. In fact, the growth occurred much earlier than the benefits arriving
from the North West Shelf project towards the end of the decade. Into the 1990s Western
Australia's share of the nation's GDP will continue to inch higher year by year. At the
start of the 1990s the figure was under nine per cent; it is now over 10 per cent with a
forecast of 11.3 per cent by the end of the century. Western Australia's contribution to
the national GDP is becoming more dominant.
Mr Nicholls: No thanks to the previous Government.
Dr LAWRENCE: I pointed out that the growth figures related to the 1980s, and the
figures come from a report prepared by Access Economics, This is an independent body
which used Australian Bureau of Statistics figures in compiling its findings, yet these
figures were conveniently ignored by members opposite for Political convenience.
Mr Court: The North West Shelf provided all that growth.
Dr LAWRENCE: It is not all North West Shelf; I assure the Premier that he is wrong.
Members opposite have a habit of making extreme and extravagant statements and not
bothering to back them up with fact.
Mr Court: If the Leader of the Opposition were to take out the benefits derived from the
North West Shelf -

Dr LAWRENCE: That growth puts Western Australia in a very good position; that is on
the back of what Access Economics describes - I point this out to the Premier
particularly - as "Western Australia's Superior employment record over the past two years
in particular". That is a significant comment given the nonsense that was talked in this
Parliament about the differentially adverse position that Western Australia was in.
Despite the fact that Western Australia had high unemployment, its employment growth
was better than any other State. On the back of what Access Economics calls that
superior employment record, it very clearly indicates that per capita gross State product
in Western Australia has grown when it has stagnated everywhere else. In other words,
we had higher population growth, and we still managed to keep our growth rates and our
gross State product well ahead, and sufficient to increase the amount per capita. Again,
Access Economics indicates that the gap between Western Australia and the other States
is likely to be increased over the coming years, to OUr advantage.
Over the past decade Western Australia has attracted a relatively large share of private
investment. Before the Premier steps in and says that relates to the North West Shelf gas
project. I will tell him that it does not. Investment significantly above the national
average has been going on in other areas. Access Economics predicts a continuation of
that trend, otherwise the Premier would not take its report to Canberra. I will quote areas
of significant importance in Western Australia which have been underestimated and
overlooked by the Government, particularly when it was in Opposition. It has often been
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said by members opposite that Western Australia has a severe problem with employment.
When in Opposition the Premier and his former leader said that this State was in a far
worse position than any other. In fact, consistent with those trends in population and
output, Western Australia's employment growth has also outpaced the employment
growth in Australia as a whole. It has grown by 2.8 per cent per annum on avenage
compared with 1.8 per cent nationally. It is forecast to continue growing faster than that
over the next decade. We can be sure of one thing: Despite the fact that I am a strong
supporter of proper management of mineral resources to ensure the continued
profitability and prosperity of the mining sector, that is not the area in which employment
growth has occurred or will occur. It is in other areas of the economy. Members in
mining areas have seen the size of their towns and communities diminish; companies are
doing more with less. They have not increased their work force, they have diminished
their work force. As Access Economics says, despite that, in the latter part of and after
the recession Western Australia's employment performance - that is, during the time we
were in Government and were being bartered around the head by the then Opposition -
was "very strong relative to all Australia. That strength is expected to continue." I am
pleased that it is. In recent employment figures the trend estimates have shown that for
nine successive months Western Australia had a reduction in unemployment and an
improvement in employment. Full time employment has rebounded very substantially
and Western Australia is looking better than it has done for some time, I ask the Premier
to pay attention to this. It is his own report from Access Economics. The report states -

The State's stronger employment record is due partly to relatively strong growth
in public sector wage and salary earnier employment.

This Government is proposing to chop all that out. The Australian Bureau of Statistics
estimated in a recent report on the contribution, or lack of it, to employment and
unemployment growth, that in New South Wales and Victoria significant contributions -
if one could call it that - had been made to unemployment by Mr Kennett, and Mr Fahey
and formerly Mr Greiner, in the extent to which Government services had been slashed,
the public sector work force cut, and people displaced and made redundant. There has
been a very significant impact in those States which the Premier now acknowledges are
providing a template for the business of Government in Western Australia. I urge the
Premier to reconsider that attitude because our employment position is now strong. Itris
likely to be weakened by the slash and burn mentality that McCarrey and his colleagues
will almost certainly adopt in relation to the public sector work force. In particular, I
draw the Premier's attention to an apparent conflict in one area of McCarrey's second
report; that is, the McCarrey subcommittee on education has recommended chat 200 jobs
be cut from the head office of the Ministry of Education. The Premier is probably not
even aware that 200 positions will be cut. In reviewing the administration of the
education system, Dr Vickery strongly recommended against such cuts on the ground
they would make life at the coal face - that is, in the schools, where the teachers are
providing for the education and employment of those children - very difficult.
Dr Vickery urges the Government very strongly - as does the Opposition - not to
undertake cuts of that kind because of some misguided ideological belief that
Government is far too big in Western Australia, that it should be slashed, and that in very
many cases employment should be transferred to the private sector. Some of it can be,
and my Government undertook some movement, but not as a wholesale change to the
Public Service.
Mr Court: Can I answer that question that you asked me?
Dr LAWRENCE: No, the Premier can have his chance later.
Mr Court: You asked me a question.
Dr LAWRENCE: No, I drew the Premier's attention to it. That is all 1 require at this
stage.
Western Australia's position in economic terms, as we have known for some time, has
been considerably enhanced by our merchandise exports in the North West Shelf gas
project and the mineral sector.
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Mr Court: Is the Leader of the Opposition taking back all the nasty things that have been
said about the North West Shelf gas project?
Dr LAWRENCE: No-one was ever against the project, just the fact that a Liberal
Government saddled -

Mr Court: Members opposite wanted a royal commission to try to catch some dirt.
Dr LAWRENCE: The Premier said there was no problem with that. The Government of
the day was so concerned to get the North West Shelf gas project up, it did not care at
what price. We cared about the price. Since then electricity prices have reflected that
extravagant project.
Mr Court: Are you saying now it is not a good project?
Dr LAWRENCE: The Premier is not capable of keeping more than one idea in his head
at the same time. We have two ideas here: The project is a good one, but one does not
have to sell one's soul to get it up. Has the Premier got those two ideas?
Mr Court: Are you saying that the Government sold its soul to get the North West Shelf
gas project up and running?
Dr LAWRENCE: Yes, and it sold the electricity consumers of Western Australia a 17
per cent rise in their electricity accounts. We have had a very significant growth in the
resource sector in Western Australia, which no Government can take credit for. Neither
the Premier nor his father created that gas, petroleum, mineral sands or iron ore. Very
significant developments have taken place in the mining industries, despite the Premier's
claims to the contrary. There has been expansion of mines in the iron ore, mineral sands
and oil and gas sectors. Any suggestion by the Premier that there has not been a major
project in Western Australia during the past 10 years should be treated with the contempt
it deserves. Over that time our merchandise exports grew dramatically and that is the
reason Western Australia's export performance has become such a major contributor to
this State's economy. Before this Government came into office this State's exports had
passed $9 000 per head per annum compared with under $3 000 per head per annum
nationally. That is something about which all Western Australians can be pleased, but
not complacent. We did not put those minerals in the ground; we must exploit them in a
sensible way and not just for this generation; not just for this State; not just for the
moment, but for the future. I am sure every member of this House who has looked at the
industry, particularly the minerals sector, knows that with the exception of gold most
mineral prices have been on a downward slide for a very long time. The only way many
of those companies have been able to maintain such a strong position is by increasing
their volume of exports. I congratulate them for capturing new markets, but they have
not got a better price. They have had to negotiate with their workers - who have been
very willing - significant improvements in productivicy, reductions in the work force, and
changes to work practices, which have made them among the most competitive in the
world. We can all be very pleased with that, and certainly members of my Government
were pleased that we were part of the process of assisting in those negotiations. I note
that Broken Hill Proprietary Co Ltd, quite separately from the nonsensical changes to the
industrial relations legislation being proposed by the Minister for Labour Relations, has
negotiated under the existing legislation a significant agreement with its workers which
will see even further improvements in productivity. Those agreements will see the
individual workers better off and the company's competitiveness improve. That simple
strategy, undertaken by Broken Hill Proprietary Co Ltd in consultation with the unions,
who helped sell the benefits of such an arrangement to its membership, will not be
possible under the legislation proposed by the Minister for Labour Relations. It will
apply more to the small scale operator - the single proprietor wit two employees - for
whom it will be possible to work out individual contracts. The Minister should try
having it implemented for the entire work force of BH-P and see how far he gets.
Mr Bloffwitch: BHP has already done that.
Dr LAWRENCE: It has negotiated individual contracts under the existing legislation.
This Government's proposed legislation will be beneficial only to small businesses; it
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will not work for the large companies and its members know it will not. Companies are
avoiding in droves the Victorian legislation, which has similar qualities to the proposed
Western Australian legislation. The big companies do not want to touch it because they
know it is nor economic to do so.
It is time the present Government acknowledged the strength of the Western Australian
economy.
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Graham: The Premier has got it exactly right -

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Pilbara should come to order.
Dr LAWRENCE: As I mentioned earlier, a dispassionate examination of the Western
Australian economy will show that its employment growth has done extremely well.
However, I acknowledge that that is not sufficient to take up the demand of the Western
Australian work force and unemployment will not be solved by the Government's
insistence that resource projects are the only solution.
Mr Court: During your term how many jobs did you create?
Dr LAWRENCE: I have been referring to the report by Access Economics. Is the
Premier saying its authors are incompetent?
Mr Court: [ will show you the figures. Nor one new job was created during your term of
Government.
Dr LAWRENCE: I will illustrate the way in which the Premier is trying to mislead this
place. He and the Minister for Labour Relations should compete for the qualification of
who has made the most misleading statements in the public arena on employment. They
must have been reading from the same two-line text. Their statements are not truthful.
In a very interesting exercise Steve Burrell in The Australian Financial Review,
reflecting Australian Bureau of Statistics' figures - not fantasies trotted out by the
Premier - gives a clear comparison of Western Australia's employment situation with
other States. I am sure most members will be aware that because of our rate of
population growth and our relatively young population Western Australia has the highest
participation rate in the work force. More Western Australian women are in the work
force and, I am pleased to say, more are now in full time employment. The Western
Australian proportion of the population looking for work is greater than in any State. As
the report by Access Economics puts it, Western Australia shows "superior employment
performance". How does the Premier reconcile that with his observation?
Access Economics' report gives an indication of the capacity of the various State labour
markets to generate jobs and to absorb potential workers. In his article Mr Burrell adjusts
the unemployment figures by participation rates; that is a reasonable argument. For
example, some startling results are revealed when the seasonally adjusted national
participation rates for April of this year are applied. It is misleading to look at the
straight unemployment figures without looking at the State's capacity to absorb people
into the work force. Western Australia's already low unemployment rate - it is low by
national standards and improving - of 9.9 per cent is reduced to 5.2 per cent. In other
words, the national average of labour market participation in Western Australia brings
the unemployment rare to 5.2 per cent. I am not saying that that helps someone without a
job. However, as Mr Burrell says, it gives an indication of the State's capacity to absorb
new workers.
If the same average were applied to New South Wales its unemployment rate would
increase from 10.8 per cent to 13.5 per cent. In other words, the use of the average
participation rate would increase the unemployment figure and New South Wales'
employment profile would look extremely bad. If one were to go a step further and apply
New South Wales' participation rare to Western Australia, our unemployment rate would
fall to 2.3 per cent- In other words, compared with New South Wales, our economy is
that much better - using the same participation rate, we have 2.3 per cent unemployment
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compared with 10.8 per cent. That is not to suggest that unemployment is not a
continuing problem; it is. However, I make the point because unless the Government
understands that it cannot consistently rely on the resources sector to generate new jobs
for the young people who will come onto the labour market and of whom we have a
greater number than any other State, we will be left with a big export earning capacity
and a gross State product significantly above the national average, but with seven or eight
per cent of this State's people out of work. The generation of wealth will be considerable
but the creation of jabs will not be sufficient to absorb that number of people.
It is quite clear, even from Access Economics' report, that much of the growth which has
already taken place in Western Australia has resulted from the expansion into areas
outside the mineral sector such as the service and local retail sectors.
Before leaving this report, which all members should have read, I draw attention to the
fact that the growth forecasts into the 1990s axe very much at odds with this
Government's decision, announced in The West Australian last night, concerning the coal
fired power station. As I suggested earlier, the GSP of Western Australia has grown
faster than the national GDP over all except one of the last 10 years. At the beginning of
the 1980s, Western Australia accounted for nine per cent of the GDP. That has increased
to 10.2 per cent and will rise to 11.3 per cent by the end of the decade. Obviously, the
faster than average growth of Western Australia's population underpins that. Access
Economics' report makes that point repeatedly. It also says that is not the only
determinant and that structural issues are also relevant. It states -

including issues such as: whether structures and institutions are adaptable in
the face of a changing national and world trading environment; whether the
necessary new skills are being made available for the workforce..

We must concentrate on education and training. The report continues -

...whether there is sufficient resource mobility to enable advantage to be taken
of opportunities.

That means retraining and a clever approach to the skills of our workers. It continues -
.,.whether policy settings of state and national governments provide assistance

to, or hinder, industry development.
The Government's decision today will hinder industry development in Western Australia.
Mr Bloffwitch: I-ow will it hinder it?
Dr LAWIRENCE: It is quite clear that the decision to build a 300 MW power station in
Collie will not only place irr-jeopardy Western Australia's international reputation - Asea
Brown Rovedi is already very disgruntled at the way it has been treated - but also cause a
serious question mark to hang over the State's capacity to provide the necessary cheap
energy available for new industries which are energy hungry, such as in mining mineral
sands - an area very close to the heart of the member for Mitchell - and downstream
processing. I emphasise cheap energy because the Government seems to have forgotten
the importance of that variable. Those industries require considerable amounts of energy.
Today's decision to commission a 300 MW power station by the end of 1999 - that is the
directive from the State Energy Commission - barely replaces existing capacity. At the
same time the Government is presenting a report to Canberra, which [ believe it supports,
and which shows the following forecasts of growth in the gross State product: 1992-93,
5.4 per cent; 1993-94, 6.3 per cent; 1994-95, nine per cent; 1995 -96, 10.7 per cent; 1996-
97, 9.2 per cent; 1997-98, 7.6 per Cent - it comes down again slightly, but does not go
much below seven per cent. How can the Government justify a decision which will
provide a tiny additional injection of electricity capacity into the Western Australian
system at prices which are far too high to attract new industry? The report by Access
Economics goes on to say, with considerable prescience, that a great deal of potential
exists in Western Australia for the development of industries with high output for each
employee and, therefore, a concomitant increase in wealth. However, the sort of
investment which is required in value added industries will not be forthcoming if people
in the investment community cannot see that the capacity exists for big lumpy projects to
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take up large amounts of electricity. That energy will not be available, unless, as I
suspect he has, the Minister for Energy has an agenda to bring in large amounts of gas,
which will not be cheaper than Collie coal. Again, the emphasis apparently will be on
the form in which energy is generated rather than on the price, which was always the
basis on which we made our assessment.
I commend the Access Economics report to members of this House. However, it is by no
means the only one that shows the strength of the Western Australian economy. It shows
also its potential weaknesses, which are a failure to provide for those industries that are
employment generating, that add value, that require skills, that require a large number of
employees to produce an export which can then command much higher prices and a
much better return to the State than simply digging it up and shipping it out. In my view,
that is one of the serious weaknesses of the propositions that have been put forward by
the Government as well as its failure so far to properly outline an industry development
policy or, for that matter, an energy policy. The only projects we have seen so far from
this Government are the ones it has stopped. We have half a Collie project.
Mr Nicholls: At least we made a decision on the Collie project.
Dr LAWRENCE: We had made a decision on that project.
Mr Nicholls: Your decision was to keep negotiating.
Dr LAWRENCE: Of course, until the conclusion of the negotiations and the contracts
were signed. This Government does not have a contract with anybody. Thec Government
has made a decision to go ahead with a 300 MW power station, but it does not have an
agreement with the builder and it does not have an agreement on the price; it does not
have an agreement at all. It has made a decision to blow up a 600 MW project and
replace it with a 300 MW project, but where is the proponent and where is the Loan
Council approval for the borrowings? What is the price? This Government does not
have an energy policy or an industry policy. As far as we can tell, it has a minerals and
resources policy which tells companies that they can have carte blanche, that they can
ignore for the most part the needs of Aboriginal people and the environment and that they
can go in and dig it up and ship it away. The Government has no sense of the State's
need to preserve those resources, to add value to those resources and to expand the base
of this economy to take up the young people of our State who are not employed
Despite the very considerable wealth of Western Australia, my fear is that many
opportunities will be squandered by this Government because it is blind when it comes to
anything other than the mining industry. It is certainly blind to the services industry. We
heard the Minister for Tourism during question time toss off a few figures on tourism
with the same enthusiasm one would expect when one reads a shopping list. Tourism is
one of the big industries for Western Australia. It needs promotion, it needs training and
it needs attention by the Government. It needs the Government to promote tourism
opportunities in Western Australia in liaison with the Federal Government and other
Stares. If that does not happen there will be unhealthy and unhelpful competition. We
need to work closely with the States to make sure that we have the proper air routes to
Western Australia, with frequency of travel and appropriate access to the north of the
State.
[Quorum formed.]
Dr LAWRENCE: I urge the Government not to exhibit the sort of myopia that it has
exhibited to date in relation to other areas and not to keep examining and investigating
areas that are perfectly healthy. The Minister for Education is out busily investigating -
one of the favourite habits of members opposite - the sale of education services through
various institutions to South East Asia. Was the member for South Perth given that job?
Mr Pendal: No.
Dr LAWRENCE: Of course, it was the Deputy Speaker. That is a well established
industry. Some adjustments may need to be made, but it does not need a major inquiry
by Government; it needs momentum, enthusiasm and coordination with the Federal
Government. I hope the Deputy Premier - who is responsible for this area, not the
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Minister for Education - will ensure that there is close cooperation with the Federal
Government because the last thing we can afford in that area is something that has
become too commonplace unfortunately; that is, our educational institutions and those of
each of the States competing unhealthily with one another and bucketing one another on
educational standards whenever they go to international fains. A Government of vision
would be encouraging Western Australian educational institutions to work together and
with the Federal Government and other States to ensure that we sell the quality of our
educational product and not diminish it, which is a habit that some of the institutions
have acquired.
I commend to the Government something that, except in the rural sector, it appears to
have abandoned altogether, that is, assistance for industries that are making marginal
decisions, not on long term tariff based assistance, but on assistance of the kind that has
seen the very rapid development of the ship building industry south of Fremantle with a
combination of Federal and State funds and decisions to provide some of the markers
with funding, particularly with mainland China, which has seen the burgeoning growth of
a very exciting industry which uses a lot of labour, is highly skilled and provides a very
significant return on the investment dollar. it rook the State and Federal Governments to
have an industry assistance policy to provide direct assistance to those companies to
enable them to get in there and break through some of the very significant obstacles they
faced. That is a proper role for government. The flat earth policy that is proposed very
often, not so much by the National Party, but certainly by the Liberal Parry, says that
industries can survive in the early stages by ignoring practices throughout the world to
provide assistance to industries whether it is in the form of a land package, access to
financial markets or assistance of the kind which I gather has been provided by the
Deputy Premier to one of his local industries for it to get the start up capital necessary to
get off the ground. We support those moves but they appear to have dropped off the
agenda. The only ones that are going forward at the moment are the ones that were part
of a program instigated by the former Government and basically promoted by the Deputy
Leader of the Opposition.
I say with considerable concern to the Government that if it puts all its eggs in the
resource basket, if all its energy is focused on that question, Western Australia will be the
loser. We may well have continuing growth in our export earnings, but we will not have
sufficient growth in employment or in the wealth of this State commensurate with that
which is possible.
Mr Court: We have been working our butts off in relation to those sorts of industries and
you know it.
Dr LAWRENCE: I know nothing of the kind. In fact, I hear the opposite from the
industries concerned. I will be happy for the Premier to demonstrate that. However, at
the moment, all the Government is doing is running off the programs that we started and
the policies that we enunciated. We have not heard the enunciation of an industry policy
or an energy policy. In fact, all we have seen are backward steps. What happened with
BHiP?
Mr Court: An energy policy? What about the decision we have just made on the Collie
power station?
Dr LAWRENCE: The Government does not have an energy policy. What happened to
BHPIl? What has happened to its project in the Pilbara region? Where has it gone? It has
its arm so far up its back it is not sure which side is front and which is back. The
Government has been pushing it so hard on the Kalgoorlie pipeline -

Mr Court: Don't you think we should negotiate tough deals?
Dr LAWRENCE: It is not a tough deal. BHP was ready to go with a $300m plus
investment.
Mr Taylor: I have checked the letter and it had a deal.
Mr Court: It did not have a deal with you. BHP were the first people to walk through
our door and tell us that they did not have a deal with you.
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Mr Taylor: That is absolutely wrong. Don't tell me that here because I know different
and you know different also.
Dr LAWRENCE: The member for Kalgoorlie knows that it is a habit of the Premier arid
one that we intend to pin him down on eventually to tell people in this House and outside
things that are not true. I refer to matters that he has put before this House, such as
employment growth. The Premier is now noted for failing to tell all of the truth when it
confronts him, and he does so both inside and outside the House. We will pin him down
on these questions. For example, he said a moment ago that there was no job growth in
this State over the past 10 years. What a load of nonsense - I cannot believe he said that.
Mr Court: I said during your term of office.
Dr LAWRENCE: Even that is not true. During the recession Western Australia was the
only State to have employment growth, and the report from Access Economics confirms
this, as does the Australian Bureau of Statistics. If the Premier suggests otherwise, he is
misleading the House and it is time someone stood on his toes and pointed it out to him.
He does it consistently, as do the Minister far Labour Relations and the Minister for
Housing. They fail to tell the truth in this Parliament, and it is time members opposite
adopted the standards they set for themselves when in Opposition.
I now turn to Western Australia's finances because it is important to look at them in the
context of the economic growth to which I have referred and the prospects for Western
Australia. This Government would have us believe when it was in Opposition that
Western Australia was on the brink of collapse, that it was bankrupt, and that it had a
State debt that could not be jumped over, was unmanageable and was about to bring us
all down. As has been shown even by Mr McCarrey, with all the flaws in that report, that
is simply not the case. On the day the report was released the Premier chose to say that it
indicated the State was broke, but he was quickly corrected by Mr McCarrey and others
who said that the report did not show that at all. The Premier and others have from time
to time tried to mislead the people of Western Australia on the question of State finances.
This is another example of the point 1 made earlier. First of all, up to and after the
release of the McCarrey report, they would have us believe that previous Government
finance statistics were shrouded in secrecy; that there was a big black box into which the
Government put information and refused to allow anyone to see it. That is simply not
true. Members opposite also suggested, and still suggest as far as I can tell, that it is
irresponsible for the State public sector not to operate in surplus. I will address that
question because it is very important for the proper management of the State's finances.
Members opposite suggested that the State debt was out of control, and yet the McCarrey
report made little of State debt and the Government today has added $lb to the State debt
without any explanation or by your leave.
Mr Court: That is totally untrue.
Dr LAWRENCE: Asea Brown Boveri makes it very clear that the total cost of the 300
MW power station is Si1b.
Mr Court: Which company?
Dr LAWRENCE: Asea Brown Boveri Energy Ventures West.
Mr Court: You have found out.
Dr LAWRENCE: It is hardly a point of any significance. It shows the impoverished
state of the Premier's intellect and his briefings.
Mr Coun: The debt does not increase in SEC WA.
Dr LAWRENCE: Does SEC WA have $ 1 b in cash reserves?
Mr Court: Yes. If you come to the briefings you will see that SECWA's debt will go
down in a couple of years, level off and continue to go down.
Dr LAWRENCE: Is the Premier telling me that as of tomorrow if SECWA were
building this power station -
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Mr Court: They are not building it tomorrow.
Dr LAWRENCE: It is due to be completed in 1999, and it adds $l b to the Stare debt.
There is obviously a period over which it will be paid off and since SEC WA's existing
debt repayments were declining it will go up again and then decline. That is true, but the
Government has without any explanation added $1 b to the State's debt and that cannot be
denied. A small proportion may be provided from SECWA's cash reserves, but most of
the finance will be borrowed. This is a decision from the same group which in
Opposition tried to tell us that the Labor Government had a severe debt problem. It is
another of the myths it propagated. It is evident from the Government' s actions that it
did not believe that when in Opposition, and it certainly does not believe it now when in
Government.
This Government also wants the public to believe - and Mr McCarrey is delivering the
bullets for it - that privatisations are a good thing in themselves. I saw an interesting
document yestrday - I do nor have a copy with me now but I will bring it to the
Premier's attention - in which Dr Michael Wood, the Public Service Commissioner,
responds with some feeling to the first McCarrey report. He makes it very clear that the
view that the public sector and the public sector workers are unable to carry out certain
functions is ill-considered and wrong. He obviously has the view - and speaks for a great
many public servants and others - that it is not inevitable that the private sector does
things more efficiently or of a higher quality. That needs to be demonstrated and not just
claimed. In his second report McCarrey will have his work cut out if he tries to tell the
people that it is inevitable that the private sector does public sector functions better than
the public sector. flat is an ideological position and not a matter of fact. The
Opposition will challenge every cur to the public sector on a cost benefit basis. That
should be done by the Government instead of its using one hundred or so consultants
who, by their own definition, are having a helicopter view of the Public Service - thit is
how it was described by one of the major companies - and then reaching conclusions that
they have said should be heavily qualified. If Mr McCarrey and his workers do not
heavily qualify their findings on the basis that they cannot possibly have had a very good
look at State Government departments and agencies, I will be extremely critical of the
second McCarrey report.
Mr Court: You have been already. Have you read volume 1?
Dr LAWRENCE: Has the Premier read volume 1?
Mr Coun: I certainly have. Have you been through it?
Dr LAWRENCE: In detail and with great care. The Opposition took that report
seriously and it found serious flaws in it which I intend to comment on. They are serious
flaws because they will be, and have already been, used by this Government as
justification for increasing taxes and charges and cutting the Government work force,
thereby diminishing the services available to the people of Western Australia.
Mr Court: You borrowed a heap of money to put public sector workers on a redundancy
program.
Dr LAWRENCE: It was properly managed and had the effect that the Western
Australian Government's expenditure grew less over the past two years than that of any
other State. As a result the Institute of Public Affairs - which is not exactly a friend of
the Labor Party - said that in one year my Budget was the best in Australia and on
another occasion said it was the second best Budget for the year in Australia. It would
nor have done so had the budgeting process been managed irresponsibly.
Mr W. Smith: How did we compare with Queensland?
Dr LAWRENCE: Western Australia was better than Queensland on both occasions.
The McCarrey report is based on a number of assumptions which can be shown very
easily to be false. One of the major problems with the report is that it looks at Western
Australia's finances, and makes projections about the future expenditure of the State on a
basis which is seriously flawed. I will go into that in some detail because it is a most
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important shortcoming in the report. The report would have us believe that the
Government's recurrent spending is running approximately five per cent ahead of its
current revenue. That is its projection for the future. More than this, McCarrey says that
to close the gap on the consolidated fund - as it is now called - putting together the
recurrent and capital expenditure, so that the excess of recurrent revenues over recurrent
spending covens the Government's capital works programs, would require recurrent
expenditure to be cut by more than 10 per cent on the forecast figures for 1993-94. The
medicine being offered to the Government is very stiff indeed. The McCarrey report's
assessment of the State's finances is fatally flawed and, while it is difficult to get
members of Parliament and the public interested in this matter, it is very important that
we do so because unless people understand the real financial position, they will accept
the cuts and the increases in taxes and charges that the Government is proposing.
To take one of the important points on which the McCarrey report is flawed, and which
obviously has an effect on the projected expenditure of the State, McCarrey claims that
the proportion of all wage and salary earners employed by Western Australian
Government agencies is higher than in every other State except Tasmania. That is one of
the most dishonest pieces of reporting that I have seen in a long time, because everyone
who looks at those Government finance statistics knows very well that the data shows
that the size of Western Australian State Government departments and agencies, the
general Government sector as it is defined by the Australian Bureau of Statistics, is
significantly smaller than in the comparable States of Queensland and South Australia.
The population of Western Australia is smaller than that of Queensland but greater than
that of South Australia. The reason that McCarrey comes up with this figure is that he
lumps it together with local government. Members should be aware that the reason for
the smaller proportionate size of Queensland's State trading enterprise sector is that a Jot
of the work is undertaken by local government - transport and sewerage, to name two.
Therefore, when we compare the work force employed by the State Government sector,
we should compare apples with apples and not, as McCarrey has done by sleight of hand,
inflate the Western Australian Government work force by comparing it with Queensland,
which has a different range of tasks to be undertaken.
The McCarrey report's assessment of the Government's operational finances is based on
a superficial analysis of the consolidated revenue fund statement. When we look at the
projections - and I have had discussions with a number of people about this matter, some
of whom I hope will comment when the final report is out - the assumptions that are
made about growth in the State's revenues are very conservative. They are not based on
the figures from Access Economics that I mentioned a while ago. However, the growth
in the State's expenditure that is involved in the projections of McCarrey will in a single
year see Western Australian Government expenditure increase by twice the amount that it
did in the previous year. Indeed, over a single year, the Government's projections,
according to the McCarrey report and Treasury, would see the Government spend an
additional amount similar to that spent additionally in two years by the former Labor
Government. That is hardly prudent management of the State's finances, and that is
hardly examining the needs of Government, if the projections are based on an
extravagant view of what the Government should spend. Therefore, the Government
cornes out with a big deficit at the end because the revenues are an underestimate of what
is likely to flow to the State, and the Government's projected expenditure is an
exaggeration of what will be required to maintain the quality of services to the State.
McCarrey comes out with a big gap but with no detail in those forward projections.
The forward estimates provided by the Commonwealth Government and the Government
of New South Wales are models for what should be done in this area. We urge the
Government to publish proper forward estimates, particularly because the Government is
claiming in its response to the McCarrey report that that is the basis upon which it will
need to administer tough medicine to taxes and charges and to the Government work
force. However, if that analysis is flawed, then serious question marks must arise in
respect of the Government's decision. Therefore, it is absolutely essential that before the
Budget comes down, and before the Government announces any further increases in
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zaxes or in charges - we have already seen some taxes increase - chose forward estimates
be broken down in detail, as they are by the Commonwealth and New South Wales
Governments, and presented properly to the Parliament and the people of Western
Australia, otherwise we are justified in assuming that the McCanrey report has just been a
stalking-horse for what the Government intended to do in the first place; namely, for
ideological reasons to cut out the Hospital Laundry and Linen Service, put in place
contract arrangements for gardening, cleaning and catering, and drop off State Print and
probably also Stareships. That is not to mention significant cuts in other areas of
Government.
There may from time to time be reason - and the Opposition when in Government clearly
understood this - to reduce the size of the public sector. I draw to the Government's
attention die fact that over the last three years. outlays in Western Australia have grown
less than in every other Stare except Tasmania, so we did understand the need for care
and prudence and to keep down taxes so that business could recover, as it clearly has
done as a result of those policy settings, If we see further increases in taxes and charges
of the kind about which small business is now complaining, then we will see a
deterioration in the State's position. Members have come into this House and praised
themselves for the changes to the way in which small business was to be charged for
water. I am sure many members have received complaints from small businesses that
they have had a net increase in expenditure in the water-sewerage area. The Government
gave with one hand and took away with the other. Many businesses have contacted us
and given detailed breakdowns of what has happened. They have had big increases in
sewerage valuations and no relief. There has been an increase in the rate which applies.
Most of the small businesses, including many in the Premier's electorate and in the
electorate of the Minister for Energy and Resources Development, have complained.
They have had their stories written up in the local newspapers. Many of them are not just
$50, $60 or $ 100 worse off they am thousands of dollars worse off.
Mr Coon: Do you want me to explain it to you?
Dr LAWRENCE: No. I know how it operates, but had die Government been honest it
would have told those businesses at the time -

Mir Court: You cannot have it both ways. Do you support what we have done?
Dr LAWRENCE: The Government told those businesses that they would be better off;
they would have a lesser impost from water and sewerage charges.
Mr Court: We said water.
Dr LAWRENCE: So the Government hedged! In fact, the Government gave them some
relief on the one hand -

Mr Court: Do you support what we have done - yes or no?
Dr LAWRENCE: The answer is that the Government misled those businesses.
Mr Court: So you do not know whether you support the moves?
Dr LAWRENCE: The Government told them that their business costs would be reduced.
The Government told them in its press releases and statements that they would be better
off. The fact is they have to pay more, not less.
Mr Court: Not for water.
Dr LAWRENCE: What does that matter to them if the net effect is that they pay more?
Mr Court: It matters a lot if they are paying a few thousand dollars for water rates when
they do not use any water.
Dr LAWRENCE: The Government misled them.
Mr Court: Do you support the changes that we introduced?
Dr LAWRENCE: I have just outlined why ir is important for State Governments -

My Court: So you cannot say whether you support it? Why criticise ir?
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Dr LAWRENCE: The Premier is making a fool of himself, as is often the case, because
of course members on ibis side of the House support measures to support small business
and to reduce costs to them. However, that is not what the Government did. The
Government increased costs to small business. We do not support that course of action.
The Premier ducks and dives on this issue because I do not think he understood what his
Minister for Water Resources was up to, He thought that relief was to be provided to
small business. In fact, small business now has a bigger impost than ever, and those
people are not very impressed about the fact that that was not spelled out to them. A bill
had to arrive before anyone told them that they would have some reduction in their water
rates but at the same time their sewerage rates would increase. An honest Government
would have told them what the net benefit, if any, was likely to be, or what the net
reduction over the existing system might be. To tell them that they would have lower
costs was to seriously mislead them. While I support reductions in costs to business in
some cases - it is not a uniform panacea - and in the case of water rates it was a
reasonable decision, to at the same time increase sewerage costs and expect the people to
love the Government for it is the most extraordinary hubris. As I said, the sin of the
Minister for Labour Relations - and he should look it up in the dictionary if he does not
understand it -
Mr Court: Sewerage is tied to valuations. We have had a 50 per cent drop in valuations
in the central business district.
Dr LAWRENCE: The Government misled them. The Government did not say that, on
the other hand, valuations have dropped and sewerage rates will increase. The
Government abolished certain drainage charges and loaded them up onto the existing
sewerage users, and it did that without any apology or explanation. People are now
getting their bills and are more than a bit peeved that they have been misled.
The point of that observation is to make it clear that if the Government were serious
about addressing the State's finances in a responsible manner, it would as a matter of
priority publish forward estimates and justify the claims that it is making about the
State's financial position. McCarrey should, as a matter of honesty, in his forward
projections and in his assessments of the deficit treat both sides of the ledger equally. I
have previously drawn to the attention of the House the fact that the main platform of
McCarrey's report is that Western Australia has a deficit problem because it has had
unusual revenues - one-off, above the line revenues - which we should discount in any
future projection of the State's revenue position.
I agree, but we must deal with the other side of the ledger and take off the one-off
expenditures, the unusual costs to Government which do not recur. The rating agency
Standard and Poor's had done that. It found in Western Australia not a deficit hut a
surplus, because over recent years there have been more one-off expenditures than one-
off revenues; so if Mr MeCarrey is to be honest he should treat both sides of the ledger
equally. If the Treasurer is to be honest he should publish forward projections which
would indicate where he is taking away the one-off revenues and the one-off
expenditures, otherwise the people of Western Australia will be misled again.
MR PENDAL (South Perth) [5.11 pm]: I support the Supply Bill. To follow the
pattern set by the Leader of the Opposition I will canvass a number of matters connected
to the finances of the State and which can be of a wide ranging nature. I want to touch
firstly on the vexed question of trading hours in this State which are very much related to
the commercial and economic wellbeing of the State and, secondly, on the equally
important issue concerning the States and the future of the Australian federation.
The issue of retail trading hours is never far from the public mind. The current Retail
Trading Hours Act was passed by Parliament in 1987 and proclaimed on 1 September
1988. Section 41 of that Act requires that a review be carried out at the expiration of five
years of the operation of the Statute. One does not need to be a mathematical genius to
work out that on or about 1 September this year it will be incumbent on the Minister for
Consumer Affairs to begin a review of the Retail Trading Hours Act. The issue has been
complicated recently, and the waters significantly muddied, by the outrageous action by
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the Federal Airports Commission and its decision to proceed with what is called - in
distressingly American terms - a hypermarket that will be created by the commission on
Commonwealth land adjacent to the international airport. I mention the action by the
Federal Airports Commission because to some extent at least it will ultimately have the
effect of pre-empting any of the decisions that the Minister for Consumer Affairs in this
State might make in respect of State legislation.
Dr Watson: He seems to be dismantling the Ministry of Consumer Affairs.
Mr PENDAL: The member will have her opportunity to debate the merits or demnerits; of
that. However, the Minister is confronted with an outrageous move which could help to
dismantle the State's retail trading regulations. The Federal Airports Commission move
is outrageous because ic means that a federal agency will be getting into business
enterprise at a time when other Federal and State agencies are being exhorted by society
to move out of it. For instance, the Commonwealth Government has gone to some pains
to privatise, or at least withdraw from, the operations of Qantas although an associated
organisation - the FAC - has proceeded to increase the number of agencies involved in
business enterprises.
I return to the provisions of the Western Australian Retail Trading Hours Act and make
the observation that it is something like a dog's breakfast anyway. The Act applies to
most stores and shops but it does not apply to restaurants, cafes, takeaway food outlets,
retail stores in passenger terminals such as the one to which I have referred, or the
Transperth Bus Station. Finally, it does not apply to liquor outlets. Earlier this year I had
an unusual win with the help of the Minister for Consumer Affairs. I implored him to
exercise his discretion under the Act in regard to a South Perth petrol retailer who also
had attached to his premises a separate delicatessen. The absurdity of the law meant that
because a person owned both premises - the petrol station and the delicatessen - he was
required under the Retail Trading Hours Act not to open the petrol retail outlet on
Sundays. It also meant that he was not allowed to open the delicatessen on a Sunday. He
was the only delicatessen proprietor in Western Australia of whom I was aware who was
prohibited from selling goods on the day that he could make the most money. I am
pleased to say that the Minister for Consumer Affairs exercised his discretion under the
Act and allowed that individual not only to survive but also to flourish because the
business stands on the pathway of Perth Zoo patrons who travel by ferry. It was a
misapplication of the law to say a person in that position could not trade on the very day
of the week that he could most improve his profits.
The Retail Trading Hours Act is not a Statute that I admire greatly, and I now put a
couple of propositions to the Government about the way in which it should tackle the
review, given what has happened at the airport with the pre-emptive snrike by a Federal
agency. It gives us perhaps a historical opportunity to put to the test public opinion on
whether we should have such a regulatory process attached to retail trading. A way out
of it might be, in the first instance, to amend the Act this year as a holding operation. It
would require a simple amendment to suspend operations of the Act from I January next
year until the end of the calendar year 1996. We could use the three years as a trial
period for both shoppers and workers to operate without trading hour restrictions. The
Governiment, the community and some of the retail traders and unions would find it
difficult to oppose that proposition. At the end of that period we would conduct a
Statewide referendum, perhaps in conjunction with the State election.
Mr Bloffwitch: Will that be the same Government department?
Mr PENDAL: There may well be some merit in doing that. No doubt the member for
Geraldton will put forward some very innovative suggestions in that regard. We might
consider conducting that referendum with the Stare election in early 1997, thereby giving
the buying public the chance to make its judgment on three years of retail trading with
the suspension of the legislation through the simple mechanism I have suggested.
I found it interesting to hear the Minister for Tourism talk earlier today about the forays
that we will make into South East Asia for inbound tourism. Most members of
Parliament - I am not one of those - do not believe that the tourism industry has much to

1262-6

1635



1636 (ASSEMBLY]

offer the State. I am of the view that the tourism industry ultimately can be a bigger
employer than all the other industries put together. What we have to offer our near
neighbours whom we entice to holiday here, by way of service industries, is unlimited. I
have never understood why in this State - it is something that I encouraged when I was
the Opposition spokesman on tourism - we underexploited our relationship as a major
trading partner with Japan. At the moment Western Australia alone provides Japan with
an enormous part of its iron ore resources. It would not take the wisdom of Solomon to
get into those Japanese trading houses and to do a two-way deal where we entice more of
the large numbers of Japanese employees who work in the steel industry to holiday in a
destination that provides their livelihood.
Mr Court: It is a good paint. Some of the companies have built holiday facilities here
for their employees.
Mr PENDAL: I am grateful for that interjection from the Premier. Th1at has been
happening at the behest of the Japanese business houses.
Mr Court: In the major iron ore town, Karratha, the Coles store is open 24 hours a day.
Mr PENDAL: That is why I mentioned the quantum leap we might take in the South
East Asian tourist trade. Those people will not came to Western Australia where archaic
trading laws exist at the moment. Some people in our society are experiencing pain at
the prospect of changing the legislation; but sometimes the pain is greater in making the
decision than living with the aftermath. How many times have we heard it said that
many overseas tourists are left on Sundays to wander around a city which does not offer
any shopping?
I am pleased to see that as part of its tourism policy, the coalition has attempted to
address that without dislocating too many people by looking at the prospect of Perth or
Fremantle or other places being turned into tourist precincts. Within a given radius of
places prescribed as tourist destinations the trading hours could be relaxed.
Maybe the time has come for the Government - we never saw anything innovative along
these lines from the previous Government - to take a deep breath and to take the
courageous step which I am suggesting. We must review the Retail Trading Hours Act
this year in accordance with the provisions of the 1988 Statute. Let us put in a one-line
suspension clause that says, "The operations of this Act are suspended for the next three
years, pending a trial period of a deregulated set-up". At the end of that time people
would know whether it was a failure. If they felt that way they could go back to the old
system. This would not require the enactment of a new Act but the repeal of the one-line
amendment I am suggesting.
The Act is, if one likes, an affront to the freer society with which we have learned to live
in the past couple of years. I do not know how many members are aware that this Act of
Parliament is so restrictive that it tells businesses when they must be closed. Strangely
enough it does not even approach hours of business from a positive stance and set out
when businesses may open. It prescribes when businesses must be closed. It goes
through the triple absurdity of saying, "You must be closed up to eight o'clock on a
Monday, Tuesday, Wednesday and Fri-day; you must close at six o'clock ont those days;
but as a result of the 1978 amendments you can open not before eight o'clock in the
morning on Thursdays but you must close after nine o'clock that night." Then there are
separate rules for a Saturday. As for a Sunday, it is the one day when we can see
hundreds of overseas tourists, identifiable as coming mostly from South East Asia,
wandering around with pockets full of money - surveys confirm that they go home with
money in their wallets - begging some trader to take it off them but unable to spend it
because of the restrictive laws.
I also wanted to touch on an equally topical issue: The state of the federation and its
future. When I came into the Parliament 13 years ago I made my maiden speech on
Commonwealth-State relations. It was almost obligatory to do so as a Liberal member.
It was one of those topics that we worshipped at the altar of Commonwealth-State
relations and devolution of Government and we competed with one another to
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demonstrate a commitment to that system. I put to the House and the Government that
does flat believe in the cencralised system in Canberra - I am pleased about thar - that
pious hopes and pious expressions will not change what, in a general sense, for 90 years
and, in a specific sense, since World War R has been a drift towards centralism.
Much of the centralisation that has occurred has been our fault. In many cases we have
let successive Commonwealth Governments, be they Liberal and National Party or
Labor, have their way. In many respects the State Parliaments do not have a great deal of
right to whinge as they have done for many years rather than to find creative substitutes
for that one-way traffic. One reason for that one-way traffic is an ever vigilant
Commonwealth bureaucracy; and also, as much as we criticise bureaucracies, the
Commonwealth bureaucracies have tended to be far more creative and innovative. That
means that at any given time we can go to the bottom drawer of a Commonwealth
Minister or a Commonwealth head of department and find it full of initiatives that are
designed to do the reverse of what I ant advocating: To take a greater level of power or
decision making from the States. A countless number of Commonwealth Ministers and
depart-ments are included in that category. Perhaps the time has come when the States
collectively must do what the Commonwealth has done well; that is, to get together some
sort of "all States policy house" whose task would be to begin that innovative research so
that every time a Premiers' Conference was held innovations were not presented from the
Commonwealth Ministers or the Prime Minister - usually designed to take power towards
Canberra - but were designed to give the States a counterweight and an intellectual input
which would begin to set the agenda from our point of view.
Such a scheme could work if it comprised all the Premiers, Chief Ministers and Leaders
of the Opposition in the States and Territories. One could hire from the universities the
best of the creative brains and have them work full time for the policy house. Their sole
job could be to equip the Premiers, the Leaders of the Opposition and the Parliaments
with a set of ideas rather than having, as is so often the case, the States react, because
usually when one reacts to something one is being negative about a proposal. The
scheme would have to be funded by the States and the Territories combined. The
funding power of the Governments in Australia, excluding the Commonwealth, would be
sufficient to create a significant think tank and support service to the States, Premiers and
Leaders of the Opposition on a bipartisan basis. For the first time in 90 years that would
begin to challenge the unfettered powers of the Prime Minister and others, principally
Commonwealth Ministers and the bureaucracy.
The Commonwealth invariably wins because it has well researched, pro-active plans that
it constantly raises from what I have referred to as the bottom drawer. However, all too
often they are of a superficial appeal. That appears to be one of the weaknesses of
politics here and elsewhere around the world. It may be something that our own Premier
could consider because one of the mistakes that Premiers of all ilk make is that they meet
only at the behest of the Prime Minister. Although it has occurred on a couple of
occasions in recent years, Premiers rarely call their own meetings. The Premiers'
Conference, which historically began as a conference for Premiers, has ultimately ended
up as a forum dominated by the Commonwealth Government. A couple of years ago - I
think in 1990 - the forty-first Federal Council of the Liberal Party resolved at the behest
of a number of Western Australian delegates to examine ways of reviewing the Federal
structure. However, I do not think it is competent for a political party in an outlying
State such as Western Australia to handle such a massive task as that which I am
suggesting. As a political party it would not have the financial resources at its disposal.
There is nothing in my suggestion of which the Labor Party should be frightened. On
many occasions the Labor Party, when it suited it, has defended the system of the States
and the federation. Only a few days ago when a former Prime Minister, Mr Hawke,
talked about the abolition of the States there was not one taker from any of the State
Labor leaders.
Mr Thomas: That is not surprising.
Mr PENDAL: No, it is not. However, it was surprising that a couple of days later the



Prime Minister was quick to go to print to say that he would not have a bar of that sort of
political agenda. Mr Keating is nothing if not an astute reader of the political wind.
Mr Thomas: The former Minister for Finance had a few interesting comments to make
too.
Mr PENDAL: I missed those. If the member for Cockburn is referring to Senator
Walsh, I can imagine what those comments may have been. I am not sure that Senator
Walsh's views would accord with the sort I am pressing today.
Mr Thomas: They were; they were very critical of Hawke.

Mr PENDAL: If the member for Cockburn is saying that Senator Walsh agrees that we
should keep the States, we have made a major convert.
Mr Thomas: He was very critical of Bob Hawke's contribution to the debate;-
Mr PENDAL: I am not surprised. I am astonished at the number of people of all
political persuasions who, when they are out of office, come up with all the ideas they
never had the courage to put forward when they were in office. That is a bipartisan
comment; it applies to all sides of politics.
Mr Ripper: You need some experience in office.
Mr PENDAL: I would be happy to take anyone's invitation to get it!

The federation is the best way to govern Australia. However, unless the States begin to
show initiative and creative thinking, and create their own agenda, the one way traffic
will continue in volume and velocity so that the federation will end up meaning a failure
on the part of people such as ourselves who are charged with the responsibility of doing
something about it. A body such as an "all States policy house" could do a couple of
things. Firstly, one does not need to be a political giant to realise that the need for a
growth tax by the States is evident, but so too is the need for the States to accept the
odium that goes with raising their own revenue. Secondly, we should be looking through
this body for a united position on the future use of the external affairs power, which
arguably has been the worst feature of our federation since the uniform taxation decision
post World War 11. Thirdly, we should be looking at the method of appointing future
High Court judges. It is extraordinary that when a compact exists between two groups,
only one part of that compact is appointing the umpires. If ever we have seen divisive
outcome, we have seen it as a result of a most recent High Court decision. Finally, the
possible elimination of the dreaded section 96 grants could occur which, to the minds of
many people, including mine, are capable of hitting at the heart of the Federal system.
We probably do not have many chances left, If Mr Keating pursues his agenda for a
republic I doubt it will succeed, but it will certainly preoccupy the political agenda for the
next five years. If we were to follow a pattern similar to that which I have suggested it
would produce the counterweight to what, until now, has been a one sided argument.
With those remarks I support the Bill.
MR THOMAS (Cockburn) [5.41 pm]: I will use the debate on the Supply Bill to refer
to the Mabo, decision. I was interested to hear the member for South Perth's comments
about the High Court. The aspect of the Mabo debate I will refer to relates to the
comments made by the former member for Cotreslae, Mr Bill Hassell, about the role of
the High Court and the judiciary in making law. I congratulate the authors of the
editorial in this morning's The West Australian which referred to Bill Hassell's speech to
a forum in the Eastern States and addressed the issue he raised. The editorial went
directly to the point and the comments made were valid. I had intended to make this
speech before I read that editorial, but essentially it made the points I wish to make.
However, I will also address other matters concerning this issue which go beyond the
comments made in this morning's editorial.
Before advancing my argument T will go back to the starting point. I rarely, if ever, agree
with comments made by the former member for Cottesloe, Mr Hassell, but, in general, I
agree with his proposition that laws are best made by Legislatures and. not judiciaries.
For the most part it is better if we, as legislators in Legislatures, make laws. The
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constitutional textbooks state that courts are traditionally set up to apply and interpret
laws. As a general proposition in the structure of things it is the legislators who should
make written laws. It is better if the written laws are unambiguous and reflect the intent
of the Legislature. The role of the courts should be to interpret the laws and apply them.
Unfortunately, it is not always the case that the laws we make are unambiguous. Some of
them were made many years ago and must be interpreted in the light of changed
circumstances. In addition, we have common law. The judiciary has many opportunities
in interpreting the law to, in effect, make law. It is in the making of that law by the
judiciary that a demarcation dispute arises between it and the Legislature which
comprises legislators who are elected to make law. It is not a good idea for the judges of
the courts to make law; it is better for the legislators to make law because they are
responsible to the people who elected them. If the laws they make are impracticable and
do not work the legislators have the capacity to change them. Judges are not elected by
the people and are not responsible to anyone for making laws, or for their practical
application.
The courts of Australia have traditionally had a conservative definition of their role and
generally not made law to the extent of other jurisdictions. The United States of America
is an example of where the courts have had a mare pro-active role in making laws.
Effectively, they abolished capital punishment and then reintroduced it while applying
the same written law. On one occasion they found that the United States' Bill of Rights
was consistent with slavery and then later found it was not. On another occasion they
found their Constitution was consistent with segregation and then found it was not. The
circumstances and views which influenced the judges of the United States' courts have
changed. By contrast, in Australia the courts have had a more conservative attitude to
their role and have made law to a lesser extent than has been the case in other
jurisdictions.
In recent years the High Court of Australia has applied what one distinguished member
of the judiciary in this State has described as adventurous legal reasoning. I know the
former member for Cottesloe put forward the proposition in his speech to a forum in the
Eastern States, which was published in The West Australian this morning, that the High
Court was applying what I describe as adventurous legal reasoning in the Mabo case by
saying it had discovered a common law right in deciding that case. In the discovery of a
common law right, which for the most part had been assumed not to exist in Australia, it
has made law. Bill Hassell is resentful about this and he has been going around the
countryside telling people who are prepared to listen what he thinks. An equally good
example of the High Court's applying adventurous legal reasoning to make law in
Australia occurred last year when it overturned a law passed by the democratically
elected Federal Parliament to limit expenditure on election advertising. In that case the
Federal Parliament, with both Houses democratically elected and properly constituted,
passed laws to limit expenditure on election advertising, and it was challenged. In the
cases involving Australian Capital Television and Nationwide News the High Court
decided that the legislation was unconstitutional. How did it decide that? Australia does
not have a bill of rights and there is no written guarantee of freedom of speech. The
Federal Government, in 1988, tried by referendum to include written guarantees of
freedom in the Constitution, but they were rejected. The High Court found there is an
implicit right of free speech in our democratic system and the Federal Government's
legislation was contrary to that implied right of free speech which is implied in the fact
that Australia has a democratic system of government.
That sort of adventurous legal reasoning usurps the role of legislators. Irrespective of
what view one may have of that legislation passed by the Commonwealth Parliament,
there is surely an equally valid argument that it is consistent with the implied right of free
speech which should require that everynne has an equal right to put his point of view in a
democratically elected system. It is c .sistent with that to limit expenditure in certain
circumstances so everyone has a somewhat equal opportunity to put to the electorate his
or her point of view on those subjects. Nonetheless, the judges, in their wisdom, decided
otherwise. It seemns that a coin can be tossed because the same premise can be used to
justify the argument one way or the other. It is better that these decisions should be made
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by the legislators. If people do not like the decision made by them they can vote them
out of office at the following election. The decision should not be made by a court.
We have two examples of adventurous legal reasoning being applied by the High Court
in the last year. My argument is that, in fact, the court's reasoning in the Australian
Capital Television and the Nationwide News cases was more adventurous than the
reasoning in the Mabo case, which was to discover a common law principle and which I
think most people, if they look seriously at the matter, would agree must have been there
in 1788. It is quite wrong to say it did not exist in 1788. This is the view the High Court
held in this matter.
I may have overlooked Bill Hassell's defence of the critics of the High Court following
the Australian Capital Television and Nationwide News cases. In fact, the Minister for
Justice at the time, Senator Michael Tate, was critical of the High Court and in turn had a
bucket tipped on him by the president of the Australian Legal Council. An interesting
exchange of letters and press statement appeared in the Australian Law News of
November 1992 related to that matter. I looked through that journal and at the letters to
the editor in an attempt to find one from Mr Bill Hassell, who is presumably a member,
in defence of Senator Michael Tate who was subjected to criticism by the president of
that council for criticising the High Court. I could not find one.
Mr Bloffwitch: Did the Senator not come to the defence of Mr Hassell?

Mr THOMAS: He has withdrawn from the arena.

Mir Bloffwitch: Why point out one and not the other?
Mir THOMAS: I have not seen that either. My subscription to the Australian Law News
has expired, so I have not read it recently. Mr Hassell has, in fact, been quite selective in
his criticism of the courts, applying adventurous legal reasoning in these circumstances.
Those two cases can be quite properly distinguished. The editorial of The West
Australian hit the nail on the head about that this morning when it said that courts will
always in effect make law when applying the common law or interpreting ambiguous
Statutes or constitutions. Judges will, in effect, make laws in those circumstances, as
they must.
A tendency always exists for them to do that if the Legislature has not "covered the
field". "Covered the field" is a legal term which those opposite who have taken an
interest in this matter would be aware of; that is, that the Legislature has set up a
framework of laws to deal with a subject. In a substantial part of Australia the field of
Aboriginal land rights is not covered. Legislatures have been singularly inactive in
dealing with the question of Aboriginal land rights and Aboriginal land tenure.
Mr Hassell must accept pant of the responsibility for the fact that this State has no
Aboriginal land rights. Nor has Queensland, where the Mabo case was applied, the direct
subject matter of that case. The reason for that is the rednecks like Bill Hassell in those
Legislatures.
Mir Trenorden: And Goss as well.
Mr THOMAS: Not because of Goss, but because of his predecessors.
Mr Trenorden: The member should be a little even-handed in this.
Mr THOMAS: Bill Hassell has a lot to answer for as to why the field was not covered in
this State.
Mr Trenorden: So has Goss.
Mr THOMAS: When the Labor Party was elected to power in this State in 1983 it had a
commitment to introducing Aboriginal land rights.
Mr Trenorden: But it did not do that. Brian Burke hid from that as fast as he could go.
Mr THOMAS: The Labor Party commissioned the Seaman inquiry, which came down
with a set of recommendations about what should be the form of Aboriginal land tenure
in this State.
Mr Bloffwitch: How far did it get?
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Mr THOMAS: Not far. Let us see why. What occurred during the Seaman inquiry was
one of the most disgraceful processes I have ever seen in this State. People ran around
the State, having been wound up by people like Bill Hassell, saying that home owners
would lose their back yards. Does that phrase sound familiar? Those people whipped up
an absolutely unrealistic fear in people. They brought out the very worst nature of some
sections of our society. People in some country areas of this State were told that if
Aboriginal land tenure were introduced in Western Australia they would not be able to
mow their lawns without permission from the United Nations. That was the sont of
rubbish being whipped up and orchestrated by - and I do not suggest he was the person -
people like Bill Hassell.
The Seaman inquiry attracted an enormous amount of publicity which resulted in a great
deal of disquiet. As a result, Premier Brian Burke said he was not prepared to allow land
rights legislation to go ahead unless it had the concurrence of major sections of the
community. A process was then undertaken in consultation with the mining, agricultural,
pastoral and Aboriginal communities and eventually legislation was introduced into this
House with their consent. Grudging consent was given in some cass. However, a
process was undertaken during which representatives from those interests came up with
what was thought to be a reasonable Bill. That Bill came into this House where the
Liberal Party and the National Party voted against it. Both those parties voted against the
Bill again in the Legislative Council, where it was defeated.
Mr Tubby: Do you know why?
Mr THIOMAS: Because those people voted against it.
Mr Tubby: Why did those people vote against it?
Mr THOMAS: Because they are rednecks.
My Tubby: No, because they considered that one group in our society should not have
special rights above those of every other group. If not, why should we not have
Vietnamese land rights, or land rights for every other group?
Mr THOMAS: That is an absurd proposition.
Mr Trenorden: Has the member heard of multiculturalism?
Mr THOMAS: That is an absurd proposition. In fact, the rights which attach to various
forms of land tenure were debated during the process of drawing up that Bili. Some
Aboriginal groups were not happy about the rights attached to the proposed land tenure
because they were similar to rights attached to other forms of land tenure to ensure they
were fair and equal. The process was painful and inflamed a lot of racism and
unfortunate resentment among certain sectors of our community. As a result, the then
Premier decided it was not worth pursuing. In any event, the Bill was rejected by the
Legislative Council.
Premier Burke then said that Western Australia would provide that Aboriginal people
could have practical possession of land under existing legislation, so the Government
went about creating 99 year leases. Premier Burke was able to go to an Australian Labor
Party National Conference and proudly say, despite being roundly criticised by delegates
from other States, in particular Victoria which did not have a great problem in this area,
that Western Australia had, through a system of 99 year leases, granted practical
possession of land to Aboriginal communities which exceeded the size of Victoria. That
was an achievement of which he was very proud.
One would have thought that people could have left matters alone then because the
legislation had been defeated and the Government was not about to bring forward similar
legislation. However, Mr H-assell would not leave the matter alone because he thought he
was on a winner, in the same way that the Premier thinks he is on a winner in whipping
up unrealistic fears about Mabo. Mr Hassell then decided that would become a major
issue at the 1986 State election.

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 730 pm
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Mr TH-OMAS: I reiterate that the Liberal Party in this House and in the Legislative
Council opposed the quite moderate land rights legislation that was put forward by the
Burke Government in 1985, as I recall, which was before I was in this House, but I was
around.
Mr Kierath: You were rabblerousing with the BWIU!
Mr THOMAS: I was not, actually. I suggest the member do a little research if he wants
to comment on those sorts of matters.

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr THOMAS: I said earlier that the State President of the Liberal Party, Mr Hassell, was
not content to allow the legislation to be defeated in the Legislative Council, nor to
accept the assurances of the then Premier that he did not intend to introduce any further
legislation but rather would give Aboriginal people practical possession of the land using
the existing Land Act by the creation of 99 year leases. Rather, Mr Hassell wanted to
keep stirring up that issue by making it a major issue in the 1986 election.
We have had the absurd situation over the last couple of weeks where the Premier has
said that the Mabo, decision of the High Court threatens the backyards of ordinary
Australians. Nothing could be more carefully calculated to cause alarm to ordinary
people; nothing could be more incorrectly put when informing people about the likely
implications of that decision. I invite members opposite, particularly those who were not
members of the House at the time or candidates at the 1986 election, to look at some of
the Liberal Party advertisements used during that election campaign. I recall one in
particular, where a wholesome family of a man, wife and 2.5 children, the statistically
average group of people from whom the Liberal Party would be seeking to gain support,
were walking through the bush looking for somewhere to have a picnic. I think they had
a picnic hamper with them, and probably also their pet dog. They looked very average
and very wholesome. They suddenly came across a sign which said, "Stop. Go no
further. Aboriginal land." They then looked up in horror and found they could not have
a picnic in their favourite picnic spot because it was now Aboriginal land. If members
opposite looked at those advertisements now I am sure they would be ashamed to be
associated with them. They were wrong, and they were calculated to engender fear and
hatred, because that was the nature of the man and that is the nature of what is being said
about Mabo, right now.
One of the most frightening experiences I have had since I have been a member of
Parliament came after that. One would have thought that, having run that up as an issue
in the 1986 election campaign, Mr Hassell would have been prepared to let it go through
to the keeper; but no, he raised it on every possible occasion. I will never forget sitting
on the other side of the House watching Mr Hassell on this side making a speech
attacking the member for Kimberley, who was then the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs.
At that time Michael Mansell, an Aboriginal activist from Tasmania, had been making
statements about land rights and had recently met Colonel Gaddafi in Libya. Mr Hassell
put forward a proposition in 1987 that because both Michael Mansell and the member for
Kimberley supported some form of Aboriginal land rights, therefore the member for
Kimberley was like Michael Mansell. That was drawing a fairly long bow - it was guilt
by association, a classic McCarthyist tactic. Mr Hassell then said that by being
associated with Michael Mansell - who was then, in 1987. calling on Aboriginal people
to boycott Australia's forthcoming bicentennial celebrations in 1988 - the member for
Kimberley was in some sense like Michael Mansell in trying to get Aboriginal people to
boycott functions associated with the bicentennial celebrations. I remember so well that
Mr Hassell, with hatred in his eye and venom on his tongue, then said that on the eve of
the Bicentenary the Aborigines were dividing the nation. That was the phrase he used -
members can check in Mansard. He could as well have been saying that the Jews were
dividing the Reich; he was seeking to create the same sort of division in the community
that the fascists relied on in the 1930s in Italy and Germany, and I think it should be
rejected as such.
Unfortunately, it would seem that that type of approach to relations within our
community has not been abandoned. The Premier has been going around this State
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seeking to contribute to public understanding and debate on the Mabo decision by saying
that people's backyards will be threatened. It is exactly the same type of approach to this
issue that we had during the 1986 election campaign when it was suggested - and in fact
said - that favourite picnic spots would no longer be available to be enjoyed by ordinary
people because they had suddenly become Aboriginal land. It was wrong then and it is
wrong now to say that that is the likely outcome from a reasonable approach to
Aboriginal aspirations for the ownership of land.
I return to the point where I started; that is, one of the aspects of the Mabo debate has
been to consider the role of the judiciary - the High Court in particular - in making law.
There has been criticism from the conservative side of politics, and in particular from the
State President of the Liberal Party, that it is wrong for an unelected body such as the
High Court to make law. I basically agree with that approach; namely, it is our job as
legislators to make law. However, we must make good law. We must not vacate fields
creating a situation in which courts can come in and essentially fulfil the role of the
Legislature.
Nobody has less right to criticise the judiciary and the High Court for making its decision
in this area, particularly as it relates to Western Australia, than the former member for
Cottesloe. Above all other people he is responsible for the fact that no Aboriginal land
rights legislation exists in this State. In 1985 this Parliament had the opportunity to pass
such legislation. An extensive inquiry had been undertaken and consultation had
occurred with miners, pastoralists and everyone with an interest in the subject, and the
legislation had general consent. That legislation could have served this State and the
aspirations of the Aboriginal people very well, and it would have made it unnecessary for
the court to make law in this area. Therefore, the former member for Cottesloe cannot
speak credibly on the issue of law making by the judiciary. He remained silent on other
occasions on which the judiciary made law, such as last year when it rejected the
Commonwealth Parliament's legislation to limit electoral expenditure.
MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie) [7.42 pm]: My Supply Bill speech is about issues
associated with Aboriginal health care. I thought long and hard about whether to make
this speech, which makes no criticism - I see no point in doing so - of Commonwealth or
State Government or non-government agencies, or any individuals involved in
Aboriginal health care. Deliberately, this speech is meant, as much as a speech in
Parliament can be, to be non-political.
In addressing Aboriginal health care one must recognise that during the past decade this
matter has been the responsibility of Labor Governments. I refer particularly to what is
called the fringe dwelling community in my electorate of Kalgoorlie. Government
members recently spent a weekend in Kalgoorlie for their party conference, and they
would be well aware of the situation of an apparently large number of Aboriginal people
in the area who are classified as fringe dwellers. Members opposite would have seen
them in and around the City of Kalgoorlie-Boulder in the middle of winter. I have tried
to deal with this issue myself over many years, but I do not claim any degree of success.
It is not an easy issue. It requires cooperation from Commonwealth, State and local
government and from people not involved with governiment.
I begin by referring to a list of people, the names of whom I will not read as it is difficult
to do so in the circumstances. The list involves people in the City of Kalgoorlie-Boulder
who are described as fringe dwellers and who died from March 1991 to June 1993. 1 will
provide the alleged causes of death and their ages. Rather than reading names I will give
them an alphabetical reference: A, with an approximate age of 45 years. burnit to death in
a tent having indulged in a rather large amount of alcohol; B, aged 32, was found dead in
a park in Boulder with suspected alcohol poisoning; C, aged 27 years. died from
respiratory complaints; D, aged 48 years, died from a heart attack; E, aged 35 years, was
killed by de facto; F, 32 years, respiratory and kidney failure; 0. 50 years. respiratory
disease; H, 38 years, respiratory and/or kidney failure; 1, 42 years, respiratory and/or
kidney failure; i, 39 years, was bashed on the head in a fight; K, 37 years, also bashed on
the head in a fight; L, aged 5 1, died in a fight; M, 50 years, respiratory failure and double
pneumonia; N, 28 years, respiratory failure; 0, 40 years, respiratory and/or kidney
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failures; and P, 32 years, found dead outside a local school with a massive brain
haemorrhage. I will not continue the alphabetical references. The next person, aged
38 years, was bashed on the head; a 55 year old died of respiratory failure; a person aged
55 years died from respiratory failure and associated complications; a person aged
50 years died from respiratory and/or kidney failure; a person aged 41 years died from
hypothermia after falling asleep in the middle of winter on the way home after a heavy
drinking session in Kalgoorlie; the next person died after being violently bashed, with
post operative complications; a person aged 56 years died from urinary tract
complications; a 34-year-old died from respiratory failure and was alleged to be a victim
of radiation poisoning from Maralinga; a person aged 36 years committed suicide,
perhaps caused by depression - who knows? A person aged 39 years died from
respiratory failure; another 39-year-old was bashed and found dead in Boulder; a person
aged 38 years died from double pneumonia after being badly beaten by a de facto; a
person aged 31 years was found murdered at the back of a Boulder house; and another
person was bashed and found at the back of the Aboriginal medical centre and has since
died. That list includes 30 people with an average age of 45 years. In addition, during
the past few weeks three more fringe dwellers have died in Kalgoorlie-Boulder.
Mr Penda]: To what length of time do you refer?
Mr TAYLOR: I am talking about March 1991 to June 1993, but the figure to the end of
July this year is 33 people. Most of these people have died as a result of respiratory
failure, and this relates to the nature of their environment and living conditions and the
way they do not look after themselves. Of those people at least 11 were killed in one
way or another, beaten to death by a friend or relative or by people unknown.
Mr Minson: It is interesting that in just about all those cases the problems can be traced
back to nutrition, drug abuse or exposure. It would be interesting to see what happened
in another two or three months of winter. It is a problem right throughout that area.
Mr TAYLOR: I am told that throughout Western Australia about 700 Aboriginal people
fall into the same category as fringe dwellers. Therefore, 700 people live in similar
conditions as those endured by such people today in the City of Kalgoorlie-Boulder. Out
of a moving fringe dweller population of about 90 people, one-third have met their
deaths, If that happened to a community with an average age of 40 anywhere else in
Australia there would be a public outcry. If that many deaths happened anywhere else in
Australia a hunt would be on to find the cause. Unfortunately, we know the causes:
They are the way people live, drink and eat. The Parliamentary Library conducted a
bibliography search on publications made available to the Governments of Australia on
the issue of Aboriginal health care. I was very tempted to bring just a small number of
those publications into this place. Although I am six feet two, members would not be
able to see me if I placed those publications in front of me. The bibliography contains a
list of well over 300 reports, publications and documents on Aboriginal health care which
are available to members of Parliament. We do not need any more research; the answer
is available. The problem is not confined to Kalgoorlie-Boulder, but exists in the
Kimberley, South Hedland, Newman and other regional centres of Western Australia
which have large populations of Aborigines. For reasons known best to themselves,
Aborigines have moved into regional centres rather than live in the more isolated
Aboriginal communities throughout this State. They have moved into centres without
proper shelter, health care or sanitary facilities and have experienced all the associated
health problems.
Many Commonwealth, State and non-government agencies have responsibility for
Aboriginal health care. At a Commonwealth level we have the Department of Health,
Housing and Community Services and the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
Commission. At a State level we have the Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority, the
Department for Community Development, Homeswest and the Aboriginal Housing
Board. In Kalgoorlie we have the Goldfields Health Services, the Health Department and
the Alcohol and Drug Authority. The Water Authority of Western Australia, the State
Energy Commission and the Ministry of Education are indirectly involved in providing
services. We have the community based correction service, the Department of Corrective
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Services, the Police Department, the Kalgoorlie Aboriginal Medical Service, the Yamatji
Ngura Alcohol Recuperation Centre, the Royal Flying Doctor Service of Australia and
Aboriginal Hostels Ltd. A vast array of Government authorities have responsibility for
those services.
Mr Minson: I hosted a dinner a few weeks ago at which I said that even though there was
much talk on the political aspects of Aboriginal affairs, land rights and so on, it was my
perception that the social issues of health, housing and employment were more important
and urgent. One of the foremost Aboriginal leaders in the State said he felt sorry for me
because my attitude reflected a 1960s mentality. I thought about his statement, but I
believed I was more in touch than he was. The member for Kalgoorlie is reinforcing my
belief.
Mr TAYLOR: That may well be the case. I will not make a speech on the Mabo, issue.
Although I disagree strongly with the position taken by the Premier, that is not the issue.
Mr Minson: I did not mean to cloud the matter. My point is that one of the Aboriginal
leaders in Western Australia has moved into the political sphere and has forgotten the
social issues that have not been solved.
Mr TAYLOR: One of the problems is that people are focusing on a range of issues in
health care, training and land rights. I do not discourage that because they are important
issues which, in some ways, may provide some of the answers to this problem. However,
the real issue is that the community can no longer ignore the fact that in a community of
30 000 people, one-third of a group of 90 people have died. I am not accusing past
Governments or the present Government of not providing funding, because the money is
certainly available. Recurrent funding for emergency relief, food, power bills and rental
arrears set aside in the Department of Health, Housing and Community Services budget
for town campers and fringe dwellers in Kalgoorlie in 1992-93 was $30 000. The
amount of $90 200 was set aside for morning meals at the Ninga Mia Village Aboriginal
Corporation for town campers and fringe dwellers. A proposed healing program has also
received funding. In addition, recurrent funding of $174 000 is set aside for emergency
relief;, $46 000 for a safe housing development for Aboriginal women, which is much
needed, with capital costs of $160 000; and $514 000 for proposed permanent
accommodation at Brown Avenue. The Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority provided
$300 000 for emergency relief in Kalgoorlie-Boulder in one year, and tens of thousands
of dollars are available through other agencies.
Mr Strickland: What is the total of that funding? It must be almost $500 000.
Mr TAYLOR: It is much more than $500000; it is probably closer to $lm. I know
some members of Parliament will say that the money is being wasted, but I am not
prepared to make those sons of accusations. A special task force chaired by the Mayor
of Kalgoorlie and me was set up through the good offices of the member for Kenwick,
the former Minister for Aboriginal Affairs. It set out to identify the problem and how
much money was available. People were very concerned that it was on a witch hunt as to
where the money was going. I am not concerned with who spent the money or how.
What is done, is done. However, I am concerned that the money is available to address
this issue in the years ahead. I am also concerned that it has been beyond my wit and that
of many others, despite funds being available, to find a way in which to address the issue.
I cannot imagine any other city in Australia facing such an enormous problem involving
the number of people who have died over two years. As I said before, the number of
people is small; they come from all over the goldfields wanting to settle in Kalgoorlie-
Boulder.
Some members may have seen the camp on Nanny Goat Hill at the top of Kalgoorlie. It
looks bloody awful, but it was necessary. The Government was criticised over it, but at
the time it was built people were living in so-called caves and camping alongside the
pipeline. They were trying to survive - that is the correct word. As members who have
been in the semi arid areas will know, even if one is fit and healthy it is almost
impassible to survive when sleeping outside night after night. It is certainly impassible
to survive without a decent daily meal when one's main sustenance happens to be alcohol
in whatever form it can be obtained.
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The Labor Party seeks numerous outcomes relating to health care, improved personal
safety, a reduction in alcohol consumption and the provision of adequate housing for the
people at risk. We also want to see the solution to a problem which has mainly eluded
people to date; that is, the involvement of the fringe dwelling people in an effective
management committee of which they feel part.
Mr Strickland: That is essential.
MT TAYLOR: It certainly is essential and it is the main part of this problem.
Mr Bloffwitch: Many other regional areas have similar problems to those in Kalgoorlie.
Mr TAYLOR: The member for Geraldton is quite right. As I mentioned a while ago, the
problem is not only in Kalgoorlie; at least 700 Aboriginal people in similar areas
throughout Western Australia are affected. It is not a matter of asking for more money
and saying we will solve the problem. It is a question of how wisely that money is spent.
Geraldton is one of the regional centres facing the problem.
One of the reasons I am making this speech is to make the point - we all have the
responsibility - that the problem will not go away. It is not as though these people will
just pick up their bags and disappear; a solution to the problem will become even more
important as the months and years roll by. I predict that Aboriginal people will want to
move into the regional centres such as Kalgoorlie. In those centres, despite the daily
trauma they face, they at least have some comradeship and can live in a town where there
is grass and where, apart from during the middle of winter, they can live in the outdoors
which they believe is not a bad place to be. Some Aboriginals have faced problems
within their own communities and have driven to the city. As I said, the problem will not
go away and it must be addressed.
Although I have mentioned funding, another important point must be made; that is, more
people are needed on the ground to help resolve the problem. They may be paid
community or health workers or even people prepared to help on a voluntary basis.
Mr Strickland: The volunteers must have the proper strategy, otherwise they will run
around with strategies which will not get us anywhere.
Mr TAYLOR: That is correct, they must understand the issues. Although some do-
gooders want to become involved and help and we cannot refuse to involve them, it is
important to have people who understand Aboriginal people, and who can cooperate and
get on with them.
In some cases reasonably successful efforts have been made to make homes in the town
available to fringe dwellers, particularly family groups. In some circumstances these
families have been taken from their communities and virtually plonked in a house in
town and left to fend for themselves. We all know that in that situation in no time at all
the neighbours go berserk and the tenants find it very difficult to run the house, and the
criticism we hear time and time again about money being wasted on Aboriginal affairs is
repeated.
Mr Strickland: That happens in the metropolitan area too.
Mr TAYLOR: It is happening everywhere. My point is that people should be
encouraged to live in the community. We can no longer accept that they must live out of
town. We must give them home help and the support they need to be able to survive in
an ordinary community sense.
Mr Pendal: With respect, haven't those programs been available for many years? They
were provided with transitional housing as well as home help. They have not worked, for
whatever reason.
Mr TAYLOR: That is correct, but they have not worked for the reasons I have
mentioned; that is, they have left people to their own devices.
Mr Strickland: Another problem is that it is always the same house they are moved into,
and the same neighbours, and build up of conflict and entrenched problems continues.
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Mr TAYLOR: People forever fight the neighbours because they believe yet another
family will move in next door with the same problems. I may have a rather paternal
view, but a home help program is needed, whether it be paid, partly paid or voluntary.
People are needed who are prepared to work side by side with Aboriginal families and
who will actively encourage them into the community. I am not suggesting they should
be turned into white families. I acknowledge that they have their beliefs and their
traditions which should be maintained. However, at the same time many of those people
want to live in the community and should be encouraged and supported to do so. There
is an example of that within Aboriginal health cart, which has been tried and tested and
is working. Some members will be aware of the work that Fiona Stanley is doing in
Kalgoorlie through the Western Australian Research Institute for Child Health. A
research program has been set up near Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital, with the full support
of the hospital and the health services in Kalgoorlie, to provide assistance to Aboriginal
women, particularly pregnant women, and children in the goldfields. In a letter to me
Fiona Stanley said -

The health of the Aboriginal women and children in the goldfields is worse than
most other places in the State. The rates of perinatal mortality, stillbirth, sexually
transmitted diseases, preterm/low birth weight and rates of elective and
emergency caesarean section for these women are among the highest in Western
Australia. The infant mortality rate is the second highest in the State. The
corresponding rates for the non-Aboriginal population in the goldfields are low.

She went on to say that -
The complications of prematurity, low birth weight, infection and poor maternal
health during pregnancy cause immediate health problems for both mother and
child. They also have long term consequences for both, particularly in the areas
of growth, development and lung disease.

She went on -

Of all Aboriginal infants born, 75% will be hospitalised in the first 2 years of life.
In the Goldfields about 60% of Aboriginal infants are hospitalised at least once
before their first birthday.

Her program, which is proving to be very successful, involves encouraging Aboriginal
women to support and encourage pregnant Aboriginal women to present themselves
earlier. At this stage, they have been presenting themselves at 36 weeks, which is far too
late if there are problems. At the same time, they are actually organising health care
workers to go out and support Aboriginal women who have just had a child for
12 months at least. Already that hands on program is having a real impact in those areas.
If we are to address the appalling conditions of the fringe dwelling community in
Kalgoorlie, it must be done with a hands on approach. I have spoken to the Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs about this and have been encouraged by his views. The Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs and the Minister for Health have to take the bit between their teeth
and do something about it. As I said, I have tried. However. I do not think I have been
successful. I will give all the support that I possibly can to deal with this issue because it
is so difficult. No longer can we allow the very mature Kalgoorlie-Boulder community,
which is not a racist community although people paint it as one, to stand by and allow
this to continue. That community would love to be involved in finding a solution and
some of the answers to this problem.
When I was thinking about making this speech, I came across a publication by UNESCO
which included the following -

Mourn not the dead
That in the cold earth lie,
But mourni the apathetic throng
That see the world's great wrongs
And do not speak.

The time had come for me to speak on this issue because it must be addressed.
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MR MARSHALL (Murray) [8.13 pm]: I wish to speak on the unattended netting laws
and register my grave concern about last year's decision by the then Minister for
Fisheries to stop unattended net fishing in the Peel waterways. It was a rash and ill-
advised decision and one made against public opinion. He made the decision despite a
petition of protest that was presented to Parliament. When he realised that the decision
was wrong he came to Mandurah to pacify concerned people. Two or three hundred net
fishermen in the Mandurah area attended a public meeting and demonstrated their
concern about the decision; it was not a polite meeting. I think it was then that the
Minister realised the grave mistake that he had made against recreational fishermen in the
electorates of Mandurah and Murray. As a matter of fact, he stalled a little and changed
the law to say that on Wednesdays anyone over 60 years of age need not attend his or her
net and, immediately, the Minister became a discriminator. He indicated that he knew
very little about net fishing in my area because there are 948 licensed net fishermen, of
whom 48 per cent are over 60 years of age. They all pay the same licence fee for a net
but those over 60 do not have to attend their nets on Wednesday nights and those under
60 must be within 100 metres of their nets every night of the week.
Mr Pendal: That is probably the only day of the week he could get down there.
Mr MARSHALL: When he went there he learnt a few things about true country people
of Australia, not the big shots with their launches, their huge reels and their marlin
fishing. I am talking about the everyday fishermen, the person who must put out his net
to get a feed.
He made that decision because he picked the wrong advisory committee. Not only was
the committee biased, but also it did not represent those areas. He picked a north of the
river committee; a committee that included all wet liners and people who I would bet had
never put out a net in their lives. He picked a committee that was not open minded about
net fishing; in fact, many of them were opposed to net fishing. I am pleased to say that
we now have a new Minister for Fisheries who has done the right thing and appointed a
new committee. This committee is balanced because it includes representation from all
parts of the State. There are representatives from Bunbury, Albany, Mandurah-Murray -
a very important part of the coast - and Geraldton. I hope that committee will come up
with better recommendations -

Mr Graham: Why did you stop at Geraldton? Half of the Stare and three-quarters of the
fishery are north of that.
Mr MARSHALL: I wish I had been around when the great Jerry Dolan was here. He
was an Irish Catholic who came from Fremantle. He coached East Perth for a while but
became a great East Fremantle football coach. The member for Pilbara could have learnt
something from this Irish Catholic because he became the Minister for Police. He was a
man who was admired in the Fremantle area. He used to say to anybody who was
walking around with his socks down, "Listen, son, if you want to be anybody in life or a
champion, pull up your socks." If Jerry were around today, I am sure he would tell the
member for Pilbara to pull up his socks.
Mr Taylor: I would like to know what he would say to Peter Matera. He wears his socks
down all the time.
Mr MARSHALL: My neighbour for 32 years was Mr John Tonkin, one of the great
Labor members of this State. He planted the camiellias in my garden. He was a great
man 'and everyone liked him. He held the ideals on which other Labor members have
tried to place their reputations. The member for Kalgoorlie has forgotten the things that
John Tonkin taught us.
Dr Edwards interjected.
Mr MARSHALL: The member for Maylands was too young to even know him. I will
return to this very important discussion an unattended net fishing in my electorate. The
former Mlinister for Fisheries, through his advisory committee, sent out beautiful studies
and reports, as the last Government was wont to do. The advisory committee said that
net fishing is not a recreational sport. It said that a recreational fisherman's aim is to
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catch fish for himself and his family and for a variety of personal reasons and to enjoy
the experience along the way. Can anyone tell me whether someone who puts a net out is
not aiming to catch a feed of fish? The fish caught in my electorate are mainly mullet,
pilchard or yellow eyed mullet. A mullet cannot be caught on a line.
Dr Watson: I have caught herring down there.
Mr MARSHALL: The member has never caught a herring in the estuary in her life.
Dr Watson: I have off the beach.
Mr MARSHALL: We are talking about different things. The member is as bad as the
previous Minister, and he did not know what he was talking about. Pilchard and mullet
are very oily and are a very healthy food for elderly people. More than 50 per cent of the
people in my electorate are over 50 years of age; it is a retirement area. These people
need to be able to put out their nets and they need to be able to get the oily fish to remain
healthy. As I said, the advisory committee referred to people enjoying the experience on
the way. I know the member for Kalgoorlie has enjoyed many experiences, but I am
talking about net fishing. Has the member for Pilbara ever put out a net? I know he has
because he is a blue blooded Australian who loves the hunt and who loves putting out a
net. He loves to gamble. I know he gambles and he loses. However, he loves the
discipline of getting up early in the morning and putting out his net. What about the
exercise involved in putting out a net and the comradeship?
The SPEAKER: Order! I think some of the members are getting hooked by the member
for Murray's speech.
Mr MARSHALL: When talking about the comradeship of putting out a net, I ask the
member for Pilbara whether he knows of any other sport in which one can enjoy such
exercise and recreation with one's wife.
Mr Graham: Yes.
Mr MARSHALL: I am sure the member is thinking about golf, but he should remember
that when playing golf with one's wife she is 20 yards in front when hitting off. What
about the pleasures of putting out a net? Of course, some members are never up early
enough to enjoy the pleasures of watching the dawn come up and seeing what has been
caught.
It is obvious that the previous Minister did not know anything about recreational fishing.
The report contains further comments that are not correct. It states that gill fishing was
regarded as unacceptable by a large percentage of the recreational fishing community.
They are probably like me in that I find the sight of a stuffed marlin on a wall an
obscenity. The wet liners were making these rules saying that a net fisherman was
regarded as unacceptable. They also said that net fishing is unacceptable because of fish
wastage. I have been on many an angling fishing trip where all the small fish are cut up
for bait and the wastage is incredible. The locals who fish with a net do not waste their
fish. If fish are left over they are given to their neighbours, used for bait for crabs or
stored for when the crayfish pots are put out.
The report contains a wonderful quote which indicates where we go wrong in making
rash decisions. The report states that there is very little scientific information on the level
of wastage from gill nets, but it believes there is a strong community perception that this
fishing method is highly wasteful and destructive to recreational fish stocks. How can a
law be made when there is very little scientific information available on which to bate it?
At the moment there are no cobbler in the estuary and the net fishers are being blamed
for that. The people at the Peel Inlet Management Authority, an offshoot of the Water
Commission, who are paid wages to do a job, say there are no cobbler in the estuary
because of the weeds and algae in that area. However, the 28 professional fishermen in
the estuary who are the practical people who know what is going on, say that the pelicans
in the estuary are eating the young cobbler and that is the reason the numbers are
depleted. However, net fishing has been banned without any scientific information Or
study to back that up.
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The report refers to public perception, but that should not be the foundation for making
laws. The public perception in Mandurah was that four trawling boats were raping the
beds of Comet Bay. They were supposed to have taken all the fish breeding stocks and
grounds. As a result the Department of Fisheries instigated a study of this matter over
two years at a cost $100 000. A few weeks ago the report of that study referred to the
perception of all the anglers who complained that the fish stocks had gone and that they
could not catch fish from the beach, and that despite the prawns, scallops, crabs and fish
they could take to eat and sell, 62 per cent of the catch was discarded in the ocean. Yet,
42 per cent never lived. Were the anglers right, or was the perception wrong? Of the
catch 42 per cent was discarded as dead, but 24 hours later there were as many fish in
that sea bed as there were five kilometres down the road in areas that had not been
trawled. Perception was responsible for this net fishing law which prevented so many
Australians from having a wonderful time. It should not have been done. I am sure the
new Minister for Fisheries and his committee will have more foresight when making
their decisions. A lot of mistakes were made in this report
Net fishing is a way of life in the Murray. It is stated in the report that when net fishing
was cleared from the Swan estuary, the handline fishing improved. That might be so, but
our estuaries are three times the size of the Swan estuary, with only 10 per cent of the
population fishing it and they are so filthy with algae that people do not swim, water ski
or sail in them. The only thing people can do in the Murray is net fish and the
Government has taken that luxury from the people in my electorate, It introduced this
rule that people must be 100 metres from the net and continually looking after it to stop
people having some pleasure in the electorate. No-one considered how dangerous it
could be to the people putting out their nets. It is not reasonable to make general laws
which apply equally to the Murray and to the north of this State. There are too many
banks in the Murray. Netters must go out 100 metres ankle deep lugging a boat to find
deep water, and then put out their net. It is impossible for recreational fishermen to
scrutinise a net 100 metres from it. I do not want a fatality on my conscience when some
old timer is forced to take out his net because he perhaps wants some fish for his
grandchildren the following weekend. It is highly dangerous to strip a net at night and
the law in this area must be changed.
I have spoken to the Minister for Fisheries, and indicated it was quite acceptable for the
unattended net fishing to be reduced from seven nights a week to five nights. However,
it is not reasonable to reduce it from five nights to zilch. That is unacceptable and a
compromise must be reached. We have suggested that it could be amended to three
nights a week for three years or two nights a week for five years. We could then perhaps
see what is happening and it may be necessary to reduce it to one night a week.
However, on no account should anybody take a recreational sport and pleasure from the
average Australian.
One of the good aspects of this report relates to the moves to stamp out the selling of fish
by amateurs, who are known as shamateurs. The member for Pilbara will know all about
those people. I agree that any amateurs selling fish should be severely punished.
Perhaps our penalties are not strong enough. Perhaps we should impose a fine of $1 000
for the first offence, and take away their nets and the boats. Then it will be truly
recreational fishing.
I am a very emotional man when speaking on behalf of my electorate. People have
bought real estate in the area in order to spend weekends down there with their children,
teaching them bow to put out nets for fishing. It is a spant enjoyed by families with
young children and by the elderly people who need - challenge to keep themselves
young. Net fishing in the Murray waters is a way of life, and the law should not have
been changed on the basis of public perception. I believe that when the new Minister for
Fisheries reads a report of my speech in H-fansard and gives a copy to his committee, it
wilt make the right decision and once again allow unattended net fishing in the
Mandurab-Murray waters.
DR WATSON (Kenwick) [8.29 pm]: Before I start the speech I intended to make as
my contribution to the debate on the Supply Bill, I indicate my support for the member
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for Kalgoorlie in the statements he made about Aboriginal health. Although he spoke
about Aboriginal health in the eastern goldfields, those stories are too common in places
such as Newman, Halls Creek, Port Hedland, and almost anywhere in Western Australia.
The average age at death about which he spoke must be of great concern to us all,
because Aboriginal men between the ages of 25 and 40 have a mortality rate that is
10 times higher than that of non-Aboriginal men, and Aboriginal infants have a mortality
rate that is three times higher than that of non-Aboriginal infants. I understand that in
same communities the infant mortality rate of Aboriginal children is up to six times
higher than that of non-Aboriginal children. Aboriginal people on the whole have an
average life expectancy some 22 years less than that of non-Aboriginal people. We have
never tried to have a bipartisan political approach to Aboriginal issues. I understand that
in South Australia, Aboriginal issues have been depoliticised because there is a
permanent standing committee of the Parliament which reports to the Minister of the day,
and the problems for Aboriginal people are brought to that committee.
We cannot continue to impose upon Aboriginal people our solutions. We need to involve
them so that they can be self-determining. While some people have expressed concerns
about that, there is no doubt that the program run by Dr Fiona Stanley, to which the
member for Kalgoorlie referred, has worked because the people have been involved, in
the same way that the Ngaanyatjarra Land Council, which operates through the central
reserves, has developed some fantastic programs because it involves the people in that
area. That, after all, is the objective of the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander
Commission.

I turn now to some other issues that are pertinent to my electorate. Conservative
politicians in particular often say that we are now incurring debts that our children will
have to pay. On the face of it, that is a very emotive statement. It causes one to stop and
think, 'Goodness me, is that so?' On the other hand, we do have a responsibility - and
this is something that we must consider as a Parliament and not as party political people -
to invest for the future of our children. Indeed, many of the issues that are related to
Aboriginal ill health, rates of imprisonment, unemployment and inadequate housing are a
direct consequence of the dispossession of generations of Aboriginal people from their
own land and from their law, language and families. Therefore, we must think further
ahead than the next election and look at the issues that we want to see dealt with now in
order to provide our children with a secure future.
I turn now to sewerage services. In the early days following the Second World War,
Perth developed so quickly that it would seem there was no option other than to install
septic tanks. That has left 30 per cent of the Penth metropolitan area still unsewered. I
understand that about four per cent of other capital cities is unsewered. In my electorate,
the suburbs of Wilson, Queens Park, Cannington, East Cannington and Beckenham
cannot develop because there is no sewerage. Queens Park is eight kilometres from the
Perth city centre. It has vacant land on which honses are grazing. It has houses which are
built on one acre and half acre blocks, where many people are old and want to subdivide.
It has a railway track with a modem train service running within half a kilometre of
Queens Park centre, schools which are not full, a hospital, and a regional centre which is
being developed, yet it has vacant land of between half a hectare and five hectares, eight
kilometres from the city centre. Therefore, it has the infrastructure and vacant land, or
land which people want to subdivide, yet when they seek permission to subdivide that
land, the council, the Department of Planning and Urban Development or the Minister
have to refuse that permission to subdivide because they are unable to install any more
septic tanks in the area because of the high water table, the clay soil and the potential
damage to the Canning River. Therefore, there is a problem.

The Maida Vale sewer stage I is now being built, and that will service the new Canning
regional centre, especially that which lies between Albany Highway and the Canning
River. Recently I have written, as has the council, to the Minister for Water Resources,
asking him to bring forward stage 2 of the Maida Vale sewer into this year's Budget.
That would have the potential to reticulate into areas of East Cannington. as well as
provide oppartunities for new housing at the back of the Canning regional centre, which
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backs onto the railway line. We also need infill reticulated sewerage throughout that
area, which in itself is a job creation scheme.
In 1989, it was estimated that it would cost about $134m to support the orderly
development of housing in those areas similar to Queens Park, East Cannington and
Wilson; that is, through Belmont, Redcliffe and all of that area. As I have stated, that
area has the infrastructure, and still has room for housing. It is unfair and unreasonable
to ask people who want to build houses to go further and further out to the fringes of the
metropolitan area, and to provide new infrastructure, schools, hospitals and public
transport systems, when for the sake of $134m in 1989 - it has probably inflated
considerably since then - we could provide new urban villages as well as increase the
gentrification of these suburbs. It is not healthy to have suburbs which comprise all
elderly people. Young people need to know elderly people and elderly people need to
know young people. There must also be a mix of public and private housing. I
understand that the Water Authority of Western Australia made a profit of $19m last
financial year. The Minister for Water Resources is not here, but I would ask him to
consider in the Budget putting reticulated sewerage into the suburbs, because that is
essential.
Another issue that affects my constituents is transport, particularly public transport. The
Armadale line was the first line to be electrified. In my electorate we had a wonderful
system of public consultation for the development of railway stations, the participation of
school students in painting their own graffiti in an acceptable manner at those railway
stations, and discussions with people about the kind of lighting that would be appropriate.
That made the local community more committed to that public transport system.
People come from outside the boundaries of the electorate to the Cannington bus-train
interchange. One of my biggest disappointments has been that the present Government
did not continue with a commitment to upgrade the Canriington railway station. During
the election campaign on the hottest days of last summer we electioneered at Cannington
railway station where people talked to me about the cold and windy winter days. A
commitment was made before the election campaign even started to provide extra shelter
from wind and rain, and public lavatories, at Cannington railway station. It would have
cost $190 000 and was to be done this financial year. I am disappointed that that
commitment has been broken. Some of the people who work for Transperth are just as
disappointed because it is an obvious need, the lack of which puts people off using public
tranisport. If people go to a railway station and get rained on and windblown, and are
bitterly cold because there is not sufficient shelter, they will not go back and they will not
be committed to public transport.
Another issue dealing with trains in my electorate, for the edification of members in this
House, relates to level crossing accidents. The electorate of Kenwick has the highest
proportion of railway level crossings in the metropolitan area. Of the 31 crossings. 10
are on the Transperth line and two on the freight line. There are crossings at Welshpool
Road, Hamilton Street, Wharf Street, Crawford and William Streets, Kenwick Road,
Maddington Road and Fremantle Road as well as Albany Highway, Kenwick and
Maddington, and the freight line that crosses Brixton Street. I mention this because we
have had some terrible tragedies. A woman and her child were killed at the William
Street, Beckenham crossing. Annemarie, a young student at St Joseph's, was killed when
she stepped off a train at Queens Park. Again it seems a matter of shutting the door after
the horse has bolted. That is probably not an appropriate analogy, but we are attending to
safety after an accident has occurred. We must endorse the recommendations of the
Coroner in his findings relating to Annemarie's death at Queens Park. Mr McCann said
that seldom used grade crossings should be closed, especially those between stations, and
railway stations should have only one pedestrian crossing rather than one at each end of
the station such as that at Queens Park.
We have an experimental system of a gate crossing at Queens Park that was opened only
last week. Depending on the outcome of that pilot study I understand that the
Government will decide whether to proceed with completing similar crossings,
particularly where schoolchildren use them. If we installed active controlled crossings
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wherever they were needed at railway stations in the metropolitan area, the cost would be
$4m. I urge the Government to consider doing that in this Budget because $4m will save
a lot of lives if spent in that way. If communities pressure the Government to spend $4m
on flyovers, we will get fewer than four bridges or flyovers for the same amount of
money. It is tremendously important that we heed the Coroner and make it safe for
pedestrians to cross railway lines.
To elaborate a little further about roads, I am appalled that our Transport Minister has not
been able to negotiate a better deal with the Commonwealth than he appears to have
done. We have enormous roadworks in Kenwick, one of the biggest being an extension
of the Roe Highway between the Tonkin Highway and South Street. It is to be
completed in five stages. There has been community consultation about the first three
stages in my electorate. It is not a green fields development and it is predictably
disruptive to the jives of people, particularly those who live in Beckenham. The first
stage is under way and will join Tonkin Highway and Welshpool Road. Until stages two
and three are completed, it will mean that traffic will come off Roe Highway straight into
William Swreet, thus making William Street in Beckenhanm, which is about two and a half
kilomets long, a straight, flat road with houses on either side, with a shopping centre
and a school. Besides a lot of traffic there is also a lot of pedestrian movement. That
will be a de facto Roe Highway. We have had to make a lot of commitments to people
who live in William Street and who use it. Because the Minister has not been able to
negotiate a better deal, we are now told that it is likely that stages two and three will be
delayed. We cannot tolerate that. i have written to Senator Collins advising him that
there is no point in completing stage one because not only will the people in William
Street be endangered but also their houses will continue to crack, and their enjoyment of
life, their right to a quality life, will be disrupted.
Another issue I want to raise in this debate on Supply deals with the Felspar Road
incinerator. I am glad the Minister has just appeared. This is an issue that has taken too
long to resolve. Until 1982 polychlorinated biphenyls were burnt at this incinerator in
Welshpool. Houses surround it and increasingly houses are being built in East
Cannington and Wattle Grove. In 1984 the City of Canning conducted a study to
establish whether any PCB residuals were apparent. Indeed, they were found to be in the
soil to the extent it was assumed that there had been a spill there. Because the PCBs
were on leaves it was deduced that they were airborne. The people have never come to
terms with the fact that these findings gave no comfort. Over the past year or so the
people have become quite organised because they are concerned at the black smoke that
periodically is emitted from the incinerator stack. Last September a public meeting was
held, and there have been meetings in my office and at the council which have
culminated in the previous Minister for the Environment's undertaking to hold a
ministerial inquiry. The Environmental Protection Authority was to conduct the inquiry
and to fund it. An undertaking was also given by the Health Department that the medical
waste would be categorised at source so that the emissions being monitored by the
Environmental Protection Authority would be known. This is important because it is an
incinerator which bums medical waste.
As members will know, after the Labor Party lost Government the EPA did not continue
with that inquiry. However, I am told it had done much preliminary work. In April, June
and July the new Minister for the Environment announced that a ministerial inquiry
would be held and the terms of reference were to be provided by 31 July. They are still
not forthcoming. I am concerned that the issue has not been resolved through a
ministerial inquiry.
Mr Minson: I have announced the terms of reference.
Dr WATSON: Nobody knew until Friday -

Mr Minson: With respect, the member should remember that she was in Government
and should not point the finger. Her Government should have made an inquiry and we
should have the results already.
Dr WATSON: The problems with the waste disposal should not have been allowed to
occur. Residents are taking videos of emissions coming from the incinerator chimney
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and there is evidence that the owner operator of the incinerator opens it. I have seen on
video evidence of flames coming out of the back of the incinerator. We still do not know
what is going into the incinerator. The conflict is such that officers of the Environmental
Protection Authority and council members have been called out at midnight and at
3.00 am. It is wrong, and unhealthy, that this conflict has been allowed to develop in the
community and is still unresolved. Residents should not feel they must creep around and
climb up trees to take videos to prove to the Minister and his department that things are
not right. The fact that the terms of reference of a ministerial inquiry have not been
forthcoming is appalling. I cannot help but think it is just another example of the way in
which the Government is letting environmental controls run down.
I understand that burning waste is a very complex area and that incinerator operators
must work, not under legislation, but under a code of practice approved by the National
Health and Medical Research Council. Nonetheless, we need a strongly regulated
industry. People are concerned that their health is being affected by the smoke. When
the smoke is not obvious they know when the incinerator is burning by the acrid smell in
the air. They also complain of symptoms such as sore and dry throats and a peculiar taste
in their mouths, which are related directly to when the emissions come from the
incinerator. We do not know what is being burnt or the potential harm the substances
may be causing. The problem must be resolved. As I said, the EPA and the City of
Canning are being called out at all hours of the day and night and residents are creeping
around with videos. Police have also been called out by the incinerator owners. The
Minister has made three commitments to me in this place, and by letters, that a public
inquiry would be held and that he would publish the terms of reference by 31 July.
Despite what he said, nobody has seen those terms of reference.
I said at the beginning of my speech in support of this Bill that our concern must not be
about spending our children's money, but about securing a safe future for our children in
which their health and their rights will be protected. As I said in the Address-in-Reply.
the more we can do in a bipartisan way, the better. People do not want to see us fighting.
In closing I refer to the wonderful collection which was taken for the women in Bosnia.
One of the most attractive things to the community about that was the way in which all
the women from this House did it together. It was not a party political matter. People
saw that they could bring their goods to my office, to Liz Constable's office, or to June
van de Klashorst's office and our politics did not matter because we were collecting as
women for women. The collection has had the most open-beanted, warm, generous
response from women to women, organised by women, not in any political way.
MRS HENDERSON (Thomalie) [8.56 pm]: Approximately four weeks ago the
Minister for Labour Relations walked into this House and announced major changes to
our workers' compensation system. In speaking to the Supply Bill I will comment on
some of the events which have happened since Parliament last sat and how this sorry
saga has gone from bad to worse. Last time I spoke on this matter I mentioned that it was
the first time in the 10 years I have been in this Chamber that, by the stroke of a pen, a
Minister has taken away a right that people have enjoyed for over 100 years to claim
compensation where their employer - I stress employer - has been negligent. Common
law damages are available to people under our workers' compensation system only where
the employer has been negligent. One of the greatest problems attached to that
announcement was that it was arrogant, arbitrary and retrospective and took away
people's rights to compensation - people who had already suffered accidents. It also sent
a clear message to every employer in this State that it did not matter whether one was
negligent at work or had an unsafe working environment or whether 10 or 12 accidents
had occurred in the factory, an employer would not be sued if people injured themselves
without more than 30 per cent of their whole body function being impaired.
That was bad enough and many people in this House decried those changes. However,
since the House adjourned three weeks ago, matters have gone from bad to worse.
Clearly, the Minister has made changes under pressure, on the run. He initially said that
the changes he was making were for the better and that injured workers would be better
off. However, he did not convince one member of his own party, the member for
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Albany, who quickly telephoned his legal firm and cold his people to ask the courthouse
to stay open a bit later so they could submit workers' compensation writs.
Mr Shave interjected.
Mrs HENDERSON: Does the Minister for Tourism believe the clients would have been
better or worse off?
Mr Shave interjected.
Mrs HENDERSON: He thinks the clients of the member for Albany's company would
have been worse off had it not been rung. That is a telling comment from a Minister who
is interjecting from the wrong seat. It was disgraceful behaviour, and proper that the
Premier reprimanded chat member. The Premier should have shown a bit of leadership
and gone further than that by saying that it was not reasonable that a small group of
people in Albany should enjoy a special privilege while everyone whose claims were not
submitted by four o'clock on 30 June had their claim wiped out. lHe should have been
strong enough to tell the Minister that everyone should be given the same opportunity.
Unfortunately, to his shame, he did not do that. However, since then a general outcry has
occurred from everyone, not just the Opposition, about this. As a result, the Minister has
said that he will change the ground rules and that three new categories will be created for
people who think they have a claim which should have been submitted and that as long as
an affidavit is presented to the Workers' Compensation and Rehabilitation Commission
by 29 July he will look at it. He did not say what he would look at, who would receive
any extra compensation or what he was offering. However, he raised people's hopes
because he wanted to take the heat off himself.
Members with constituents who were affected, as some of mine were, who visited the
Workers' Compensation and Rehabilitation Commission would have seen over 1 000
people standing in queues submitting their claims, hoping against all hope that some
fairness may prevail and that some of their claims would be reconsidered. I saw people
at the commission on crutches and with bad injuries who could ill afford to stand in a
queue for a couple of hours waiting to submit a claim because the Minister for Labour
Relations had taken away their rights. I was interested to know what the Minister was
offering all those people who had been asked to submit their affidavits. The first report I
saw in the Sunday Times stated that the Minister was looking at recompensing those
people for their legal costs. That is the greatest of all ironies. He said in this House that
he was changing the workers' compensation system because the lawyers were rorting the
system. We saw two weeks of lawyer bashing by the Minister. He then went on the
public record saying that he appreciated that some people who had lost their capacity to
make a claim might be faced with a legal bill. They might not get any compensation -

Mr Shave interjected.
Mrs HENDERSON: The Minister for Tourism would have some constituents in this
category. I am interested to know what he would say to chose constituents who may have
submitted claims. Their claims have been wiped out by the announcement of the
Minister for Labour Relations, but they still may have a legal bill of $2 000 to $4 000.
The first newspaper report stated that the Minister had bent a little and had recognised
that that decision was not fair, and that he was looking to make funds available for
people's legal fees. A general outcry occurred against that. People asked why lawyers
should get the money, if there was any money around. What about the injured workers?
The Minister then changed his story and said that he did not say that and he repeated his
original statement that a new package would be introduced.
Mr Shave: He is not here.
Mrs H-ENDERSON: It is not my fault the Minister is not here. His first duty is to this
Parliament; he should be here. Is the member excusing him for not being here?
The Minister then said that his original announcement was that the Government was
taking away common law rights and that people who had an injury to less than 30 per
cent of their body function would lose their right to make a claim. He then outlined a
compensatory package. He said that he would increase the statutory lump sum benefits,
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possibly to $100 000, and that he would increase the weekly earnings of the injured
person to 100 per cent of pre-injury earnings for 26 weeks. I remind the Minister - I am
glad to see that he is now in the Chamber - that those earnings were cut to 85 per cent by
a Liberal Government. The Minister came into this place and made himself out to be a
big fellow by increasing those earnings; however, he was only doing what the Labor
Government bad originally done. He then made a great song and dance about the fact
that a number of injuries, such as back injuries, were not contained in the second
sch,dule and were not compensated. He said chat he would add those injuries to the
schedule. Under the new package people would lose their right to common law claims if
they cold not show that they were more than 30 per cent impaired. In return they would
receive a bigger lump sum, 26 weeks on full wages and the possibility of back injuries
being compensated in the schedule.
It has since emerged that all of that is in doubt. The Minister did not answer a question I
asked him today about a document that was released publicly; he simply carried on about
a confidential document that had dropped off the back of a truck, and that it was
reprehensible that someone should release that document. He did not address the issue at
all. This is an important matter and I will raise it again. I hope that the Minister will take
an opportunity in this debate to respond. The letter to which I refer, from Trowbridge
Consulting, is dated 27 July. Trowbridge devised the various mathematical models for
changes to the workers' compensation system. The letter, addressed to the Executive
Director of the Workers' Compensation and Rehabilitation Commission, states -

Following our telephone conversation this morning, -

In other words, Trowbridge had been telephoned that day and told to get a document
together quickly.

- I have prepared a summary of our estimates of the financial effect of introducing
the various changes being proposed for workers' compensation benefits in
Western Australia.

It was being asked to Provide the financial impact of the changes that the Government
had already announced. Trowbridge Consulting outlined in its letter how it set up its
model, how it had sampled and how it had come up with its figures. Its figures were that
introducing 30 per cent whole body impairment as the threshold for common law
damages would save $55m to $60m worth of windfall bonus profit for the insurance
companies.
Mr Kierath: The report indicates where it is given back. You are still running that wrong
line. The report says that $60m will be given back.
Mrs H-ENDERSON: I will read every bit, so I hope the Minister listens. If the second
schedule were expanded to include back injuries, it would cost between $8m and $10m.
That amount is to be deducted from the $55m to $60m, If 100 per cent of pre-injury
earnings were then given for 26 weeks it would cost another $5m to $6m. That figure
must also be deducted from the $55m to $60m. If the maximum prescribed lump sum
were increased from $86 000 to $100 000, as the Minister promised, it would cost
another $7m to $9m. Trowbridge Consulting finally states -

Introducing all of the abovementioned changes would result in only a modest
reduction in the overall cost of the scheme. If the objective underlying the
proposed changes is to achieve savings of the order of $l5million or more, then it
would appear that it is not feasible to introduce all of the changes shown.

Why would Trowbridge suddenly refer to the objective of saving $15m? From where did
it receive that figure? Who asked Trowbridge to produce a projection showing how
$15m could be saved? The Government asked Trowbridge to produce a mathematical
model to save it $15m in workers' compensation; that is $15m out of the pockets of
injured workers. Unfortunately Trowbridge stated that although the Government had
already made its announcement, it had it wrong. It would not save $15m but between
$3m and $9m. The letter continues -

Either the increase in the prescribed maximum or the payment of 100% of pre-
injury earnings may need to be foregone to achieve such a target ...
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In other words, Trowbridge said to the Minister that if the Government wanted to save
$15m it could not increase the lump sum to $100 000 and increase the weekly benefit to
100 per cent for 26 weeks. It would have to take its pick; it could not do both. When
will the Minister come clean? When will he tell the hundreds of injured people and their
families what the story is? Instead of that we get a story that changes every week,
Mr Kierath: It doesn't change at all.
Mrs H-ENDERSON: If it has not changed why did the Government request that people
submit their affidavits?
Mr Kierath: Our original statement indicates that it has not changed at all.
Mrs HENDERSON: That is the interesting point. The Minister thinks that there is
something weak about backing down on anything. He constantly says in this place that
he is not backing down from his decision. He says the lawyers, the insurers and everyone
else are backing down, but he is not. He considers himself a tough guy who does not
back down on anything. He may say that, but if he has no intention of changing what he
announced, he was patently dishonest in asking injured workers to submit their affidavits
by 29 July. One thousand injured people stood in a queue at the Workers' Compensation
and Rehabilitation Commission to lodge their claims. They were hopeful of obtaining
some satisfaction and a change in their position.
I know the Minister was upset about the document I referred to because it found its way
into the public arena; so much for public accountability which the Government spoke
about during the election campaign!
Mr Kierath: I am not upset about it. I would like you to tell the whole story.
Mrs HENDERSON: The Minister sounded upset about it on television. The first thing
he said was that it was a confidential document and he wanted to know from where the
interviewer had obtained it.
Mr Kierath: I pointed out that some people could not be trusted.
Mrs HENDERSON: I asked the Minister to reiterate his promise that he would increase
statutory benefits, pme-injury earnings and the second schedule, but he did not. All he
said was that the document should not have been released because it was confidential.
The Government was not worried about obtaining confidential documents when it was in
Opposition. It would come into this place waving them round and would ask the then
Government why it was not open with the public. It continually said that the
Government should introduce whistleblower legislation to release this information to the
public. The boot is on the other foot now and the Minister feels uncomfortable.
Mr Kierath: 1 am not uncomfortable. I am more than happy to release the information.
Mrs HENDERSON: Why did the Minister not do that?
Mr Kierath: It is part of a report to me. If the member is patient she will find that in one
or two weeks all will be revealed to her and she will not be kept in suspense any longer.
We will introduce a far better system than that which has prevailed in the past 10 years.
Mrs HENDERSON: It does not matter what I think, but at the end of the day what
injured workers think about it does matter. As far as injured workers are concerned, it is
the Opposition's view that a maximum lump sum payment of $100 000 is not sufficient.
Recently a 19 year old youth telephoned me and said that he had injured his hand in a
machine at work. As a result, he will not be able to work at his trade again. His loss of
earnings will be substantial. A 19 year old can expect to work until age 65. Depending
on what other work is available to him, and remembering that he has a nonfunctional
hand, a $100 000 lump sum payment would never be sufficient. A mangled hand does
not constitute a 30 per cent impairment. Under the Government's scheme, that young
person cannot claim common law damages for his loss of earnings.
Mr Kierath: You have 10 days to wait to find out.
Mrs HENDERSON: Unless the Minister has forgotten, he has already announced the
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Government's intention in ibis place. If he has a complete about-face, I will be the firs:
person to welcome his announcement.
That young person was one of literally dozens of people who contacted me. A 37 year
old man from Armadale named Darryl Wilkie worked as a glazier at Kelmscoct and one
day he went to work and there was a dog in the workshop which he did no: see. He
tripped over the dog and damaged the muscles in his leg and the tendons in his knee. He
had two lots of surgery to his knee and has been left with a painful knee, In addition, he
has pain which radiates down his left side from his thigh to his ankle. He is unable to
walk up slopes, cannot stand for any length of time, cannot climb ladders and cannot
squat. To do his work as a glazier he must be able to do these things. His injury has been
assessed as a 20 per cent loss of function of his knee. In addition to the pain and the loss
of body function to which I referred he suffers depression, anxiety, irritability and loss of
enjoyment of social life and is unable to undertake the hobbies he previously enjoyed.
His accident occurred in December 1987 and his employer terminated him in 1988. He is
described as virtually unemployable and will be unable to obtain work in the future. He
has been told he will have to take pain relieving drugs for the rest of his life. In
November 1988 the insurer offered him a lump sum payment of $5 000 for his loss of
earnings. By October 1992 the insurer had offered him $35 000. Finally, the matter
went to court and was settled on 7 July 1993 and he received a lump sum payment of
$113 000. Originally he was offered $5 000 as a final offer because he would be
unemployable at age 37. That man claimed under common law and his injury was not
30 per cent loss of body function. Under the Minister's proposed scheme he would
receive absolutely nothing, but only a few weeks ago he was awarded $113 000.
Hundreds of people will be disadvantaged by the Minister's decision.
The most common case is the middle aged, blue collar manual worker who injures his
back. Even a severe injury to the back which requires fusion of the vertebrae is not a
30 per cent disability. Under the Minister's scheme, those people who can receive
money for loss of future earnings will not be able to receive common law damages.
In addition to the reasons I have mentioned to illustrate why the Opposition is unhappy
with these proposals, one reason which has not had a great deal of publicity is why the
Minister chose the American Medical Association's schedule. It is interesting that when
the Minister announced his decision he had with him in this place a copy of that
schedule. I quoted a couple of examples in the House and he said I was wrong. I asked
him if I could look at the schedule and he told me he would not do my research for me
and would not table the document. There are very few schedules in Western Australia
and I had to have one sent to me from the Eastern States. The doctors and lawyers to
whom I have spoken have told me that this schedule was never intended to be used as a
guide for impairment of the whole body.
In chapter 11 of the guide which deals with the skin it says that disfigurement usually
causes no loss of body function. Therefore, by implication there is no impairment. If
one is scalded at work and is disfigured it is not considered to be an impairment under the
American schedule.
Mr Kierath: How much does one receive under the current second schedule?
Mrs HENDERSON: An injured worker would not receive compensation under that
schedule; he would receive it under common law and that is what the Minister is cutting
out. A person who scalds himself and ends up with a leg which is useless or a disfigured
face should be entitled to common law damages for loss of earnings, but it has been cut
out. A person who disfigures his face and is unable to continue his job which, for
example, might entail constant contact with the public, would receive no compensation
under this schedule.
Mr Kierath: They do get something. They get a lump sum benefit under the second
schedule.
Mrs HENDERSON: If they get a lump sum benefit under the second schedule the
maximum they cart receive is $ 100 000. People who are disfigured and cannot work for
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the rest of their lire can go to court and obtain between $400 000 and $500 000. How
will these people be compensated?
Mr Kierath: They can get it only if there is negligence.
Mrs HENDERSON: That is right and I am glad the Minister has woken up.
Mr Kierath: Tell the truth. Don't try to pick out cases selectively.
Mrs HENDERSON: A person is not entitled to common law damages if there is no
negligence and I said that before the Minister came into this Chamber. A person cannot
have disfigurement assessed as a body impairment unless his self image is impaired by
self imposed isolation, lifestyle alterations or behavioural changes. The guide then says
char, if there is impairment, it would normally be manifested as a psychiatric condition
and should be assessed under chapter 12 dealing with mental disorders. Thus if a worker
sustained a gruesome injury and through courage and self reliance was able to overcome
its effects he would receive no compensation. However, if he became mentally unstable
because nobody would look at him he could then claim something under the mental
impairment section of this guide.
An injury such as a woman losing a breast is not compensated for under the schedule in
the same way as the loss of a hand, finger, Or fDot One must go to the endocrine section
which talks of a woman being unable to lactate or feed a baby. If a woman is at an age
where she is able to feed children the injury is assessed at five per cent, but if past that
age the injury is assessed at nothing. If a woman had an accident at work and lost both
breasts she would receive nothing unless she was of child bearing age. If she were of
child bearing age she would have a five per cent injury, but under the Minister's scheme
would get nothing because the injury was less than 30 per cent loss of body function.
The Federal Government will not use this document in relation to disabilities for
veterans. Itris significant that the Victorian Government is now moving away from this
document because it is just not working. It tried to use the American schedule, but it did
not work. One would think this Minister would learn from what has happened in
Victoria and appreciate that this American schedule is not intended for use here. He
comes in here and uses the American schedule because it is recognised around the world
as one of the most conservative injury schedules to be found. Some of the injuries that
will not reach (he 30 per cent level the Minister has set include having a leg amputated
below the knee, which is a 28 per cent loss, or suffering a leg injury not involving
amputation but loss of 70 per cent of movement, which is classified as a 28 per cent
impairment of the whole body.
Mr Kierath: What about the 25 to 30 per cent determination by a medical practitioner?
Mrs H-ENDERSON: This is the new bit that the Minister introduced since he announced
that and on which he is not too keen.
Mr Kierath interjected.
Mrs H-ENDERSON: This is why we call the Minister Pinocchio. There is nothing in his
statement about 25 to 30 per cent. The Minister changed his mind two weeks later, did
he not?
Mr Kierath: Not atall.
Mr McGinty: There is nothing in the Minister's statement of 30 June on this matter; he is
misleading people by saying that.
Mir Kierath: I am not. If the member goes back further to the inquiry the Government
had done she will find that it is quite detailed. I have tabled that document.
Several members interjected.
Mrs HENDERSON: It was not in the Minister's statement. I hope the Minister will
respond on this mailer because one of the most disgraceful things in this whole exercise
relates to the 12 day inquiry of the member for Avon which the Minister used to remove
people's rights. If one looks at the major recommendations of that inquiry and the check
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list in the back one sees thac the first objective was to reduce insurance premiums. That
was the first objective! Why does the Minister not come clean? Why does he keep on
pretending that he is interested in injured workers when his first objective is to reduce
insurance premiums to give a windfall to his mates in the insurance industry? Why did
he not come in here and say that premiums went down by 18 per cent over the past four
years?
Mr Bloffwitch: The member does not live in the real world.
Mrs HENDERSON: The member for Geraldton should get a copy of the premium rates
committee's report. He can make his own speech about this matter later. The Minister
will not dispute what I am saying because he knows that premiums have gone down by
18 per cent. The premium rates committee recommended a five per cent increase which
means they are still 13 per cent ahead for the past four years. However, the industry went
to the Minister saying it was having problems and was almost insolvent because its
members had been undercutting each other arid discounting. They were saying they
could not survive and said to the Minister, "H-ow about giving us a hand?" The Minister
said, "Do not worry, I will wipe out 90 per cent of your claims."
Mr Kierath: Thai is totally false and misleading. The member knows that and should be
ashamed of herself.
Mrs HENDERSON: Everybody in this State has accepted the fact that 90 per cent of all
claims will be wiped out by the Minister's actions, for which he stands condemned.
MR BROWN (Morley) [9.26 pm]: In speaking to the Supply Hill the first issue I will
address relates to taxes and charges and the second to what the Government has said and
done. I will then deal with education and training, particularly vocational education and
training and the way it could potentially impact on the efficiency of industry and
particularly on our international competitiveness if some of the recommendations I am
led to believe are contained in the Vickery report are implemented. I will then deal with
one or two other matters including a false table published in The West Australian
yesterday dealing with industrial relations changes proposed by the Government.
I turn first to taxes and charges and remind members what was said a while ago in
relation to water costs. I will remind the House of a number of statements made about
this matter, particularly some reported in the media. On 27 June the Minister for Water
Resources issued a statement which said in part that Water Resources Minister Paul
Omodei had said that reductions to each business would vary but the business and the
commercial sector as a whole would pay about 20 per cent less for water in 1993-94.
The business community, in fact, was promised a reduction in the overall level of water
costs. The Minister went on to say later that the reduction in cross subsidies would be
achieved gradually over a number of years but that the changes from I July would ensure
immediate benefits would start to flow to the business sector.
This House, the people of Western Australia and small business people were told that the
Government had made an immediate start in the process of reducing costs to small
business. The Minister was not alone in those comments. On 26 June the Premier stated
that metropolitan businesses would also benefit from the reduction of about 20 per cent
on water charges from July 1. He also said that the charging system must be changed to
assist Western Australian businesses to become more competitive nationally, locally and
internationally. Statements were made by the Premier and by the Minister for Water
Resources that some relief would be given to businesses, in particular, in relation to the
overall water charges. Many people in the business sector looked forward to receiving
accounts round 10 to 20 per cent less than the previous year's accounts. They looked
forward to those accounts because the Government had recognised that conditions were
tough in the business community; a number of businesses were finding things difficult,
and a reduction in the total amount of the accounts would go some way towards assisting
businesses to keep on their employees and to keep their doors open. The expectation was
that this form of assistance would be forthcoming. Some reliance was placed on the
thought that this would occur. Unfortunately for some businesses the promises did not
materialise. The reverse was the case.
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I have before me some accounts sent to businesses by the Water Authority of Western
Australia. One business received an account for the 1992-93 financial year totalling
$7 649.85. That account was calculated on the basis of a charge for water of $3 378.85,
sewerage $3 690.70 and drainage $580.30. flat business expected to receive a reduced
account. Indeed, it looked forward to a reduction. Of course, the account arrived
showing the actual charge per unit. Members should bear in mind that I anm not talking
about a property where the gross rental value increased dramatically from one year to
another; an increase in that way results from improvements to the property, and
obviously the rates go up. In this instance, the business had a value of just under
$ 100 000 and the GRV went up $1 000 so, overall, given the reductions announced by
the Government, that should not have made an appreciable difference in the reduction the
business could expect.
We discovered on the breakdown of the account for 1992 the water charge had moved
from $3 378.85 in 1992 to 52 941.55 in 1993.
Mr Bloffwitch: A reasonable reduction.
Mr BROWN: It is, and that is in accordance with the statement by the Government.
However, what was not announced is interesting; that is, the sewerage and drainage
charges were not included in the statement.
Mrs van de lKlashorst interjected.
Mr BROWN: I can show the member for Swan Hills the accounts. I can show her the
unit charges. The unit base charge for sewerage was increased by just under 25 per cent.
Mi Kierath: You have cleared the Opposition benches. You are on your own.
Mr BROWN: I am happy to be on my own, Minister, If the Minister thinks he can
distract me from dealing with the issue he can interject as much as he likes. The Minister
will wear it. We are not talking about his 30 per cent this time. I am talking about the
Minister for Water Resources and his 30 per cent. Instead of a reduction, the business
received an increase in its drainage account. The Ministers should get together; they
might cancel each other out. Drainage went up 30 per cent even though the small
business had other expectations. The Government did not talk about sewerage or
drainage. The Government encouraged people to have certain expectations; it said it
would give a reduction but the account for this business increased from $7 649.85 last
year to $8 348.30 this year. That is an increase of just under 10 per cent.
The Government has stated that it will look after small business and will listen to small
business people. It indicates that it is receptive to the views of small business- The
Government makes soothing statements and increases the expectations of business people
but when it comes to the bottom line it increases charges. That has been done. There
will be no respite for small business. The increase in these accounts is five times the
inflation rate of two per cent, and no-one has justified that. We have heard no public
statement on the situation. There is no justification for it. The Government has no
understanding. We are still waiting to hear something from the Government. Members
opposite say that the Government will support small business. Small business people are
not impressed by this Government. They do not think this is the Government of small
business.
On 27 July the Minister for Water Resources stated that the reduction of the metropolitan
domestic allowance to 75 kilolitres from 1 July would provide significant water
conservation benefits by sending a strong water pricing signal to consumers to modify
their water use behaviour. That measure was designed so that from 1 July consumers
would cut down on consumption. As I discovered from constituents in Beechboro who
telephoned me asking about their water allowance, the reality is that the allowance had
been cut from 1 January this year. My office contacted the Water Authority of Western
Australia with the suggestion that it had made a mistake and it needed to adjust the
account. WAWA said no, that was the correct accounting structure. This is a
retrospective water conservation policy. The Government introduced a policy to
conserve water that was used six months beforehand. Firstly, we found some measure of
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rerrospectivity and, secondly, that consumers had been given incorrect information. We
have seen the retrospective introduction of a taxing policy. Whichever way one looks at
it, this is a retrospective charge for water consumption about which consumers were not
informed. Indeed, there has not even been an announcement or, at the least, an
explanation about this retrospeccivity. Consumers still believe they are being charged
from 1 July. It is only those people who keep their accounts from year to year, who
budget for their water bills, who drag them out and look at them each year, who
understand the charge is being levied from I January. Many people simply pay their
accounts. It is a tax imposed by stealth and not announced. How can the Government
justify that in terms of open, accountable Government? I will wait to hear its
justification.
Mr Nicholls: Did the member for Morley take up the matter with the Minister for Water
Resources to clarify it?
Ms BROWN: I took up the matter with the Water Authority.
Mr Nicholls: Did you take it up with the Minister?
Mr BROWN: I wrote to the Minister for Water Resources and the Premier and sent them
copies of the business accounts. I wrote to the Water Authority and asked about its
charging on gross rental values. I wrote to the Auditor General about the way in which
the gross rental values were assessed. So far I have received an answer from the Auditor
General. I have not received an answer from the Minister for Water Resources, the
Premier, or the Water Authority.
Mr Nicholls: I am sure you will receive an answer, and they will take your comments
into account.
Mr BROWN: I sincerely hope so. If that is the case and those accounts are adjusted as a
consequence of these matters being raised by the Opposition, the Government will make
those small business people extremely pleased and the Government will deliver what it
said it would deliver.
I refer to the changes to education and training, in particular vocational education, which
are foreshadowed in the Vickery report. Recently a meeting of Ministers for Education
and vocational education was held at which the issue of national key competencies was
placed on hold.
Mrs van de Klashorst interjected.
Mr BROWN: I am told by the member for Swan Hills that it is a takeover by the Federal
Government. Time and time again we talk about the national interest and the parochial
State interest. What is in the national interest in vocational training? Key competencies
are not set solely by the Federal Government. Structures have been established at a
national level which involve the States and Territories in the setting of those key
competencies. We are not seeing a takeover by Canberra or the Federal Government in
the assessment of those key competencies. Australia goes through cycles of boom and
bust. In the past a number of barriers have prevented our country coming out of a
recessionary cycle including an inadequately skilled work force. That is clearly
documented and shown throughout our history. As we emerge from this recession we
will need skilled labour. In addition, this country has a high mobility rate between States
and Territories.
Ms Kierath: What have you been doing with apprentices .in the past 10 years? The
number of apprentices has been going down, not up.
Mr BROWN: The Minister for Industrial Relations is right. That is why the issue has
concerned State Governments of different political persuasions and the Federal
Government. That is why Governments are concentrating on looking at alternative
methods of getting young people from school into work through comprehensive training
programs, the traineeship system, modifications to the apprenticeship system and systems
that are being arialled now.
Mr Bloffwitch: Do you believe it is the type of training that is to blame for the lack of
numbers?
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Mr BROWN: No; I amn not saying it is the Cype of training.
Mr Bloffwitch: Why do we need to modify it?
Mr BROWN: We need to modify it because the Minister for Labour Relations tells us
that it is now a brave new world, that things have changed and are no longer as they were
in the 1950s. Many jobs have simply disappeared, not because employers have gone
bankrupt, but by virtue of technology.
Mr Bloffwitch: There are not many.
Mr BROWN: Many jobs have disappeared as a consequence of that. I will give the
member a classic example of that. About three years ago I walked into a jeweller's shop
in Perth. A young person said, "Hello Clive, do you remember me?" I said that I did not
He told me that he was the person who, when I used to visit the shop regularly, did an
apprenticeship in watch making. He learnt about electronic watches. It took him six
hard, long years in which he studied and became proficient - one of the best - in repairing
those watches. I told him chat was great. He said chat he was pleased that he did that
training because no-one could change watch batteries like he could. That is what had
happened to his job.
Mr Bloffwitch: Are you telling me that all watches are now battery operated?
Mr BROWN: It is very difficult! I will rake the member for Geraldton to the shop. I
had been to some interesting meetings before I came to this place. The comments here
never cease to amaze me.
The Commonwealth and State Governments have been working on key competencies;
not the Commonwealth's taking over, but the Commonwealth and the States dealing with
the sorts of skills that will be required if this economy is to emerge from recession. The
result of not having key competencies, clear guidelines and an understanding between the
States is that with the mobility between States of large numbers of people, they will be
mismatched in their skills. That mismatch of skills will occur in different ways and in
different areas, as has occurred in the past. That will also mean that structural and
frictional unemployment will occur. Additionally, the States' emergence from the
recession will be constained by virtue of the fact that people who do nor have those
skills must be reskilled or upskilled.
History indicates that it has occurred time and time again. Business will go to
Government, regardless of its political persuasion, and say that if it is going to grow it
must have the skilled labour. Unless business can get that skilled labour immediately - it
cannot wait six months to two years for that labour -

Mrs van de Klashorsc: Most people are inultiskilled.
Mr BROWN: I agree. However, we must ensure that the appropriate transition occurs so
that people can have the body of skills which are recognised in terms of the key
competencies; people must be taught significant skills. This is one issue on which - even
if we disagree on everything else in the next four years - I hope we can reach some level
of agreement in this place. If we do not get an agreement on this issue and do not obtain
an understanding about what a skilled work force means, to the individual and to
industry, some people will be condemned to unemployment when they should not be.
That will, therefore, retard industry and industry, if it is retarded, will put pressure on
Government to increase the immigration intake. I raise the matter now in the hope that
people will look at this issue sensibly. Significant differences exist in the training issue,
but I hope that we will reach agreement on this matter.
DR EDWARDS (Maylarids) [9.56 pm]: I welcome this opportunity to speak to the
Supply Bill. During the recent parliamentary recess the member for Morley and I held a
meeting in our electorate to discuss the issue of workers' compensation. Eighty people
who wanted to hear about the current system and the proposed changes attended that
meeting. It is important to talk about the current system because only by understanding
the current system can we understand why some people feel so upset and hurt by the
proposed changes. For instance, the current system states that a no fault insurance
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system exists. We have had that system since the turn of the century. It is a system
which, in general, has served us well in this State. It provides five areas in which people
can get compensation if they are eligible. Firstly, payment of wages while one is unfit,
that is, while one is on workers' compensation, with a limit of approximately $88 000.
Secondly, payment of medical expenses, which runs up to a third of the allowance for
wages, approximately $26 000. Although that may sound like a lot of money, if a person
has received a significant injury that amount can be used up quickly. Thirdly, payment
of travel expenses to and from the place of treatment. Fourthly, payment for
rehabilitation expenses. Finally, the possibility of second schedule payments; that is, if a
person is left with a permanent disability he may be entitled to a lump sum payment if he
can demonstrate that he has suffered a particular loss of function. For instance, if his leg
has been amputated below the knee he could be eligible for up to $57 000 according to
this schedule. However, that occurs only so long as that amount remains in the wages
kitty.
The system gives some protection to workers. Apart from the no fault system the
common law system also exists, which is effectively judge made law. However, under
that system the worker must demonstrate that a problem has occurred and that negligence
existed. They must then prove that they have a disability and must make a claim under
those terms.
The problem is that at the time of the Minister's announcement on 30 June a number of
people in my electorate had to go down the common law path to get what they felt they
were entitled to. The people who attended our meeting were angry because for many of
them this avenue, out of the blue, had been lost to them. A number of those people
blamed the lawyers because they thought their lawyers should have been able to predict
that this was going to happen on 30 June and that they should have had their claim in.
We all know that the Law Society of Western Australia was reassured that nothing like
that would happen. Therefore, everybody was pretty shocked.
Mr Kierath: That is not true. I wrote to the Law Society and invited it to make a
submission to the inquiry. I told it that I was considering the total abolition of common
law- You can't get anything clearer than that. I asked it to make a submission.
Therefore, it cannot turn round and say that it was not aware of it.
Dr EDWARDS: I think it was very surprised about the retrospectivity aspect.
Mr Kierath: Most of the lawyers involved had some idea that something was happening.
There were a lot of stories going around the Terrace.
Dr EDWARDS: It is interesting that only one lawyer put in nine claims on 30 June and
that the number of claims lodged in the two weeks before 30 June was, if anything,
slightly fewer than in the year before. Therefore, I question that. I believe what lawyers
have told me.
Mr Kierath: Do you know that the lawyers have broken ranks and some have told us that
they are pretty disappointed with the way the Law Society has handled this problem
because the Law Society said there wasn't a problem?
Dr EDWARDS: I am very pleased for she Minister's reputation that lawyers are still
talking to him!
I will return to some of the problems which must be faced by my constituents. One
woman who is about 40 years of age was injured at work when a whiteboard collapsed on
her. Unfortunately some nuts and bolts were missing. That was not known to her while
she was working on it, but was known to her boss. When she was injured she had two
days off work and had physiotherapy and painkillers and it looked like being a short term
problem. However, as often happens in these cases, two years later she has the same
symptoms. She cannot do many of the things she did before the accident. She no longer
does lap swimming, does not run, has given up dancing, cannot play tennis and does not
do gardening and other things around the house. This person used to get work at times as
a professional musician. Her music also is now denied her because the injury upsets her
neck too much. Her quality of life has deteriorated and her lifestyle has changed.
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Although her injury was quite bad, she was still prepared to work. She negotiated
keeping what is almost the same job but doing it on a contract basis so that she could
work at home. She set up an office at borne and worked the hours that she could cope
with, having frequent breaks that she required at that rime. The cost of setting up the
office with computer and printing equipment that she needed totalled $15 000. She
borrowed that money because she thought that she would have a legitimate common law
claim and that she would get back that money. That money enabled her to keep working.
She suffered a significant injury but has made the best of it and has kept working through
it. Before 30 June she was discussing with her lawyer making a common law claim, but
her condition had not stabilised. She has therefore missed the boat. She has been seen
by three specialists -

Mr Kierath: I assure you that she won't miss the boat. We advertised for three
categories. We will be in a position, probably within seven days, to announce a package
and people like her will not miss the boat.
Dr EDWARDS: I am pleased to hear that because she is one of those who took up the
offer of phoning the hotline. She phoned twice and received conflicting information on
each occasion. The first person told her that he did not think she had much to worry
about because eventually she would be all right. The second person was more supportive
but she was pretty dismayed by the whole thing. T'he other problem she may have is the
30 per cent limit, because her neck injury may not take her up to that. It will be
interesting, when her injury settles, to see the assessment of her level of impairment. She
says that, at the moment, she is missing out on two counts - the retrospectivity and the
30 per cent.
My second example relates to another constituent of mine. He is a 63 year old gardener
who also was injured at work a couple of years ago. His history is similar to my previous
example. He received an unexpected injury at work which again was not seen as being
as serious as has eventuated. Initially he continued to work. However, when he
underwent further tests, the people who looked after him were horrified to find out how
badly his back was injured. Because of his age he has had other medical problems. He is
left now with having to make a decision about major back surgery that would cost at least
$10 000 and he is starting to get close to the limit of what he is entitled to under his
medical benefits. H-e may be precluded from having this surgery because at age 63 he
has developed a medical condition unrelated to his injury.
Mr Kierath: Are you aware that we intend to increase medical benefits as a result of
that?
Dr EDWARDS: That will not be useful to this man because he has other problems due to
his age that will perhaps preclude him from having surgery.
My Kierath: The amount available for medical expenses will be increased because it is
30 per cent of the prescribed amount.
Dr EDWARDS: That may not be his problem ultimately. His problem is that, because
of his age, the seriousness of the problem was not detected in the beginning. He has
developed other conditions which make the surgery unsafe.
The other problem he faces is that, although his injury and his lifestyle have been
affected, at this stage his impairment rate is assessed at only 25 per cent. I have seen his
file and it seems that the doctor who assessed him may have been one of the doctors who
"supports workers". However, when one reads his history and talks to him about what he
can and cannot do and when one reads the findings of the doctor, one sees this man is
significantly impaired. That raises the question of the 30 per cent impairment figure
being so high that it is unworkable, and it needs to be looked at.
A third person from my electorate was injured at work, also in 1990. The year 1990
seems to have been a big year for accidents. This person has had major surgery to her
back which cost around $10 000. However, she has been told that she needs the same
operation again to correct the problem. That surgery will cost more than the previous
surgery cost- She has reached her medical benefit limit but still needs a lot of treatment
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and is very stressed about what will happen to her. At this stage she owes money to
Medicare and various other people. She has treatment three times a week and her
lifestyle has been affected. She receives an income of only $7 000 a year and therefore is
in a very bad way. She was in the process of seeing how her injury settled and may then
have made a common law claim.
Over the last couple of weeks, these people have come to me and told me about their
situations which, for them, are desperate. The workers' compensation system really has a
profound effect on their lives.
Mr Bloffwitch: If you had been to the Head Injured Society meetings as I have, you
would have seen many people there who have been waiting for years for settlement and
for things to be done. It is certainly not a perfect system.
Dr EDWARDS: I do not think anyone is saying that any system is perfect. However, the
changes that were introduced on 30 June make the system even less perfect; they make it
dramatically imperfect. Interestingly, I have also been contacted by doctors who are
unhappy about the changes. Their argument is that a single examination by various
specialists does not provide them with a good idea of what is going on. They believe the
treating doctors should be providing reports and assessments rather than people who see
the injuries on a one-off basis.
Mr Wiese: Is that known as doctor shopping?
Dr EDWARDS: I think it has been called doctor shopping. If the Government wants to
reduce so-called doctor shopping, it must introduce a new schedule of payments to put a
cap on that. It is a reasonable thing to do. Another move could be to accept reports only
from treating doctors. In some ways, the Government misses the plot. People go to
doctors because they want to get better and generally doctors look after people because
they want to return them to health and get them back to work. When a patient is referred
to a doctor who sees him only once and makes a long report on that person, I do not
know that the doctor can get a good idea of that person's condition and improvement. I
chink the general practitioner or specialist who has seen that patient over a period is in a
better position to judge that person, particularly if rehabilitation specialists are used who
have expertise in that area. If the Minister takes up the idea of medical panels, I hope he
will appoint people from that area of expertise to those panels rather than the high profile
experts referred to in the Trenorden report.
Mr Kierath: For medical panels to be successful all sides must have confidence in their
credibility and standing.
Dr EDWARDS: I understand that, but I think the Government will have problems
getting everybody to agree on who is credible. It will serve the Government much better
to use people from the less glamorous specialist areas such as rehabilitation, rather than
the glamour areas such as neurosurgery. If the Government uses people in that field, I
think it will find people who will be credible to all parties involved.
My final point relates to the 30 per cent impairment. It is useful to point out that in the
mid 1980s the Department of Social Security used the 30 per cent level for putting people
on disability and invalid pensions. However, in 1991 the department switched to a 20 per
cent medical impairment level.
Mr Kierath: Is that the same impairment level?
Dr EDWARDS: Yes.
Mr Kierath: Is it the usual AMA schedule?
Dr EDWARDS: No, it has been modified.
Mr Kierath: Then it is not the same.
Dr EDWARDS: The assessment is the same. However, there was a lot of trouble getting
doctors to use it properly and getting people to fit that schedule. Those who have gone
through the schedule and examined people according to the American Medical
Association assessment will be aware of those difficulties because doctors almost need

1666 [ASSEMBLY]



[Tuesday, 3 August 19931 16

slide rules and protractors to take measurements of the body. It does not give a proper
functional assessment, and does not rake into account impairment caused by pain. The
Department of Social Security had to lower that level.
Mr Kierath: The comparison is not about that but about how it compares with the current
second schedule. You should look at the current second schedule if you want to see an
unfair schedule. The new schedule is not perfect but it is 400 per cent better than the
current schedule.
Dr EDWARDS: We need to consider how an impairment affects a person.
Mr Kierath: I ask the member to acknowledge that the system is better than the current
second schedule.
Dr EDWARDS: I am not convinced that it is. Having sat on the Social Security Appeals
Tribunal and having reviewed medical cases according to the American Medical
Association schedule, I am not convinced about that.
Mr Kierath: Do you know what the current second schedule is?
Dr EDWARDS: I have just spoken about it, the Minister obviously was not listening.
Mr Kierath: Not one single person has said that the current second schedule is better than
or equivalent to the AMA one.
Dr EDWARDS: The problem with the AMA schedule is using it. It might be better in
theory, but I have seen the difficulties of those in practice when trying to assess people
according to that schedule. This is a debate we shall have later.
The second issue of concern to me in this debate is the future of the Homeswest
Independent Appeals Tribunal. A press statement was released on 30 June by the
executive director of Homeswest saying that he would review the whole system and
replace it with an internal appeals mechanism and an appeals arbitrator. That meant there
would be no facing up of the appellant and the arbitrator. Part of his whole plan was to
abolish the current independent appeals tribunal, and two of the chairmen were told on
that day that their appointments would not be renewed after I July. This matter has been
reconsidered and those chairmen are continuing until the end of August, and possibly
until October or November. However, the problems remain. I obtained more
information and advice about this during the recess, and I will address some of the
criticisms made of the tribunal and demonstrate that they are unfounded. For instance, it
was said that the tribunal was over-legalistic. Having read a lot of information, talked to
many players, and sat in on an appeal, I can state that it is not over-legalistic. In fact, it is
very informal and designed to put the appellants at ease so that they can tell the story in
their own words and allow the tribunal to uncover the facts in that manner. If it could be
said that the system is legalistic in any way, that element comes from Homeswest. For
instance, I refer to the way in which Homeswest is currently assessing tenant liability. In
the case of a kitchen on which some work is needed, Homeswest has a check list
covering a couple of pages on which it notes such items as removing one tin from a
cupboard, replacing a door buffer at a cost of $1.95, and wiping the top of a cupboard.
The area to be wiped is measured and the cost is worked out according to Honieswest
rates. The total cost of all the small items can be quite hefty but many of them are fairly
petty, and my experience of renting in the private sector leads me to believe that it is not
the true cost. Tenants do not always know how these matters will be assessed and if they
were provided with more information, I am sure the problems would be fewer. For
example, if tenants knew that door buffers would be replaced by Homeswest at a certain
cost, I am sure they would replace those items themselves which could be done much
more cheaply. Other problems arise given more special circumstances, such as domestic
violence. There is no doubt that a number of women leave their homes suddenly because
of domestic violence. Under those circumstances they may be too scared to return home
to clean up properly, and may also be scared of their partner's being in the house.
Despite the belief of some officers in Homeswest, it is not the job of the police to go with
someone to a property to clean it up. The police have better things to do. Also, it is not
always possible for the tenant to be accompanied by a family member or friend when
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returning to a home where they may be at risk. The problem of domestic violence must
be better acknowledged by Homeswesr, which must make more allowances for these
people. The people involved must be considered.
That leads me to one of the other problems that has been said to arise with the
Independent Appeals Tribunal; namely, that it comments too much about policy. In
respect of domestic violence issues, it needs to, because cases have come to the tribunal
where had the person involved been informed of the domestic violence policy, and had
the excellent policy that Homeswest has in the area been adhered to, the person
concerned would not have had a problem with Homeswest and would not have ended up
in the tribunal. There seems to be a problem within Horneswest about coordinating
information, putting it onto a computer and giving access to people who need to access
that information. For example, some people have been chased by money collection
agencies because Homeswest has claimed that it does not know where they are.
However, those people have in fact informed Homeswest of a change of address and have
had ongoing business with Homeswesr, but through a different regional office. That
information linkup must be reviewed so that people are not disadvantaged or chased by
debt collectors and do not have to go to the tribunal to sort out their problems.
Part of the problem lies in Homeswest's relationship with the tribunal. That matter was
discussed in some detail in the Carrivick report, when Tony Carrivick reviewed the
Independent Appeals Tribunal in 1992. He pointed out that greater cooperation and, in
fact, dialogue was needed between Homeswest and the tribunal. From his interviews, he
found that within Homeswest there was some confusion about the tribunal's role; there
was concern about its findings, which there will be, because sometimes the tribunal will
go against the agency; and there was concern that Homeswest staff did not ever come to
the tribunal or really understand how it works. I believe that rather than abolish the
tribunal, those types of avenues should be explored so that the tribunal will hear people's
appeals and Homeawest can understand better what the tribunal is doing and that the
tribunal is not about knocking Homeswest but rather about meeting the needs of people
who have had problems with that institution. Interestingly, Tony Carrivick stated at the
end of his long report that the tribunal should be retained, and he made a number of
suggestions about ways in which it could be made to work better. He did his study in
conjunction with market research, which indicated that consumers were extremely happy
with the service that they received, and that the agencies which took the consumers to the
tribunal also believed that it was operating satisfactorily.
One of the other problems that is said to plague the tribunal is the delay in getting results
and in hearing cases. However, when we look at how the system works, there is little
doubt that the delays come from Homeswest rather than from the tribunal. For instance,
in order to go to the tribunal, an appellant must lodge his or her complaint in writing with
the tribunal. When the tribunal receives that complaint, it sends it to Homeswest for a
reply within 28 days in general cases and within 14 days in urgent cases. When the
Homeswest statement comes back, it is sent to the appellant, in the hope that the problem
can be resolved or negotiated and that the matter will not have to go to a hearing.
Unfortunately, the delay appears to be with Homeswest's responding within 28 days.
Increasingly in the last few years, when the response has come back, cases have been
negotiated and resolved satisfactorily. That is evidence that the tribunal system is
working. In its requests to Homeswest, the tribunal can only ask for a statement. It
obviously has no power to say to Homeswest that a statement must be provided by a
certain date or something will happen. The problem is that in some cases the statement is
delayed and the person who is at the centre of the appeal must wait for a longer period of
time.
Early last month, I put some questions on notice to the Minister for Housing about the
number of people who are being seen at the tribunal. Because I believe one has to ask
the right question in order to receive the right answer, I framed my question according to
the Homeswest annual report of last year. I asked: How many people appealed to the
Homeswest Independent Appeals Tribunal in the period 1 July 1991 to 30 June 1992;
and, at the end of this period, how many of these appeals had lapsed, were withdrawn,
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were heard, and were waiting? I also asked: What was the outcome of the appeals
heard? Surprisingly, the answer I received differed from the answer in the annual report
I am not sume why the answers differ. The answer I received was that 301 appeals were
heard, whereas the annual report scares that only 266 appeals were heard. The answer I
received also stated that 358 people were waiting, whereas the annual report states that
368 people were waiting. Therefore, I am not sure what the truth is, but I hope it will be
clarified. Regardless of that, when one compares the 1992 report with the 1993 figures,
one sees that in 1993 the number of appeals withdrawn because they were negotiated
increased from 181 to 333. That is an indication that the process of making a complaint
and getting an answer led to the resolution of nearly double the number of cases this year
compared with last year. The number of cases heard increased from either 266 or 301 to
435. Therefore, there is no doubt that the tribunal is playing a important role, with nearly
1 000 people a year feeling the need to lodge an appeal, and that for many of them the
outcome is satisfactory.
The final comment I make is in respect of what eventually happens with these appeals.
What should happen is that the tribunal makes a decision, and that decision goes to
Homeswest. Homeswest makes a decision, and that then goes to the Minister. That final
step to the Minister is extremely important, because one cannot have a situation where an
agency about which an appeal is made makes the final decision. Unfortunately, it
appears that in recent times the Minister might have delegated that responsibility to
Homeswest, because increasingly I-onieswest is making that final arbitration rather than
the Minister, who is more independent. I hope the Minister will look at that matter. In
respect of the answers that I received today, obviously there are more questions that I
need to put on notice.
MR D.L. SMIT'H (Mitchell) ( 10. 26 pm]: The Address-in-Reply and the debate on the
Supply Bill are two of the few occasions that we now have to raise matters of concern
both to our electorates and to us as members of Parliament. One of the changes that the
previous Government made in recent years in order to expedite the business of the House
was to reduce the amount of time available to members on various occasions. I must say
that now that I am in Opposition, I feel seriously constrained by the time limits which we
set ourselves, and on a few recent occasions - in the Mabo debate and today in the power
station debate, and in a range of other matters - I feel that we have not had the
opportunity of devoting the long analysis that is required if the public are to be informed
about what is happening in their State. Certainly, if one looks at the decision making and
the reneging on promises that this Government has shown itself to be only too capable of
in its first six months in office, we need a lot more time in the Parliament for debates of
this kind.
In January 1992, the then Opposition released in Bunbury a policy document entitled
"South-West - Western Australian coalition policies for the nineties", which had
apparently the endorsement of both the Liberal and National Parties, That is an
interesting document. At page 211 for instance, one finds a commitment to retain the
south west ministry. Of course, within 10 days of this Government's election, it
announced that there would not be a south west mnnstry. At page 26 - and these are the
only two lines dealing with health in the south west - it states that the coalition
Government will proceed immediately with the development of the new IBunbury
Regional Hospital; a project to which the previous Government had committed itself, at a
value of some $52m. We now know that that project has been abandoned, after the
Government has spent some $3.9m on its development. That project has been substituted
for a plan to place public health in the hands of a single private hospital system; namely,
St John of God in Bunbury.
Mr Nicholls: Do you have no faith in St John? Do you think they will not deliver health
care?
Mr D.L. SMITH: Regarding delivering a public health care system, St John of God will
not deliver in the way that people expect of such a service.
Mr Nicholls: The plan is a joint system between the public and private systems.
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Mr D.L. SMITHI: The Minister for Community Development should realise that I
mention the items in the policy document because they are clearly broken promises.
Whatever the reasons prior to the last election for making these promises on major
matters to the people of the south west, they have been broken.
Pages 2 and 12 of the policy document read -

Reaffirm support for a private power station at Collie - providing it meets the
commercial and environmental considerations;

Mr Nicholls: The latter part answers that point.
Mr D.L. SMITH: Page 12 of the policy document also confinins that the project will
proceed. Today we discover that this will not happen. Instead, a 300 MW power station
will be constructed. I shall refer to this matter in a moment.
Page 12 of the same document also indicates that the coalition would-

Stop the massive increase in land tax and unfair water charges on small
businesses.

One would have thought that when the Government recently allowed charge reductions
in metropolitan districts this would extend to the south west areas; in fact it expressly
promised to do so. Instead, the people in the south west received a 3.1 per cent charge
increase with an 11I-odd per cent increase in the connection fee.
Mr Nicholls: Does it say that all these things will be implemented in the first year?
Mr D.L. SMITH: Promises were made. Action was taken in the metropolitan area, but
this was not extended to country areas as promised.
Mr Nicholls: Are you saying that it will not happen during the next three years?
Mr D.L. SMITH: I am certain, as indicated by this Government's record, that it will not
happen in that time. Page 11I of the policy document indicates that -

A Coalition Government will make land available to the Edith Cowan University
Bunbury Campus for the establishment of a technology park and innovation
centre.

This was a ready made promise for delivery as it reflects a Lawrence Government
proposal in last year's Budget. Some $5m was provided for the acquisition of land for
regional centres, and Bunbury was identified as such a centre. Land was identified at
Glen Iris to be acquired for this purpose. However, within six months of this
Government's election not only is the future of the Western Australian Land Authority in
jeopardy, but also it has been told not to become involved in regional projects of this
kind. Therefore, the money made available for that purpose will not be spent and no
technology park will be established as outlined in the policy document.
As a parliamentarian, I am becoming concerned at the way in which parliamentarians
seem to be willing to conduct themselves. Prior to elections members go before the
people with policy documents of this kind containing a number of proposals, yet they fail
to deliver promises within the time frame outlined. Also, they reach conclusions which
are contrary to the fulfilment of the promises, and break them, yet it is claimed that we
should trust the Government and politicians and have some faith in their support for the
future of the south west.
Mr Nicholls: What utter hypocrisy! You spent 10 years in this place and did nothing.
Mr D.L. SMITH: As the Minister well knows, his electorate of Mandurab benefited
greatly from the growth of the south west region during the life of the previous
Government. We have exceeded the growth of the metropolitan area, and we rank as the
seventh fastest growing region in Australia. As the members for Vasse, Warren, Collie
and Wellington could attest, that growth is spread throughout the region.
The Government has rejected those proposals without explanation. Today the
Government announced a decision to proceed with a 300 MW power station at Collie.
The Government made a three minute statement on the issue. Nevertheless, we know
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that the Government has no firm contract to build that station, for supply of coal or for
the operation of that station. Until those three contracts are in place, the Government
cannot predict the cost of power or its construction. However, the Government has the
temerity to issue a statement which details the construction value, the price of power and
a range of other matters knowing well that none of the details necessary to confirm those
figures is available.
Mr C.J. Barnett: Are you interested in who prepared the figures?
Mr D.L. SMITH: I suspect that they are SECWA's best estimates of what it will cost to
operate and build the station.
Mr C.J. Barnett: It was SECWA's analysis, not mine.
Mr D.L. SMITH: Is it the same SECWA analysis which led to the decision to build the
previously announced 600 MW coal fired power station? The Minister had the temerity
to say that a conjectural decision of that kind - namely, a decision to start planning and
negotiating on estimated costs - is somehow or other better than four years of negotiation
for a privately operated station. As I began to say this afternoon, the fatal flaw in the
announcement of the 300 MW station is that 360 MW of coal tired generation is
currently in operation which has reached the end of its life expectancy, or will do so
before 2003. However, no explanation was given by the Minister for Energy regarding
whether that 360 MW will be replaced by another power station. Is that expected to be
covered by the 300 MW station in this proposal? No explanation was given of whether
he intends to phase out the Bunbury station.
Mr C.J. Barnett: Before you embarrass yourself, we released a full program through to
2005. This involved new generation, coal and gas, cogeneration and demand
management.
Mr D.L. SMITH: I hope the Minister will have the courtesy of making that available to
the Opposition.
Mr C.J. Barnett: It was provided to your spokesman.
Mr D.L. SMITH: If this is the Minister's offering for a firm proposal for energy planning
for the south west and the future of Collie, it is an absolute nonsense. Importantly, the
Minister knows that the two primary reasons that we were able to consider the 600 MW
power station was that part and parcel of the agreement for construction was that the coal
companies agreed to reduce the cost of coal under existing contracts. Also, it was agreed
that coal would be supplied for the new station from an open cut coal mine at between
$29 and $33 a tonne which would make it nationally competitive. The Minister provided
no explanation of that matter today. Will the new open cut coal mine proceed at Collie or
is it expected that future coal supplies will come from existing operations? The Minister
knows that if it comes from existing mines, as it has been suggested, estimated tariffs and
the like that he proposed today will certainly not be met. The Government has not only
proposed south west policies which it has since dishonoured but also announced as firm
decisions things like the proposed establishment of a 300 MW power station when most
of the essential detail has yet to be negotiated. It knows that no construction contract or
private operation contract has been negotiated by the private contractor, that no firm
finance is in place, that it has transferred the risk of construction and the risk involved in
financing to the State Energy Commission and that it has added approximately Sib to
SECWA's debt for servicing. That will have two immediate impacts: Firstly, any
surplus revenue which could be used for existing debt and tariff reduction will now be
fully committed to finance the construction of the power station. That in itself will not be
enough; therefore substantial additional debt capital will increase both the State's and
SECWA's debt.
Mr C.J. Barnett: If you are so smart why didn't you make the decision when you were in
office?
Mr D.L. SMITH: Despite the fact that the Minister well knows that the decision had
been made, he has been trying to promote the lie for nearly six months that the Labor
Party did not make a decision. The Labor Government's decision was always based on
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the private tenderers meeting certain targets. Mitsubishi Transfield Collie Power Station
Joint Venture company could not meet those targets and was abandoned. Asea Brown
Boveri Pty Ltd well knew no firm contract would be made until it had arranged all its
finance, construction contracts and the like in order to deliver electricity at the price
agreed on. On the other hand, after six months the Minister throws up his hands and says
that is all too difficult and risky and he has now made a decision. One would think that
those words would indicate a firm contract was in place to build a power station.
However, that is not the case. Will the contract be put out to tender to get the most
competitive price for this new power station? The answer is no, the Government is
giving a preferred mandate to ABB.
Mr C.J. Barnett: There is no mandate.
Mr D.L. SMITH: If there is no mandate, will the Minister then explain exactly ABB's
position?
Mr C.J. Barnett: On the basis of current negotiations it will be given an opportunity to
submit a price for construction on a 300 MW power station in Collie. If that does not
meet Collie's objectives -

Mir D.L. SMITH: Can Mitsubishi Transfield also submit a price at this time?
Mr C.J. Barnett: No.
Mr D.L. SMITH: How is that not a mandate? The Minister has given ABE an exclusive
opportunity to make a submission without putting a project out to tender. The Minister
has not even begun to negotiate with ABE the terms under which it should think about
building the station.
Mr C.J. Barnett: I am afraid you are very ill-informed.
Mr D.L. SMITH: The Minister may think so. I receive my information from a variety of
sources, all of which I Find to be much more reliable than the Minister's.
Mr C.J. Barnett: Your spokesman for energy said debt would increase by $900 a head.
That is completely illogical. The Leader of the Opposition said that total State debt
would increase by $l1b; that was her contribution to the debate.
Mr D.L. SMITH: The Minister is missing the point. Not only have we heard broken
promises within six months, but also statements have been released which imply a
decision has been made and that weight can be attached to the estimates of the cost of
constructing a power station and the tariff. The truth is that absolutely no reliance can be
placed on those statements. My tip is that litigation will rake place aimed at ensuring a
fair tendering process is adopted which will stultify the decision made today and, instead,
in six years, we will still be waiting for the 300 MW station to commence construction.
I raise these matters because they say something about the standards of members
opposite. They are not prepared to be accountable or to make genuine promises or
clearly reasoned decisions. If they do, they are not prepared to release that analysis to the
community; whether it is the Attorney General's proposal to abolish the old Crown Law
Department and refusal to release reports justifying the reasons for doing so, or whether
it is the Minister for Consumer Affairs restructuring the Ministry of Consumer Affairs
and not at any stage making a public announcement about his intent or the effect of that.
There is also the threat of closure of regional offices of consumer affairs and the
withdrawal of staff from Department of Conservation and Land Management offices in
various country locations.
In addition to that this completely unprincipled Government is prepared to use issues like
the Mabo decision and the racist connotations attached to that for its own political ends.
It has been rightly said that the Mabo decision opens some remarkable new legal
concepts. It is also true that the uncertainties created by that decision must be resolved.
Yet, since this Government has been in office, a deliberate attempt has been made by the
Premier, with the support of the former Leader of the Opposition, Mr Bill Hassell, to
promote the premise that Aborigines in this country are seeking to establish an
independent country within our boundaries and to second to themselves rights not
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available to any other group within the community. They have also indicated that this
issue will be solved by dwelling on the racist concerns in the community rather than
talking to the Federal Government in a sensible way. They have not taken proper legal
advice about what should be done and have not in any way been pro-active in finding a
solution.
Private discussions with the mining industry in this State have indicated its extreme
concern over the stand taken by the Government because it does not allow for any
recognition that the High Court decision of Mabo is a fait accompli. It is the law and
there is nothing the State Government can do to overturn that decision. The mining
industry is concerned that the Premier is so preoccupied with getting rid of his wimp
image and consolidating his position as the Premier and the leader of the coalition party
that he is prepared to forsake the national, State and private interests of the mining
companies and their employees in order to satisfy his political image. As I began to say
to the House when I was discussing this issue during the Address-in-Reply debate
concerning the comments of Hugh Morgan, people who are prepared to take such
extreme right wing views and to vilify Aboriginals for their own political or personal
ends, run the risk of deepening the divisions within the community and strengthening the
hate some people feel toward the Aboriginal race in a way which will threaten the future
security of this country.
Last Friday I listened to the Sarah Knight program which is broadcast on regional ABC
Radio. Anyone who listened to that program could not but have been taken by the nature
of the phone calls that were made to the studio. I remember Hon Kim Beazley once
saying that, in the old days of Menzies and the like, when the Liberal Party had
something to offer this country, they used to keep all of their maniacs locked away in the
cupboard. All of those maniacs are now on the loose and seem to be ringing the Sarah
Knight program in great numbers. I believe there is one primary reason for their ringing
that program in such prolific numbers. When they ring that show they get an absolutely
free run and quite frequently some support for the extreme and stupid views that axe put
to air. Nowhere else on any intelligent radio program, except on one here in metropolitan
Perth which is a commercial program broadcast in the mornings, would such extreme
views be allowed to go to air and be unchallenged by the presenter of the program.
Mr Pendal: Don't you think that is the job of any program, even if the views are extreme
in your opinion? That is what democracy is all about.
Mr DL. SMITH: In my view, when the maniacs of the right present the sorts of views
that they are presenting on that program, the presenter has an obligation to stand up for
the values of the community.
Mr Pendal: Not at all.
Mr D.L. SMITH: She does. If the member for South Perth does not see that, he should
join the people in the community about whom I am concerned. I am concerned that this
community has allowed all of the maniacs out of the cupboard. We now allow extreme
right views to be propagated without challenge and we nin the risk not only of deepening
the divisions in the community -
Mr Pendall: They are the same things that Hitler used to say.
Mr D.L. SMITH: Exactly. The views of many of these people are on a parallel with the
views of Adolf Hitler. I make no excuse for the fact that I challenge the sort of speeches
made by Hugh Morgan. I challenge also the people who purport to be his associates in
the mining industry and in Western Mining to come out publicly and refute his views
because if his views and those of the maniac right are allowed to continue to be
broadcast, we will have a generational change. It is one thing for people to present a
view but it is another for them to be allowed to present that view unchallenged by their
associates and supporters and by those who are meant to be impartial. If the member for
South Perth seriously thinks that the way to secure our future and the values that we hold
dear is to allow these maniacs to go unchallenged by their supporters and associates and
by people in public life who ought to know better, the future of this country is in danger,
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as is the protection of the catholic, compassionate and shared views that we have always
held as our own.
Mrs van de Klashorst: Why did you not challenge the WA Inc people when you were in
Government?
Mr D.L. SMITH: I am prepared to cop any criticism of WA Inc. I am not prepared to
allow the people who are as extreme as the maniac right to go around promoting their
views as if they are speaking on behalf of the mining industry, the Parliament or country
Western Australia and leaving them to go unchallenged. In this country we have
watched the growth of the H.R. Nicholls Society, the League of Rights, the Samuel
Griffith Society, the Institute of Public Affairs and like organisations which are all very
well funded. They are out there promoting quite silly and extreme views which very
much jeopardise the future of this country. Yet the rational people on the right are not
willing to challenge them, with few exceptions such as the speech given in Kalgoorlie by
Daryl Williams, the views expressed by Ian Viner and the letters written by Hon Ian
Medcalf to the Premier and to the Attorney General about his concerns for the role of the
Attorney General not being fulfilled by the current holder of that position and the issues
of retrospectivity in taking away people's rights and taxation. People on the other side of
politics including Daryl Williams, Ian Viner and Ian Medcalf whom I do not rank among
the extreme left of the conservative side of politics, and Fred Chancy, have been willing
to speak out and express their concerns about the positions being adopted by the maniac
right and about some of the decisions of the current State Government.
Mr Pendal: The fact that they are allowed to speak out means that we have a democratic
society. Just because someone is a maniac in your view does not means that -
Mr D.L. SMITH: They have a right to express their view; they do not have a right to go
unchallenged. Increasingly we are finding that the statements are going unchallenged
and the Premier is supporting the views of Hugh Morgan, Hill Hassell and the other
maniacs who are on the loose promoting rather stupid, outrageous views.
MR McGINTY (Fremantle) [10.57 pm]: [ take this opportunity to address a number of
issues which are of particular relevance in my electorate of Fremantle. Since the State
election some five months ago, the people of Fremantle feel they have been very poorly
treated by the new Government in this State. A significant number of decisions have
been made that the people of Fremantle do not like. Many of them will impact adversely
on the Fremantle community.
Mr Bloffwitch: They mean that there will be a more equitable distribution throughout the
State.
Mr McGINTY: I will refer to the decisions in reverse chronological order. The first to
which I will refer should cause alarm to the member for Geraldton because it will impact
seriously on a large number of his constituents also. While it may not have the status of a
decision at this stage, a discussion paper was released - I got my copy today - on the
future of the rock lobster fishery and the proposals for the next two fishing seasons. I
admit that when I read the report today it caused me considerable alarm. I hope that the
Minister for Fisheries will look at other ways of achieving the conservation of the fishing
stock other than that which is proposed in the report. There are two elements to it. The
first imposes a 25 per cent pot reduction, which will have a devastating effect on
hundreds of fishermen in my electorate and, I suggest, on fishermen in the Geraldton
electorate.
Mr Bloffwitch: The fishermen in your electorate were very lightly affected under the last
system. They did not have to close down for a month like our fishermen did.
Mr McGINTY: A 25 per cent pot reduction will have a catastrophic effect on the
majority of crayfishermen operating in Western Australia, with a large number of those
being in my electorate.
Mr Bloffwitch: Did you support the 10 per cent reduction a couple of years ago? That
also had a catastrophic effect.

1674



[Tuesday, 3 August 1993]167

Mr McGITY: We are talking about something that is two and a half times the size of
that. It imposed hardship on a number of people, but the necessary equation is to find a
balance in such a way as to not impose hardship on those people whose whole of life
investment is in their fishing boat, their fishing pots and their licences. It is important to
them. The conservation of their industry for the future is also important. It is a matter of
achieving a balance and people have different ideas on how to do that. I doubt whether
anyone in the industry, apart from the large operators, will support the proposition of a 25
per cent pot reduction.
Mr Bloffwitch: Even a large operator who has 200 pots has to pay $14 000 a pot. It is a
lot of money.
Mr McGINTY: It is the member for Geraldton's Government which is considering this
recommendation. I am advising the Government that it should not accept that
recommendation.
Mr Bloffwitch: The rock lobster advisory committee put forward that recommendation.
Mr McGINTY: I said that and I ask the member not to repeat what I have already said.
The Government has a recommendation before it which it should not accept.
The second element of the recommendation is to implement the home porting decision
made by the previous Government and reversed by the Minister for Fisheries a few
months ago. By splitting zone C at Moore River the Government will be implementing a
de facto home porting arrangement. The significance of this decision to the people of
Fremiantle is that the people fishing for the first half of the season in the northern end of
zone C - the area north of Moore River - will come back to fish around Fremantle in the
second part of the season. If I am reading the recommendation correctly, I assume that
option will no longer be available to people. In effect, it will result in the reintroduction
of the previous home porting arrangement. I draw the Government's attention to an
inconsistency in its approach. To achieve a similar end, I would not necessarily oppose
restricting the movement of people up and down the coast to wherever the catches are
being made. However, a cut in the order of 25 per cent of pots, even if it is temporary for
the next two seasons, will have a drastic effect on the lives of a large number of people. I
urge the Government to think carefully before it makes a decision on the
recommendation.
Mr House: The discussion paper is in front of the industry as much as it is in front of the
Government. The second point you made is realistic. The original decision is in front of
industry for it to make another decision. I share the member's concern about the whole
issue and I welcome input from him and others. That is what the discussion paper is
about. The fish stocks are down to a dangerous level for an ongoing guaranteed industry.
Our duty is to protect the base of that industry. If there are other ways to achieve the
same result without a pot reduction, I would be interested to hear them. I hope the
member will take part in that discussion.
Mr McGINTY: It is one of the most important industries for Fremantle and other
electorates on the coast. By Statewide standards it contibutes enormously to the
economy of Western Australia. I would certainly appreciate the opportunity to take part
in the discussions. I am pleased that the report identified a number of measures which
were taken in the last fishing season. The return of setose and tar spotted female rock
lobster to the water to ensure a continuity of maximum size rock lobster was a
conservation measure which was more successful than anticipated. I am pleased the
report has acknowledged the success of these conservation measures, but we must
consider other measures as well.
Mr House: Are you aware that I have arranged a briefing for Opposition members on
Thursday?
Mr McGINTY: I will be there. I know that tomorrow my phone will be running hot.
People will be angry when they read the article in the newspaper.
Mr House: My phone will be running hot, too!
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Mr McGINTY: I am sure it will. If the recommendation is implemented the fishing
industry will be outraged.
I want to mourn the decision which was announced in this place by the Minister for
Planning; that is, that the proposed Freman tle to Mandurah railway line will not go
ahead. It was clearly announced by the Labor Party when it was in Government that a
rail extension would be constructed south of Fremantle, through Rockinghamn and down
to Mandurab. The debate in Fremantle was not about whether there would he a rail
connection south of Frem antle to the newly developed suburbs in the south west corridor,
but about what sort of rail would be used - whether it would be light or heavy rail - the
moute it would take and the way in which land use planning in the south west corridor
could be determined. For example, the original Perth to Frernantle railway line
determined the land use along its route, particularly population settlements and the
location of industry. We need a stronger planning process for the south west corridor
between Fremantle and Mandurah and the railway line would have been one way in
which that could have been facilitated. I am sad that the railway will not be built. I
know that technically the studies are continuing, but the Minister for Planning has made
it clear that the Government will not proceed with the construction of a railway line
south, from Fremantle. Many people in Fremantle see this as somewhat akin to the
decision made by a conservative Government 12 years ago to close the Perth to
Fremantle railway line. It was reopened almost 10 years ago in 1983 by the then Burke
Labor Government. Since it has been electrified it has proved to be a valuable asset to
the railway system operating in the metropolitan area. It is with some sadness that we
note the Fremantle to Mandurab railway line will not be built. To proceed with the
Minister for Planning's preferred option, which is the utilisation of dedicated busways
particularly on the Kwinana Freeway extension, will be a backward step and it will not be
regarded by historians as having any foresight in planning for this area.
Mr Tubby: it is economically impossible.
Mr McGINTY: Members opposite opposed the northern railway line, but they were
wrong.
I refer to another Government decision which has been debated at length in this House
and which will impact on the people of Fremantle in the same way as its decision not to
proceed with the Fremantle to Mandurah railway line. The Government has decided to
close the Robb Jetty Abattoir next year. This abattoir has provided hundreds of jobs to
people in the Fremantle area, It is one of the great training facilities for tradesmen. The
Government's decision will strike at the heart of what makes Fremantle a great place;
that is, its great mix of industry, commerce and residential areas. These three things
mixed together give Fremantle the character it has today and to take one of the major
sources of industrial employment out of the city will be to its long term disadvantage.
I turn to decisions which are adverse to the City of Fremantle. I refer particularly to the
unfortunate decision by the Minister for Housing to not proceed with the Fremantle
Woolstores proposal. That proposal had been developed to the stage where planning and
design approvals had been granted and all that was required was the final signing of the
contract with work to start within weeks. Unfortunately, with the change of Government
a decision was taken to not proceed with that project. In my view it was a project which
had many visionary elements including breathing life into an inner city area.
We all know how deserted the City of Perth is. We all know that it requires either State
or local government assistance to make projects of this nature viable. Had the woolstores
project proceeded it would have had a great impact on the heart of Fremantle putting 173
or 175 families into the area. It would have also had an enormous spin-off effect for
local shopkeepers and other businesses in the area.
Mr Pendal: The local Labor vote.
Mr McGINTY: One of the things we are trying to achieve in the west end of Fremantle
is a balance that preserves the historical and essential character of Fremantle. This
involves a balance of people. To set aside the west end of Fremantle for yuppies would
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not preserve the historical Fremantleness of the area. I believe that to have yuppies and
State Housing tenants working and living in the area would be of benefit to the
community as a whole and would preserve what has been Present in Fremantle for many
years.

Mr Shave: The member said he was offended when it was suggested I said he was a
yuppy. Is he saying that that is credible?
Mr McGINTY: I am saying one needs a balance in these sorts of projects. A number of
housing developments are occurring in the west end of Fremantle in the upper price range
which are certainly not what traditional workers of Fremantle or Homeswest tenants
could ever hope to afford. I believe one of the things that would have been achieved had
the Homeswesr development of the woolsiores gone ahead was a continuing of the social
mix which has made Fremantle such a great place over a significant number of years.

The restoration of an important heritage building in the heart of Fremantle of the scale of
the woolstores is always involved. Part of the heritage of that building goes back to the
1920s. It involves an industrial building in which many people were employed and
which was important to the port and the economy of Fremantle. It would be a great pity
if that building were not adapted to a contemporary use. I will speak later tonight on
heritage matters generally while emphasising the need for people to look at economic
uses when addressing heritage matters; in other words, not to simply think of heritage
buildings in terms of community or art centres or something which does not have a
commercial value or pay its own way in a commercial sense. If we are serious about
preserving our heritage buildings in the years ahead - and I will be pursuing this on the
select committee when it is appointed on the motion of the member for South Perth - we
must place more emphasis on uses to which heritage buildings can be put which have an
economic value. We must change the uses of buildings from what they were historically
to ensure their preservation.

Mr Pendal: The member will get no argument from us on that.

Mr McGINTY: I believe that the Fremantle Woolstores was a perfect example of where
one could take a disused warehouse and by modemnising it meet an important social and
economic need which existed in the housing area. That was a great use to which the
building could have been put. It would have preserved that important building for the
future. It is important we maintain this building in the heart of the City of Fremantle,
which is seeing declining enrolments in many of its schools. Some schools have
increased their enrolments but a number of others are facing a decline in student
population. Putting people back into the area will result in the use not only of schools,
but also sewers, electricity, water and other infrastructure such as the library. This will
put people back where they can utilise those amenities. This approach is supported by
most people. One of the great things about the Fremantle Woolstores is that the railway
station is about 200 metres from where people would live and the bus stops right outside
the front door. People living in the woolstores would not only increase the patronage of
the public transport system, but also hopefully decrease reliance on private motor
vehicles.

One of the more important elements of the woclstores project would have been its
demonstration effect. I believe many buildings that would have traditionally been
demolished could be recycled or put to a current use. A good example of that - and
reverting to a heritage question where an absolute lack of vision was shown by the
Cottesloe Town Council - was the old Cottesloe flour mill. When I was Minister for
Heritage I had to put a stop work, order on the demolition of that building as it was
occurring in order to preserve part of it. With any vision whatever the council or
developers should be able to appreciate the commercial benefit of maintaining such an
old building. The commercial result of that decision will be quite profound. One must
be able to demonstrate to people who do not have vision that these buildings have a
commercial value and can work. I believe that something of that nature occurring in the
heart of Fremantle would have shown a number of developers, local government
authorities, architects and other people the viability of recycling old buildings and
converting warehouses to contemporary uses, whether housing or for other purposes.
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I am pleased to see that one project that the Minister for Housing was unable to stop
because the contracts had been signed and work commenced is the old West Australian
Newspapers' building on Leach Highway, which is in the process of being convented to
Homeswest accommodation. We will then have one large old building in Fremantle
restored appropriately.
Mr CU. Barnett: Will it be a success?
Mr McGINTY: I hope so. This is the same sort of development as that proposed for the
Fremantle Woolstores and involves a mix of private and public ownership.
Mr C.J. Barnett: [ looked at it the other day.
Mr McGINTY: If it does work and we see that integration and not a concentration of
Homeswest tenants in one complex it may well demonstrate the way other projects can
go. The woolstores proposal involved 40 per cent private ownership and 60 per cent
Homneswest presence. I believe a similar equation was proposed for the West Australian
Newspapers' building. The work done on tat building so far looks quite impressive
from Leach Highway. I believe it will set an example to others of what can be done,
particularly in the integration of lower and upper income people living together in an
inner city environment which I hope will work well.
Importantly for Homeswest's tenants they will have a choice of living in the Minister for
Housing's ideal accommodation on a quarter acre block on the fringe of the city or in an
inner city area where perhaps they have lived for the whole of their lives. I believe this
offers great choice to lower income people and senior citizens and it is as important that
that choice be offered to these people as to higher income earners. It is simply not good
enough to take the bean counting approach of going for the cheapest possible option.
The Government must take a total benefit look at projects such as the Fremantle
Woolstores and if people say such projects will cost a few dollars more - and there will
be variable costs with these developments - that is not the point.
It may be cheaper to build in Albany or Ferndale, but if we are to have desirable
integration of Homeswest tenants throughout the bulk of the suburbs, country towns, and
cities we will be faced with different costs in different suburbs. A premium is payable on
inner city building which costs more. However, it does not cost that much more that it
warrants judging a project like the wools tores as unnecessary. Fremantle people are sad
that the project is not proceeding. I hope in time the Minister will allow it to proceed
either as a joint venture with private developers or as a Homeswest project. I particularly
urge him to do this in respect of the senior citizens' development as they have a long
waiting list in the Fremantle area and if the Homneswest component of the oldest part of
the woolstores building proceeded by way of joint venture it would allow 60 or 70 units
to become available for senior Homeawest tenants. I believe that will be both
economically justifiable and socially desirable. The alternative is the social isolation, the
environmental damage of urban sprawl and the economic consequences of simply going
to the cheapest for Homeswest housing on the fringe of the metropolitan area. We need
to look at a variety of options to meet the varying needs of low income people.
I refer now to another bad decision from the point of view of the people of the Freman tie
area. I will have more to say on this when we debate the Metropolitan Region Scheme
(Fremantle) Bill introduced by the Minister for Planning. The decision to reinstate the
Fremantle eastern bypass was again a bad decision. The construction of a bypass through
the Frenmantle area was a contentious decision and one about which people in the
community have varying opinions. However it is clear the Fremantle community
opposed the eastern bypass and did not want to see it either on the planning books or
built through the city. The question was put to the vote in the Fremantle City Council
and by a two to one majority it supported the previous Government's deletion of the
bypass from the metropolitan region scheme. T'he East Fremantle Town Council almost
unanimously, as I understand it, also voted to support the deletion of the Freman tle
eastern bypass from the metropolitan region scheme. The reasons are quite simple: If
the bypass were built, the proposal would see the demolition of some 60 houses and the
end of the usefulness of the White Gum Valley School. These are the reasons the
proposal should be opposed.
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I acknowledge that during the course of the election the Liberal Party made a clear
commitment that if elected it would reinstate the Fremantle eastern bypass, but I make
three criticisms of it. Firstly, the introduction of a Bill to this place to override by
legislation the accepted planning procedures is a bad way to go about achieving the end
result that is sought. We went through two years of public studies and community
consultations, seeking input from the community on whether the eastern bypass should
be deleted from the metropolitan region scheme. It is wrong to turn around and use the
numbers in both Houses of Parliament in an unprecedented way to override accepted
planning procedures which have been in place for decades.
Mr Pendal: But the original decision was made on the run in order to attain your election
at the by-election.
Mr McGINTY: The member for South Perth might remember that the decision before
that concerned the original north-south route, which was along Stock Road, a bridge over
the river into Dalkeith and then up Servetus Street. That was taken out because the
bridge happened to land in the electorate of a Liberal Party member, a former Premier of
the State. That was deleted for political reasons and transferred to the people of
Fremantle 20 years ago. During the by-election I gave a commitment that we would
direct the State Planning Commission to institute the deletion procedure. Once that
direction is given, as the member would be aware, the Government has no further control
over the process until the indecision by the Minister for Planning. For two years the
matter was strongly debated in the community. Submissions were received from both
sides, recommendations were made, and the proper procedures were gone through. It
was not the original announcement which was deleted. It was the end of a long process
which was correct.
In the short time available I will finish on the Fremantle eastern bypass. The second
criticism is that it will do nothing to solve the traffic problems affecting the people of
Fremantle. To simply put this proposal back into the plan without any intention to build
a Fremantle eastern bypass does two bad things for Fremnantle. First, it re-imposes a
planning blight on the people of White Gum Valley and Beaconsfield. It puts uncertainty
into their lives because there is no commitment to build the woad. It means there will be
very limited development, if any, in the vicinity of the proposed road. It causes doubt
over the future of the school and means dozens of houses on the route of the bypass will
not be done up, and there will be no more development. It casts a pall over one of the
most desirable areas of the metropolitan area where people choose to live. It could be an
area which is great, and the proposed route of the bypass is not that at the moment.
The other important point is that it has done nothing for the people of Hampton Road,
many of whom supported this Government during the election campaign because they
wanted to see an end to the problems particularly of the live sheep trucks and scrap metal
trucks which use Hampton Road to access the port. We want to see the port continue.
We want to see it viable. We want to see the live sheep trade continue through the port.
However, that does not mean to say that we need live sheep trucks and other heavy trucks
using residential swreets in order to get to die port. We already have the Fremantle
eastern bypass in the form of Stock Road and Leach Highway. That is almost two
kilometres longer than the trip through the residential streets of Freman tle. It would be a
far less expensive option for the Government to designate that as a truck route for access
to the port. Thbat would overcome the problem for the people of Hampton Road. There
are a number of sheep ships in the port at the moment, and the people on Hampton Road
are screaming about the effects of those heavy trucks using Hampton Road. They are
aware that the decision by the Government to reinstate the bypass will do nothing for the
rest of this century to alleviate their problem. This is an immediate problem which needs
to be addressed.
Were the Government serious about addressing the traffic usage of Fremantle rather than
simply trying to score a point by doing the opposite of what I tried to do as the local
member when we were in Government, it would go ahead and actually build the
Fremantle eastern bypass. Although I believe that is a bad decision, it would at least
address the problem at Hampton Road, and it would also give certainty - an unpleasant
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certainty, but nonetheless certainty - to the people in White Gum Valley and
Beaconsfield and resolve that question once and for all, rather than leave the uncertainty
and unpleasantness that surrounds that issue.
MR W. SMITH (Wanneroo) [11.27 pm]: I am reminded at this time of the year with
the Supply Bill that too often in recent years false philosophies have been used by Labor
Governments to capture the minds of voters by using their Budgets to practise what J call
the political art of seduction - holding forth the easy but false answers to managing the
State's finances. I guess evidence of that is the economic mess that this Government has
inherited because of the growing expenditure, ever mounting debt and bloated public
sector. There is further proof of that when we consider the downgrading of this State's
domestic credit rating, for which the previous Government was responsible. The
continuously mounting debt can scarcely be considered beneficial to the community.
Previous Labor Governments went on spending sprees and continued their borrowings,
even after they had wasted hundreds of millions of dollars in the WA Inc deals. With no
restraint on borrowings and spending sprees, they avoided the responsibility of reining in
an ever increasing debt. For example, it has been reported that the consolidated revenue
fund was run down from an average monthly surplus of $7.7m in 1984-85 to an average
monthly deficit of $26 1 m in 1991-92.
The cavalier attitude of the previous Government has put the welfare of my electorate at
risk. For instance, regarding education, we can be a land of opportunity only if we are a
land of learning. A sound education enables young people to take the first steps towards
obtaining a job and a rewarding life. However, the harsh reality of the Labor legacy is
that the previous Government has mortgaged our children's future. Therefore, some
$400m is required to upgrade and maintain Government schools alone. With the
enormous growth in my electorate, mainly of young families, it is necessary to provide as
a matter of urgency primary schools at Merriwa and Kinross, and a high school for the
Kinross and Clarkson locality. Of course, the completion of these works will cost about
$30m. This is a challenge to the current Government which I am confident can be
achieved through restructuring.
We also have the challenge of the ever mounting liability left by the previous
Government with Transperth, which has a debt of an estimated $926m. My
responsibility is to provide increased services in the area to connect with the rapid transit
system. This responsibility is becoming more difficult with such a huge liability.
Changes must be made to the existing bus timetable with a provision of more routes.
Again, no doubt this will not be simple to achieve with such debt.
The Wanneroo townsite community desperately requires connecting buses with the rapid
transit system. The previous labor Administration never planned for the Wanneroo
townsite. to have a similar opportunity compared with other parts of the electorate.
Quinns Rocks is another community which received totally inadequate transport services
under the previous Administration. In fact, on Sundays it had no transport whatsoever!
This community was completely isolated. Also, Bums Beach had a completely
inadequate bus service. It was indicated that the service to the Wan nemoo town sire
shopping facilities was inadequate. The joke was that the buses went to Joondalup
because it was believed that the shopping and medical facilities were available at that
location. As you would know, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr Johnson), none of those services
is available at that location. It is left to this Government to supply at least an adequate
service to take people from Bums Beach to the Wan neroo tow nsite.
The attempts by the previous Government to provide sufficient transport services to
Yanchep and Two Rocks were regarded as a joke. It should have been embarrassed at
providing such an inadequate service to that area. Three buses a day were provided to
take some 5 000 people from that area to Joondalup or the Wanneroo townsite, which is
35km or 40km away. Only one service is provided on Saturdays. Therefore, if someone
leaves in the mowning, he or she cannot return until mid-afternoon. The service on
Sundays is non-existent. This causes problems because young people have no facilities
to speak of at Yanchep and Two Rocks, and a crime problem has arisen as young people
have nothing to do. The elderly in the Yanchep and Two Rocks community also find it
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difficult to travel to the facilities they require. To be fair to the previous Labor
Government, it could not solve the problem -because of its debt structure, or perhaps it
simply did not care. However, each reason is as bad as the other.
Police resourcing also affects my electorate. The Police Force is frustrated because in 10
years the previous Government failed to address adequately the police resource problem.
The community has a right to demand a Police Force which is courteous, enthusiastic,
acts with integrity and is properly trained. The men and women of the Police Force are
aware that their work is a satisfying vocation which provides a service to the community.
In return each member of the force has the right to expect from the Government of the
day adequate remuneration, buildings and equipment with the support of appropriate
legislation to deal with the modem criminal. Regrettably, the previous Government did
not fulfil its end of the bargain.
Unfortunately, the previous Government created a scarcity of police officers to cope with
the increase in criminal activity, particularly violent crime. Unless the number of police
officers is increased, the police cannot fulfil the principal role for which they are sworn to
office; namely, the prevention of crime. The lack of resources makes the police reactive
rather than pro-active and they cannot have a protective role in the community. Even if
the police had the best management practices, intensive training programs and elaborate
computerisation to receive incoming reports and to reduce response times to complaints
received - which they do not - they would still have a problem in serving the community
and preventing further criminal activity. The police must have a lethal capacity to strike
against general lawlessness when it threatens life and property in the community;
currently they do not. The Government has the challenge to provide extra police officers
to give them an opportunity of fulfilling a protective role. In that case the police would
have the capacity to conduct patrols and not just be reactive and conduct task force work.
Basically, three police centres are within my electorate at Wanneroo, Joondalup and Two
Rocks. The following statistics tell an extraordinary story: Under the previous
Administration the Joondalup Police Station had 29 officers covering an area of
271 square kilometres. The station can barely put on one police patrol per afternoon and
night shift to look after about '75 000 people and 40 000 homes. In fact, the Criminal
Investigation Bureau from the Joaindalup regional complex must police about 13 500
square kilometres with six CIB officers. The number of recalls relating to the Joondalup
police complex is 312 per year. That means that the officers come back on duty or work
additional hours. That is an indication that insufficient police officers work at that
station. Of course, the further challenge is to man the courthouse and the operational
lockup without sufficient personnel. There are times when one police van has to be
pulled off the moad and the personnel working in any of those areas have to be reassigned.
Between I July 1992 and 30 June 1993 approximately 4 500 offences were policed by
29 officers, with six CfIB officers trying to solve criminal offences. The Joondalup
regional complex was built to give an outside appearance that the previous Government
was doing its job in law and order. In fact, it was not. Even now one gets lost in the
spaciousness at the Joondalup police complex. Under the previous Labor Government
the two constables at the Two Rocks Police Station were given an area of office space of
about 17 square metres in premises for which the previous Labor Government did not
hold a lease.
Mr Catania: Is your Government going to appoint the 800 officers it promised at the last
election?
Mrs van de Klashorsc: You bet your life.
Mr W. SMITH: I remind the member for Balcatta that he has agreed that police
accommodation and chambers are in a deplorable state. I suggest that his Government
could have done a better job.
Mr Catania: If you are to get $176m from the tobacco tax, how much of that will go to
the police buildings?
Mr Wiese: You will have to wait and see.
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Mr W. SMITH: Does the member for Balacatta regard the present situation as being a
result of the Government's five months in power? If the member for Balcatta allows me
to continue, I suggest that he will admit there has been a very serious neglect of police
resources by the previous Government after all the promises given 10 years ago. I
happen to have the advantage of having been in the Police Force at that time. It seems to
me that after the votes are counted the promises arm forgotten.
Let me confirm dhe tragedy of what the previous Government has caused. In five
months, with a mounting debt, we have not had the opportunity to solve those problems.
This Government has to control that ever mounting debt and still provide adequate
resources for education, transport and the Police Force. As I said, perhaps it was because
the previous Government had an ever mounting deficit that it could not afford to take out
a lease on the office space at the Two Rocks shopping centre. No fee whatsoever was
paid. The maintenance was carried out by the Police Department. The conditions in the
station became so unworkable that many reports were made by the community and by the
serving police officers. I have been told that they were apprehensive of making any
further requests because, if the union had become involved as a result of the terribly
cramped conditions that the officers were working in, the station would have been closed.
I had the opportunity to initiate about $10 000 of funding which the previous
Government would not give to those officers to relocate to other premises provided by
the owners of the shopping centre. Several requests were made to the previous member
for the area and to the Government. What happened? They were ignored. I initiated the
process for approximately $10 000 to provide for the relocation prior to the last election.
Those funds proceeded through LandCorp at Joondalup after the chief executive officer
visited the station and agreed that the conditions were deplorable. I congratulate the
chief executive officer for supporting the community's raising the funds to relocate the
police officers.
Mr Catania: Is that LandCorp?
Mr W. SMITH: That is correct.
Mr Catania: It was the Government which gave it the funds.
Mr W. SMITH: The approaches were made to the administration by me, not by anyone
else. One would have thought that it could have been initiated by my predecessor in
Wanneroo, the Government or another party. That was not done.
Mr Catania: If it was not for the work of your predecessor to get that money from
LandCorp initially the community would not have got the money.
Mr W. SMITH: It was not my predecessor who got the money from LandCorp. The
money was applied for by the chief executive officer and the Government was then
advised. The relocation was a community effort in which approximately 10 volunteers
assisted with painting and doing various carpentry jobs in the station. It was an effort for
which the community is to be congratulated. The Yanchep-Two Rocks area is still
under-resourced. In Two Rocks two police officers patrol 600 square kilometres and
5 500 people, a ratio of 2 500 people to one police officer. Between 1 July 1991 and
30 June 1992, 347 offences were committed; and from I July 1992 to 30 June 1993 the
number of offences committed increased to 367. The station is undermanned. The
percentage of break-ins indicates that Yanchep-Two Rocks is in need of an additional
police officer.
Mr Catania: What is the Minister going to do about it? You are in Government.
Mr W. SMITH: Only 10 per cent of the police officers' time is spent on patrol work, five
per cent on tasking, and 55 per cent on office administration. Almost 20 per cent of their
time is spent out of the area. In the 10 years during which the previous Government had
the opportunity it could have done something real for those police officers, instead of
wasting money an WA In deals, going on spending sprees and borrowing, and causing an
ever increasing debt. The member for Balcatta knows about the low morale that existed
in the Police Force during the Labor Government's administration.
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Mr Leahy: Western Australia has the highest number of police per head of population.
Mr W. SMITH: On 30 June 1982 the ratio of police per head of population was 1'498.
and after 10 years of Labor Government it was only 1:386, yet the number of offences
has almost doubled. In light of the distances that members of the Police Force must
travel, and the number of otffences they must investigate, an improvement in that ratio of
112 per head at population was not sufficient.
Mr Leahy: It is the best ratio in Australia.
Mr W. SMITH: I do not consider that the policing of Western Australia can be compared
with the policing of other States.
Mr Riebeling: Why not?
Mr W. SMITH: I have just given members the reason. An article about offences
committed during the rime of the previous Government referred to a shop owner in
Quinns Rock whose premises were broken into 10 times - it was almost a weekly
occurrence during 1991.
Mr Catania: Has that stopped now?
Mr W. SMITIH: The situation has improved, but it has not stopped. I am emphasising
this matter because the problem stilt exists. Insufficient police officers are available to
adequately police the area.
I am concerned about organised criminal activity in Western Australia. I refer to an
article in The West Australian of 29 July headed "Hashish haul man gets big jai cuts".
The article states -

Pinkstone was recruited by a big eastern states drug syndicate when in prison in
the mid-1980s and had worked his way up in the organisarion.

..."Pinkstone was involved in extensive worldwide travel, allI expenses paid, for
this syndicate as a courier of important documents and many millions of dollars."
The syndicate helped Mr Pinkstone, a pilot, set up his own air charter business ...-

That was all paid for by organised crime money. Mr Pinkstone then moved into a charter
yacht operation off the Western Australian coast which was paid for by organised crime
money. I emphasise that because there appears to be a very great danger that organised
crime from overseas will infiltrate this country and this State in a substantial fashion. If
it does, it will not be signalled by men wearing black hats and carrying guns. Its arrival
will be in the form of a Trojan horse of a legitimate business scheme. The tragedy is that
it will have a huge impact on the drug problem in this State. Unfortunately, with the
appalling lack of resources in this State, organised crime will attack where there is weak
enforcement of law and order. The big question is whether we have slid so far that the
problem is insoluble. We need to change our apathy to action. I urge the Government to
introduce a special task force to investigate the activities of organised crime in this State.
I will quote the words of Daniel Webster who said, "Nothing will ruin the country if the
people themselves will undertake its safety, but nothing can save it if they leave it in any
hands but their own."
Debate adjourned, on motion by Ms Wamnock.

House adjourned at 11-58 pm
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

MINISTERIAL OFFICES - EMPLOYEES
Government Motor Vehicle Allocations

123. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Attorney General:
(1) What is the name, position and salary level of each person working in her

ministerial office as at 10 June 1993?
(2) How many and which of these have a Government motor vehicle allocated

for their use?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
Name
B. Easton
I'. Thomson

C. Cahill
C. Avent
R. Griznley
M. Lavrnnce
R. Mordock
C. Halligan
D. Trott
E. Shannon
J. Munday
D. Muxavdzic
S. Sidery
E. Ardon
L. Francis
C. Veersma
J. Bowker

Position
Executive Director
Senior Assistant Crown Solicitor
(legal officer with Crown
Solicitor's Office)
Media Secretary
Senior Policy Officer
Executive Officer
Policy Officer
Policy Officer
Liaison Officer
Personal Secretary
Liaison Officer
Administmative Assistant
Personal Secretary
Correspondence Officer
Officer - part time
Officer
Officer
Officer - part time

Level Vehicle
Class 2 Yes
Class 3
(plus TSA to Deputy
Crown Solicitor)
L.6 Yes
L6
L.5
L.5
L4
L4
L.3
L4
L2
L.2
L.2
LI
LI
LI
LI

MINISTERIAL OFFICES - EMPLOYEES
Government Motor Vehicle Allocations

125. Mr D.L SMITH to the Minister for Tourism:
(1) What is the name, position and salary level of each person working in his

ministerial office as at 10 June 1993?
(2) How many and which of these have a Government motor vehicle allocated

for their use?
Mr SHAVE replied:
Name
D. Brewster
B. Coulter
H. Pereira
M. Miller
L.. Bungey
R. Fenlon
1. Smith
A. Piggot
S. Cardenia
C. Dragicevich
C- Watts

Position
Principal Private Secretary
Media Secretary
Senior Policy Officer
Senior Policy Officer
Executive Officer
Policy Officer
Appointments Secretary
Personal Assistant
Administrative Assistant
Correspondence Officer
Consultant

Salary/Level Vehicle
$52 721,1.7 Yes
$56 567, L.7 Yes
$45 126,1L6
$45 126, L6
$38 660, 1.5
$34 669, L4
$30 696, U.
$26 533, 1.2
$26 533, L.2
326 533, L.2
$82 308,Class 2
equivalent

One other car is available for use by office staff.
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MINISTERIAL OFFICES - EMPLOYEES
Government Motor Vehicle Allocations

129. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Minister for Community Development:
(1) What is the name, position and salary level of each person working in his

ministerial office as at 10 June 1993?
(2) How many and which of these have a Government motor vehicle allocated

for their use?
Mr NICHOLLS replied:
Name Position
L. Bonsor Principal Private Secretary
A. Thompson Project Officer
H. Ryan Media Secretary
D. Drew Executive Officer
S. Boylen Project Officer
A. Haddon-Casey Project Officer
P. Lamb - Liaison Officer
C. Kemipin Appointments Secretary
D. Chalmers Correspondence Officer
B. Witon Personal Assistant
G. Bacich Officer

Salary/Level Vehicle
$52 721-56 567, L7 Yes
$52 721-56 567, L7
$50 059, L6 Yes
$38 660-42 815, L5
$38 660-42 815, L5
$38 660-42 815, L5
$36 688,LIA
$30 696-33 399, L3
$26 533-29 573, L2
$26 533-29 573, L2
$14 238-25 616, LI

plus one other vehicle for office use.
MINISTERIAL OFFICES - EMPLOYEES

Government Motor Vehicle Allocations
130. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Minister for Labour Relations:

(1) What is the name, position and salary level of each person workcing in his
ministerial office as at 10 June 1993?

(2) How many and which of these have a Government motor vehicle allocated
for their use?

Mr KIERATH replied:
(1)-(2)

Public Servants
Principal Private Secretary L8 plus car
Executive Officer L5
Personal Secretary L3
Correspondence Officer L2
Personal Assistant L2
Officer -three Li
Term of Government
Chief Policy Adviser 51 plus allow
Media Secretary L6 plus car
Liaison Officer L3
Research Assistant L2 - part time
Officer LI - part time
Plus one office car.
Salary levels as per Public Service Commission determination.

ances

PORT KENNEDY - VERMIN-PROOF FENCE, CONSTRUCTION DATE
140. Mr McGINTY to the Minister for the Environment:

When does the Government intend to construct the vermin-proof fence
which it promised to build at Port Kennedy?

1685



Mr MINSON replied:
I understand a conmmitment was made, prior to the 1993 election, to
construct a vermin proof fence at Port Kennedy. This matter will be
considered further when the development of the conservation area is
progressed.

DUCK SHOOTING, RECREATIONAL - BAN
Reconsideration, Premier's Statement

147. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:
(I) Did the Premier state that he is reconsidering the ban on recreational duck

shooting?
(2) If so, what ame the Premier's reasons for this statement?
(3) Does the Premier intend to seek scientific and public advice on this matter

before taking any action?
(4) What scientific evidence does the Premier have to support his claim that

there has been an increase in duck numbers in Western Australia?
(5) Was an undertaking given by the former coalition spokesperson on the

Environment, Hon Phillip Pendal, that a coalition Government would not
reintroduce recreational duck shooting?

Mr COURT replied:
(1) No. I referred to the problems associated with an overpopulation of ducks

polluting waterways which may require farmers to cull the duck
population.

(2)-(4)
Not applicable.

(5) Our position on the ban on recreational duck shooting was clearly spelt
out in Parliament by the member for South Perth.

PORT KENNEDY DEVELOPMENT - MINISTERIAL CONDITIONS AND
ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS

152. Mr McGINTY to the Minister for the Environment:
(1) Is the Minister aware of the 21 ministerial conditions and 23

environmental commitments by the proponents of the Port Kennedy
tourist development?

(2) What action has been taken with regard to the preliminary studies outlined
in conditions 2, 3, 4. 11, 12. 13, 14 and 15?

(3) Will the Minister ensure that no construction occurs at Port Kennedy until
all of those conditions have been met?

(4) Has the Port Kennedy Management Board been established in accordance
with the Port Kennedy Development Agreement Act 1992?

(5) If so, who are the members?
(6) Are the proponents intending to sell the project?
(7) If so, will the Minister advise the Parliament of the arrangements in

accordance with section 21 of the Pant Kennedy Development Agreement
Act 1992?

(8) Did the coalition promise to establish a scientific park at Port Kennedy?

(9) If so, when will this be done?
(10) Did the coalition promise to build a vennin-proof fence at Port Kennedy?
(11) If so, when will this be done?
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Mr MINSON replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) 1 understand thar some of the preliminary studies outlined in conditions Z,

3, 4, It, 12, 13, 14 and 15 have been initiated.
(3) The construction will be done in stages as conditions are met with the

marine development part last.
(4)-(5)

The Port Kennedy management board has not yet been established.
(6)-(7)

I am not aware of such an intention.
(8) Yes.
(9) This has not yet been considered.

(I0)-(11)
Yes. I understand some commitment was made in this regard prior to the
1993 election. The matter will be considered along with the issues related
to the development of the conservation area.

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE - CENTRECARE FUNDING
159. Mr RIPPER to the Minister for Community Development:

(1) On a full year basis, what level of funding has Centrecare been receiving
for its domestic violence counselling services in Perth and Kalgoorlie?

(2) What funds will Centrecare receive for these services in 1993-94?
Mr NICHOLLS replied:
(1) $37 560 for six months to June 1993.
(2) Funding programs for domestic violence initiatives administered by the

former Office of the Family ame currently under review-

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT. DEPARTMENT FOR - SOCIAL
ADVANTAGE GRANTS

Community Groups, Applications
163. Mr RIPPER to the Minister for Community Development:

(1) Can community groups still apply for Social Advantage grants through the
Department for Community Development?

(2) If so, how many such grants were approved for payment in -
(a) April 1993;
(b) May 1993?

(3) What was the total value of Social Advantage grants approved in -
(a) April 1993;
(b) May 1993?

Mr NICHOLLS replied:
(1) No.
(2) (a) Four.

(b) One.
(3) (a) $15000.

(b) $1000.
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT, DEPARTMENT FOR - YOUTH POLICY UNIT
PROPOSAL

Minister's Rejection
164. Mr RIPPER to the Minister for Community Development:

(1) Has the Minister rejected a proposal to establish or maintain a youth
policy unit within the Department for Community Development?

(2) If so, what unit or agency within Government is responsible for
coorinating youth policy across Government?

Mr NICHOLLS replied:

No proposal has been rejected. The youth policy unit is part of the overall
restructure of the department. The youth advisory council which
previously provided the Minister with input was suspended by the
Lawrence Government in February 1992, will also be included in the
assessment of the policy functions of the department.

REPORT OF THE INDEPENDENT COMMISSION TO REVIEW PUBLIC
SECTOR FINANCES - COMMITTEES, GOVERNMENT WORKERS OR

CONSULTANCIES, EMPLOYMENT
Building Management A uthority; Strate Services Department

172, Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Works; Services:
(1) What committees, individual Government officers or consultancies have

been directly involved in working for the MeCarrey commission of audit
in so far as it covens the operations of the Building Management Authority
and the Department of State Services?

(2) What tasks, guidelines or terms of reference were given to direct this work
in each case?

(3) What were the fees or cost involved for each of these?
Mr KIERATHl replied:

(1 I am advised that no committees or officers of the Building Management
Authority or the Department of State Services have been directly involved
in working for the Independent Commission to Review Public Sector
Finances. However, information briefings and papers have been provided
to the commission on request.

(2)-(3)
Not applicable.

HOSPITALS - BUNBURY REGIONAL
Waiting Lists; Staffing Levels; Budget; Expenditure

208. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
(1) Are there waiting lists for any types of operation or medical procedures at

the Bunbury Regional Hospital?
(2) If so, what are the categories and what are the numbers on waiting lists

and waiting times for each category, and if there is a difference between
public and private patients what are those differences?

(3) What were the staffing levels of the Bunbury Regional Hospital in each
category of staff as at 1 February 1993?

(4) What were the equivalent numbers as at 1 June 1993?
(5) What level of staff does the Minister expect after the proposed takeover of

management by the St John of God Hospital?
(6) What was the budget for the regional hospital for the years 1982 to 1993?
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(7) What was the actual expenditure in each of those years, being an estimate
in the case of 1993?

(8) Did the Bunbury Regional Hospital seek an excess in any of the above
years and, if so, how much was requested and how much was approved?

(9) Does the Minister expect to bid for an increased budget for 1993-94 and,
if so, by how much?

(10) Of the increased amounts to be paid to Western Australia under the
modified Medicare Agreement, how much of this increase. in percentage
and actual amounts, will go to Bunbury Regional Hospital?

Mr MINSON replied:
The Minister for Health has provided the following reply-

Bunbury Regional Hospital does not hold waiting lists for surgical
and other procedures. These are held by the private medical
practitioners.

(3) The avenage staffing levels for the seven months to 31 January
1993 were -

Division FrEs
Nursing 173.56
Administration 25.21
Medical Support 18.33
Hotel Services 85.71
Maintenance 13.57
Medical 5.50

(4) The average staffing levels for the I11 months to 31 May 1993
were -
#B
Division FTrEs
Nursing 172.28
Administration 25.67
Medical Support 19.45
Hotel Services 87.37
Maintenance 13.59
Medical 5.50

(5) Yet to be determined.
(6) Information for the years 1987 to 1993 is presented below. The

previous records are not readily available.
Budget (section 42) Budget (Final Years)
1986-87 $8830780 1986-87 $8905250
1987-88 $9560730 1987-88 $9560730
1988-89 $11 256940 1988-89 $11253800
1989-90 $12450300 1989-90 $13016800
1990-91 $13442100 1990-91 $13559800
1991-92 $12757400 1991-92 $13628757
1992-93 $13931 100 1992-93 $14539700

(7) Actual Expenditure
1986-87 $8920876
1987-88 $9817708
1988-89 $11624300
1989-90 $13273794
1990-91 $13726672
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1991-92 $13710927
1992-93 $14508247

(8) The hospital's initial annual budget - section 42 - has been
augmented to allow for additional costs arising from -

(a) Cost of award variations;
(b) additional capital commitments, and
(c) variations to revenue estimates arising from changes to the

daily bed fee.
(9) The south west health region has prepared a business plan for

proposed activity in the 1993-94 financial year which will be used
to determine the level of the 1993-94 budget.

(10) The amount received by the State through the hospital funding
grant - determined through the Medicare Agreement - is credited to
the consolidated revenue fund and forms part of the total State
funding for the Stare's expenditure programs. An attribution of the
hospital funding grant against each hospital is not made.

HOSPITALS - COLLIE
Waiting Lists; Staffing Levels; Budget; Rrpendirure

209. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
(1) Are there waiting lists for any types of operation or medical procedures at

the Collie Hospital?
(2) If so, what are the categories and what are the numbers on waiting lists

and waiting times for each category, and if there is a difference between
public and private patients what are those differences?

(3) What were the staffing levels of the Collie Hospital in each category of
staff as at I February 1993?

(4) What were the equivalent numbers as at I June 1993?
(5) What was the budget for the hospital for the years 1982 to 1993?
(6) What was the actual expenditure in each of those years, being an estimate

in the case of 1993?
(7) Did the Collie Hospital seek an excess in any of the above years and, if so,

how much was requested and how much was approved?
(8) Does the Minister expect to bid for an increased budget for 1993-94 and,

if so, by how much?
(9) Of the increased amounts to be paid to Western Australia under the

modified Medicare Agreement, how much of this increase, in percentage
and actual amounts, will go to the Collie Hospital?

Mr MINSON replied:
The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -

(1) Nil.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) The avenage staffing levels for the seven months to 31 January

1993 were -

#A
Division FI'Es
Nursing 58.48
Administration 10.94
Medical Support 7.60
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Hotel Services 40.28
Maintenance 5.23
Medical

(4) The avenage staffing levels for the I11 months to 31 May 1993
were -

Division FTEs
Nursing 59.17
Medical Support 7.85
Administration 10.75
Hotel Services 40.73
Maintenance 5.15
Medical

(5) Information for the years 1987 to 1993 is presented below. The
previous records are not readily available.
Budget (section 42) Budget (Final Years)
1987-88 $3 173 400 1987-88 $3 173 400
1988-89 $3 543 100 1988-89 $3 852 700
1989-90 $4234800 1989-90 $4278000
1990-91 $4494600 1990-91 $4676400
1991-92 $4377300 1991-92 $4581700
1992-93 $4 658 400 1992-93 $4 684 500

(6) Actual Expenditure
1987-88 $3244000
1988-89 $3844500
1989-90 $4 375 900
1990-91 $4 802 300
1991-92 $4600400
1992-93 $4683288

(7) The hospital's initial annual budget - section 42 - has been
augmented to allow for additional costs arising from -

(a) Cost of award variations;
(b) additional capital commitments, and
(c) variations to revenue estimates arising from changes to the

daily bed fee.
(8) The south west health region has prepared a business plan for

proposed activity in the 1993-94 financial year which will be used
to determine the level of the 1993-94 budget.

(9) The amount received by the State through the hospital funding
grant - determined through the Medicare Agreement - is credited to
the consolidated revenue fund and forms part of the total State
funding for the State's expenditure programs. An attribution of the
hospital funding grant against each hospital is not made.

HOSPITALS - MANDURAH REGIONAL
Waiting Lists; Staffing Levels; Budget; Expenditure

210. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
(1) Are there waiting lists for any types of operation or medical procedures at

the Mandurab Regional Hospital?
(2) If so, what are the categories and what are the numbers on waiting lists

and waiting times for each category, and if there is a difference between
public and private patients what are those differences?
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(3) What were the staffing levels of the Mandurah hospital in each category of
staff as at 1 February 1993?

(4) What were the equivalent numbers as at 1 June 1993?
(5) What was the budget for the regional hospital for the years 1982 to 1993?
(6) What was the actual expenditure in each of those year, being an estimate

in the case of 1993?
(7) Did the Mandurali hospital seek an excess in any of the above years and, if

so, how much was requested and how much was approved?
(8) Does the Minister expect to bid for an increased budget for 1993-94 and,

if so, by how much?
(9) Of the increased amounts to be paid to Western Australia under the

modified Medicare Agreement, how much of this increase, in percentage
and actual amounts, will go to Mandurah hospital?

Mr MINSON replied:
The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -

(1) Yes.
(2) Laparoscopic Cholecystecromy - 24 patients who wait three

months. There is no differentiation between public and private
patients.

(3) The average staffing levels for the seven months to 31 January
1993 were -

Division FTEs
Nursing 24.93
Administration 7.30
Medical Support 3.30
Hotel Services 14.88
Maintenance 1.50
Medical

(4) The average staffing levels for the I11 months to 31 May 1993
were -

Division FTEs
Nursing 25.48
Administration 7.52
Medical Support 3.11
Hotel Services 15.38
Maintenance 1.56
Medical

(5) Information for the years 1987 to 1993 is presented below. The
previous records are not readily available.
Budget (section 42) Budget (Final Years)
1986-87 N/A 1986-87 N/A
1987-88 N/A 1987-88 N/A
1988-89 $1 438 600 1988-89 $1 244 400
1989-90 $2 850 500 1989-90 $2 596 800
1990-91 $2621600 1990-91 $2605600
1991-92 $2484800 1991-92 $2670800
1992-93 $2 832 500 1992-93 $2 785 700

(6) Actual Expenditure
1986-87 N/A
1987-88 N/A
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1988-89 $1 233 893
1989-90 $2 679 691
1990-91 $2604297
1991-92 $2670351
1992-93 $2 785 700

(7) The hospital's initial annual budget - section 42 - has been
augmented to allow for additional costs arising from -

(a) Cost of award variations;
(b) additional capital commitments, and
(c) variations to revenue estimates arising from changes to the

daily bed fee.
(8) The south west health region has prepared a business plan for

proposed activity in the 1993-94 financial year which will be used
to determine the level of the 1993-94 budget.

(9) The amount received by the State through the hospital funding
grant - determined through the Medicare Agreement - is credited to
the consolidated revenue fund and forms part of the total State
funding for the State's expenditure programs. An attribution of the
hospital funding grant against each hospital is not made.

HOSPITALS - PIN] ARRA
Waiting Lists; Staffing Levels; Budget; Expenditure

211. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
(1) Are there waiting lists for any types of operation or medical procedures at

the Pinjarra hospital?
(2) If so. what are the categories and what are the numbers on waiting lists

and waiting times for each category, and if there is a difference between
public and private patients what are those differences?

(3) What were the staffing levels of the Pinjarra hospital in each category of
staff as at 1 February 1993?

(4) What were the eq ui valent n um bers as at I Ju ne 1993?
(5) What was the budget for the hospital for the years 1982 to 1993?
(6) What was the actual expenditure in each of those years, being an estimate

in the case of 1993?
(7) Did the Pinjarra hospital seek an excess in any of the above years and, if

so, how much was requested and how much was approved?
(8) Does the Minister expect to bid for an increased budget for 1993-94 and,

if so, by how much?
(9) Of the increased amounts to be paid to Western Australia under the

modified Medicare Agreement, how much of this increase, in percentage
and actual amounts, will go to the Pinjara. hospital?

Mr MINSON replied:
The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -

(1) Yes.
(2) Ophthalmology - Cataract Extractions 26 patients who wait six

months.
Ophthalmology - Minor Procedures Eight patients who wait

six months.
Orthopaedic - Orthoscopic 20 patients who wait four

months.
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Orthopaedic - Minor Procedures 24 patients who wait four
months.

There is no differentiation between public and private patients
(3) The average staffing levels for the seven months to 31 January

1993 were -

Division Frts
Nursing 72.95
Administration 11.02
Medical Support 5.64
Hotel Services 42.85
Maintenance 8.11
Medical

(4) The avenage staffing levels for the 11I months to 31 May 1993
were -

Division FiTs
Nursing 71.72
Administration 11.15
Medical Support 6.01
Hotel Services 41.79
Maintenance 7.54
Medical

(5) Information for the years 1987 to 1993 is presented below. The
previous records are not readily available.
Budget (section 42) Budget (Final Years)
1986-87 $3 982 180 1986-87 $3 977 950
1987-88 $4320000 1987-88 $4 388000
1988-89 $5 041 700 1988-89 $5 066 000
1989-90 $6 359 500 1989-90 $5 652 100
1990-91 $5 827 700 1990-9 1 $5 787 000
1991-92 $5709300 1991-92 $5823600
1992-93 $6 050 300 1992-93 $5 840 600

(6) Actual Expenditure
1986-87 $3 974 349
1987-88 $4396124
1988-89 $5710683
1989-90 $5 666 100
1990-91 $5 831 938
1991-92 $5 831 884
1992-93 $5831 160

(7) The hospital's initial annual budget - section 42 - has been
augmented to allow for additional costs arising from -

(a) Cost of award variations;
(b) additional capital commitments, and
(c) variations to revenue estimates arising from changes to the

daily bed fee.
(8) The south west health region has prepared a business plan for

proposed activity in the 1993-94 financial year which will be used
to determine the level of the 1993-94 budget.

(9) The amount received by the State through the hospital funding
grant - determined through the Medicare Agreement - is credted to
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the consolidated revenue fund and forms part of the total State
funding for the State's expenditure programs. An attribution of die
hospital funding grant against each hospital is not made.

HOSPITALS - YARLOOP
Waiting Lists; Staffing Levels; Budget; Espenditure

212. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
(1) Are there waiting lists for any types of operation or medical procedures at

the Yarloop hospital?
(2) If so, what are the categories and what are the numbers on waiting lists

and waiting times for each category, and if there is a difference between
public and private patients what are those differences?

(3) What wer the staffing levels of the Yarloop hospital in each category of
staff as at 1 February 1993?

(4) What were the equivalent numbers as at 1 June 1993?
(5) What was the budget for the hospital for the years 1982 to 1993?
(6) What was the actual expenditure in each of those years, being an estimate

in the case of 1993?
(7) Did the Yarloop hospital seek an excess in any of the above years and, if

so, how much was requested and how much was approved?
(8) Does the Minister expect to bid for an increased budget for 1993-94 and,

if so, by how much?
(9) Of the increased amounts to be paid to Wester Austr-alia under the

modified Medicare Agreement, bow much of this increase, in perentage
and actual amounts, will go to the Yarloop hospital?

Mr MINSON replied:
The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -

(1) Nil.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) The average staffing levels for the seven months to I January 1993

were -

Division FI~s
Nursing 13.89
Administration 1.03
Medical Support 0.16
Hotel Services 10.47
Maintenance
Medical

(4) The average staffing levels for die 11I mondis to 31 May 1993
were -

Division Fr~s
Nursing 13.55
Administration 1.02
Medical Support 0.16
Hotel Services 10.75
Maintenance
Medical

(5) Information for the years 1987 to 1993 is presented below. The
previous records are not readily available.
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Budget (section 42) Budget (Final Years)
1986-87 $571 900 1986-87 $571 900
1987-88 3650 300 1987-88 $650 300
1988-89 $687 800 1988-89 $773 500
1989-90 $887 400 1989-90 $887 400
1990-91 $829000 1990-91 $822400
1991-92 $820100 1991-92 $840700
1992-93 $854 100 1992-93 $874 500

(6) Actual Expenditure
19W687 $571 900
t988-89 $773 500
1990-91 $822 367
1991-92 $840860

(7) The hospital's initial annual budget - section 42 -has been
augmented to allow for additional costs arising from -

(a) Cost of award variations;
(b) additional capital commitments, and
(c) variations to revenue estimates arising from changes to the

daily bed fee.
(8) The south west health region has prepared a business plan for

proposed activity in the 1993-94 financial year which will be used
to determine the level of the 1993-94 budget.

(9) The amount received by the State through the hospital funding
grant - determined through the Medicare Agreement - is credited to
the consolidated revenue fund and forms part of the total State
funding for the State's expenditure programs. An attribution of the
hospital funding grant against each hospital is not made.

HOSPITALS - HARVEY
Waiting Lis; Staffing Levels; Budge:; Expenditure

213. MrD.L. SMIll- to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
(1) Are there waiting lists for any types of operation or medical procedures at

the Harvey Hospital?
(2) If so, what are the categories and what are the numbers on waiting lists

and waiting times for each category, and if there is a difference between
public and private patients what are those differences?

(3) What were the staffing levels of the Harvey Hospital in each category of
staff as at 1 February 1993?

(4) What were the equivalent numbers as at 1 June 1993?
(5) What was the budget for the hospital for the years 1982 to 1993?
(6) What was the actual expenditure in each of those years, being an estimate

in the case of 1993?
(7) Did the Harvey Hospital seek an excess in any of the above years and, if

so, how much was requested and how much was approved?
(8) Does the Minister expect to bid for an increased budget for 1993-94 and,

if so, b~y how much?
(9) Of the increased amounts to be paid to Western Australia under the

modified Medicare Agreement, how much of this increase, in percentage
and actual amounts, will go to Harvey Hospital?
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Mr MINSON replied:
The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -

(1) Nil.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) The avenage staffing levels for the seven months to 31 January

1993 were -

Division FTEs
Nursing 22.55
Administration 4.45
Medical Support 1.64
Hotel Services 13.95
Maintenance 0.99
Medical

(4) The average staffing levels for the I11 months to 31 May 1993
were -
#B
Division FETEs
Nursing 22.55
Administration 4.38
Medical Suppont 1.67
Hotel Services 14.46
Maintenance 0.99
Medical

(5) Information for the years 1987 to 1993 is presented below. The
previous records are not readily available.
Budget (section 42) Budget (Final Years)
1986-87 $1 076 100 1986-87 $1 076 100
1987-88 $1 339400 1987-88 $1 339400
1988-89 $1466800 1988-89 $1466800
1989-90 $1731700 1989-90 $1730200
1990-91 $1646200 1990-91 $1714600
1991-92 $1 619 100 1991-92 $1 681 000
1992-93 $1 738 000 1992-93 $1 671 400

(6) Actual Expenditure
1986-87 $1094789
1987-88 $1324000
1988-89 $1 466 800
1989-90 $1 729 879
1990-91 $1714865
1991-92 $1681007
1992-93 $1 683062

(7) The hospital's initial annual budget - section 42 - has been
augmented to allow for additional costs arising from -

(a) Cost of award variations;
(b) additional capital commitments; and
(c) variations to revenue estimates arising from changes to the

daily bed fee.
(8) The south west health region has prepared a business plan for

proposed activity in the 1993-94 financial year which will be used
to determine the level of the 1993-94 budget.
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(9) The amount received by the State through the hospital funding
grant - determined through the Medicare Agreement - is credited to
the consolidated revenue fund and forms part of the tocal State
funding for the Stare's expenditure programs. An attribution of the
hospital funding grant against each hospital is not made.

HOSPITALS - NANNUP
Waiting Lists; Staffing Levels; Budge:; Expenditure

214. Mr [XL. SMITH to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
(1) Are there waiting lists for any types of operation or medical pro cedures at

the Nannup Hospital?
(2) If so, what are the categories and what are the numbers on waiting lists

and waiting times for each category, and if there is a difference between
public and private patients what are those differences?

(3) What were the staffing levels of the Nannup Hospital in each category of
staff as at 1 February 1993?

(4) What were the equivalent numbers as at 1 June 1993?
(5) What was the budget for the hospital for the years 1982 to 1993?
(6) What was the actual expenditure in each of chose years, being an estimate

in the case of 1993?
(7) Did the Nannup Hospital seek an excess in any of the above years and, if

so, how much was requested and how much was approved?
(8) Does the Minister expect to bid for an increased budget for 1993-94 and,

if so, by how much?
(9) Of the increased amounts to be paid to Western Australia under the

modified Medicare Agreement, how much of this increase, in percentage
and actual amounts, will go to the Nannup Hospital?

Mr MINSON replied:
The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -

(1) Nil.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) The avenage staffing levels for the seven mnonths to 31 January

1993 were -

Division Fr~s
Nursing 13.13
Administration .1.12
Medical Support 8.814
Hotel Services 88
Maintenance
Medical

(4) The average staffing levels for the 11I months to 31 May 1993
were -

Division FTEs
Nursing 13.22
Administration 1.12
Medical Support 0.17
Hotel Services 8.83
Maintenance
Medical
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(5) Information for the years 1987 to 1993 is presented below. The
previous records are not readily available. .
Budget (section 42) Budget (Final Years)
1986-87 $521 190 1986-87 $503000
1987-88 $628200 1987-88 $624000
1988-89 $696 700 1988-89 $689 900
1989-90 $817700 1989-90 $745000
1990-91 $750600 1990-91 $771700
1991-92 $763800 1991-92 $758200
1992-93 $731 400 1992-93 $731 400

(6) Actual Expenditure
1986-87 $503000
1987-88 $624000
1988-89 $664356
1989-90 $776742
1990-91 $728 347
1991-92 $765013
1992-93 $789 500

(7) The hospital's initial annual budget - section 42 - has been
augmented to allow for additional costs arising from -

(a) Cost of award variations;
(b) additional capital commitments; and
(c) variations to revenue estimates arising from changes to the

daily bed fee.
(8) The south west health region has prepared a business plan for

proposed activity in the 1993-94 financial year which will be used
to determine the level of the 1993-94 budget.

(9) The amount received by the State through the hospital funding
grant - determined through the Medicare Agreement - is credited to
the consolidated revenue fund and forms part of the total State
funding for the State's expenditure programs. An attribution of the
hospital funding grant against each hospital is not made.

HOSPITALS - BUSSELTON
Waiting Lisas; Staffing Levels; Budget; Expenditure

215. Mr D.L- SMITH to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
(1) Are there waiting lists for any types of operation or medical procedures at

the Busselton Hospital?
(2) If so, what are the categories and what are the numbers on waiting lists

and waiting times for each category, and if there is a difference between
public and private patients what are those differences?

(3) What were the staffing levels of the Busseltan Hospital in each category
of staff as at 1 February 1993?

(4) What were the equivalent numbers as at 1 June 1993?
(5) What was the budget for the hospital for the years 1982 to 1993?
(6) What was the actual expenditure in each of those years, being an estimate

in the case of 1993?
(7) Did the Busselton Hospital seek an excess in any of the above years and, if

so, how much was requested and how much was approved?
(8) Does the Minister expect to bid for an increased budget for 1993-94 and,

if so, by how much?

12532-7
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Division
Nursing
Administration
Medical Support
Hotel Services
Maintenance
Medical

FrEs
60-11
11.40

3.66
31.80

6.90

(4) The average staffing levels for the 11I months to 31 May 1993
were -

Division FTEs
Nursing 69.94
Administration 11.82
Medical Support 3.65
Hotel Services 31.97
Maintenance 6.78
Medical

(5) Information for the years 1987 to 1993 is presented below.
previous records are not readily available.

The

Budget (section 42)
1986-87 $2 777 390
1987-88 $3086600
1988-89 $3 139000
1989-90 $3739000
1990-91 $3 938 100
1991-92 $3914800
1992-93 $4396000

Budget (Final Years)
1986-87 $2 777 400
1987-88 $2989100
1988-89 $3409500
1989-90 $3 885 300
1990-91 $4358600
1991-92 $4470700
1992-93 $4564700

(6) Actual Expenditure
1986-87 $2836405
1987-88 $3080748
1988-89 $3409549
1989-90 $3979099
1990-91 $4393691
1991-92 $4462038
1992-93 $4554498

(7) The hospital's initial annual budget - section 42 - has been
augmented to allow for additional costs arising from -

(a) Cost of award variations;
(b) additional capital commitments; and

[ASSEMBLY]

(9) Of the increased amounts to be paid to Western Australia under the
modified Medicare Agreement, how much of this increase, in percentage
and actual amounts, will go to the Busselcon Hospital?

Mr MINSON replied:
The Minister for Health has provided the following reply-
(1) Yes.
(2) Ophthalmology 43 Lens Operations.

Plastics 41 Patients.
There is no differentiation between public and private patients.

(3) The average staffing levels for the seven months to 31 January
1993 were -
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(c) variations to revenue estimates arising from changes to die
daily bed fee.

(8) The south west health region has prepared a business plan for
proposed activity in the 1993-94 financial year which will be used
to determine the level of the 1993-94 budget.

(9) The amount received by the State through dhe hospital funding
grant - determined through the Medicare Agreement - is credited to
the consolidated revenue fund and forms pant of the total State
funding for the State's expenditure programs. An attribution of the
hospital funding grant against each hospital is not made.

HOSPITALS - AUGUSTA
Waiting Lists; Staffing Levels; Budget; Expenditure

216. Mr D. SMITH to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
(1) Are there waiting lists for any types of operation or medical procedures at

the Augusta Hospital?
(2) If so, what are the categories and what are die numbers on waiting lists

and waiting times for each category, and if there is a difference between
public and private patients what are those differences?

(3) What were the staffing levels of the Augusta Hospital in each category of
staff as at 1 February 1993?

(4) What were the equivalent numbers as at 1 June 1993?
(5) What was the budget far the hospital for the years 1982 to 1993?
(6) What was the actual expenditure in each of those years, being an estimate

in the case of 1993?
(7) Did the Augusta Hospital seek an excess in any of the above years and, if

so. how much was requested and how much was approved?
(8) Does the Minister expect to bid for an increased budget for 1993-94 and,

if so, by how much?
(9) Of the increased amounts to be paid to Western Australia under the

modified Medicare Agreement, how much of this increase, in percentage
and actual amounts, will go to the Augusta Hospital?

Mr MJNSON replied:
The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -

(1) Nil.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) The average staffing levels for the seven months to 31 January

1993 were -

Division FTEs
Nursing 13.03
Administration 1.18
Medical Support 0.21
Hotel Services 9.74
Maintenance
Medical

(4) The average staffing levels for the I11 months to 31 May 1993
were -

Division Frts
Nursing 13.54
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Administration 1.12
Medical Support 0.21
Hotel Services 9.53
Maintenance
Medical

(5) Information for the years 1987 to 1993 is presented below. The
previous records are not readily available.
Budget (section 42) Budget (Final Years)
1986-87 $614340 1986-87 $614300
1987-88 $854 400 1987-88 $853 800
1988-89 $853 700 1988-89 $921 600
1989-90 $956 100 1989-90 $1 026 500
1990-91 $966900 1990-91 $878500
1991-92 $852 500 1991-92 $843 800
1992-93 $885000 1992-93 $824200

(6) Actual Expenditure
1986-87 $564616
1987-88 $768 562
1988-89 $788 283
1989-90 $906 403
1990-91 $859683
1991-92 $814 178
1992-93 $817057

(7) The hospital's initial annual budget - section 42 - has been
augmented to allow for additional costs arising from -

(a) Cost of award variations;
(b) additional capital commitments; and
(c) variations to revenue estimates arising from changes to the

daily bed fee.
(8) The south west health region has prepared a business plan for

proposed activity in the 1993-94 financial year which will be used
to determine the level of the 1993-94 budget.

(9) The amount received by the State through the hospital funding
grant - determined through the Medicare Agreement - is credited to
the consolidated revenue fund and forms part of the total State
funding for the State's expenditure programs. An attribution of the
hospital funding grant against each hospital is not made.

HOSPITALS - BRIDGETOWN
Waiting Lsts; Staffing Levels; Budge: Expenditure

217. Mr JYL. SMITH- to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
(1) Are there waiting lists for any types of operation or medical procedures at

the Bridgetown hospital?
(2) If so, what are the categories and what are the numbers on waiting lists

and waiting times for each category, and if there is a difference between
public and private patients what are those differences?

(3) What were the staffing levels of the Bridgetown hospital in each category
of staff as at I February 1993?

(4) What were the equivalent numbers as at I June 1993?
(5) What was the budget for the Hospital for the years 1982 to 1993?
(6) What was the actual expenditure in each of those years, being an estimate

in the case of 1993?
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(7) Did the Bridgetown hospital seek an excess in any of the above years and
if so how much was requested and how much was approved?

(8) Does the Minister expect to bid for an increased budget for 1993-94 and,
if so, by how much?

(9) Of the increased amounts to be paid to Western Australia under the
modified Medicare Agreement, how much of this increase, in percentage
and actual amounts1 will go to the Bridgetown hospital?

Mr MINSON replied:
The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -

(1) Nil.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) The avenage staffing levels for the seven months

1993 wr

Division
Nursing
Administration
Medical Support
Hotel Services
Maintenance
Medical

(4) The average staffing levels for
were -
#B
Division
Nursing
Administration
Medical Support
Hotel Services
Maintenance
Medical

to 31 January

Frts
22.58

3.84
0.53

19.02
3.86

the 11I months to 31 May 1993

Frts
22.93

4.48
0.53

18-67
3.81

(5) Information for the years 1987 to 1993 is presented below. The
previous records are not readily available.
Budget (section 42)
1986-87 $1 307 565
1987-88 $1 501 400
1988-89 $1 666600
1989-90 $1904300
1990-91 $2022500
1991-92 $1906100
1992-93 52049 100

(6) Actual Expenditure
1986-87 $1 294590
1987-88 51529400
1988-89 $1 759 242
1989-90 $1989996
1990-91 $2062928
1991-92 $2078409
1992-93 $1 936 734

Budget (Final Years)
1986-87 $1 294 590
1987-88 $1 529 400
1988-89 $1 771 100
1989-90 $1 976 100
1990-91 $1911500
1991-92 $2098500
1992-93 $2049100

(7) The hospital's initial annual budget - section 42 - has been
augmented to allow for additional costs arising from -
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(a) Cost of award variations;
(b) additional capital commitments; and
(c) variations to revenue estimates arising from changes to the

daily bed fee.
(8) The south west health region has prepared a business plan for

proposed activity in the 1993-94 financial year which will be used
to determine the level of the 1993-94 budget.

(9) The amount received by the State through the hospital funding
grant - determined through the Medicare Agreement - is credited to
the consolidated revenue fund and forms pant of the total State
funding for the Stare's expenditure programs. An attribution of the
hospital funding grant against each hospital is not made.

HOSPITALS - MANJIMUP
Waiting Lists; Staffing Levels; Budget; Expenditure

218. Mr D.L. SMITH- to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
(1) Are there waiting lists for any types of operation or medical procedures at

the Manjiniup hospital?
(2) If so, what are the categories and what are the numbers on waiting lists

and waiting times for each category, and if there is a difference between
public and pri~ate patients what are those differences?

(3) What were the staffing levels af the Manjimup hospital in each category
of staff as at 1 February 1993?

(4) What were the equivalent numbers as at 1 June 1993?
(5) What was the budget for the hospital for the years 1982 to 1993?
(6) What was the actual expenditure in each of those years, being an estimate

in the case of 1993?
(7) Did the Manjimup hospital seek an excess in any of the above years and if

so how much was requested and how much was approved?
(8) Does the Minister expect to bid for an increased budget for 1993-94 and,

if so, by how much?
(9) Of the increased amounts to be paid to Western Australia under the

modified Medicare Agreement, how much of this increase, in percentage
and actual amounts, will go to the Manjimup hospital?

Mr MINSON replied:
The Minister for Health has provided the following reply-
(1) Nil.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) The avenage staffing levels for the seven months to 31 January

1993 were -

Division FTEs
Nursing 52.90
Administration 10.55
Medical Support 7.01
Hotel Services 32.17
Maintenance 3.99
Medical

(4) The average staffing levels for the I I months to 31 May 1993
were -
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Division FTEs
Nursing 52.28
Administration 11.01
Medical Support 7.61
Hotel Services 32.12
Maintenance 4.46
Medical

(5) Information for the years 1987 to 1993 is presented below. The
previous records are not readily available.
Budget (section 42) Budget (Final Years)
1987-88 $3475600 1987-88 $3403000
1988-89 $3 605 900 1988-89 $3 637 200
1989-90 $3 951 400 1989-90 $4 087 500
1990-91 $4288300 1990-91 $4220000
1991-92 $3679665 1991-92 $3927800
1992-93 $4016200 1992-93 $4016200

(6) Actual Expenditure
1987-88 $3434527
1988-89 $3548516
1989-90 $4088515
1990-91 $4117347
1991-92 $4027602
1992-93 $3953938

(7) The hospital's initial annual budget - section 42 - has been
augmented to allow for additional costs arising from -

(a) Cost of award variations;
(b) additional capital commitments; and
(c) variations to revenue estimates arising fmom changes to the

daily bed fee.
(8) The south west health region has prepared a business plan for

proposed activity in the 1993-94 financial year which will be used
to determine the level of the 1993-94 budget.

(9) The amount received by the State through the hospital funding
grant - determined through the Medicare Agreement - is credited to
the consolidated revenue fund and forms part of the total State
funding for the State's expenditure programs. An attribution of the
hospital funding grant against each hospital is not made.

HOSPITALS - BOYUP BROOK
Waiting Lists; Staffing Levels; Budget; Expenditure

219. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
(1) Are there waiting lists for any types of operation or medical procedures at

the Boyup Brook hospital?
(2) If so, what are the categories and what are the numbers on waiting lists

and waiting times for each category, and if there is a difference between
public and private patients what are those differences?

(3) What were the staffing levels of the Boyup Brook hospital in each
category of staff as at 1 February 1993?

(4) What were the equivalent numbers as at 1 June 1993?
(5) What was the budget for the hospital for the years 1982 to 1993?
(6) What was the actual expenditure in each of those years, being an estimate

in the case of 1993?
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(7) Did the Boyup Brook hospital seek an excess in any of the above years
and, if so, how much was requested and how much was approved?

(8) Does the Minister expect to bid for an increased budget for 1993-94 and,
if so, by how much?

(9) Of the increased amounts to be paid to Western Australia under the
modified Medicare Agreement, how much of this increase, in percentage
and actual amounts, will go to the Boyup Brook hospital?

Mr MINSON replied:
The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -
(1) Nil.

(2) Not applicable.
(3) The average staffing

1993 were -

Division
Nursing
Administration
Medical Support
Hotel Services
Maintenance
Medical

(4) The average staffing levels for
were -

Division
Nursing
Administration
Medical Support
Hotel Services
Maintenance
Medical

levels for the seven months to 31 January

FrEs
11.80

1.64
0.09
8.62

the 11 months to 31 May 1993

FrEs
11.96

1.97
0.09
8.55

(5) Informauion for the years 1987 to 1993 is presented below.
previous records are not readily available.
Budget (section
1986-87
1987-88
1988-89
1989-90
1990-91
1991-92
1992-93

42)
$551 200
$682 200
$671 900
$754 800
$751 100
$723 700
$727 100

Budget (Final Years)
1986-87 $538000
1987-88 $619000
1988-89 $654 100
1989-90 $753 800
1990-91 $773700
1991-92 $743900
1992-93 $727 100

(6) Actual Expenditure
1986-87 $547 671
1987-88 $613581
1988-89 $637 236
1989-90 $770 336
1990-91 $805 635
1991-92 $734 193
1992-93 $735 500

(7) The hospital's initial annual budget - section 42 - has been
augmented to allow for additional costs arising from -

(a) Cost of award variations;

The
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(b) additional capital commitments; and

(c) variations to revenue estimates arising from changes to the
daily bed fee.

(8) The south west health region has prepared a business plan for
proposed activity in the 1993-94 financial year which will be used
to determine the level of the 1993-94 budget.

(9) The amount received by the State through the hospital funding
grant - determined through the Medicare Agreement - is credited to
the consolidated revenue fund and forms part of the total State
funding for the State's expenditure programs. An attribution of the
hospital funding grant against each hospital is not made.

FAMILY CENTRES - PROGRAM, CURRENT STATUS
Funding; Building Program 1993-94; Australind Centre, Funding

224. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Minister for Community Development:

(1) What is the current status of the family centre program and in particular -

(a) will funding support for all operating centres continue at least at
current funding levels for 1993-94;

(b) will there be a building program for new centres in 1993-94;
(c) if so, what is the order of priority for establishing new centres in

1993-94?
(2) When does the Government expect to fund the promised centre for

Australind?
(3) Has a site for the Australind centre been identified?
(4) Who is the officer who is currently supervising the family centre building

program?
(5) Who is the officer who is presently responsible for recurrent funding and

support for family centres?
Ms NICHOLLS replied:
(1) The ministerial task force for full time preprimary education is currently

reviewing programs for four and five year old children. Until such time as
the outcome of the task force is known, no decision will be made about -
(a) future funding levels;

(b) the building program, and

(c) priorities.
(2) The Government has not promised any centre for Austraind.

(3) Not applicable.
(4) Manager, Building Programs.
(5) Manager, Administration is responsible for administering the funding.

SOUTH WEST DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY - PEEL DEVELOPMENT
COMMISSION

Departments and Agencies, Staff Numbers in Area Covered: Community Organisauions
Receiving Government Funding in Area Covered

225. Ms D.L. SMITH to thie Minister for Community Development:
(1) How many staff in each of the departments and agencies the Minister is

responsible for were located at each of the towns and cities located in the
area covered by the Peel Development Commission and the South West
Development Authority as at -
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(a) 1 February 1993;
(b) 1 June 1993?

(2) Will the Minister list all the community organisations which received
State Government financial support or funding from departments or
agencies under the Minister's supervision in the area covered by the South
West Development Authority and the Peel Development Commission in
1992-93 and specify -
(a) the amount of funding;
(b) the number of staff positions supported by that funding;
(c) whether that funding is -

(i) recurrent;
(ii) one off;
(iii) for a limited term and how long that term is;

(d) the location or area covered by the services provided by that
organisation;

(e) whether the Minister has decided or a department or agency has
recommended ceasing or reducing the amount of this support and,
if so, what agencies and amounts are involved?

The answer was tabled.
[See paper No 231 .]
SOUTH WEST DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY - PEEL DEVELOPMENT

COMMISSION
Departments and Agencies, Staff Numbers in Area Covered; Commnunity Organisations

Receiving Government Funding in Area Covered

233. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Attorney General:
(1) How many staff in each of the departments and agencies the Attorney

General is responsible for were located at each of the towns and cities
located in the area covered by the Peel Development Commission and the
South West Development Authority as at -

(a) 1 February 1993;
(b) 1 June 1993?

(2) Will the Attorney General list all the community organisations which
received State Government financial support or funding from departments
or agencies under the Attorney General's supervision in the area covered
by the South West Development Authority and the Peel Development
Commission in 1992-93 and specify -

(a) the amount of funding;
(b) the number of staff positions supported by that funding;
(c) whether that funding is -

(i) recurrent;
(ii) one off;,
(iii) for a limited term and how long that term is;

(d) the location Or area covered by the services provided by that
organisation;

(e) whether the Attorney General has decided or a department or
agency has recommended ceasing or reducing the amount of this
support and, if so, what agencies and amounts axe involved?

fASSEMBLY]1708



[Tuesday, 3 August 1993] 70

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) For the period 1 February 1993 to 1 June 1993, the only departments

within the responsibility of the Attorney General to employ staff in the
Peel Development Commission and the South West Development
Authority areas were those of Crown Law and Corrective Services. It
should be noted that the Youth Justice Bureau activities in the period
concerned were undertaken by Department for Community Development
staff.
Department of Corrective Services
The department operated the Bunbury Regional Prison and the office of
the Bunbury Community Corrections Cntre.
On I February 1993 and on I June 1993, the Bunbury Community
Corrections Centre employed a total of six staff.
On I February 1993 a total of 108 staff were employed at Bunbury
Regional Prison. This figure represents the prison's approved staffing
level. On 1 June 1993, 114 staff were employed at Bunbury Regional
Prison. This figure includes probationary prison officers and one
Commonwealth sponsored trainee.
Crown Law Department
Twenty-five staff were employed by the department in this area. These
figures did not change between 1 February 1993 and 1 June 1993.

(2) For the period I February 1993 to 1 June 1993, only the Youth Justice
Bureau provided funds to community organisations located in the cities
and towns situated in the area covered by the Peel Development
Commission and the South West Development Authority.

(a) $170 142.
(b) Three.
(c) Recurrent.
(d) Nannup - Lake Jasper.
(e) A general review of services offered by the Juvenile Justice

Division of the Ministry of Justice will examine alternative options
for the funding of all programs.

SOUTH WEST DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY - PEEL DEVELOPMENT
COMMISSION

Departments and Agencies, Staff Numbers in Area Covered; Community Organisauions
Receiving Government Funding in Area Covered

235. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Minister for Tourism:
(1) How many staff in each of the departments and agencies the Minister is

responsible for were located at each of the towns and cities located in the
area covered by the Peel Development Commission and the South West
Development Authority as at -
(a) 1 February 1993;
(b) 1 June 1993?

(2) Will the Minister list all the community organisations which received
State Government financial support or funding from departments or
agencies under the Minister's supervision in the area covered by the South
West Development Authority and the Peel Development Commission in
1992-93 and specify -

(a) the amount of funding;
(b) the number of staff positions supported by that funding;
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(c) whether that funding is -
(i) recurrent;
(ii) one off;,
(iii) for a limited term and how long that term is;

(d) the location or area covered by the services provided by that
organisation;

(e) whether the Minister has decided or a department or agency has
recommended ceasing or reducing the amount of this support and,
if so, what agencies and amounts are involved?

The answer was tabled.
[See paper No 232.]
SOUTH WEST DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY - PEEL DEVELOPMENT

COMMISSION
Departments and Agencies, Staff Numbers in Area Covered; Community Organisations

Receiving Government Funding in Area Covered
237. Mr D.LSMITH to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:

(1) How many staff in each of the departments and agencies the Minister is
responsible for were located at each of the towns and cities located in the
area covered by the Peel Development Commission and the South West
Development Authority as at -

(a) 1 February 1993;
(b) 1 June 1993?

(2) Will the Minister list all the community organisations which received
State Government financial support or funding from departments or
agencies under the Minister's supervision in the area covered by the South
West Development Authority and the Peel Development Commission in
1992-93 and specify -

(a) the amount of funding;
(b) the number of staff positions supported by that funding;
(c) whether that funding is -

(i) recurrent;
(ii) one off;
(iii) for a limited term and how long that term is;

(d) the location or area covered by the services provided by that
organisation;

(e) whether the Minister has decided or a department or agency has
recommended ceasing or reducing the amount of this support and,
if so, what agencies and amounts are involved?

The answer was tablet.
[See paper No 233.]
SOUTH WEST DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY - PEEL DEVELOPMENT

COMMISSION
Departments and Agencies, Staff Numbers in Area Covered; Community Organisations

Receiving Government Funding in Area Covered
239. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Minister for Labour Relations:

(1) How many staff in each of the departments and agencies the Minister is
responsible for were located at each of the towns and cities located in the
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area covered by the Peel Development Commission and the South West
Development Authority as at -

(a) 1 February 1993;
(b) 1 June 1993?

(2) Will the Minister list all the community organisations which received
State Government financial support or funding from departments or
agencies under the Minister's supervision in the area covered by the South
West Development Authority and the Peel Development Commission in
1992-93 and specify -

(a) the amount of funding;
(b) the number of staff positions supported by that funding;
(c) whether that funding is -

(i) recurrent;
(ii) one off;
(iii) for a limited term and how long that term is;

(d) the location or area covered by the services provided by that
organisation;

(e) whether the Minister has decided or a department or agency has
recommended ceasing or reducing the amount of this support and,
if so, what agencies and amounts are involved?

Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) (a) Department of Productivity and Labour Relations 2

Building Management Authority 6
Department of Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare 6
Department of State Services 2

(b) Department of Productivity and Labour Relations 2
Building Management Authority 6
Department of Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare 6
Department of State Services 2

Other departments and agencies within my jurisdiction have no staff
located in these areas.

(2) While the member has not indicated what he means by community
organisations, I assume it to mean non-government organisations. I am
advised by the departments and agencies under my supervision that no
financial support has been provided to any "community organisation" in
the areas covered by the Peel Development Commission and South West
Development Authority. However, it is not possible to confirm that funds
provided to parent bodies have not been directed for use in these regions.

CHILD CARE CENTRES - BUILDING PROGRAM 1993-94
New Centres, Priorities; Responsible Officers or Commnittees

242. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Minister for Community Development:
(1) Are any new State or federally funded child care centres to be built in

1993-94?
(2) If so, what is the order of priority for new centres?
(3) Where does -

(a) Australind;
(b) the Glen Padden area of Bunbury;
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(c) the central business areas of Bunbury;
stand in this priority?

(4) Who are die State and Federal officers or committees who are currently
responsible for this program and for determining priorities within it?

Mr NICHOLLS replied:
(1) The development of any new child care centres including State

Government funding is being considered in the Budget context.
(2)-(4)

Not applicable.
HOSPITALS - BUNBURY REGIONAL

Expenditure; Work Cessation Costs; Co-location: Rejection, $10m Saving
250. Mr TAYLOR to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:

(1) What is the total expenditure to date on the new Bunbury Regional
Hospital?

(2) What costs will be incurred as a result of the current cessation of work at
the new hospital?

(3) Is it corect that both the Health Department and St John of God Hospital
in Bunbury have previously rejected a proposal for co-location?

(4) On what basis could co-location of the two hospitals save the State $10m?
(5) How is it proposed that a public hospital could be run and administered by

St John of God Hospital?
Mr MINSON replied:

The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -

(1) $3.9m has been invested in the planned new Bunbury Regional
Hospital. One of the reasons for selecting the Blair Street site for
the new co-located private and public hospital was to make the
best possible use of that investment. A significant proportion of
the site works and all the equipment and furniture invested in Will
be useable in the proposed new hospital. Clearly, the remaining
expenditure is more than adequately compensated for by
significant reductions in future costs.

(2) A total of $112 000 will be paid out over the next few months to
finalise existing contracts.

(3) The Western Australian Government and the St John of God
Health Care System have now agreed, in principle, to pursue an
option for co-location which the previous Government was
unwilling to consider.

(4) Financial savings associated with co-location will be earned over
time. An independent financial analysis by international chartered
accountants KPMG Peat Marwick showed that, over 20 years, co-
locating with St John of God would in fact result in savings to the
State of at least the amount the member referred to, compared with
proceeding with the previous plans for the public hospital.

(5) The St John of God Health Care System will manage both the
public and private hospitals and the shared services.
THEATRES - ROCKINGHAM, FUNDING

262. Mr M. BARNETT to the Premier:
(1) Is the Premier aware of a commitment, in writing, by the previous Premier

to the Rockinghanm City Council in which the then Premier agreed to
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provide funds to a maximum of $2m on a dollar for dollar basis to provide a theatre for
the community of Rockingham?

(2) Will the Premier honour the commitment in writing of the previous
Premier?

(3) If not, why not?
Mr COURT replied:
(1) Yes, the Premier is aware of the letter.
(2) With the State's current budgetary position as recently outlined by the

McCarzty report, it would be difficult to honour the commitment in the
forthcoming Budget particularly as it was not budgeted for by the previous
Government. The matter will be put to the Cabinet estimates committee.

(3) See (2) above.
MICKELBERO CASE - QUEEN'S COUNSEL

265. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Attorney General:
(1) Who is the Queen's Counsel who is reviewing the Mickelberg case?
(2) Is the Government providing any financial support to the police officers

and retired police officers to enable them to make representations to that
Queen's Counsel?

(3) Is the Queen's Counsel resident in Western Australia?
(4) If not, why is this so?
(5) What are the arrangements for payment of travelling and accommodation

in Western Australia?
(6) What are the total estimated costs to Government of this inquiry?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:

The Government has briefed Mr B.R. Martin, QC, who maintains a
practice in Western Australia although his primary practice and home is in
South Australia. The Government has briefed him because of his
considerable experience in criminal matters and the high standing he holds
in both Western Australia and South Australia.

(2) No financial support has been requested from any interested party.
(5) Theme are no arrangements.
(6) An estimate is not possible as it is necessary for counsel to consider all

issues which are raised and appear relevant to a fair determination of the
question whether there is reason to refer this matter to the Court of
Criminal Appeal or to take any other action.

RESERVES - BUSHLAND, SHENTON PARK
Protection Undertaking:- Rezoning Light Industrial

272. Dr LAWRENCE to the Premier
(1) Did the Premier give any pre-election undertaking to protect 21 ha of

bushland between Stubbs Terrace and Lemnos Street, Shenton Park?
(2) If so, why is the Government proceeding with rezoning of the land for

light industrial use?
Mr COURT replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
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AUSTRALIAN FAMILY ASSOCIATION - FUNDING, DEPARTMENT FOR
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT

278. Mr RIPPER to the Minister for Community Development:
(1) Has the Australian Family Association received any funds from the

Department for Community Development?
(2) If so, what amounts have been granted to the association for what

purposes?
(3) Has the Minister or the department received for consideration any

proposal to fund the Australian Family Association?
(4) If so, what is the proposal?
Mr NICHOLLS replied:
(1) No, although this group received an amount of $507 in February 1989

from the Office of the Family - a WA Family Foundation grant.
(2) Nil.
(3) No proposal.
(4) Not applicable.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT, DEPARTMENT FOR - ASSISTANCE,
LOW INCOMES, CATEGORIES

Family Crisis Program, Budget; Financial Counsellors
279. Mr RIPPER to the Minister for Community Development:

(1) What have been the categories through which direct assistance in cash or
kind has been made available by the Department for Community
Development to people on low incomes in 1992-93?

(2) What is the number of issues in each category and in total to date in 1992-
93?

(3) What is the total value of such direct assistance through the department
and the value of assistance in each category to date in 1992-93?

(4) Following the introduction of the family crisis program what will be the
budgeted level of direct assistance in cash or in kind in each category and
totally?

(5) What is the number of issues in total and in each category expected in
1993-94?

(6) On a full time equivalent basis and as at today's date how many financial
counsellors in non-government agencies are currently funded by the
Department for Community Development?

(7) On a full time equivalent basis how many financial counsellors in non-
government agencies will be funded by the Department for Community
Development in 1993-94?

(8) In which agencies and at which locations will any extra financial
counsellors be located?

(9) Will each applicant for direct assistance in cash or in kind from the
Department for Community Development be required to undertake
financial counselling before receiving help?

(10) If not, under what circumstances or under which categories of assistance
will applicants be required to undertake financial counselling before
receiving help?

(11) Will die Minister provide the House with copies of all administrative
instructions, policies and procedures related to the family crisis program
and any other categories of direct assistance?
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(12) If not, why not?
Mr NICHOLLS replied:

The number of issues and value of assistance for each category for 1992-
93 are as follows -

Categories Issues Value

Basic domestic expenses 37 644 2 195 568
Further assistance 2 681 455 979
Integrated furniture 748 296 002
Furniture removals 5 375 570 283
Optical 6063 306737
Emergency travel 1 534 52 442
Household disaster 83 11 635
Special needs health 1 138 222 224
*Special needs health (cont) 50 persons 29 368
Extraordinary crisis 1 291 70 564
Domestic violence 1 826 124 347
Funeral assistance 458 402 776
Concessions
Homeswest ingoing fees 4 985 persons 215 328
*Home dialysis assistance 28 persons 19 242
*Multiple births 14 persons 58 767
Paraplegic travel 5 260
Total 58846 5031522
"These three categories supply formnightly continuous assistance to
individual persons.

(4) The family crisis program includes the following categories -

Financial Counselling -via the poverty program $2.lm
Family Crisis
Furniture Assistance Loans
Furniture Removals
Optical
Emergency Travel
Domestic Violence
Household Disaster
Special Needs Health
Unforeseen Crisis $4.lIm
Funeral Assistance
Home Dialysis Assistance
Multiple Births
Paraplegic Travel
1-omeswest Ingoing Fees
Concessions
Total $6.2m

(5) Not known. The expectation is that people in financial crisis will receive
support and skills to break the dependency cycle-

(6) Through the poverty program, the Department for Community
Development currently funds 25.5 FTEs to provide financial counselling
services. This includes two outreach services in country areas. In
addition five coordinators are funded to oversee service provision of
financial counselling services. This is a total of 30.5 FTEs. In addition 33
officers from DCD have received training through FCA, which will enable
baskc financial counselling to be provided from most DCD district offices.
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(7)-(8)
Until the new program is assessed it is not possible to advise how many
full time equivalent financial counsellors will be funded by the
Department for Community Development.

(9) Normally yes, but extenuating circumstances will always be taken into
accountL

(10) Financial counselling will not be standard practice in every case;, for
example, victims of domestic violence, funerals, optical assistance, etc.

(11) No. If the member wishes to be more fully informed in relation to
administrative instructions, policies and procedures relating to the family
crisis program or any other category of direct assistance he is invited to
contact my office to arrange a briefing.

(12) Not applicable.
CHILD CARE PLACES - EXPANDED NATIONAL CHILD CARE

STRATEGY. IMPLEMENTATION
281. Mr RIPPER to the Minister for Community Development:

Will the Government implement the agreement entered into by the former
Government and the Commonwealth Government to provide additional
child care places in Western Australia under the expanded national child
care strategy?

Mr NICHOLLS replied:
While the Government supports the expansion of child care through the
1992-96 Expanded National Child Care Strategy, the implementation
timetable and funding implications of the strategy are under consideration
in the budget context.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT, DEPARTMENT FOR - ALLOCATIONS,
NON-GOVERNMENT AGENCIES FUNDED UNDER COMMONWEALTH-STATE

SUPPORTED ACCOMMODATION PROGRAM
Inflation Factor Advice

282. Mr RIPPER to the Minister for Community Development:
(1) H-as the Commonwealth Government advised the Department for

Community Development of the inflation factor which will apply to
allocations to non-government agencies funded under the joint
Commonwealth-State supported accommodation program?

(2) What is the amount of this inflation factor and from what date does the
Commonwealth Government intend it to be applied to the agency
allocations?

(3) What inflation factor will the State Government apply to non-government
agency allocations for agencies funded through the Department for
Community Development?

(4) From what date will this inflation factor be applied to the agency
allocations?

Mr NICHOLLS replied:
(1) No.
(2),(4)

Not known.
(3) Until the inflation factor the Commonwealth intends to pay and the State

Government budgetary process is finalised, the inflation factor will not be
known.
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ADOPTION LEGISLATION - INTRODUCTION DATE
284. Mr RIPPER to the Minister for Community Development:

When will the Government introduce its proposed new adoption
legislation to Parliament?

Mr NICHOLLS replied:
It is my intention to introduce the Adoption Bill 1993 in the 1993 spring
session.

FIRE INSURANCE - LEVY ON PREMIUMS TO FUND FIRE BRIGADE
Burglary and Theft Insurance Schemes

291. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Attorney General:
(1) Is there a system for fire insurance whereby a levy is placed on insurance

premiums to fund the Western Australian Fire Brigades Board?
(2) What is the percentage used in imposing that levy?
(3) Can the Attorney General see any merit in a similar scheme being used on

burglary and other theft insurance to develop crime prevention and
rehabilitation schemes and victim support schemes?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1)-(2)

These questions should be referred to the appropriate Minister.
(3) I have referred the matter to the Ministry of Justice for examination.
REPORT OF THE INDEPENDENT COMMISSION TO REVIEW PUBLIC

SECTOR FINANCES - CHAPTER 1
Law and Order, Expenditure Cuts

295. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Attorney General:
(1) Has the Attorney General read chapter 1 of the McCarrey report?
(2) Is the following rating referred to in that chapter -

(a) ratio of standardised expenditure
(average 5 years to 1991-92)

Western Australia Queensland
law and order
and public safety 102.7 82.4

(b) above standard
expenditure $26.8m 32.6%?

(3) Does the Attorney General agree with these figures?
(4) If so, what will be the effect of a $26.8m reduction in expenditure in

corrective services and in the other areas of law, order and public safety?
(5) Is the Attorney General willing to allow cuts in expenditure of this order

to occur?
(6) Does the Attorney General expect that the new sentencing Act and the

amendments to the Bail Act 1982 will result in:
(a) heavier or lighter sentences;
(b) more or fewer persons remaining in custody pending the first

hearing of their charge, and between then and the trial date?
(7) What does the Attorney General expect the effect of this will be in the

budget of corrective services?
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Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The data outlined in (2) is contained in chapter 1 of the McCarrey report.
(3) The source of this information is Grants Commission reports. I am not

aware of any challenge to the particular Grants Commission figures
referred to in this question so I am willing to accept that they are correct.

(4) Grants Commission figures do not constitute Government policy. The
member's lack of understanding of both the McCarrey report and the
Grants Commission has caused him to misinterpret the information as
somehow reflecting a target figure for expenditure cuts.

(5) 1 will allow any justified and warranted cuts in expenditur to occur
without any targets just as I will seek to increase expenditure if I consider
it to be warranted and justified.

(6) (a) Both.
(b) This will depend on the nature of the charges and the exercise of

discretion by the court.
(7) See (6).

GOVERNMENT AGENCIES - BUDGET 1992-93, FUNDS RETURNED TO
TREASURY

316. Mr RIPPER to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:
(1) Was any agency for which the Minister is responsible required to return

funds budgeted for 1992-93 to Treasury?
(2) If so, for each agency -

(a) what was the total amount returned;
(b) what amounts were deducted from the budget allocations for each

program and subprogram?
Mr LEWIS replied:

The Minister for Transport has provided the following reply -

(1) All agencies were requested to review expenditure transactions
with a view to identifying savings to help alleviate a potential
budget blowout.

(2) At this early stage of the year it is not possible to determine the
deductions for each program and subprogram. However, full
details of variations from budgets, including savings achieved by
agencies in response to Treasury's request for expenditure
restraint, will be provided in the agencies' annual reports.

GOVERNMENT AGENCIES - BUDGET 1992-93, FUNDS RETURNED TO
TREASURY

317. Mr RIPPER to the Attorney General:
(1) Was any agency for which the Attorney General is responsible required to

return funds budgeted for 1992-93 to Treasury?
(2) If so, for each agency -

(a) what was the total amount returned;
(b) what amounts were deducted from the budget allocations for each

program and subprogram?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) All agencies were requested to review expenditure transactions with a

view to identifying savings to help alleviate a potential budget blowout.

1718 [ASSEMBLY]



[Tuesday, 3 August 19931 11

(2) At this early stage of the year it is not possible to determine the deductions
for each program and subprogram. However, full details of variations
from budgets, including savings achieved by agencies in response to
Treasury's request for expenditure restraint, will be provided in the
agencies' annual reports.

GOVERNMENT AGENCIES - BUDGET 1992-93, FUNDS RETURNED TO
TREASURY

322. Mr RIPPER to the Minister representing the Minister far Health:
(1) Was any agency for which the Minister is responsible required to return

funds budgeted for 1992-93 to Treasury?
(2) If so, for each agency -

(a) what was the total amount returned;
(b) what amounts were deducted from the budget allocations for each

program and subprogram?
Mr MINSON replied:

The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -
(1) All agencies were requested to review expenditure transactions with a

view to identifying savings to help alleviate a potential budget blowout.
(2) At this early stage of the year it is not possible to determine the deductions

for each program and subprogram. However, full details of variations
from budgets, including savings achieved by agencies in response to
Treasury's request for expenditure restraint, will be provided in the
agencies' annual reports.

GOVERNMENT AGENCIES - BUDGET 1992-93, FUNDS RETURNED TO
TREASURY

323. Mr RIPPER to the Minister for the Environment:
(1) Was any agency for which the Minister is responsible required to return

funds budgeted for 1992-93 to Treasury?
(2) If so, for each agency -

(a) what was the total amount returned;
(b) what amounts were deducted from the budget allocations for each

program and subprogram?
Mr MINSON replied:
(1) All agencies were requested to review expenditure transactions with a

view to identifying savings to help alleviate a potential budget blowout.
(2) At this early stage of the year it is not possible to determine the deductions

for each program and subprogram. However, full details of variations
from budgets, including savings achieved by agencies in response to
Treasury's request for expenditure restraint, will be provided in the
agencies' annual reports.

GOVERNMENT AGENCIES - BUDGET 1992-93, FUNDS RETURNED TO
TREASURY

324. Mr RIPPER to the Minister for Labour Relations:
(1) Was any agency for which the Minister is responsible required to return

funds budgeted for 1992-93 to Treasury?
(2) if so, for each agency -

(a) what was the total amount returned;

1719



(b) what amounts were deducted from the budget allocations far each
program and subprogram?

Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) All agencies were requested to review expenditure transactions with a

view to identifying savings to help alleviate a potential budget blowout.
(2) At this early stage of the year it is not possible to determine the deductions

for each program and subprogram. However, full details of variations
from budgets, including savings achieved by agencies in response to
Treasury's request for expenditure restraint, will be provided in the
agencies' annual reports.

MABO DECISION - NATIVE TITLE CLAIMS
Areas Under Threat, List and Map Tabling

327. Dr LAWRENCE to the Premier:
(1) Will the Premier table the list of suburbs and or subdivisions allegedly

under threat of claim as a result of the Mabo High Court decision?
(2) Will the Premier table the map showing areas of Western Australia

allegedly under threat of claim as a result of the Mabo High Court
decision, which the Premier displayed at the Council of Australian
Governments meeting?

(3) When will the documents be tabled?
Mr COURT replied:
(1) We published a preliminary list of land tide areas granted since 1975

where native title claims could be made under Mr Keating's proposal.
(2) The map title is Australia, Public Land, Aboriginal and Tonres Strait

Islander Land Preliminary Edition 1992. The map is readily available
from Australian Surveying and Land Information Group.

(3) Not applicable.
LEGISLATION - NOT PROCLAIMED IN FULL OR PART

328. Dr LAWRENCE to the Attorney General:
(1) What legislation passed by State Parliament in 1992 has not yet been

proclaimed in full or in part?
(2) When will each piece of legislation be proclaimed?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) Legislation passed by State Parliament in 1992 that has not been

proclamed in full or in part -

No Title To be proclaimed

27 Nurses Act Act
52 Reserves Act s.38
53 Acts Amendment (Jurisdiction and

Criminal Procedure) Act ss.5, 17 to 23
61 Morley Shopping Centre Redevelopment

Agreement Act ss.5 & 6
75 Electoral Amendment (Political

Finance) Act Act
76 Freedom of Information Act Act other than ss.55 to

64
77 Disability Services Act part 5

(2) The legislation will be proclaimed as soon as necessary details have been
finalised.
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PREMIER - SYDNEY TRIP
Cost Responsibility; Companions

330. Dr LAWRENCE to the Premier:
(1) With reference to the Premier's visit to Sydney in the first week of office3

who met the cost of the trip?
(2) If the State Government met the cost, what was the total cost for the

Premier and those who accompanied the Premier?
(3) Who accompanied the Premier?
Mr COURT replied:
(1) Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet.
(2) $3 157.60.
(3) Mrs Elizabeth Rocchi.

WESTRAIL - ABOLITION PLANS
Sections, Divisions, Units; Workers Affected

338. Dr LAWRENCE to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:
(1) What are the sections, divisions and units in Westrail which are to be

abolished or scaled down as part of the Government's commercialisation
plan?

(2) How many workers in each area are affected?
Mr LEWIS replied:

The Minister for Transport has provided the following reply -

(1) The Midland Workshops and Narrogin administration section of
the operating division are to be closed. A review of head office
and overhead functions is also currently being undertaken and has
not been finalised.

(2) Seven hundred and forty nine positions will be affected at the
Midland Workshops, while I11 positions at Narrogin will either
transfer to Northam or be abolished. The number in other areas of
Westrail has not been defined but I anticipate that around 300
positions overall will be affected.

HOMES WEST - COMMERCIALISATION PLANS
339. Dr LAWRENCE to the Minister for Housing:

(1) What are the sections, divisions and units ini I-omeswest which are to be
abolished or scaled down as part of the Government's commercialisation
plan?

(2) How many workers in each area are affected?
Mr SHAVE replied:
(I) There is no Government "comnmercialisation plan".
(2) Not applicable.

HOSPITALS - BUN BURY REGIONAL-ST JOHN OF GOD
Co-location Proposal, $50m: Saving

341. Mr D.L. SMITH- to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
(1) With reference to the Minister for Health's press release of 25 June 1993

announcing the co-location of Bunbury Regional Hospital and St John of
God Hospital, Bunbury will the Minister particularise how the proposal
will save $50m of State taxpayers' money including -
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(a) the items which add up to $50m,
(b) the period over which the savings occur,
(c) how much is capital cost saving and how much recurrent?

(2) Is the effect of this saving that $50m which would otherwise be spent in
Bunbury will now be spent elsewhere?

(3) What are the total staff numbers at each hospital as at 26 June 1993
showing each category of staff?

(4) What is the estimate of the total number of staff that will be required to
mun the public and private wings of the new hospital and the services area,
gardening and all other areas?

(5) What will happen to the staff who are surplus to requirement in -
(a) the regional hospital;
(b) St John of God?

(6) Is there any element in the fees and other moneys which are to be paid to
St John of God which will reimburse St John of God for -
(a) the cost of its existing hospital;
(b) the capital costs it will be involved in providing for the new

hospital?
(7) Will privately insured patients be able to elect to be treated in the public

wing of the hospital?
(8) Will the standard of accommodation be the same in both wings including

single private rooms?
(9) If private patients will not be able to opt to be treated in the public wing

will they be required to pay the full gap between charges made by St John
of God and the Medicare fees?

(10) (a) Will there be common operating theatres;
(b) if so, who will be responsible for allocating operating times for -

(i) public patients;
(ii) private patients?

(11) Will St John of God be required to meet the same level of nursing staff as
presently applied in the regional hospital?

(12) Will the meal menu for patients be the same in both hospitals?
(13) Will there be common X-ray and therapy services?
(14) What is the total number of beds in both hospitals as at 25 June 1993

including any beds that may be temporarily closed?
(15) What will be the total number of beds in both wings of the new hospital

and the permanent care unit?
(16) Will the PCU of the Bunbury Regional Hospital continue to operate?
(17) Will residential accommodation be provided on the new hospital site for

the St John of God nuns who -

(a) are still actively nursing;
(b) are no longer actively nursing but who visit St John of God

patients on a regular basis?
(18) If not, how will these nuns get to the new hospital to carry out their

present duties in the private wing of the new hospital?
(19) What is the earliest date by which the Minister believes a start can be

made on the construction of the new hospital?
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(20) How much in total has been expended to date on all aspects of the
previously proposed new public hospital including -

(a) all consultancies including fees paid to other Government agencies
and who they were paid to;

(b) planning and architectural drawings:
(c) final plans and specifications;
(d) site and associated works;
(c) relative accommodation;
(f) utility services?

(21) (a) Who will manage the relative and patients' accommodation;
(b) who will make the decisions as to who is accommodated there?

(22) If there are to be no compulsory staff redundancies -

(a) who will employ the excess staff who do not choose to take a
redundancy package;

(b) who will pay the costs of this employment;
(c) for how long will payment referred to in (b) continue?

(23) (a) How will the community reference groups be selected;
(b) when will they be appointed;
(c) what will be their terns of reference?

(24) Will the existing staff at the Bunbury Regional Hospital be able to remain
as permanent public servants or not?

(25) If not, what will happen to their superannuation, sick leave and long
service leave entitlements on transfer to employment by St John of God?

(26) Who will meet the cost of redundancy payments -

(a) for surplus St John of God staff;
(b) for surplus Bunbury Regional Hospital staff'?

(27) Will St John of God be able to contract out -

(a) cleaning services;
(b) pathology and analytical services;
(c) X-ray services;
(d) therapy services;
to private firms or individuals for services in the public wing of the
hospital?

(28) What will the procedure be for developing new and additional services in
the public hospital from time to time?

(29) Will the fees for service to be paid to St John of God be the same for
public patients -

(a) accommodated in the public wing;
(b) accommodated in the private wing?

(30) Will there be any limits on the area of catchment for patients for the public
wing and, in particular, will public -patients in Collie, Donnybrook,
Busselton and Harvey be able to access the public wing -

(a) directly; or
(b) only with the approval of their local hospital?

1723



1724 [ASSEMBLY)

(31) When the Minister says each staff member will be entitled to meet
confidentially and individually with management does the Minister mean
present public management, present private management, or some
combination of the two?

(32) What will be the processes set in place to audit the performance of the
St John of God management and the combined hospital?

(33) Will St John of God reimburse the State for any of the moneys paid to date
and will this be recouped by them through fees?

(34) What will happen to patients who wish to have -

(a) vasectomies;
(b) tubal ligation;
(c) a pregnancy terminated for reasons related to the health of the

mother or child?
(35) If the Minister says he will encourage private facilities to be established

outside the hospital, then -

(a) will public patients have access to these facilities without charge;
(b) will the catchment area for patients using this new facility without

charge be limited in any way;
(c) will patients who choose to have these procedures while in hospital

for other purposes at the new public or private hospital be able to
return to their hospital bed after these procedures or operations in
order to recuperate?

(36) Is the Minister effectively saying that the Minister or St John of God will
encourage a private clinic to establish in Bunbury for these purposes?

(37) In what areas did the Minister expect most of the financial savings to
come fmom?

(38) What does the Minister estimate the budget of the public hospital will be -

(a) before;

(b) after;
the takeover?

(39) Will St John of God be paid -

(a) a lump sum annual fee by way of budget;
(b) a fee for service;
(c) or, if a mixture, how will this work?

(40) In the event of legislation being passed enabling -

(a) a patient;
(b) someone on the patient's behalf;
(c) a board or tribunal
to decide to cease treatment aimed at keeping a patient alive, can the
Minister guarantee that they will individually be able to exercise their full
rights under said legislation while public patients in the public wing of the
hospital?

(41) If nor, what will the option be?
Mr MINSON replied:

The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -

Many of the matters referred to in these questions have purposely not been
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resolved because it is intended they be addressed as part of the
consultative process. The Government has been careful to ensure that the
community has the maximum opportunity for input.

(1) (a) The proposal requires St John of God Health Care System to build
both hospitals and to provide the capital for them. The payment to
be made to St John of God will represent an amiortisation of its
capital costs plus a return on capital. It will also be paid to provide
services. The agreement has not been entered into as yet so it is
not yet possible to characterise the payments that will be made, but
ir is clear that the major area of saving will be in capital cost. The
figure used has been calculated by bringing the incidence of
payments of whatever nature back to a net present value. A much
higher and somewhat deceptive figure would be obtained if net
present value was not used, The savings are derived from -

reduced capital cost of the facility;
reduced operational costs; and
changed incidence of payments.

(b) 1993-94, 1994-95, 1995-96 in terms of capital works savings and
annual operating cost savings thereafter, but see (a).

(c) Answered in (a).
(2) No.
(3) The total average Pull Time Equivalent level for the I11 months to 31 May

1993 for Bunbury Regional Hospital was 321.32. The break up of staff at
the hospital was -

Nursing
Clerical
Medical Support
Hotel Services
Maintenance
Medical (sessional)

172.28
25.67
19.45
87.37
13.59
2.96

321.32
Questions concerning staffing details for St John of God Hospital,
Bunbury would need to be directed to the St John of God Health Care
System.
The staff of the two hospitals is yet to be determined.
(a) A comprehensive human resource management plan is being

developed for staff at Bunbury Regional Hospital; by the time the
new, co-located hospital is operational no staff are expected to be
"1surplus".

(b) Questions concerning staffing details for St John of God Hospital,
Bunbury would need to be directed to the St John of God Health
Care System.

(6) (a) No.
(b) Yes, to the extent that it relates to the public hospital and public

hospital use of shared facilities.
Yes, as public patients.
The standard of accommodation in the public hospital will be specified by
the Health Department and will be consistent with that in other public
hospitals in the public system. The standard in the private hospital will be
determined by St John of God.

(9) Not applicable.

(4)

(5)

(7)
(8)
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(HI) (a) It is expected that there will be at least some common operating
theatres.

(b) 'The management of the hospital in collaboration with the medical
practitioners and based on clinical need.

(11) The level of nursing staff in the co-located hospital will be a matter for the
management of the hospital.

(12) Unknown, but St John of God will be required to meet quality standards
common to the public hospital system.

(13) Common X-ray and therapy services are likely.
(14) Excluding Forrest Lodge, the Bunbury Regional Hospital has 92 staffed

beds with an average occupancy of 70.6 for the I1I months to 31 May
1993. Bed capacity of the hospital is 120. Questions concerning beds at
the St John of God Hospital, Bunbury should be directed to the St John of
God Health Care System.

(15) It is likely that there will be approximately 100 beds in each wing initially
with the capacity to add 40-50 beds easily should the need arise. The 48
beds in Forrest Lodge are not expected to be included in the co-location
proposal and are over and above the aforementioned bed numbers.

(16) Yes.
(17)-(18)

These questions need to be directed to the St John of God Health Care
System.

(19) Mid-1994.
(20) A sum of $3.9m has been expended to daze.

(a) Building Management Authority - various, including 808 000
project management, contract supervision, joint
mechanical, structural, hydraulic, environmental,
reticulation, landscaping etc.

Wood and Grieve - mechanical 158 000
BCA - electrical 159000
Norman Disney & Young - lifts 42 000
Widnells - quantity surveyors 102 000
J Perdy - time manager 12 000
Soil test 1 200
Various minor commissions, for example, surveyors 20 000
Peat Marwick 18 000
PDC Management 17 000
Various H.DWA minor direct commissions 2 000
Local project officer's salary 34000
Other direct costs, for example, phones, fax etc 7 000
Furniture for various areas - units and forward purchases 284 000

$1 675 000
(b) $1 183000.
(c) Included in other parts of these answers.
(d) $553 000.
(e) $490000.
(f) Included in (c) and (d).

(21) The management of the new, co-located hospital.
(22) Due to natural attrition, voluntary transfers to other parts of the public
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sector and voluntary severance, it is not expected that by the time the new
co-located hospital is operational in three years there will be excess staff.

(23) (a) The Health Department and the St John of God Health Care
System will select the membership of the community reference
group.

(b) Shortly.
(c) Still being formulated.

(24) No, unless they elect to transfer to other parts of the public sector within
the next three years.

(25) These issues will be the subject of the comprehensive human resources
plan being formulated.

(26) (a) The St John of God Health Care System.
(b) See (22).

(27) Yes, including to the State Health Laboratories, providing that standards
of quality comply with those to be included in contractual arrangement
between the Western Australian Government and St Johns.

(28) Negotiations between the Western Australian Government as purchaser
and St Johns or others as provider.

(29) It is intended that public patients be accommodated in the public wing.
The potential for handling any overflow has not been discussed.

(30) No.
(a) Yes.
(b) Not applicable.

(31) Present public management.
(32) The process will be included in the contractual arrangements between the

Western Australian Government and St Johns, which are yet to be
developed.

(33) Capital works expenditure which will be useful towards the planning and
construction of the new, co-located hosital will be taken into
consideration, overall, in future contractual negotiations with St Johns.

(34) Facilities will be provided prior to the closure of the current Bunbury
Regional Hospital building.

(35) These issues will be addressed as part of the consultative process. It is not
the intention that members of the Bunbury or south west community will
be disadvantaged compared to present services and facilities which are
available within Bunbury, nor that they should pay for anything for which
they are not currently required to pay.

(36) No.
(37) See (l)(a).
(38) (a) The budget of the public hospital in three years' time prior to the

occupation of the new co-located hospital will be little different
from what it is now.

(b) This will no longer be applicable; instead there will be an amount
expended under contractual arrangements for purchased services.

(39) Yes, to be determined but unlikely to be (a).
(40) (a)-(c)

These questions are hypothetical.
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(41) Not applicable.
COALITION PARTIES - PRE-ELECrION POLICIES

Works Ponifollo
343. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Works:

(1) Did the coalition pantics have any election policies in written form
covering matters relevant to the Works portfolio?

(2) If so, can the Minister provide a copy of such policies and indicate which
are now Government Works policy or the steps being taken to formulate
policies in keeping with these pre-election policies?

Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) A copy of the policies can be obtained from the Parliamentary Library.

Consideration will be given to the implementation of all election policies,
although I have not established a timetable or procedure for this process.
Each of the policies will be dealt with in its order of priority. However,
the recommendations of the second report of the Independent Commission
to Review Public Sector Finances may impact on these decisions.

COALITION PARTIES - PRE-ELEMroN POLICIES
Services Portffolio

344. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Services:
(1) Did the coalition parties have any election policies in written form

covering matters relevant to the Services portfolio?
(2) If so. can the Minister provide a copy of such policies and indicate which

are now Government Services policy or the stepi'being taken to formulate
policies in keeping with these prt-election policies?

Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) A copy of the policies can be obtained from the Parliamentary Library.

Consideration will be given to the implementation of all election policies.
although I have not established a timetable or procedure for this process.
Each of the policies will be dealt with in its order of priority. However,
the recommendations of the second report of the Independent Commission
to Review Public Sector Finances may impact on these decisions.
STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE OFFICE - FLO3AT

348. Dr LAWRENCE to the Treasurer:
Can the Treasurer assure the House that the -

(a) float of the State Government Insurance Office will in fact proceed
despite objections by influential coalition members;

(b) State Government Insurance Commission will be the major
beneficiary of the proceeds of the float;

(c) level of compulsory third party insurance cover provided to
motorists will not be reduced by virtue of privatisation and/or the
imposition of caps and thresholds?

Mr COURT replied:
(a) It is this Government's intention to proceed with the sale of the SGIO.
(b) Yes.
(c) The revised cover was announced on 29 June 1993.
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PARLIAMENTARY SECRETARIES - RESPONSIBILITIES
Staff, Resources, Motor Vehicles

352. Dr LAWRENCE to the Premier:
(1) What are the detailed responsibilities of the Parliamentary Secretaries?
(2) What are the staff and resources, including use of motor vehicles and

drivers, available to Parliamentary Secretaries in their day to day duties?
Mr COURT replied:
(1) The responsibility of the Parliamentary Secretaries are as follows -

Hon R.G. Pike, MLC
Parliamentary Secretary to the Premier; Treasurer, Minister for
Public Sector Management; and Federal Affairs -

To have the carriage of Government Bills;
to assist with the parliamentary business of the Premier with
respect to Federal affairs and to assist with other parliamentary
business as required by the Leader of the Government in the
Legislative Council;
to assist in the performance of official duties as required by the
Premier with respect to Federal affairs; and
to do things that are incidental to these functions.

In addition to his normal duties, Mr Pike assists the Attorney General on
an informal basis in respect of parliamentary and electoral affairs.

Mr WJI. McNee, MLA
Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Water Resources',
Local Government -

To have the carriage of Government Bills as required;
to assist with the parliamentary business of the Minister and to
assist with other parliamentary business as required by the Leader
of the House in the Legislative Assembly;
to assist in the performance of official duties as required by the
Minister or the Premier, and
to do things that are incidental to these functions.
Mr F.C. Tubby, MLA
Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Education;
Employment and Training; and the Minister assisting the -Minister-
for Commerce and Trade -

To have the carriage of Government Bills;
to assist with the parliamentary business of the Minister and to
assist with other parliamentary business as required by the leader
of the House in the Legislative Assembly;
to assist in the performance of official duties as required by the
Minister or the Premier, and
to do things that are incidental to these functions.

Parliamentary Secretaries will be open to questions on legislation of which
they have charge.

(2) The provision of staff or other resources to Parliamentary Secretaries is at
the discretion of the designated Minister. However, they generally include
a vehicle, office accommodation and access to staffing and other resources
as necessary.

PORT KENNEDY - SHACKS REMOVAL
353. Mr M. BARNETT' to the Minister for Planning:

(1) What is the date on which the shacks at Port Kennedy will be removed to
allow the infrastructure for the tourism development to commence?
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(2) Is the Minister or any member of the Minister's department negotiating a
contract with any of the shack dwellers to -
(a) keep the use of their shacks for an extended period of time; or
(b) offering alternative housing within the proposed tourism

development to any of those shack dwellers?
(3) If yes, would the Minister provide details with specific reference to any

extended term beyond the period allowed for in the legislation?
(4) Are there rumours, locally circulating, that a contract has been drawn up

by Fleuris to extend the time of occupation of some of the shack owners?
(5) Is there any truth to these rumours?
(6) Can the Minister emphatically deny that certain shack owners are being

offered some form of preferential treatment within the proposed
development?

Mr LEWIS replied:
(1) The contract for the demolition and removal of unauthorised structures at

Port Kennedy stipulated work to commence on or as soon as possible after
30 June 1993. I am informed work was programmed to commence on
5 July 1993.

(2) No.
(3) Not applicable.
(4)-(5)

I am not aware of any such rumours.
(6) Following undertakings given by the previous Government during debate

on the Port Kennedy Development Agreement Bill, 1 understand six
buildings used by the local conservation district committee and sea rescue
groups are being retained on an interim basis with the approval of the
Minister for Lands. These buildings will however be removed before the
developer occupies the site as required under the development Act.

PLANNING AND DEVELOPMENT - COORDINATION PROMOTION
362. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Planning:

Given the answer to question on notice 189 of 1993, can the Minister
indicate the details of the actions taken by the Government to achieve
effective coordination of planning and development by the many
departments and Government agencies involved?

Mr LEWIS replied:
Established the Ministerial Council for Urban Development to promote
effective discussion and coordination of planning and urban development
issues. No such common goal setting existed under the Labor
Administration. The council is examining issues such as the nature and
cost of Government taxes and charges on land development, infrastructure
funding, coordination of transport infrastructure and approvals for major
urban development projects. The major focus at present is the
Government's program of amendments to the metropolitan region scheme
which are being undertaken to overcome a decade of neglect on the part of
the previous Labor administration.

ELLIOTT, RICHARD - DOVER CONSULTANTS
Consultant to Premier

363. Dr LAWRENCE to the Premier-
(1) Is Mr Richard Elliott employed as a consultant to the Premier through the

device of a consultancy with the firm Dover Consultants?
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(2) If so, has the Premier required Mr Elliott and Dover Consultants to sign a
declaration that there is no conflict of interest between his public duties,
both his private interests and any other interests of Dover Consultants, and
that neither he nor Dover Consultants will use any of the privileged
information to which he has access in any way that may be construed as a
conflict of interest?

(3) If so, will the Premier table any such declaration?
(4) Does Mr Elliott enjoy taxation benefits as a result of his unusual

employment arrangements that are unavailable to public servants or
ministerial advisers employed in the orthodox fashion?

(5) Has Mr Elliott been provided with -

(a) a car;
(b) support staff?

Mr COURT replied:
(1)-(2)

Yes.
(3) The Public Service Commission under the previous Lawrence

Government developed quite specific conflict of interest provisions to be
attached to consultants' contracts as part thereof. Dover Consultants'
contract with the Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet contains such
provisions as prepared by the Lawrence Government.

(4) No. As well Mr Elliott receives no paid vacation, no long service leave,
no short leave, no sick leave, no superannuation, no car and, most notably,
no termination benefit.

(5) No.
HOMESWEST - INDEPENDENT APPEALS TRIBUNAL

Appeals
372. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Housing:

(1) How many people appealed to the Homeswest Independent Appeals
Tribunal in the period I July 1991 to 30 June 1992?

(2) At the end of this period, how many of these appeals -

(a) lapsed;
(b) were withdrawn;
(c) were heard;
(d) were waiting?

(3) What was the outcome of the appeals heard?
Mr SHAVE replied:
(1) 907.
(2) (a) 72

(b) 181
(c) 301
(d) 358

907 people appealed, with some appeals having more than one subject
matter and this is reflected in the figures at (2)(a)-(d).

(3) 127 upheld
72 dismissed
87 varied

1=0-8

1731



1732 [ASSEMBLY]

12 no finding
three recommendations outstanding.
HOMESWEST - INDEPENDENT APPEALS TRIBUNAL

Appeals
375. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Housing:

(1) How many people appealed to the Homeswest Independent Appeals
Tribunal in the period 1 July 1992 to 30 June 1993?

(2) At the end of this period, how many of these appeals -

(a) lapsed;
(b) were withdrawn;
(c) were heard;
(d) were waiting?

(3) What was the outcome of the appeals heard?
Mr SHAVE replied:
(1) 976.
(2) (a) 170

(b) 333
(c) 435
(d) 531
The figures given in (2)(a)-(d) include appeals carried forward from
1991-92.

(3) 155 upheld
98 dismissed
101 varied
15 no findings
24 adjourned
42 recommendations outstanding.

TAXIS - MULTIPURPOSE. FOR DISABLED
Numbers, Metropolitan Area

382. Dr WATSON to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:
(1) How many multipurpose taxis are available for the use of people with

disabilities in the metropolitan area?
(2) Is this enough to meet the demand?
(3) (a) If yes to (2), on what basis is this judgment made;

(b) if no to (2) -
(i) how many more multipurpose taxis are required;
(ii) when will they be licensed?

Mr LEWIS replied:
The Minister for Transport has provided the following response-
(1) Eleven.
(2)-(3)

As the member is aware, the number of multipurpose taxis in the
metropolitan area was increased from six to I1I late last year. The
introduction of those additional vehicles had an immediate impact
on the level of service able to be provided. I understand, however,
some problems are still being experienced during peak demand
times. The member would also be aware that the Minister
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currently has under review the Taxi-Car Control Act and is in the
fina] stages of consultation with the taxi industry. The Minister
anticipates being in a position to report to Parliament very shortly
on the outcomes of that review and expects that further
improvement in the multipurpose taxi service will follow.

HEALTH DEPARTMENT OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - SOUTH EAST
REGION, WOMEN'S HEALTH SERVICE

Funding
386. Dr WATSON to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:

(1) When will funding for the South East Region's Women's Health Service
be made available?

(2) (a) How much money will be provided,
(b) from what source?

Mr MINSON replied:
The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -
(1) It is the Minister's intention to provide funding in the near future

to the South East Community Development Council for the
establishment of a women's health service. However, this is
subject to priorities of present State Budget negotiations.

(2) (a) To be determined.
(b) National women's health program.
TAXIS - FARE EVASION, LEGISLATION

389. Mr CATANIA to the Minister representing the Minister for Transport:
(1) Does the Minister intend introducing legislation which will make the

evasion of taxi fares a punishable offence?
(2) If so, does the Minister intend the penalty to be $1 000?
(3) If yes, when does the Minister intend introducing such legislation?
(4) If yes, what range of penalties will be introduced?
(5) If no, what does the Minister intend doing about this increasing problem?
Mr LEWIS replied:

The Minister for Transport has provided the following response -

(l)-(5)
The member would be aware that the Taxi-Car Control Act is
currently under review and legislative arrangements with regard to
evasion of taxi fares will be addressed as part of that review.

POLICE OFFICERS - MANDURAH AREA, INCREASE
393. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Police:

(1) In view of the promise made by the coalition during the 1993 election
campaign to provide an increase in the number of police officers in the
Mandurab area, can the Minister advise when these officers will be
provided?

(2) If not, why not?
Mr WIESE replied:
(1) No.
(2) The Commissioner of Police is responsible for the deployment of police

resources. This is done in the context of Statewide priorities established
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on the basis of assessment of workload and other factors. As additional
officers become available, the relative needs of the Mandurab area will be
assessed.

POLICE OFFICERS - LANGFORD AREA, INCREASE
394. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Police:

(1) In view of the promise made by the coalition during the 1993 election
campaign to provide an increase in the number of police officers in the
Langford area, can the Minister advise when these officers will be
provided?

(2) If not, why not?
Mr WIESE replied:
(1) No.
(2) The Commissioner of Police is responsible for the deployment of police

resources. This is done in the context of Statewide priorities established
on the basis of assessment of workload and other factors. As additional
officers become available, the relative needs of the Langford area will be
assessed.

POLICE OFFICERS - GOLDFIELDS, INCREASE
395. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Police:

(1) In view of the promise made by the coalition during the 1993 election
campaign to provide an increase in the number of police officers in the
goldfields, can the Minister advise when these officers will be provided?

(2) If not, why not?
Mr WIESE replied:
(1) No.
(2) The Commissioner of Police is responsible for the deployment of police

resources. This is done in the context of Statewide priorities established
on the basis of assessment of workload and other factors. As additional
officers become available, the relative needs of the eastern goldfields area
will be assessed.

COLLIE POWER STATION PROJECT - INFORMATION LEAK,
THE AUSTRALIAN FINANCIAL REVIEW

396. Dr GALLOP to the Premier:
Is the Premier concerned that information prepared for Cabinet in relation
to the Collie power station was leaked to The Australian Financial
Review?

Mr COURT replied:
No, because the article concerning the Collie power station which
appeared in The Australian Financial Review was not based on
information being prepared for Cabinet.

STATE GOVERNMENT FUNCTIONS - DUPLICATION
Local Government or Private Sector in Other State Jurisdictions

400. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Public Sector Management:
(1) Are there any functions performed by the State Government which are

partially or wholly performed by local government or by the private sector
in other State jurisdictions?

(2) If so, after adjusting for these differences in State Government function,
what proportion of each State's wage and salary earners are employed in
the State public sector?
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Mr COURT replied:
(1)-(2)

There are significant variations between the States in the distribution of
functions between the State, Commonwealth and local governments and
the private sector. However, due to the lack of comparable data on
performance of functions and level of service provided, it is not possible
to reliably adjust for differences and state with any confidence die
outcome of the proportion of employees in the public sector. Some
indicators are provided by the Austral[ian Bureau of Statistics, which
describes the distribution as -

State/Territory Proportion of total wage and
salary earners employed in dhe
public sector

Western Australia 22.7%
Australian Capital Territory 14.6%
New South Wales 17.5%
Northern Territory 25.2%
Queensland 21.0%
South Australia 22.6%
Tasmania 23.6%
Victoria 18.4%
Avenage for Australia 19.4%
Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics Labour Force Survey,
December 1992.

PREMIER AND CABINET, MINISTRY OF - SAUNDERS, MR DON
Staff, Political Beliefs and Ethnic Origins, Employmemt Discussions

402. Dr LAWRENCE to the Premier:
(1) Further to question on notice 269 of 1993, has the Premier's departmrent

investigated the veracity of claims that same staff in the Department of
Premier and Cabinet were asked about their political beliefs and ethnic
origins by Mr Don Saunders in discussions about their future employment
in the department?

(2) If not, why not?
(3) If so, what is the outcome of these investigations?
Mr COURT replied:

(1)-(3)
The Director General of the Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet
has advised me that Mr Saunders has given assurance that there is
no substance to these claims. If the Leader of the Opposition has
specific complaints, she should refer them to me and I will ensure
they are investigated-

WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - WATER RATES AND
CHARGES

Income
408. Mir THOMAS to the Minister for Water Resources:

For each of the Water Authority of Western Australia's -

(a) metropolitan;
(b) country north;
(c) country south;
areas, what was WAWA's projected and actual income for the 1992-93
financial year for -
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(i) residential;
0i0 commercial;
(iii) industrial;
water rates and charges?

Mr OMODEI replied:
Water races and charges
(including water sales)
(a) Residential

(b)-(c)
Non-mes

Notes: (1)
(2)
(3)
(4)

1992-93
(I) Metro

(ii)-(iii) Cnrry

Budget
$99.1m
$32.2m

July
Estimate

$95.9m
$30.6mn

idential (i) Metro $74.1m $75.1m
(ii)-6fii) Cntry $46.3m $45 Jim

Actual figures for 1992-93 not yet finalised.
Information is available only for country combined.
Non-residential - includes commercial and industrial.
Reduction due to reduced water sales as a result of
cooler than expected summer.

(1)
(4)
(2)

(3)
(2)

WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - WATER RATES AND
CHARGES

Income
409. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Water Resources:

For each of the Water Authority of Western Australia's -

(a) metropolitan;
(b) country north;
(c) country south;
areas, what is WAWA's projected income for the 1993-94 financial ye
for -
(i) residential;
(ii) commercial;
(iii) industrial;
water rates and charges?

Mr OMODEI replied:
Water races and charges 1993-94 Projected

(a) Residential

(b)-(c)

(i) Metro
(ii)-(iii) Cntry

Income
$105.3m

$34. 1 rn

(1)

(2)

Non-residential (i) Metro $74.2m (3)
(ii)-4jii) Cntry $46.S5m (2)

Notes: (1) Estimates for 1993-94 not yet finalised. Projections
include provisions for growth, which are subject to
revision.

(2) Information is available only for country combined.
(3) Information available only for non-residential which

includes commercial and industrial.
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WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - SEWERAGE RATES AND
CHARGES

Income
410. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Water Resources:

For each of the Water Authority of Western Australia's -

(a) metropolitan;
(b) country north;
(c) country south;
areas, what is WAWA 's projected and actual income for the 1992-93
financial year for -
(i) residential;
(ii) commercial;
(iii) industrial;
sewerage rates and charges?

Mr OMODET replied:
Sewerages rates July
and charges 1992-93 Budget Estimate (1)
(a) Residential (i) Metro $100.lm $100.8m

(ii)-(iii) Cntry $16.9m. $17.Om (2)
(b)-(c)

Non-residential (i) Metro $55.9m $56.0m (3)
(ii)-(iii) Cntry $8.4m $8.5m (2)

Notes: (1) Actual figures for 1992-93 not yet finalised.
(2) information is available only for country combined.
(3) Non-residential - includes commercial and industrial.

WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - SEWERAGE RATES AND
CHARGES

Income
411. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Water Resources:

For each of the Water Authority of Western Australia's -

(a) metropolitan;
(b) country north;
(c) country south;
areas, what is WAWA's projected income for the 1993-94 financial year
for -
(i) residential;
(ii) commercial;
(iii) industrial;
sewerage rates and charges?

Mr OMODET replied:
Sewerage rates Projected
and charges 1993-94 Income (1)
(a) Residential (i) Metro $1O8.8m

(ii)-(iii) Cntry $18.lm (2)
(b)-(c)

Non-residential (i) Metro $58.6m (3)
(ii)-(iii) Cntry $8.9m (2)
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Notes: (1) Estimates for 1993-94 not yet finalised. Projections
include provisions for growth, which are subject to
revision.

(2) Information is available only for country combined.
(3) Information available only for non-residential which

includes commercial and industrial.
WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - DRAINAGE RATES AND

CHARGES
Income

412. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Water Resources:
For each of the Water Authority of Western Australia's -

(a) metropolitan;
(b) country north;
(c) country south;
areas, what is WAWA's projected and actual income for the 1992-93
financial year for -

(i) residential;
(ii) commercial;
(iii) industrial;
drainage rates and charges?

Mr OMODEI replied:
Drainage rates July
and charges 1992-93 Budget Estimate (1)
(a) Residential (i) Metro $6.8mn $7.Orn

(ii)-(iii) Cntry -- (2)(3)
(b)-(c)

Non-residential (i) Metro $6.5m $6.7m (4)
(ii)-(iii) Cntry $1.2m $1.2m (2)(3)

Notes: (1) Actual figures for 1992-93 not yet finalised.
(2) Country drainage rates not split between residential and

non-residential.
(3) Information is available only for country combined.
(4) Non-residential - includes commercial and industrial.

WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - DRAINAGE RATES AND
CHARGES

Income
413. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Water Resources:

For each of the Water Authority of Western Australia's -

(a) metropolitan;
(b) country north;
(c) country south;
areas, what is WAWA's projected income for the 1993-94 financial year
for -

(i) residential;
(ii) commercial;
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(iii) industrial;
drainage rates and charges?

Mr OMODEI replied:
Drainage rates
and charges 1993-94 (1)
(a) Residential (i) Metro $7.4mi

(ii)-(iii) Cntry Nil (2)
(b)-(c)

Non-residential (i) Metro $7.Om (3)
(ii)-(iii) Cntry Nil (2)

Notes: (1) Estimates for 1993-94 not yet finalised. Projections
include provisions for growth, which are subject to
revision.

(2) Country drainage rates abolished for 1993-94.
(3) Non-residential - includes commercial and industrial.

WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - RATES AND CHARGES,
NEW

Consultations
414. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Water Resources:

(1) What bodies were consulted in establishing the recently-announced Water
Authority of Western Australia rates and charges for 1993-94?

(2) Will the Minister state who of the following first proposed the level of
rates and charges -

(a) WAWA;
(b) Treasury;
(c) the Minister's office;
(d) another agency of Government;
(e) outside consultants;
(f) none of the above?

Mr OMODEI replied:
(1) Many groups have contributed to the debate on reform of the Water

Authority's non-residential charges over the years. The problem was
formally examined by the Minister's working party on non-residential
rates and charges. This working party included representatives of the
Perth Chamber of Commerce, Confederation of WA Industry, Retail
Traders' Association, Small Business Development Corporation, WA
Shopping Centre Retail Association, the Water Authority and the Minister
for Water Resources. Others consulted were Cabinet, the Water Authority
and Treasury.

(2) The Water Authority of Western Australia. As required by legislation, the
board of the Water Authority recommends the level of rates and charges.

WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - RATES AND CHARGES,
NEW

Consultations
415. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Water Resources:

(1) Were any consultants employed to help reach any of the decisions made
about the Water Authority of Western Australia's 1993-94 level of rates
and charges?
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(2) If so, who?
(3) Are they still employed by the WAWA and/or the Minister's office?
Mr OMODEI replied:
(1) No.
(2)-(3)

Not applicable.
WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - DOMESTIC ACCOUNTS

Default Payments
416. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Water Resources:

(1) For each of the Water Authority of Western Australia's -
(a) metropolitan;
(b) country north;
(c) country south;
areas, how many domestic accounts defaulted on payment of charges due
to inability to pay?

(2) How many are projected to do so in 1993-94?
Mr OMODEI replied:
(1)-(2)

This information is not available to the Water Authority.
WATER AUTH-ORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - RATES AND CHARGES,

NEW
Administrative Cost

417. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Water Resources:
What was the administrative cost of adopting the new system and rate of
Water Authority of Western Australia charges for 1993-94?

Mr OMODET replied:
The Water Authority incurs administrative costs in adopting new rates and
charges each year. The additional costs associated with tariff reform
initiatives cannot be meaningfully quantified.

WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - RATES AND CHARGES,
NEW

Advertising Cost
418. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Water Resources:

What has been the cost of advertising associated with the new Water
Authority of Western Australia charges for 1993-94?

Mr OMODEI replied:
The total amount is $5 000 for the production of a newspaper
advertisement and its insertion in the media.

WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - STAFF LEVEL,
MAINTENANCE

419. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Water Resources:
Does the Water Authority of Western Australia intend to maintain its
1992-93 staffing level during the current financial year?

Mr OMODEI replied:
The Water Authority, like all Government trading enterprises, will review
its way of operating to ensure customers receive cost efficient services.
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As the authority matches business demand and employee numbers there
will be reductions.

WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - REDUNDANCIES
420. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Water Resources:

(1) Are any redundancies planned in the Water Authority of Western
Australia during the 1993-94 financial year?

(2) If so -
(a) how many will be forced redundancies;
(b) how many voluntary?

(3) What will be the cost of -
(a) forced redundancies;
(b) voluntary redundancies?

Mr OMODEI replied:
(I) Yes.
(2) (a) Nil.

(b) Dependent on business needs and employee demand.
(3) (a) Nil.

(b) Not expected to exceed $4m.
WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - DRAINAGE RATES.

COUNTRY
Abc/Wton, Cost

421. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Water Resources:
(1) How much will the abolition of country drainage races cost?
(2) Who will bear the cost of this?
(3) Are other accounts expected to cross-subsidisc this move?
Mr OMODHI replied:
(1) $1.245m in 1993-94.
(2) The Water Authority.
(3) During 1993-94 the operation, management and funding of country

drainage schemes will be reviewed by the Water Authority and
Government following consultation with local authorities and other
interest groups. Future funding options will be determined following the
review.

WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - PROFIT, GROSS. 1993-94
422. MrTHOMAS to the Minister for Water Resources:

What is the Water Authority of Western Australia's projected gross profit
for the 1993-94 financial year?

Mr OMODEI replied:
This information will be made available to the member after Government
has approved the authority's final 1993-94 budget.

WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - PROFIT, NET, 1993-94
423. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Water Resources:

What is the Water Authority of Western Australia's projected net profit
for the 1993-94 financial year?
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Mr OMODHI replied:
This information will be made available to the member after Government
has approved the authority's final 1993-94 budget.

WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - WATER RATES AND
CHARGES

Revenue
424. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Water Resources:

What is the Water Authority of Western Australia's total revenue figure
for water rates and charges during each of the financial years -
(a) 1992-93;
(b) 1993-94?

Mr OMODEI replied:
Total revenue from water rates and charges -

(a) 1992-93 $246.6m (i)
(b) 1993-94 $260.Im (ii)
Notes: (i) Estimates - actual figures for 1992-93 not yet finalised.

(ii) Projection - estimates for 1993-94 not yet finalised.
Projections include provisions for growth which are
subject to review.

WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - SEWERAGE RATES AND
CHARGES

Revenue
425. Mr TIHOMAS to the Minister for Water Resources:

What is the Water Authority of Western Australia's total revenue figure
for sewerage rates and charges during each of the financial years -

(a) 1992-93;
(b) 1993-94?

Mr OMODE! replied:
Total revenue from sewerage rates and charges -

(a) 1992-93 $182.3m (i)
(b) 1993-94 $194.4m (ii)
Notes: (i) Estimate - actual figures for 1992-93 not yet finalised.

(ii) Projection - estimates for 1993-94 not yet finalised.
Projections include provisions for growth which are
subject to review.

WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - DRAINAGE RATES AND
CHARGES

Revenue
426. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Water Resources:

What is the Water Authority of Western Australia's total revenue figure
for drainage rates and charges during each of the financial years -

(a) 1992-93;
(b) 1993-94?

Mr OMODE! replied:
Total revenue from drainage rates and charges -
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(a) 1992-93 $14.9m (i)
(b) 1993-94 $14.4m (ii)
Notes: (i) Estimate - actual figures for 1992-93 not yet finalised.

(ii) Projection - estimates for 1993-94 not yet finialised.
Projections include provisions for growth which are
subject to review.

WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - GROSS RENTAL
VALUES

427. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Water Resources:
(1) Have all gross rental values now been set that will apply to properties

levied by the Water Authority of Western Australia in 1993-94?
(2) If not, when will this process be complete?
Mr OMODHI replied:
(1) No.
(2) A small number of valuations effective from I July 1993 are yet to be

finalised and this may take several months. Also, as all valuations can be
appealed, the incidence and outcome cannot be predicted. Further, there
are valuation changes throughout the year due to land use changes,
additions and demolitions which are processed after new valuations are
received and some of those will be after 30 June 1994.

WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - COMMERCIAL AND
INDUSTRIAL PROPERTIES

Water Rates, Sewerage or Drainage Rates, Increase More Than 3.4 per cent
428. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Water Resources:

For each of the Water Authority of Western Australia's -
(a) metropolitan;
(b) country north; and
(c) country south;
areas -

(i) how many commercial and industrial properties will experience
actual increased water rates greater than 3.4 per cent in the
1993-94 financial year; and

(ii) how many commercial and industrial properties will experience
actual increased sewerage or drainage rates greater than 3.4 per
cent in the 1993-94 financial year?

Mr OMODEI replied:
(a) Metropolitan -

(i) The minimum charge for a 20 mm service was increased from
$270 in 1992-93 to $300 for 1993-94. Various higher minimum
charges were introduced in 1993-94 for larger meter sizes. 4 274
properties had increases in waxer charges and all were attributable
to the changes in minimum charges;

(ii) in sewerage rates - 12 481; the minimum charge for sewerage was
increased from $270 in 1992-93 to $300 for 1993-94, affecting
3 408 properties. The remainder estimated of 9 073 is due to
valuation changes;

(iii) in drainage rates - 9 562. All due to valuation changes.
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(b) Country -

(i) In water rates - 4 35 1. As for metropolitan, minimum charges
were increased. A total of 3 471 properties incurred minimum
charges for 1993-94;

(ii) in sewerage rates - 811. As for metropolitan, minimum charges
were increased. A total of 674 properties incurred minimum
charges for 1993-94;

(iii) in drainage rates - not applicable as drainage rates have been
abolished for all country properties for 1993-94.

WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - GROSS RENTAL
VALUES, INCREASE

429. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Water Resources:
(1) In what country area and town is the greatest proportionate and absolute

increase in gross rental values expected during the 1993-94 financial year?
(2) What will be the average increase?
Mr OMODET replied:

Gross rental values are assessed by the Valuer General. Therefore, the
question should be directed to the Minister for Finance as the Minister
responsible.

WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - GROSS RENTAL
VALUES, INCREASE

430. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Water Resources:
(1) In what country area and town is the lowest proportionate and absolute

increase in gross rental values expected during the 1993-94 financial year?
(2) What will be the average increase?
Mr OMODEI replied:

Gross rental values are assessed by the Valuer General. Therefore, the
question should be directed to the Minister for Finance as the Minister
responsible.

MINISTER FOR EDUCATION - CURRICULUM PROFILES AND KEY
COMPETENCIES

Meeting, Friday 2 July, Ministry and DEVET Advice
431. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for

Education:
What advice did the Minister receive from the Ministry of Education and
the Department of Employment, Vocational Education and Training
regarding curriculum profiles and key competencies in preparation for the
meeting of Ministers held on Friday. 2 July 1993?

Mr TUBBY replied:
The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

The advice provided by the Ministry of Education and the Department of
Employment. Vocational Education and Training was entirely consistent
with the position taken at the ministerial forum on 2 July 1993. In this
regard, each State is to pursue a review of the competencies and profiles
within its own constituency, to determine how, when, and in what shape
the initiatives should be implemented. The member should note that this
position implies neither endorsement nor rejection of the key
competencies or profiles.
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PUNDULMURRA COLLEGE - INDEPENDENT COLLEGE, COLLEGES ACT
Director Appointment; Government Allocation

432. Mr GRAHAM to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for
Education:

(1) Will Pundulmurra College become an independent college under the
Colleges Act 1978?

(2) When will the position of Director of Pundulmurra College be advertised?
(3) Who has been appointed to the Pundulmurra College Council?
(4) Has the Government made no allocation for recurrent expenditure for

Pundulmurra College?
(5) If so, is it dhe case that Hedland and Karratha Colleges are to be required

to transfer funds to Pundulmurra College?
Mr TUBBY replied:

The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

(1) Pundulmurra College was established as an independent college
under the Colleges Act 1978 on I July 1993.

(2) The position of Director of Pundulmurra College will be advertised
after the Pundulmurra College Council has been appointed.

(3) The Pundulniurra College Council has not been appointed.
(4) The Government has made provision in the 1993-94 Budget for

recurrent expenditure for Pundulniurra College.
(5) Not applicable.

KALGOORLIE COLLEGE - SCHOOL OF MINES
Merger Plans

433. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for
Education:

Are plans to merge Kalgoorlie College and the School of Mines
proceeding?

Mr TUBBY replied:
The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

A project team with support from the Commonwealth evaluations and
investigations program is examining the feasibility of establishing a
university college in Kalgoorlie based on the existing Kalgoorlie College
and the WA School of Mines. It is planned that die matter be reported on
by mid-October.

TAFE - COLLEGES
Colleges Act, Transfer Intention

434. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for
Education:

Does the Government intend to transfer all Technical and Further
Education Colleges under the Colleges Act 1978?

Mr TUBBY replied:
The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

The Education, Employment and Training portfolio has been the subject
of a review by a team led by Dr Robert Vickery. The Minister has not had
sufficient opportunity to consider the committee's report, including
arrangements for the governance of all colleges of vocational education
and training.
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ADVANCED MANUFACTURING TECHNOLOGY CENTRE, EAST PERTH -
ENROLMENTS

Courses: New, Previous TAFE
435. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for

Education:
(1) What is the total enrolment in each course conducted at the Advanced

Manufacturing Technology Centre at East Perth?
(2) Which courses are new to the Advanced Manufacturing Technology

Centre at East Perth?
(3) Which were courses previously conducted by Technical and Further

Education?
Mr TUBBY replied:

The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

(1) Details of the total enrolment in each course conducted at the
Advanced Manufacturing Technology Centre are as follows -

Course Course Name No of full No of part
No time students time

students
9604 Advanced Certificate Technology 29

Computer Systems Engineering
9606 Advanced Certificate Technology 27 46

Computer Based Training
8430 Associate Diploma 66 154

Electronic Engineering Stages 3 & 4
8431 Associate Diploma 17 -

Microcomputer Technology
9666 Associate Diploma 45 118

Applied Science (Laboratory Techniques)
Total Students 184 318

Art Department CMC Perth 10 students for 11 hours per week
CMC Flexible Learning Centre 55 students for 20 hours per week
(2)-(3)

All courses are new to the AMTC, since it commenced operation
in February 1993. Courses 9604 (Advanced Certificate
Technology - Computer Systems Engineering) and 9606
(Advanced Certificate Technology - Computer Based Training) are
completely TAFE award programs. They are being piloted for the
first time this year at AMTC with approval from SESDA. Courses
8430 (Associate Diploma - Electronic Engineering Stages 3 and 4),
8431 (Associated Diploma - Microcomputer Technology), and
9666 (Associate Diploma Applied Science - Laboratory
Techniques) have been offered previously by TAFE. They are
being conducted at the AMTC this year, with support from Mt
Lawley TAFE campus staff.

ADVANCED MANUFACTURING TECHNOLOGY CENTRE. EAST PERTH -
"RESOLUTIONS" PROGRAMS

Consolidated Revenue Fund Subsidy
436. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for

Education:
(1) Are programs under "Resolutions" at the Advanced Manufacturing

Technology Centre subsidised by consolidated revenue funds for the cost
of premises and staff?
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(2) Is theft anything contrary to the provisions of the Financial
Administration and Audit Act 1985 in the arrangements?

Mr TUBBY replied:
The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

(1) The member is referred to her own correspondence on this matter
dated 30 September 1992, wherein she provides an assurance that
the Resolutions training unit is a fully self-funding operation.

(2) The unit, as pant of the Advanced Manufacturing Technology
Centre, is managed in accordance with the provisions of the
Financial Administration and Audit Act.

ADVANCED MANUFACTURING TECHNOLOGY CENTRE, EAST PERTH -
COMPANIES

Training Arrangements; Space Tender; Conditions
437. Mrs HALLAH-AN to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for

Education:
(1) Which companies have entered into training arrangements with the

Government and are occupying the Advanced Manufacturing Technology
Centre at East Perth?

(2) Were companies invited to tender for the space at the Advanced
Manufacturing Technology Centre?

(3) For companies occupying the centre, what lease/conditions apply?
Mr TUBBY replied:

The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

(1) A range of companies has entered into discussions for the specific
purpose of training activities. None is occupying the Advanced
Manufacturing Technology Centre.

(2) No. The AMTC does not offer space for lease.
(3) Not applicable.

PREMIER AND CABINET, MINISTRY Of - "THE IMPORTANCE OF
WESTERN AUSTRALIA TO THE NATIONAL ECONOMY" BY ACCESS

ECONOMICS
Cost

438. Dr LAWRENCE to the Premier:
What was the cost of the report "The Importance of Western Australia to
the National Economy' prepared by Access Economics for the Ministry of
Premier and Cabinet?

Mr COURT replied:
$5 000 plus $102.73 expenses.

KALGOORLIE COLLEGE - ABORIGINAL EDUCATJON PROGRAM
Allocation Cut, Aboriginal Services Bureau, Department of

Employment, Vocational Education and Training
442. My TAYLOR to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for

Education:
(1) Has the Aboriginal Services Bureau of the Department of Employment.

Vocational Education and Training, despite commitments to the contrary,
cut the 1993 allocation to the Kalgoorlie College Aboriginal Education
Program by more than 50 per cent to just $64 000?

(2) If so, has the college made substantial planning and financial
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commitments based on the bureau's 1992 commitment as outined in the
college's earlier submission and strategic plan?

(3) Will the Minister agree to review the decision?
Mir TUBBY replied:

The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

(1) Kalgoorlie College is one of 35 community arnd TAEE training
providers that receive funding through the Commonwealth
Aboriginal education strategic initiatives program, which is
administered by the Aboriginal Services Bureau of the Department
of Employment, Vocational Education and Training. Kcalgoorlie
College was provided with an initial funding amount and given an
opportunity to negotiate on this figure if required. The college's
1993 budget is currently being negotiated between the college and
DEVET. The final allocation has yet to be determined. DEVET is
awaiting information from the college in response to a meeting that
took place on Tuesday, 6 July before a jointly agreed figure is
determined.

(2) Kalgoorlie College is fully aware that 1993 is the first year of a
new triennial funding agreement between the State and
Commonwealth over AESIP. Rather than delay the release of
money to community and TAFE providers the Commonwealth
released a first quarter 'advance' equivalent to the same amount as
for the first quarter of 1992. This allowed Kalgoorlie College to
commence training courses instead of having to delay until the
new agreement was completed. Kalgoorlie College and DEVET
are now negotiating which activities will be continued throughout
1993. This decision is one which will be reached only after
extensive consultation and discussions between officers in the
college and DEVET.

(3) Not applicable.
EDUCATION, MINISTRY OF - EMPLOYMENT, VOCATIONAL

EDUCATION AND TRAINING, DEPARTMENT OF
Appointments or Promotions, Minister's Intervention

443. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for
Education:
(1) Has the Minister, or any person acting on behalf of the Minister,

intervened to overturn or alter or otherwise disregard any recommendation
from selection panels or authorised officers on appointments or
promotions to be made within the Ministry of Education or the
Department of Employment, Vocational Education and Training?

(2) Have any persons been denied appointment to substantive, acting or
relieving positions within these agencies following the intervention of the
Minister or any person acting on behalf of the Minister?

(3) Have any persons within these agencies been removed from any
substantive, acting or relieving positions following the intervention of the
Minister or any person acting on behalf of the Minister?

(4) Will the Minister provide details on all the matters referred to in questions
(1), (2) and (3)?

Mr TUBBY replied:
The Minister for Education has provided the following reply-
(1)-(3)

No.
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(4) Not applicable.
WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - METROPOLITAN

RESIDENTS, COUNTRY DWELLERS, CROSS-SUBSIDISATION
Residential, Commercial, Industrial; Water, Sewerage, Drainage

447. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Water Resources:
For both -

(a) 1992-93;
(b) 1993-94;
financial years, what amount of cross-subsidisation do metropolitan
residents provide to country dwellers in each of the areas of -
(i) residential;
(ii) commercial;
(iii) industrial;
fields of -

(iv) water;
(v) sewerage;
(vi) drainage?

Mr OMODEI replied:
In 1992-93 and 1993-94 estimated losses in country areas are -

1992-93 1993-94
Water $50.9m $59.5m
Sewerage $10.7m $9.3m
Drainage $4.Om $5.8m

Breakdown by customer category is not available.
RESERVES - TRIGG BEACH, NEW RESERVE PROPOSAL

Surf Life Saving Club, Beach Facilities and Restaurant
Developmet - Meetings: Public Consultations

448. Mr STRICKLAND to the Minister representing the Minister for Lands:
(1) With respect to the redevelopment proposed at Trigg Beach, what officers

from the Department of Land Administration met with City of Stirling
officers to discuss and resolve actions to be taken on the proposal?

(2) On which occasions did meetings occur?
(3) What support documentation or argument was presented to justify that the

proposed commercial development (Restaurant) was required to satisfy
the real need of reserve users?

(4) In what way would a kiosk/cafe not satisfy such needs?
(5) Is [lOLA aware of the present focus on Crown land and commercial

development under the "Better Government Agreement" process?
(6) If so, what action did DOLA officers take to inquire into any level of

public consultation which may have taken place on this proposal?
(7) On which occasion has -

(a) the City Manager,
(b) the Chief Building Officer from the City of Stirling
contacted DOLA on matters relating to the Trigg proposal?

(8) On which occasions has DOLA initiated contact with the City of Stirling
on these matters?
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Mr LEWIS replied:
The Minister for Lands has provided the following reply -

(1) Mr Robert Morland Director, Land Operations Division
Mr Barrie Dimond Regional Manager, Metropolitan

Region
Mr Dan Collins Manager. Land and Property
Mr Ron Pumphrey Manager, Acquisitions Roads and

Reserves
(2) 2 April 1993 and on or about 15 October 1992.
(3) The initial meeting was to discuss the "rearrangement" of the

reserves and no indication was given on the restaurant proposal or
any commercial activities.

(4) DOLA is not in a position to comment. This is a decision which
needs to be made by the community. It would be expected that the
normal planning process would decide the extent of development.

(5) Yes.
(6) None, aside from ensuring the appropriate planning approvals had

been obtained.
('7) (a)-(b)

15 July 1993, 6 April 1993, 15 October 1992.
(8) None.

RESERVES - TRIGG BEACH, NEW RESERVE PROPOSAL
Surf Lifesaving Club, Beach Facilities and Rescausrant

Development - Governor's Approval in Executive Council, Procedure
449. Mr STRICKLAND to the Minister representing the Minister for Lands:

(1) With respect to the answer provided to question on notice 381 of 1993,
and part (8), what is the procedure required to obtain Governor's approval
in Executive Council?

(2) What specific actions must -

(a) the Minister,
(b) the Cabinet;
take on the matter of changing the purpose of the present Trigg reserve
which is under redevelopment?

(3) What action has the Minister taken to date?
Mr LEWIS replied:

The Minister for Lands has provided the following reply -

(1) DOLA staff prepare an appropriate notice for submission through
the Minister for Lands to the Governor in Executive Council, after
endorsement by the Premier.

(2) (a) As in (1).
(b) There is no reference to Cabinet in such cases.

(3) No action taken to date.
EDUCATION, MINISTRY OF - EMPLO)YMENT, VOCATIONAL EDUCATION

AND TRAINING, DEPARTMENT OF
Appointments or Promotions, Minister's Intervention

451. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for
Education:

(1) Has the Minister, or any person acting on behalf of the Minister,
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intervened to overturn or alter or otherwise disregard any recommendation
from selection panels or authorised officers on appointments or
promotions to be made within the Ministry of Education or the
Department of Employment, Vocational Education and Training?

(2) Have any persons been denied appointment to substantive, acting or
relieving positions within these agencies following the intervention of the
Minister or any person acting on behalf of the Minister?

(3) Have any persons within these agencies been removed from any
substantive, acting or relieving positions following the intervention of the
Minister or any person acting on behalf of the Minister?

(4) If the answer to any of the above is yes, can the Minister provide full
details?

Mr TUJBBY replied:
The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

I refer the member to the answer to question on notice 443.
PERTH FORESHORE PROJECT - CARR, LYNCH, HACK AND SANDELL,

WIThDRAWAL COSTS
454. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Planning:

What are all the costs associated with the State Government's decision to
terminate arrangements for Canr, Lynch, Hack and Sandell to prepare a
concept plan for the redesign of the Perth foreshore?

Mr LEWIS replied:
$115 000.

EUCALYPTUS OIL DISTILLATION PLANT - ESSENTIAL OILS
Government Assistance

455. Mr HILL to the Minister for Commerce and Trade:
(1) In relation to the establishment of a eucalyptus oil distillation plant in the

Minister's electorate, was the Government assistance provided by way of
a grant or loan?

(2) Under which funding program was the allocation made?
(3) Does the Minister intend to use capital allocations of this type as a general

rule in favour of developing industries in regional areas as opposed to
those in the metropolitan area?

(4) What, if any, conditions apply to this assistance?
Mr COWAN replied:
(1) Grant.
(2) Biotechnology Industry Development.
(3) No.
(4) Fifty per cent initial payment with the balance payable upon completion of

construction and presentation of proof of expenditure.
MINISTERIAL OFFICES - STAFF NAMES, POSITION, SALARY

Motor Vehicles Allocation
464. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs:

(1) What is the name, position and salary level of each person working in the
Minister's ministerial office as at 21 July 1993?

(2) How many and which of these have a Government motor vehicle allocated
for their use?
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Mr KIERATH replied:
(1)-(2)

Public Servants
Principal Private Secretary L8 plus car
Executive Officer L5
Personal Secretary L3
Correspondence Officer L2
Personal Assistant L2
Officer (3) Li
Term of Government
Chief Policy Adviser S I plus allowances
Media Secretary - shred with another Minister L6
Liaison Officer L3
Research Assistant L2 part time
Officer LI part time
Plus one office car. Salary levels as per Public Service Commission
determination.

GOVERNMENT AGENCIES - BUDGET 1992-93, FUNDS RETURNED To
TREASURY

486. Mr RIPPER to the Minister for Labour Relations:
(1) Were any agencies for which the Minister is responsible required to return

funds budgeted for 1992-93 to Treasury?
(2) If so, for each agency -

(a) what was the total amount returned;
(b) what amounts were deducted from the budget allocations for each

program and subprogram?
Mr KIERATH replied:

I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 324.
GOVERNMENT AGENCIES - BUDGET 1992-93, FUNDS RETURNED TO

TREASURY
488. Mr RIPPER to the Minister for Planning:

(1) Were any agencies for which the Minister is responsible required to return
funds budgeted for 1992-93 to Treasury?

(2) If so, for each agency -

(a) what was the total amount returned;
(b) what amounts were deducted from the budget allocations for each

program and subprogram?
Mr LEWIS replied:

I refer the member to my response to parliamentary question 326.
GOVERNME NT AGENCIES - BUDGET 1992-93, FUNDS RETURNED TO

TREASURY
491. Mr RIPPER to the Minister for Commerce and Trade:

(1) Were any agencies for which the Minister is responsible required to return
funds budgeted for 1992-93 to Treasury?

(2) If so, for each agency -

(a) what was the total amount returned;
(b) what amounts were deducted from dhe budget allocations for each

program and subprogram?
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Mr COWAN replied:
I refer the member to my answer to question 312.

GOVERNMENT AGENCIES - BUDGET 1992-93, FUNDS RETURNED TO
TREASURY

494. Mr RIPPER to the Minister representing the Minister for Mines:
(1) Were any agencies for which the Minister is responsible required to return

funds budgeted for 1992-93 to Treasury?
(2) If so, for each agency -

(a) what was the total amount returned;
(b) what amounts were deducted from the budget allocations for each

program and subprogram?
Mr C.). BARNETT replied:

The Minister for Mines has provided the following reply -

I refer the member to my reply in the Legislative Assembly to
parliamentary question on notice 315 on 30 June 1993.

GOVERNMENT AGENCIES - BUDGET 1992-93, FUNDS RETURNED TO
TREASURY

496. Mr RIPPER to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for
Education:

(1) Were any agencies for which the Minister is responsible required to return
funds budgeted for 1992-93 to Treasury?

(2) If so, for each agency -

(a) what was the total amount returned;
(b) what amounts were deducted from the budget allocations for each

program and subprogram?
Mr TUJBBY replied:

The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -
I refer the member to the answer to question on notice 318.

GOVERNMENT AGENCIES - BUDGET 1992-93, FUNDS RETURNED TO
TREASURY

498. Mr RIPPER to the Premier representing the Minister for Finance:
(1) Were any agencies for which the Minister is responsible required to return

funds budgeted for 1992-93 to Treasury?
(2) If so. for each agency -

(a) what was the total amount returned;
(b) what amounts were deducted from the budget allocations for each

program and subprogram?
Mr COURT replied:

The Minister for Finance has provided the following reply -

I refer the member to the answer to parliamentary question 311.
GOVERNMENT AGENCIES - BUDGET 1992-93, FUNDS RETURNED TO

TREASURY
499. Mr RIPPER to the Minister for Tourism:

(1) Were any agencies for which the Minister is responsible required to return
funds budgeted for 1992-93 to Treasury?
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(2) If so, for each agency -

(a) what was the total amount returned;
(b) what amounts were deducted from the budget allocations for each

program and subprogram?
Mr SHAVE replied:

I refer the member to my answer to question 320.
PEEL REGIONAL PARK - STATUS

502. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Planning:
(1) What is the current status of the Peel Regional Park?
(2) When is it anticipated that the Peel Regional Park will be declared?
Mr LEWIS replied:
(1) In January 1993 the Department of Planning and Urban Development

released a draft proposal for public comment. Submissions have now
been roceived. It is anticipated that a final report, which takes into
consideration public comments, will be finalised by the end of 1993.

(2) Following the preparation of the final report, the proposal will be
considered by Cabinet for endorsement and its declaration as a regional
park.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

COLLIE POWER STATION PROJECT - INFORMATION LEAK
92. Dr LAWRENCE to the Premier:

I refer to the Premier's condemnation of the Federal Government last
week for leaking details of its proposed Mabo legislation prior to making a
formal statement and ask -
(1) Does the Premier stand by his remarks that "it is cowardly to be

putting information of such importance out through the back
door"?

(2) If so, will the Premier live up to the standard he set for the Federal
Government and make a public apology for the way in which the
Cabinet decision on the Collie power station was deliberately
leaked to The West Australian and then followed by a three minute
statement to this Parliament?

(3) Why was Asca Brown Boveri not informed of the decision before
it appeared in this morning's newspaper and, in fact, notified only
late this morning?

Mr COURT replied:

The Leader of the Opposition can do a little better than that. The
Opposition was in Government for 10 years and could not make a decision
on a power station and now the first question asked by the Leader of the
Opposition is whether I leaked information to The West Australian!

Dr Lawrence: Did you?
Mr COURT: No, and I was criticised by the media this morning for not telling

them yesterday that a decision was imminent.
Dr Lawrence: One of your staff leaked it, did they?
Mr COURT: I told the Leader of the Opposition that the decision was nor leaked
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to The West Australian. Things are bad if that is the best she can do after
trying for 10 years to come to a decision. That is nearly as bad as the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition standing in the swreets of Kalgoorlie with
a rubbish bag over his head.

COLLIE POWER STATION PROJECT - 300 MW ANNOUNCEMENT
Leader of the National Parry's Support

93. Mr RIPPER to the Deputy Premier:
My question is addressed to the Deputy Premier in his capacity as Leader
of the National Parry.
(1) Does the Leader of the National Party support the announcement

by the Minister for Energy that the Government will build a
300 MW publicly funded power station at Collie?

(2) If so, how does the Minister reconcile this with his iron clad
guarantee that a 600 MW privately owned and operated power
station would be built at Collie?

The SPEAKER: Order! That question enters into a grey area. However, I will
leave it to the Deputy Premier to decide the type of answer he will give. It
seems to me that the question asks for an opinion.

Mr COWAN replied:
(1 )-(2)

Mr Speaker, I assumed that you would rule that the member had asked me
for an opinion. Rather than give an opinion, I will crave your indulgence.

The SPEAKER: Order! The Deputy Premier is right. It is up to him to decide
whether he wishes to answer the question. It has been the practice in this
House for Ministers to choose whether they will answer questions of this
type.

Mr COWAN: In that case, I will deal with the power station issue rather than
with the canvassing of opinions. This Government has succeeded where
the former Government failed. In the very short time this Government has
been in power it has made a decision for a new power station to be
constructed at Collie. I confidently predict there will be a growth in the
economy in this State and, recognising that the demand for electricity is
always prester than the economic growth of this State -

Mr Taylor: Did you vote on it in Cabinet?
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COWAN: - I am very confident that not only will there be one power station

at Collie, but, at some time in the future, there will be a second one.
INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS PACKAGE - BENEFITS, WORKERS'

INFORMATION
94. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Labour Relations:

What steps are being taken by the Minister to ensure that the benefits of
the Government's new industrial relations package are understood by the
ordinary worker?

Mr KIERATH replied:
I thank the member for the question.

Several members interjected.
Mr KIERAT- It is obvious that members opposite have made up their minds

and they do not want to be confused by the facts. Workers in this State
will receive numerous benefits from the Government's industrial relations
package. For the first time they will have genuine freedom of choice to

1755



choose a system which best suits them. The major benefit is that they will
have the ability to negotiate better wages and conditions in the workplace.
They will no longer be dependent on the incompetent actions of members
of the previous Government.

Several members interjected.
Mr KIERAT-: It is interesting that members opposite are yelling loudly because

they presided over a 19th century situation. Their Federal colleagues have
distanced themselves from them by allowing workplace agreements
without union involvement.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! An Opposition member used the expression,

"Pinocchio", which has been used previously in this Parliament when
referring to the Minister for Labour Relations. I will no longer tolerate the
use of such terms. I made a Minister withdraw the term, "carping
Carmen" because it was inappropriate. I do not want this place to become
a sporting ground for nicknames. I give members notice that I will not
accept these interjections. Furthermore, the interjections in the last few
minutes have been far too loud and 1 will not tolerate them.

Mr KIERATH:, It is reassuring to me when members opposite call me names.
Such action is ineffective when it comes to the legislation this
Government is introducing and for that reason their name calling gives me
confidence and encouragement. I am adamant that all workers should be
fully informed of the Government's industrial relations package. The
previous Government was happy to allow workers to operate in a vacuum.
The workers should be made aware of the options. Members opposite
would not want them to be fully informed of their choices in the fear that
the workers might choose a system which they are not promoting. In
order to disseminate the information to the public, I have appointed a
public relations company, Darcy Farrell and Associates.

Several members interjected.
Mr KIERATH: It is the same company which was appointed by the previous

Government to carry out various services, Incidentally, this company also
undertook work for the previous Court Government and the National
Party.

Several members interjected.
Mr KIERATH: The company has been appointed to assist in disseminating

information. It is important that people are made aware of the choices
available to them. By doing this, they will, for the first time, be able to
choose what suits them rather than operate under the situation which
prevailed in the past; that is, that the previous Government thought it
knew what was best for them.

Several members interjected.
Mr KIERATH: It appears that members opposite have a real fear of giving

people freedom of choice,
The SPEAKER: Order! Before I call the next member, I formally call the

member for Morley to order.
REPORT OF THE INDEPENDENT COMMISSION TO REVIEW PUBLIC

SECTOR FINANCES - SECOND REPORT, PRESENTATION DATE
95, Mr TAYLOR to the Premier:

(1) Can the Premier advise this House when volume 2 of the McCarry report
will be presented?
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(2) Will volume 2 be dramatically adjusted so that, unlike volume 1, it reflects
the balanced consolidated revenue fund Budget for 1992-93 and does not
grossly exaggerate some of the supposed ills of the public sector in
Western Australia?

Mr COURT replied:
(1) 1 cannot give a specific answer on the timing but I anticipate that it will be

presented within two or three weeks.
(2) The second report concentrates on the operations of a wide range -

approximately 60 - of Government departments, statutory authorities,
trding enterprises and agencies. It will be unique in that it is the first
time the private sector will have an uninhibited look into the operations of
government. I do not say that the Government will accept all of the
recommendations in that report, but it will provide a refreshing insight
into government which members opposite should be supporting.

TOURISM - SOUTH EAST ASIA, BENEFITS
96. Mrs van de KLASHORST to the Minister for Tourism:

Is there any indication that Western Australia can benefit through
increased tourism from the South East Asian region?

Mr SHAVE replied:
It is interesting to observe that there was some criticism in the local Press
about the benefits of my recent trip to South East Asia. In months to come
the members of the Press who made those comments will recognise the
stupidity of them. Apart from that, I am pleased to advise that in the first
four months of 1993 international visitor numbers to Western Australia
increased by 15.9 per cent, compared with a national increase of 13.6 per
cent. The latest figures, although starting from a relatively small base,
show a major increase from Indonesia of 30 per cent, from Thailand 46
per cent, from Malaysia 13 per cent and from Singapore 20 per cent, It is
interesting to note that there are 400 million people in South East Asia and
Western Australia is significantly placed to take advantage of that. It is
either on the same time zone or has one hour difference from countries in
that region.

Mr Taylor: This is enthralling; none of us knew any of this!
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr SHAVE: I am glad the Deputy Leader of the Opposition is finding my

comments interesting. If his Government had done more during its term
of office, perhaps it would have been able to comment on the same sort of
success that I am now commenting upon.

Mr Graham: How do you explain that increase in the first four months if you
maintain that we did nothing?

Mr SHAVE: Quite simply. Someone forgot to tell the member opposite that the
election was held in February and not May. If he counts from one to four,
he will get May and not February. I am also pleased to announce -

Mr Graham interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the member for Pilbara.
Mr Catania: Did you get these facts in Indonesia?
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr SHAVE: I am also pleased to announce that the Western Australian Tourism

Commission plans a sales mission throughout all major South East Asian
markets later this year, and tourism operators will be invited to join the
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mission and meet tour wholesalers and travel agents. I hope that the
Western Australian Press will adopt a positive attitude towards these
promotional ventures which are aimed at creating jobs for Western
Australia.

WORKERS' COMPENSATION - CHANGES
Liberal Party's Briefing, Truth

97. Mr MARLBOROUGH to the Premier:
I refer to the statement made to the House by the member for Albany on
7 July 1993 about the Liberal Party's briefing on workers' compensation
changes during which he said that the changes had not been detailed and
that no advice or information had been given about exactly what would
happen. The next day the Premier told the House that the Government
agonised over that decision and had looked at the situation in the other
States. Who is telling the truth about what occurred at that meeting, the
Premier or the member for Albany?

Mr COURT replied:
The member is still asking for information about what took place at a
caucus meeting some four weeks ago.

Several members inteijected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Peel has asked his question and should

come to order.
Mr COURT: I stand by my original answer.

GOLD - PRICE INCREASE, SIGNIFICANCE TO ECONOMIC RECOVERY
98. Mr McNEE to the Premier:

How significant to economic recovery is the recent increase in the gold
price ?

Mr COURT replied:
One thing I must say -

Mr Taylor: Highly, very highly, or pretty important; that is the objective test.
Mr COURT: One thing that the Liberal Party con ference in Kalgoorlie did was

get the local member back into Kalgoorlie. It was good to see him and the
member for Eyre in the town, even though they were dressed in rubbish

bags, because they were still better dressed than the member for Peel.
The current high price for gold will be of great benefit to the economic
recovery not only of the State, as it produces more than 75 per cent of
Australia's gold, but also of Australia as a whole. One of the benefits of
the higher gold price is that it has enabled companies to raise considerable
new capital for exploration and mining development. I am sure that the
member for Kalgoorlie would agree that the surplus drilling rigs that were
around the place a couple of years ago have disappeared as a result of
much action occurring in gold production.
I repeat what I said in Kalgoorlie at the conference: As gold played such a
crucial role in the last decade of the previous century, so it will assist
Western Australia during this decade to lead the economic renaissance of
this country, which I am sure is something all members support. I
cetainly hope that the current price is maintained so that additional capital
can be raised to assist the gold industry. In recent years we have seen a
strong inflow of funds from Asia to the gold industry of this State. It is
interesting that people from Singapore, Malaysia and Indonesia have
invested strongly in the local stock market which, even though it is
relatively small, has been able to raise large sums of money for the gold
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industry. Many Asian investors have found confidence through that
occurring and have widened their interests into other mining stocks and
even further into industrial stocks. The gold industry has been a catalyst
for many of those investors' gaining the confidence to invest in this State.

CHILDREN'S COURT - JUDGE JACKSON
Position Rotation, Correct Version

99. Mr D.L. SMIT7H to the Attorney General:
I refer to an article in today's The West Australian, where the President of
the Children's Court Hal Jackson - a president whom the Attorney
General has failed to defend on a number of occasions - states that he
intends to rotate his position on the court with that of the newly appointed
judge, Michael Muller, on an annual basis. I refer also to the Attorney
General's comments this morning on Radio 6PR that this was not the
Government's intention; the Government's intention was to rotate him
with a number of judges of the District Court, rather than with a single
judge.
(1) Which version is correct, and has the honourable judge

misunderstood something that the Attorney General said, in the
same way that Mr Don Doig misunderstood something that the
Attorney General said?

(2) Can the Attorney General explain to the House her understanding
of the doctrine of the separation of powers between the Executive
and the judiciary, and what right does the Attorney General have to
decide which judges will sit where?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:

1 thank the member for the question. His Honour, Judge Jackson, will
return to the District Court at the end of the year. He has some leave to
take, and the timing of that leave will obviously be at his discretion. The
Government's intention is that the president of the Children's Court will
be appointed on a rotational basis. Discussions have taken place with the
Chief Justice, His Honour Mr Des Heenan, and he will rotate the judges to
the Children's Court. Many District Court judges have Children's Coont
commissions, and they will be appointed to the Children's Court on a
rotational basis in order to ensure the credibility of the Children's Court.

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS BILLS - MEECHAM, MR ROB, COMMENTS
100. Mr BOARD to the Minister for Labour Relations:

(1) Is the Minister aware of the comments made by the Secretary of the
Trades and Labor Council of Western Australia, Rob Meecham, on
26 July about the Government's industrial relations Bills and their passage
through the House?

(2) In light of some of the comments, has the Government contravened, or
does the Government intend to contravene, the laws of Parliament in
respect of these Bills?

(3) Are Mr Meecham's comments about the contents and effects of the
legislation consistent with either the Government's intentions or the actual
provisions of the Bills?

Mr KIERATH replied:

I thank the member for the question. It appears that the trade union
movement cannot find any holes in the legislation, so it has to resort to
making things up. Mr Meechamn said publicly that the Bills would not
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proceed according to parliamentary standing orders, when I have always
said that they would, and the Premier has supported that position.
Mr Meecham also accused the Government of guillotining the Bills. How
can, we be accused of guillotining when the Bills have not yet been
considered by this House? Mr Meecham said also that the Bills would
come to the House next week, yet in the same interview he said that they
would come to the House in the next couple of weeks, so he keeps shifting
his pround. When one makes up things, one must be careful to remember
what one has made up in the first place. I do not mind if Mr Meecharn
makes these outrageous accusations, so long as his fabrications are
consistent.
Mr Meecham said also that the Government's policy will take power away
from the Workers. I assure the House that our legislation will give
workers more power than they have ever had. I say for the benefit of
members opposite and their string pullers that workers will have the power
of veto over any workplace agreement and they will not be able to be
forced into a workplace agreement against their will. I think what
Mr Meechamn is really worried about is the power that he may lose,
because no longer will he be able to compel people to accept his way of
thinking. For the first time, workers will have some genuine choice. That
is the real fear that he has about this legislation. Mr Meecham said also
that workers will not have access to arbitration. I refer members opposite
to clause 20(2) of the Workplace Agreements Bill, which states that it will
be the right of any party "to refer to arbitration a dispute of the kind
referred to in (1)". 1 know words like that are difficult for members
opposite to wrap their minds around, but they must open up their minds a
little and look at the proposed legislation.
Mr Meechamn went on to say that youths applying for their first job will be
facing a lawyer across the table, who will tell them either to sign or they
will not have the job. However, the Bill contains very strong provisions
about coercion. It is simply untrue that anybody - including the trade
union movement - will be able to coerce somebody into or out of a
workplace agreement. That is what has got themn in a bind, because if
unions, employers or anyone else tries to coerce people out of or into
agreements, they will be in big trouble. Mr Meec hamn then went on to say
that we were taking away the existing system of dealing with industrial
relations. That simply is not true. For the first time we are legislating to

-give everyone in this State a set of minimum conditions, and freedom of
choice. The only people with experience of taking things away from
people in recent years have been members of the trade union movement,
who have taken away from people the right to choose whether they belong
to trade unions. They are the ones who want compulsion and who are
opposed to freedom of choice.
One last comment from Mr Meecham, and the best one of all, is his attack
on common law. It is interesting that when it comes to workers'
compensation he is a great defender of common law. He cannot get it
right in both jurisdictions.

WORKERS' COMPENSATION - CHANGES
!nsurers' Savings Advice

101. Mrs HENDERSON to the Minister for Labour Relations:
(1) Is it true that the Minister has received advice that the changes he has

announced to the common law and workers' compensation system will
result in total savings to the insurers of between $3m and $9m?

(2) Further, has this advice suggested to the Minister that if savings of $15m
are required the Minister will have to abandon either -
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(a) increasing the statutory lump sum benefits to $100 000, or
(b) increasing weekly payments to 100 per cent of pit-injury earnings

for 26 weeks?
(3) Will the Minister give an undertaking that he will not rehreat from either

of these promises?
Mr KIERATh replied:
(1)-(3)

A confidential document was submitted to the Workers' Compensation
and Rehabilitation Commission for discussion, and a party leaked chat
document although it was provided in confidence.

Several members interjected
Mr KIERATH: I have confidence in the commission and I understand that it has

written to the person it thinks may have leaked chat document asking for
an explanation of that person's actions. Is it not interesting that in some
areas one simply cannot trust some people?

Several members interjected.
Mr KIERATh: I am happy to give the House some answers about the

Trowbridge costing. We submitted to Trowbridge Consulting a full wish
list - a shopping list of all the provisions we would like and all the benefits
we would like to provide.

Mrs Henderson interjected.
Mr KIERATH: If all the benefits were added together there would be savings of

about $9m.
Mrs Henderson interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the member for Thoriie. She

has asked about four additional questions. When I finally ask her to cease,
I expect her to do so.

Mr KIERATH: Thank you, Mr Speaker. The Trowbridge report showed the full
savings of about $60m and then costed all the shopping list items. If
somebody gave a copy of the report to the member for Thornlie, if she
bothers to read it she will see that it also says that the estimates are very
conservative, that they have overstated rather than understated
expenditure, and that there will be far more savings than are currently
claimed-
I give the House this assurance: If there were no savings to be made - not
a single cent - our proposals would still be worthwhile because they would
give injured workers better benefits. They would take the delays out of
the system and, ironically, they would give workers a system chat the
former Minister tried to get up. It is the system the former Minister
initiated and recommended, and to which she gave her support, as did the:
Trades and Labor Council. That is what has made them so angry - our
proposals have picked the eyes out of theirs. I assure members chat within
two weeks I will be able to outline all of the benefits.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Nollaniara has not interjected a lot

today but he has such a powerful voice Laurence Olivier would be shamed
by comparison. The member should cut in half both the volume and the
number of his interjections.

Mr KIERATI-: Even I cannot compete with chat.
When the recent announcement was made to the House it was stated that
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two inquiries were ini process to consider the level of benefits and other
matters. The inquiries conducted by members opposite when in
Government involved procrastination. The current Government has a very
clear idea of what it wants to do, and we will test that with the public
views. We have outlined our intentions. We have asked people to make
submissions. A number of people have already done so, and we have
received good ideas on how the system can be improved. I ask the
member for floralie to be patient, because within weeks I will reveal all
to her. She will then realise what a sham she has been in trying to make
cheap political points regarding this important issue that concerns many
people.


