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Wednesday, 12 April 1989

THlE SPEAKER (Mr Barnt) took the Chair at 2.15 pm. and read prayers.

SUPPLY BILL

Returned

Bill returned from the Council without amendment.

ACTS AMENDMENT (DENTAL PROSTHETICS STUDENTS) HILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from I I April.

MR HASSELL (Cortesloe) [2.20 pm]: This Bill has the support of the Opposition. Its
purpose is as described by the Minister in his second reading speech. Last week the Minister
was good enough to provide mec with papers relating to the Bill together with his own advice
about it and I have had the opportunity to check with interested pantics about whether the B ill
presents any difficulties to any professional group which has a legitimate interest in it. [ find
that it does not present any difficulties.

One question which was raised with me related to the course control of the Technical and
Further Education section course for dental prosthetists. The concern was that a dentist
should be in charge as course controller for that course. The Minister is aware of that
concern and, in meeting that concern, agreed to include in his second reading speech a
commitment that the course control will continue to be in the hands of a dentist. In his
second reading speech the Minister said -

At the administrative level, it is proposed that only a dentist will be appointed as the
course controller.

I want to highlight those words because the Minister specifically included them in his second
reading speech to reassure the dental profession which, it is known, has had reservations
about the development of dental prosthetics in the aspect of dealing directly with the public.
The Minister has, by using those words, reassured the representatives of that profession that
proper levels of professional standards will be maintained through the medium of that
control.

As the Minister knows, the profession would prefer that indication of commitment by the
Minister to be embraced in regulations, but it does not directly relate to the Bill. I understand
the Bill is designed to allow people already engaged in a tertiary training course to complete
the practical aspects of that course. The Bill is necessary at this time and the Opposition
supports it.

DR TURNBULL (Collie) [2.23 pm]: This Bill was introduced in order to cover an area
which people perceived was not being dealt with properly and adequately. From my research
it appears that the real reason for the introduction of this Bill is that dentures are too
expensive. It was thought that if dental technicians could do the work and by-pass the
patients' relationship with dentists, perhaps the cost of the dentures would be lower. To my
knowledge the cheapest set of dentures costs more than $600 and, unfortunately, this new
system does not appear to have had much effect on that price. This Bill introduces an
element of responsibility for the people who will supervise the students, and I hope it will
achieve what it sets out to achieve; that is, highly and well trained technicians who can
produce dentures for the people of Western Australia who need them. I also hope that it
meets the original aim of the legislation; that is, to provide people with dentures and
replacements at a reasonable cost. I support the Bill, and I feel it is important to ensure that
standards are maintained.

MR BRADSHAW (Wellington) [2.25 pm]: I also support the aml, but indicate that the
Government has been very tardy in introducing this course for dental prosthetists, which
includes those who have been in the profession for some time and who will now be able to



receive their qualifications. I have received complaints during the last year or two about the
three year delay that has taken place.

Mr Wilson: It is already in process. It began in July last year.

Mr BRADSHAW: A delay of two and a half years is still too much, but I am pleased that the
course is now in place. The legislation has not been introduced before time.

MR WILSON (Nallamara - Minister for Health) [2.26 pm]: I thank members of the
Opposition parties for their support of the Bill. I am sure that they recognise the urgent need
for the legislation to allow the clinical aspects of this course to proceed in the next few
months. The students who will benefit from the course will be grateful for the swift passage
that has been accorded to the Bill in the Parliament. I again thank members for their
assistance and commend the Bill to the House.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

Committee
The Deputy Chairnan of Committees (Dr Gallop) in the Chair; Mr Wilson (Minister for
Health) in charge of the Bill.

Clauses I and 2 put and passed.

Clause 3: Section 55 amended -

Mr HOUSE: I wish to raise an aspect of the work of dental technicians, which has been
referred to me by people in the dental profession; that is, how far dental technicians will
encroach into the chairside practice of dentistry. It seems to me and the people who have
raised this matter with me that dental technicians will be allowed to expand their area of work
and no-one objects to that. However, dentists are taught a great deal about the medical
aspects of their work. For example, they take the necessary precautions when treating a
patient takinig prescribed drugs, and are able to deal with a patient who may faint after
receiving some dental treatment. Medical problems can occur in many ways during dental
work and dentists are trained to handle those problems. If dental technicians are allowed to
practise their profession working at the chair side, what training will they be given with

-regard to-the complications that might arise? They are not qualified dentists and they have
not been given the medical training to cope with the matters with which dentists deal. I
would like the Minister to explain, first, where he sees the area of practice of dental
technicians actually stopping, because I understand that some of them practise at the chair
side; and secondly, whether he thinks that the medical training they are receiving in respect of
dentistry is sufficient to cope with the increased ability which we are giving to them in this
Bill.

Mr WILSON: I am not sure that this is strictly relevant to this clause of the Bill; the member
is broaching a much wider area than the Bill seeks to cover. It has been explained during the
second reading speech that the Bill is a very restricted measure to allow dental prosthetists to
complete the clinical component of their course. That is in accordance with the provisions of
the Dental Prosthetists Act and the Dental Act, which have already passed the Parliament.
Currently section 55(l)(d) allows a dentist, a dental therapist, a medical practitioner, a dental
attendant or a registered nurse to assist or take part in any act of dentistry or operation on the
mouth. The proposed amendment extends the current categories of persons who can assist a
dentist to include a dental prosthetics student. The amendment further restricts the dental
operation to the fitting of full dentures, or upper and lower dentures, or mouth guards. That
is all that it allows for. It is a very specific, restricted amendment, and it does not broach the
issue being referred to by the member. This amendment has the approval of the Australian
Dental Association, which has been consulted; and as the member for Cottesloe indicated in
his remarks, the association wanted to be satisfied that the control of the course was in the
hands of a qualified dentist. That commitment has been given in the second reading speech,
at the association's request. The association's member on the prosthetics advisory committee
has been fully involved in devising the content and provisions of the course.

Mr House: Is it fair to say then that what you are telling me is that the Government does not
*have or share the concern chat has been expressed by some people that technicians may be
operating in an area in which they were never intended to operate?
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Mr WILSON: That concern has not been drawn to the Government's attention.
Mr House: That is not what I asked. I asked does the Government not share any of that
concern?

Mr WILSON: I cannot share a concern which has not been expressed to me, and the
Government cannot share a concern which has not been expressed to it. If that concern has
been expressed to the member, then it has not yet been expressed to the Government, and
unless a concern has been expressed by the profession, such concern cannot easily be
addressed. Representatives of the professional associations have been fully involved in the
process of devising this course, and in the course of that consultation, none of that concern
has come through.

Mr MINSON: I was not going to speak, but as the only dental surgeon in the Chamber, I
would like to comment on this amendment and go briefly into the history of how dental
prosthetists arrived on the scene, which might help to answer the questions from the National
Party.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Dr Gallop): I point out that we have undertaken the second
reading debate of the Bill. We are now dealing with the Bill in Committee, and the member
should address himself to clause 3.
Mr NMINSON: I will save my comments for the third reading.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 4 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the report adopted.

Third Reading

MR WILSON (Nollamnara - Minister for Health) [2.34 pm]: I move -

That the Bill be now read a third time.

MR MINSON (Greenough) [2.35 pm]: A number of matters were canvassed in the second
reading debate and in Committee which require an explanation, and as the only dental
surgeon in the House I would like to give that explanation. The question of whether dental
prosthetists should be allowed to practise and be given chair side status has been debated in
the dental profession in Western Australia for a number of years. It has been a practice
overseas and interstate for dental technicians who have had further clinical training to be able
to make not only full dentures but, in many cases, partial dentures. In this State the dental
profession has always been opposed to technicians doing either of those things, on the ground
that a dental technician, although very skilled in his or her particular discipline, does not have
sufficient training in the study of pathology and medicine, particularly oral medicine, to
recognise underlying medical and pathological conditions which could be overlooked, and
which may become worse or, indeed, be exacerbated by the placement of a partial or full
denture.

The Act to which this Bill is an amendment sought to put in place the mechanism by which
dental technicians could undertake a course of clinical instruction to allow them to make full
upper and lower dentures; and that was agreed to after consultation with the Dental
Association and the dental faculty of the University of Western Australia, provided that a
prescribed clinical course was undertaken which was supervised by a dental surgeon. The
dental profession did not agree at any time, nor do I think it will agree, to dental technicians
being licensed to construct partial dentures, because in that area much mote training in
medicine and pathology is required.

The original Bill which, as the Minister pointed out, was passed last year, puts in place the
safeguards that the dental profession and the university require, and this small amendment to
the Bill simply allows that course to proceed. The question of bow far dental technicians will
go is beyond the scope of this Bill. I want to go on record as saying that the dental profession
in Western Australia will oppose any attempt to license dental technicians to branch out into
the area of the construction of partial dentures or removable bridges.
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Question put and passed.
Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY - FIFTH DAY

Motion
Debate resumed firom 5 April.

MR KOBELKE (Nollarnara) (2.41 pm]: Mr Speaker, at this, my first opportunity to speak
in this House, I would like to congratulate you an your re-election as Speaker.

The SPEAKER: Thank you.

Mr KOBELKE: I want to speak on a number of matters. Firstly I will comment on the
electorate of NoUamara which I am honoured to represent; and secondly. I want to recognise
the previous members for the area. This will lead me to make comment on the recent State
elections and to discuss some aspects of the State's electoral system.

The electorate of Nollamara encompasses parts of the suburbs of Balga, Dianella, Malaga,
Mirrabooka, Morley and Noranda, and all of Nollamara. The 1986 census figures revealed
that in age distribution and household income the electorate matches very closely the
statistics of the Perth metropolitan area. Although Nollamara is in some ways an average
electorate, considerable differences exist between the areas within it. The concerns and needs
of residents in one suburb are not necessarily relevant to those in another pant of the
electorate. There axe concentrations of ethnic groups throughout the area, particularly
Italians, Macedonians, Greeks, Indians, Chinese, Poles, South Mfricans and Vietnamese.
Some of these communities are of very long standing while others are more recent arrivals.
All are making a valuable contribution to the development of Western Australia.
The issues of concern to the residents of Nollamara include law and order, education, roads,
sewerage, services for the aged, and the provision of facilities for rapidly growing new
housing estates. A large number of Homeswest properties are to be found throughout the
area - in fact, the concentration is two and a half times that of the metropolitan average. The
present Government has a very fine record in the provision of Homeswest accommodation.
During the life of the last Labor Government homes were provided at four times the rate of
that under the previous conservative Government. A large number of sporting groups,
churches, service clubs, and other types of community groups make valuable contributions to
our community life. I count it as one of the rewards of this job that I have the opportunity to
meet so many genuinely friendly and caring people. It is an electorate which I feel very
privileged to represent.

As the new member for Nollamara I would like to mention the previous members for this
area: Ted Cunningham, Brian Burke and Keith Wilson. The present member for
Marangaroo, while the member for Balga only since the 1988 by-election, has always been
ready to issist me, and I express my gratitude to him.

To the former Premier, Brian Burke, I owe a special debt of thanks. Both as the member for
Balcatta and Balga. and as the Premier of the State, he offered a very special brand of
leadership. While some would prefer to seek out his weaknesses or mistakes, his very real
contribution to this State cannot be denied. We all have our strengths and our weaknesses.
During his time in this Parliament Brian Burke exercised the self discipline which enabled
him to build on his personal strengths and minimise his vulnerabilities. Through self
discipline he developed from a young member with a touch of the larrikin to become the
consummate politician. In this, as in other things, Brian Burke led others by his own
example-

The Western Australian branch of the Australian Labor Party, through the influence of Brian
Burke and others, is very different now from what it was 10 years ago. There is a greater
acceptance of the discipline which is necessary for members to subordinate individual
interests to the good of the whole. This has enabled the party to manage change and plan
constructively for the future. The amicable and orderly way in which the Australian Labor
Party has brought in new members such as I, renewed the Ministry with new blood and
transferred leadership to a new Premier, is something which would have seemed impossible
just a few years ago. This sense of unity and the acceptance of ongoing self renewal
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certainly stands the Australian Labor Party in stark contrast to the Opposition. Through this
greater discipline the Dowding Government now has the opportunity to build on the
achievements of the last two terms.
I wish to recall some of the achievements of the two Governments led by Brian Burke.
Without underestimating present concerns about the Australian economy, the situation in
Western Australia now is far healthier than that which was inherited by the Burke
Government in 1983. In order to assist the people of Western Australia, whom the Labor
Party represents, it was necessary to tackle the growing unemployment problem urgently and
provide homes for our families. This could be done only through private sector growth in a
climate which then doubted Labor's ability to promote private enterprise interests. That the
Burke Labor Government was so successful in working with the private sector to achieve
growth in employment and near record levels of housing construction has created a new
problem of perceptions. It has been fertile ground for the myth that the Burke Government
had lost touch with the people it represented. The successes in economic and commercial
matters seemed to overshadow the Burke Government's welfare and other reforms, In effect,
welfare spending was more than doubled and, as already mentioned, provision of Homeswest
housing was increased fourfold.

It is not my purpose to recount here the numerous achievements of the Burke Government
and the rapid development of Western Australia which took place in those years. These facts
are well documented elsewhere. However, I would like to say something about one
achievement of which Brian Burke can be rightly proud. He was always hopeful of
establishing a gentler community, and tried to move the style of public debate to one which
used less scathing terms. He tried to find accommodation between opposing views and to
lead people to being less confrontationist. I believe his efforts to promote this spirit of
gentleness have bome some fruit in Western Australia. My belief is illustrated by a change
that has taken place in Western Australian politics since Brian Burke took leadership of the
Labor Opposition in 1981. His style was appreciably gendler. This change in political style
broke the mould in which Oppositions were usually formed. The Labor Opposition was still
questioning the then Government, but it was an iron rule that criticism must be set beside the
positive things that Labor would do in Government.

In the lead up to the 1983 election, Press releases from the Leader of the Opposition almost
inevitably outlined what the State Labor Government would do and only later was the then
Government criticised. This positive style was continued in Government after 1983. A
perusal of the Perth newspapers during the last years of the Court Government would readily
show the stark contrast with the Court Government Press releases which continually attacked
the Labor Opposition. After five years of Government lead by Brian Burke, politics have
changed in this respect: No political party can get away with solely attacking its opponents
and being negative. It is incumbent upon political parties to convey positive policies and
programs to the people. The recent general election provides an excellent example of what I
am saying. The Premier, Mr Peter Dowding, led the Australian Labor Party to victory
through a number of factors, not the least of which was his outstanding leadership. At the
outset of the election campaign, the Premier gave very clear and unequivocal instructions to
all the Labor Party candidates. He was adamant that in our local campaigning, as at the State
level, we must promote the positive aspects of our campaign and our hope for the future of
Western Australia. There was to be no recourse to mud slinging or personal attacks on our
opponents. Throughout his campaign, the Premier stuck to his objective of maintaining a
positive and constructive campaign. Many people, I am sure, will attribute the recent election
results to quite different factors. However, I would not underestimate the contribution made
by a positive campaign in an electorate which had experienced six years of a positive and
caring Government. The election results have reinforced the changes made by Mr Burke,
further pressuring all political parties to adopt a positive approach.

I believe that we are all here in this place because we feel we can make a contribution to our
fellow citizens of Western Australia. However, in the roundabout of politics such ideals may
not always be seen to the fore. Personally, I am indebted to Brian Burke for showing to me
that our political system can work, that ordinary individuals can make a contribution, that it is
possible, even against a gerrymander, for a Labor Government representing the people of
Western Australia to be elected and re-elected.
Mr Speaker, I turn to make mention of Keith Wilson, the previous member for Nollarnara,
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and now the member for Dianella who was directly responsible for creating the vacancy
which allowed me to stand for election in Nollamara. The action he took to transfer from the
safe seat of Nollamara to the very marginal one of Dianella is to my memory unprecedented.
To place principles and party before one's own political security is not commonly done. The
member for Dianella is a modest man and I do not intend to embarrass him by attempting to
list the reasons he is held in such high respect. May it suffice to express my thanks for the
leadership he has given.

Government members: Hear, hear!

Mr KOBELKE: If I have spoken more of people than of issues it is but a reflection of that
which I think more important. It is the people of Western Australia, from the pioneers of our
early days through to the men and women of today, who make Western Australia such a great
place in which to live. It is men and women of the calibre of Brian Burke and Keith Wilson
who. formed the Australian-Labor Party and continue its great tradition. Eor 100 years the
Australian Labor Party has fought to represent the ordinary people of Western Australia. It is
a party of which I am very proud to stand here as a member. I am confident that history will
look most favourably on this period of Labor Governments in Western Australia.

Finally I would like to comment on the State's electoral system. I made mention of the
gerrymander which is a feature of the Western Australian electoral system. That our political
processes can be rigged to ensure that one political grouping has dominated our Legislative
Council since the inception of Responsible Government in 1890 is completely contrary to the
Australian ethos of a fair go. The Western Australian Parliament is one of the very few
Western democratic Parliaments that has failed to establish a fair system of electoral
boundaries. I will Live two reasons why we need to adopt an electoral system based on one-
vote-one-value. Firstly, it is a basic principle that in Western Australia all people should be
seen as equal before the law. If we espouse the right of all citizens to be treated equally, it
cannot be argued logically that citizens should have unequal rights in voting to establish the
Parliament which makes the laws of our State. If we regard all Western Australian citizens as
equal then they are entitled to have an equal vote. Secondly, a system with weighted votes is
wide open to gross manipulation by party political interests. I readily accept that certain
sections of our community have special needs which Governments must attempt to meet. For
a number of reasons, country people have particular needs and problems deserving attention.
If this argument is to apply to vote weighting, one would expect it to be done according to
some widely acceptable criteria rather than party political advantage.

Past experience shows that political advantage has been the primary consideration. The 1981
redistribution was a classic example. Lip service was paid to the difficulties of people who
lived out of Perth and lacked means of communication and access to their members of
Parliament. Was it for reasons such as this and not political chicanery that the Kimberley
district was expanded to cover a large portion of the State and had its enrolment increased
above that of a metropolitan seat? Was it due to isolation and remoteness of electors that
Kalamunda was formed into a district a tiny fraction the area of Kimiberley and with nearly
half the number of voters? Country people do need special consideration but they do not
need to be simply used as an excuse for rorting the electoral system.

Between 1983 and 1988 the Government put forward four proposals in an attempt to
introduce a system based on one-vote-one-value. All four proposals were rejected by the
conservative Opposition. Each piece of legislation was an amendment or a compromise on
the earlier Bill in an effort to find some common ground with the Opposition. In the end, the
present system was arrived at as a further compromise which, while it did not grant one-vote-
one-value, was the only reform which the Government was able to gain with an Opposition
which showed very little interest in establishing a fair electoral system.

While the new scheme did not make any major change to the overall electoral imbalance, it
did remove the worst distortions in the old system. For instance, under the old boundaries,
the largest electorate of Murdoch had some 34 000 voters, while Murchison-Eyre had closer
to 4 200; that is, a ratio of 8: 1. Under the present boundaries the largest discrepancy was
between Maylands with over 22 000 electors and Ashburton with just over 9 000 electors.

Under the present system the ratio is about 2.5: 1. Certainly, that is a large improvement. A
further advance towards a fairer electoral system was the introduction of independent
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Electoral Commissioners who drew all the boundaries with the exception of that which forms
the boundaries between the metropolitani and the non metropolitan regions. That was
established using an existing statutory boundary. This was the first time that the electoral
boundaries in Western Australia were drawn without direct interference from any political
party. The present Government is again committed this term to electoral reform to establish
the principle of one-vote-one-value.

The 1989 general election, to my knowledge, was the first in which the conservative
gerrymander did not disadvantage the Labor Party. Regardless of this, the Government is
steadfast in its resolve to establish a fair and equitable electoral system. I can only hope that
following the recent election the members opposite may be led to reconsider their past
intransigence to the Governiment's proposals and realise that it is in the interests of everybody
to have a fair electoral system.

In conclusion, Mvr Speaker, may I place on record my deep appreciation to my wife and
family for the support they have given me. Also, I wish to record my thanks to the staff who
have been helpful and friendly in welcoming me to this place.

[Applause.]
MR MENSAROS (Floreat) [3.02 pm]: First and foremost I thank my constituents in the
Floreat electorate for a yet again increased majority based on the two party preferred vote.
This was the seventh consecutive time that my majority was increased in this way, although
the first time I was elected in 1968 it was only by preferential votes. I can assure all of my
constituents, whichever way they voted, that I shall continue to try to represent their interests
with efficiency, whether they may be individual interests or joint interests.
I also wish to congratulate you, Mr Speaker, on having again retained the highest office in
this Parliament. You are the seventh Speaker under whom I have served, and if this
Government's term eventuates as projected through the four years, you will be the longest
serving Speaker under whom I have served. My congratulations go to the Chairman of
Committees; I am quite sure that he will do his job impartially, and, therefore, he will earn
the respect of all members. I also congratulate all the new members on both sides of the
House and hope that their initial enthusiastic expectations will be fulfilled and not
disappointed. Lastly, my congratulations should go to the Government for winning the
election - some people say it won by the skin of its teeth - even though it was by virtue of the
infamous Electoral Reform Bill, pan of a subject to which the member for Nollamara referred
in his well prepared speech but in which the member ignored the consequences of that Bill.

As Opposition spokesman on parliamentary and electoral matters I would like to dwell on the
subject of the last election, despite the fact that I know a number of members have done so in
this Chamber and in another place. Political observers have named many different instances
as reasons for the Labor Party's electoral win. These reasons are not the major ones, so it
does not matter whether it was the efficient postponement of the Rothwells and WA Inc
revelations, or the so called disunity between the two non-Labor panics - which, after all, was
not more nor less than ever existed; logic tells us that if the parties did not have any
differences in policy and views, we would be one party. Because we are two parties, it is
obvious that we look at certain aspects in different ways and I think that all of these
differences were simply magnified by the media. To prove that I am really quite right in this
respect, I would like to draw members' attention to the recent leading article in The West
Australian of 6 April which draws exactly the opposite view to the one expressed about the
two non-Labor parties before the election. It talks about the grain delivery solution in the
Federal field and it warns the Liberal Party that it cannot allow itself to be forced by the
National Party on this matter. It then goes on to say -

If the Liberals were to balk at this initiative - affecting as it does only 10 per cent of
national wheat production - how could anybody take seriously their pledge to tackle
the more complex task of freeing up the labour market?

It is quite obvious that that article's philosophy is opposed to the previous scolding of the so
called disunity but that both opposing aims are directed against the Liberal and National
Parties.

Another reason that has been given for the Labor win was the so called charisma, or lack of
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it, of the leaders. I think that this is entirely an invention by the media and has nothing to do
with the thinking of the intelligentt electorate. Some people have given as the reason for our
loss the undoubted bias of the local Press; this was vehemently deied by the Press, but, at
the same time, was clearly recognised and condemned in the Eastern States.
I believe thac these factors were small handicaps which the Opposition could have easily

-overcome under normal and equitable electoral conditions. The only factor that prevented us
from winning the election was the "reformed" Electoral Act, and to a smaller, but not
insignificant, extent by the implementation of that Act.

First, the new provis ions of die Act are quite obvious and enable a party to win without
commanding the majority of votes. Secondly, the implementation of the Act, at present,
invokes serious but fairly logical circumstantial suspicion, but without any tangible evidence
that it had a cause and effect connection with the result of the election. Coming back to the
first point, as far as the provisions of the "reform" Act go, it is patently obvious that the
artificial extension of the metropolitan area and the abolishing of the four statutory electoral
districts cost the Liberal Party the loss of sufficient seats to lose the election. It is quite
remarkable that the extension of the metropolitan area was proposed by the spokesman for
the National Party despite the fact that during the last 40 years or so the National Party did
not get involved in a single election within the perimeter of the metropolitan area; it has not
been involved in any statutory seats. It is equally significant, and shows the hypocrisy of the
Labor Prty, that the Government readily grabbed the idea of the Metropolitan Region
Planning Authority boundary because it favoured Labor, despite its firm policy that the
boundaries of the metropolitan area should be set by the Electoral Commissioner and not by
the Parliament.

It was to the Governiment's advantage, hence it easily forgot that principle and the
metropolitan area was extended. That meant, given the maintained approximately 2:1 ratio
between the city and country electorates, that in the fringe perimeter of the metropolitan area,
with all the seats but one being Liberal electorates, the Liberal Parry had to lose half of those
as two seats became one because of the metropolitan quota applying to them. The abolition
of the statutory seats meant that the Liberal Party lost two seats - Gascoyne and Murchison-
Eyre. Those two did not make up one seat which should have been won by the Liberal Party.

The proof of this obvious gerrymander is there for everyone to see. It is a fact that the
minority of a two party preferred popular vote was able to win the majority of the seats in the
Parliament. Scarcely more than 40 per cent of the primary vote and 47 per cent of the two
party preferred popular vote resulted in the Labor Patty acquiring more than 55 per cent of
the seats in this House. In case I have been misunderstood by members I advise them that I
am not talking about the redistribution process which led to the Liberal Parry's defeat, but it
was executed based on the provisions of the Electoral Act. I am not blaming the
commissioners, but I do blame the Act.

Only one feature in the redistribution was quite unexpected and cost the Liberal Parry one
seat and I refer to the abolition of the electorate of Mt Lawley. It must have taken some skill
on the part of the person who recommended a solution whereby a Liberal isle, with all its
connected community of interest within a surrounding Labor sea, which had existed for more
than 40 years under die electorate name of North Perth and then Mt Lawley, could disappear.
It was divided among neighbouring Labor seats making each of those seats somewhat
weaker, but not weak enough to be lost by the Labor Parry. This would have been
compensated for the loss of Mt Lawley, which was not to be.

The winning of the election by the Labor Party based on a minority popular vote was like
many things that have occurred during the term of this Government, a first of which no self-
respecting person with any integrity can be proud. I challenge any member to prove the
contrary, but according to my research there has been no election for the Legislative
Assembly, the Chamber in which the Government sits, where a political parry, or coalition of
political parties, would not have won Government after winining the majority of the popular
vote. The greatest discrepancy was in 1956 when the Hawke Govenunent was re-elected and
the Governiment's, representation in this Parliament was 6.5- per cent more than its popular
vote. A similar discrepancy occurred in 1974 under a Liberal Government when a similar
disproportion occurred between the popular vote and the seats held by that party in this
House. All the other discrepancies between the popular vote and the percentage of the
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seats were in the vicinity of two per cent to three per cent. In some cases it was 0.5 per cent,
or 0.7 per cent; mn 1986 it was only 0. 1 per cent. Of course, where there is a first-past-the-
post vote higher discrepancies can occur, but they should not occur to the extent that a
minority vote determnines the Government unless there is a gerrymander in a system of
compulsory preferential voting where preferences have to be given to every candidate or the
vote becomes invalid.
I will deal also with what I have called the implementation of the Electoral Act during and
after the last general election in February 1989. A number of circumstances were very
strange and unprecedented in previous elections which justifiably aroused considerable
suspicion as to whether they happened by coincidence or were made to happen.
Why is it that the swing against the Government went as high as an unprecedented 15 per
cent - in some cases it reached 30 per cent - in safe electorates regardless of whether they
were Liberal, Labor or National Party seats, yet there was a negligible swing in the marginal
seats. It can and will be argued that the electors wanted to warn the Government, but not to
the extent where it would be defeated. Hence, they voted in scores against Labor in safe seats
where the result was quite clear, yet the vote was for the Government in marginal seats. It is
a very nice and even logical theory, but it is hard to believe it was implemented in practice.
Those members who shared the same experience as I did would agree that a number of
intelligent people did not know in which electorate they were residing because of the drastic
change to the boundaries.
Another observation I make concerns two seats which were in the marginial categories. In
these seats the candidates canvassed 100 per cent of the electorate. One candidate physically
used a computerised habitat roll and the other sent out personalised letters to every elector.
In both cases the candidates found that more than Five per cent of the enroUed electors - that
is, about 800 to 1 000 people - were no longer living at the addresses shown on the electoral
roll. It was not a mailer of people having moved from those addresses in the last two to three
months. After having made some inquiries it was found that some of those people had not
lived at those addresses for several years, some were not even known by the current
occupiers, and some others had been dead for some time.
Since the celebrated close cooperation between the State and Commonwealth Electoral
Departments, the Commonwealth - as opposed to the State - has allegedly all the resources
and is making physical checks to ensure that the people enrolled are still living at the
addresses shown on the electoral roll. I have personally experienced Commonwealth
electoral officers calling at my home to ask me whether I am the person shown on the
electoral roll and whether any other people are living at that address. Why is it then that
between 800 and 1 000 people can be wrongly enrolled in what, by coincidence, happens to
be a marginal seat? When this fact was queried with the Electoral Commissioner's office the
reply was that it had referred the matter to the Australian Electoral Department for its
investigation, and rightly so. I maintain however that section 5F(b) of the Electoral Act
charges the Electoral Conumissioner with the proper maintenance of the roll. Other sections
of the Act make it quite possible for him to carry out checks and to remedy certain situations,
but this has not happened.
There is no physical provision that I have experienced to enable the Opposition, or anyone
else for that matter, to check and scrutinise whether these physically absent, or even dead
people, have voted. I understand that the Electoral Comm-ission office has a scanner which
can check electrontically all the rolls used and establish whether there has been more than one
striking out of the same elector. If we consider that ther were in the vicinity of 800 polling
places, and if they were using two rolls at each polling place, the scanner would have to go
through 1 500 or more rolls, which would be quite an exercise. We do not know whether the
department has more than one scanner, or whether the scrutiny has been carried out.
Yet another interesting fact that I would like to place in the category of implementing the
provisions of the Electoral Act is that at some Aboriginal settlements there was an almost 100
per cent Labor vote with virtually no informal ballots. It is interesting to place on the record
the fact that at one polling place there were 125 Labor votes, nine Liberal votes and no
informal votes. At another place there were 95 ALP votes, three Liberal votes and two
informal votes. At another place there were -

Several members interjected.
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Mr MENSAROS: Members opposite do not like this, Mr Deputy Speaker. At that booth
there were 144 ALP votes, eight Liberal and two informal votes. This means that the
informal votes in those places amounted to less than two per cent. I do not want to sound
cynical, but to my mind chat implies that a missionary school can achieve a much better result
than the universities, because around the universities, in Crawley and similar pants, there was
a six per cent to eight per cent infortnal vote, yet these people who had attended a simple
missionary school were able to produce a 100 per cent formal vote - a magnificent
achievement. I congratulate everyone who has no suspicion about that. However, anyone
who considers these factual matters objectively could be excused for harbouring suspicion
and for wondering whether deliberate neglect and/or misconduct by electoral officers was not
involved in implementing the Electoral Act, thus fraudulently influencing the final result.
On a smaller scale there was an incident in the North Metropolitan region where a wrong
ballot paper was printed for the upper House - instead of 10 groups it showed nine. A
number of votes came in, which I saw while scrutineering at Curtin House, on which there
was a clear mark on the left hand side of the pink ballot paper for the Liberal Party. There
were no other marks, yet the papers were declared iniformal and invalid because a wrong
ballot paper was issued by the Electoral Office. How could the electors be penalised and lose
their formal votes because the Electoral Office printed the wrong ballot paper? That is
against the spirit of the Electoral Act, which says the intention of the voter should be taken
into consideration.
Mr Thomas: How many misprinted ballot papers were there?

Mr MENSAROS: I cannot tell the member how many there were, but from where I stood
there were quite a bunch of them, and there were many other places involved, so one could
not scrutinise all of them.

Many other inconveniences were caused by other provisions of the Electoral Act simply
because of the greed of the Government to retain power. There was the reduction of the time
period between the issuing of the writs and the polling date. That, of course, is traditionally
supposed to give an advantage to the Government of the day, but such inconveniences caused
by the reduced period were, for instance, that not enough electoral rolls were printed.
Candidates were able to obtain only five ro~s and were not able to purchase any more. How
could a candidate properly serve an electorate when on average they had about 12 polling
places and if they wanted their helpers to have an electoral roil to inform people who were in
doubt which electorate they belonged to they could not do so?

For the same reasons many Western Australians overseas were not able to vote because there
was not sufficient time to send in an application for a postal vote, send the ballot paper back
and for the vote to be returned. That is most unjust and should be looked at, not only in terms
of the period between the writ and the polling day, but perhaps with some more advanced
electrical or mechanical method for voting could be used. For inistance if one can assure the
anonymity of a vote I see no reason why a facsimile machine could not be used instead of
disfranchising these people, who were quite large in number judging only from those who
have complained to me.

There was an interesting incident which might have involved one person or perhaps two
people. I have asked a question about this matter of the Minister in charge who has said that
he will investigate. One of my constituents who would have left the State before the polling
day went to the Commonwealth Electoral Office where he was told he could vote in advance.
When he got the ballot paper he was given a soft, erasable pencil to use. Being an Irishman,
and having had experience at home with such matters, he was suspicious and did not want to
use that erasable pencil but warned to use his own biro. He was told by the electoral officer
that if he did so his vote would be corn up and would be invalid.

I wish to make one comment, lest I should be misunderstood or misrepresented. I am not
making these complaints against the Electoral Commnissioner who tried to do his best within
the law and who endeavoured to maintain a commendable facade of impartiality. What I
have tried to point out is the fact we have lost an election despite the majority support of the
electorate and only because of the extraordinarily prejudicia provisions of the electoral laws.
So we have a minority Government, not in the parliamentary but in the electoral sense, for the
first time in Western Australia's history.
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The Government's term is supposed to be a maximum of four years. I wonder whether the
Government believes chat. I will tell members why I am raising this matter. This occurred to
me because of a small episode that happened the other day. I asked for an extension of my
official passport. The Commonwealth department handling the matter cannot establish
whether somebody is a member of a State Parliament, so it goes to the Premier's department
and asks, "Is he a member of Parliament?" - a very efficient method. It must ask the
Premier's department how long the Parliament runs. The Premier's department replied to the
Commonwealth department, "Yes, the humble member for Floreac is a member of Parliament
and should have his passport extended for three years." I wonder what the Goverrnent
thinks about that.

I can assure members that we will not stop observing this unjust situation, an observation
which will no doubt be called a complaint by the Goverrnent. However, in due course we
will recommuend more equitable provisions for electing the Government of Western Australia
in a democratic manner.

I will use the remaining few minutes of my time to talk about WA Inc, which was not just
one, but virtually the issue before the election and following the election. I emphasise that
the Government, for election purposes, made certain promises, and these were happily taken
up by the media. The Govemnment alleged that all the problems were not of its doing, it had
inherited all these unfortunate circumstances. It established the Commission on
Accountability, and having read and perused the recommendations the Government agreed to
implement them all. From now on, the Government said, it would be an accountable
Government, more- accountable than any Government before it. But this was not to be. We
have had two debates, both on the Government's accountability, and they have both proved
that was not the position.

Amendment to Motion

For that reason I move -

That the following words be added to the motion -

but we regret to inform Your Excellency that the State Government has
dcecived the people of Western Australia by failing to disclose -additional

financial support being made through Western Australian Government
Holdings to Petrochemical Industries Co Ltd and as a part of their State
Energy Commission of Western Australia Supply Agreement which amongst

- other things -

(a) commnits the Treasurer to guaranteeing PICL's payment
obligations to SECWA for utilities

(b) provides the money interest free to PICL and

(c) provides an open-ended commnitment by the taxpayers of
Western Australia to the running costs of the P1(21.
petrochemical project (in addition to the cons iderable capital
support already given and secretly committed to the project).

MR MacKINNON (Jandakot - Leader of the Opposition) [3.32 pm]: In supporting the
amendment moved by the member for Floreat, I quote from an answer given by the Minister
for Resources Development to a question in the Parliament last night. That question and its
answer give a very good indication of the type of Goverrnent we have in Western Australia
and the attitude which underpins the totality of this whole debate about the petrochemical
project.

I asked the Minister for Resources Development whether the Government had agreed to-
support the petrochemical project either directly or through WA Governument Holdings Ltd.
He went into a longwinded answer which did not answer the question, but at the end of it he
said -

As I said in relation to the specific support mechanisms, we had a debate about that
last week.

I interjected by saying that we never had any further information during that debate either.
He then went on to say -
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We will make information available to the House and to the public as a result of the
passage of the Petrochemical Industries Authority Bill, if that becomes an Act. On
that basis, everything that the public need to know about any potential liabilities it
may have, will be revealed.

Those are the words of the Minister for Resources Development. It is not what the people of
Western Australia are entitled to know, not what they should know, but what the people need
to know.

Given that background, let us look at some of the comnments of the Minister for Resources
Development and the Premier himself in relation to the PICL project. It is important to listen
to these matters when looking at the document leaked not only to the Opposition but also to
other people today - a document which indicates quite clearly that what the Opposition has
been saying about this project all along is accurate, and that is that the Government is
guaranteeing the FICL project. The Minister for Resources Development said, on I11 October
1988, "No other agreements exist for future amounts to be paid or loaned to the project.'

That is a categorical statement made in October 1988, and it really spells it out. On 30 March
the Minister said this in answer to a question to the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. The
question was -

Will the Government stand by its original promise that the project finance for the
PICL plant will be acquired on a non recourse basis?

The answer was -

The basis upon which finance will be provided to the petrochemical project is a matter
between the banks and the company but I can confinn that the Government will not
be providing a guarantee of PICL's obligations.

Mr Court: That was a few days ago.

Mr MacKINNON: *That was on 30 March.

Mr Parker: And it is accurate.

Mr Hassell: The Goverment does not have to give a guarantee if it is paying it all.

Mr MacKINiNON: In October 1988 the Premier said, and I quote from The Australian
Financial Review of 7 October, when announcements were being made about this deal -

We will not have other exposures and therefore we will not be worried about other
matters. As far as we are concerned, the project stands on its own.

Those are but three examples of where we have consistently heard that the project will stand
on its own; it will be non-recourse finance and the like. What do we see today? Yesterday a
document came to my office which is a summary of financial support measures provided by
the Goverrnent through WA Government Holdings Ltd to PICL. It also summarises the
State Energy Commuission's commnitments in relation thereto. I shall read through this
agreement slowly and comment on it as I go.

Let me also say, lest the Minister gets up and says what he said publicly - that the document
is a fake, it has not come from the Government - nobody has said it came from the
Government. In fact the document went from an office of solicitors to the Government. It
was not prepared for the Goverment.

Mr Parker: That is not true.

Mr Macinnon: Who was it prepared for?

Mr Parker: It certainly was not prepared for us.

Mr MacKENNON: It has no validity and it is inaccurate! I have checked this out with two
different sources - people who would know whether the contents of this document are
accurate - and the answer from both those people is, "While we cannot confirm the totality -

not every single piece of it - the broad thrust of the document is accurate."

Mr Parker: They are wrong. You tell me who they are and I shall talk to them about it.

Mr MacKINNON: We will see about this man's credibility when we ask him to table all the
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documents relating thereto. Again a deafening silence, like the Premier yesterday! I asked
the Premier and the Minister for Resources Development yesterday if the Government had
any further commitment to the PICL project, and the Minister and the Premier were not
prepared to say no. The Minister is still not prepared to say no.

Mr Parker. I shall answer when I speak. I shall answer in the way I want to answer. You are
being very dishonest.

Mr MacKINNON: The only way that the Minister can prove this to the people of Western
Australia is by answering the question as to whether the Government has made any other
commitment to the PICL project which has not been made public to date. It is a simple
question. A "no" will stop the debate.

Mr Parker: Very dishonest!

Mr MacKINNON: He will not say no because he cannot say no.

Mr Parker: I shall deal with your motion in the appropriate way.

Mr MacKfl'NON: The only way the Minister wil deal with it is by doing what the
Government continually does: it uses its numbers in an arrogant way in order to let the people
know what they need to know, not what they are entitled to know.
This document states -

SECWA is to contract to supply gas, electricity and ethane ("utilities") to PICL to the
year 2004 and, in certain circumstances, beyond that date in terms of a Supply
Agreement.

Is that correct?-

Mr Parker: I want to make my speech. I shall deal with this documnent and I am going to
expose you.

Mr Hassell; When will you expose the truth? It will be a great development if you expose
the truth about the PICL deal.
Mr Parker: The truth will be exposed. That is the way I am handling it.

Mr MacKJNNON: How about answering a simple question?

THE DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I think it would help the debate if the Leader of the
Opposition addressed his remarks to the Chair. Questions to members opposite really do not
help the progress of the debate. Obviously some interchange can and will take place, but to
continually direct questions at members opposite means the matter cannot go forward. Also
other members should not interject while that process is going on. I think the Leader of the
Opposition has been fairly careful to observe Standing Order No 125 so far, but for the
benefit of other members that Standing Order reads as follows -

No member shall allude to any debate of the same Session, upon a question or Bill not
being then under discussion ...

Any reference to the debates last week on the PICL Bill is out of order.

Mr MacKINNON: Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker.
The strength of the Minister for Resources Development's anger is proof positive of the
accuracy of the document. Let us see what is says -

The Goverrnent has agreed to provide financial support, through WAGH, to PICL in
circumstances where project operating cash flow is insufficient, in any accounting
period, to meet following financial obligations -

(a). project operating costs (including the cost of Utilities);

In other words, the gas. The document continues -

(b) interest on project loans; and

(c) principal repayments of project loans as scheduled.

The price for Utilities as set out in the Supply Agreement will be a major proportion
of project operating costs.
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That is, if they can guarantee the utility costs, that is the major proportion of the operating
costs and, as we will see later in the agreement, in fact they do not even have to pay for that.
The SEC has to continue to .supply even if payment is not made. The document continues -

lIn the event that, in anty accounting period, project operating cash flow is insufficient
to meet (a), (b) and (c), -

That is, the operating costs, interest on the loans or principal repayments. The document
continues -

- then support for PICL will be forthcoming by a combination of relief from its
payment obligation to SECWA in respect to the Utilities and cash payments from
WAGH pursuant to its undertaking in terms of a Deed of Undertaking, supported by
the guarantee of the Treasurer.

Mr Hassell: Is this the secret document the Minister would not give the Burt commission?

Mr MacKINNON: Exactly. The deed of undertaking - the Minister for Resources
Development cannot deny that there is such a document, because the Burt report referred to
it. The Minister cannot deny either that he and Bond Corporation would not allow the Burt
commission access to that document. Little wonder that they would not, when all this sort of
information comes out. What more is in that document? What more is in there when we see
what is in this? Will the Minister deny that it is guaranteed by the Treasurer?

Mr Parker: Yes.

Mr MacKINNON: It is not guaranteed? The deed of undertaking is not guaranteed by the
Treasurer?

Mr Parker: The deed of undertaking is not guaranteed by the Treasurer.

Mr Mensaros: It is automatically guaranteed.

Mr MacKANNON: Exactly.

Mr Parker: That is not right.

Mr Hassell: The deed of undertaking does not have to be guaranteed.

Mr MacKIN*NON: Exactly. kt is an agreement between the Government and the Treasurer,
between WAGH and PlCL.

Mr Parker: There is no agreement of that sort between the Government and PICI.

Mr MacKIN4NON: If that is the case, why did the Burt commission refer to it? Why did the
Government refine access to it?

Mr Parker: Because it was a confidential document.

Mr& MacKHINNON: I bet it was.

We now see what we have indicated all along. I challenge the Minister for Resources
Development to produce one banker from anywhere who will indicate that this project can be
supported on a non-recourse basis without Goverment underwriting. I have done that; I
have spoken to international and national bankers - almost 20 of them - and to every one of
them I said, "On the information you have seen on this PICL project, can it be funded on a
non-recourse basis without any equity in it for the total project cost?" The answer was no.
Not one of them indicated that it was possible.

Now we come to the support measures, which read as follows -

1I SECWA Supply Agreement will include WAGH as a party as payment co-
obligor with PICI in respect to Utilities delivered to PICL.

Does the Minister deny that?

Mr Parker: I have told you that I would deal with the whole document; the whole document
is inaccurate.

Mr MacKINNON: The Minister will not deny that. In other words, WAGH is underwriting
PICL in respect of the utility's supply.

Mr Parker: You are so childish. That is typical of you. You do it all the time.
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Mr MacKINNON: The Minister has only to say, "No, that is not part of it," but he will not.
Mr Parker: Because I want to deal with the document as a whole -

Mr MacKINNON: Because the Minister cannot -

Mr Parker: No, not because I can't but because you do this all the time. You sneak around;
it is no wonder that the Deputy Leader of the Opposition is moving against you.
Mr MacKINNON: Why should we believe this man who did not have the guts to declare to
the people of Western Australia details of the agreement ahead of the election? Why should
the people believe him? Why should they believe a man who has deliberately deceived them,
and continues to do so?

Mr Lewis: Not one banker in Australia trusts you.

Mr Parker: That is not true.
Mr MacKINNON: Produce one. The support measures continue as follows -

2. Payment responsibility amongst the co-obligors wil be determined in
accordance with a formula which will operate to shift the payment burden
according to PICL's available cash in each accounting period. To the extent
that PICL's available cash is not sufficient to meet its (a), (b) and (c) financial
obligations so the burden as to payment to SECWA will shift to WAGH to the
relief of PICL.

Do we have a denial of that? The standard answer is, "I'll answer all of that when I talk to
the document." However there has been no denial. The support measures continue, and this
is an astounding clause, as follows -

3. WAGH's payments to SECWA will be in discharge of PICL's obligations as
to payment and, in such circumstances, SECWA's recourse shall be limited
solely to WAGH. SECWA will be obligated to maintain supply of utilities to
PICL even in the event of WAGH default.

Is that accurate?

Mr Parker: I have told you that I will deal with the document.

Mr MacKINNON: That part is entirely accurate.

Mr Parker: No, it is not.

Mr MacKINNON: SECWA has to keep providing the gas even if WAGH, which is the
Government's arm in the project, has not or could not pay for it. In other words energy
consumers in Western Australia will have to contiue to support the project as well as the
taxpayers. The fourth support measure reads as follows -

4. To the extent that notwithstanding a 100% take-up by WAGH of the payment
obligation to SECWA for Utilities, PICL still has insufficient cash flow to
meet (a), (b) and (c) financial obligations, then that shortfall, in any
accounting period, shall be made up by payments from WAGH to PICL direct.
The undertaking to make those payment shall be guaranteed by the Treasurer._

The fifth support measure is probably the most astounding of all, although they are all mind
boggling; it reads as follows -

5. Payments made by WAGH on PICL's account for Utilities and payments
made by WAGH to PICL pursuant to its financial undertaking are 'repayable',
without interest, firom 'surplus operating cash flow' of PICL in any subsequent
accounting period or periods; this right of repayment or counter payment
terminating on the scheduled retirement date of the project loans.

As I read that last bit, if the loan has not been repaid, at the end of the time we cannot get it
back because the loan has been retired.

Mr Parker: That is untrue.

Mr MacKINNON: The Minister for Resources Development says it is not true but I will
remind the House of what he is reported as saying on 8 October 1988 in an article in The
West Australian by Kent Acott. Then he can say whether we should believe him. That
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article reads as follows -

Profits accumulated during the loan repayment period will go towards paying off the
debt.

If the venture cannot meet its repayments during a particular year, the amount can be
"flexed" to another more profitable year,

That is not what that agreement said; that agreement says it will be paid on an ongoing basis
by the Government; it will be underwritten.
Mr Parker: The newspaper article is accurate; your document is not.
Mr MacKJNNON: The article continues -

The Deputy Premier, Mr Parker, said the loan repayment period should be about nine
or 10 years.

Members should listen to the next bit. It reads as follows -

Mr Parker said "a few million dollars" would be borrowed in about three months but
most of the money would not be needed until the end of L989 or the beginnring of
1990.

A few million dollars! We know that the Minister secretly negotiated before the election a
$100 million line of credit. That is a few, I suppose. Is it a few?

Mr Parker: I did not initiate anything.

Mr MacKlNNON: Is that a few?

Mr Parker: It has been public for months that WA Government Holdings has loaned
$50 million to PICL.
Mr MacKINNON: And that was kept a secret until after the election. The Minister for
Resources Development expected the people of Western Australia to believe him.
I have no doubt whatsoever, having checked the document released today - from a source
whose word I would take ahead of the Minister's word any day - that it confirms the
information is correct. No doubt the Government is significantly commnitted to PICI over
and above that announced commnitment. The Minister for Resources Development has not
taken the opportunity given on several occasions in the last few days to answer the question:
Is there any Government support to the PICL project through WA Government Holdings
which has not been announced to date?

At the end of the Minister's contribution today - that most deceitful, deceiving and dishonest
man - we will not be one skerrick closer to an answer. I used to have respect for the Minister;
I used to think he was an honest man. However, during the last week he has shown three
times that he is a monumentally misleading man who will go to any lengths to retain his
position in Government. He will not disclose to the people of Western Australia the facts
about loans, he will not answer questions in Parliament, and he will not indicate whether
there is anything more that the Government has underwritten in relation to PLCL. The
Deputy Premier and Minister for Resources Development is about to become the ex Deputy
Premier and Minister for Resources Development. He has deceived the Parliament of
Western Australia, and the people of Western Australia; if he continues to do that
undoubtedly my prediction will come true. Tmuth will win at the end of the day.

The Government has tried to cover up the details of the PICL project from the beginning, but
at every turn someone somewhere wants the truth to come out - whether it be in relation to
the Government's underwriting the loan, when it said it made no guarantee, or whether the
amount was $55 million or $100 million; or whether through this document; the truth will
come out. As the truth slowly comes out, so the position of Minister for Resources
Development, held by the member for Fremantle, will crumble.

I support the amendment.

MR PARKER (Premandle - Minister for Resources Development) [3.53 pm]: I thought the
Opposition might have the courage to put speakers up so that I could respond to them all, but
apparently that is not the case. The Opposition wants to have me speak and take the only
opportunity that I will have to respond.
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Mr Macinnon interjected.

Mr PARKER: I am the one who is the subject of the motion. Listen, you dirty little man
grubbing round in the gutters -

Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Mr PARKER: For 40 years between 3.30 pm and 4.00 pm in this place people have gone
outside for afternoon tea. The Leader of the Opposition knows that and he knows chat
happens whether he is on his feet or anyone on this side is on his feet.

The grubby little Leader of the Opposition is grubbing around in the gutters of Western
Australia, picking up false documents and false information in the gutters of the State. I state
quite categorically that the Press release issued by the Leader of the Opposition and the
document attached to it, are not correct. I stand behind chat statement 100 per cent. I have
often been accused, because we have had this debate many times over the last six years while
I have been a Minister. On each occasion the Leader of the Opposition or one of his
colleagues says something similar to what has been said today: "I used to chink the-man was
honest and had integrity, and now he is dishonest." Apparently this is not like virginity; it is
one of chose things which can be restored, only to be damaged again for the purpose of the
next debate.

First, to deal with the question of guarantees, I will speak in words of one syllable so it
cannot be suggested [ am in any sense trying to avoid answering directly:. There has been no
guarantee issued with respect to any of these matters, either by the former Treasurer - the
Premier - or by me since I have been Treasurer, and there will not be any guarantee.
Secondly, to take up the point made either by the member for Sloreat or the member for
Cotesloe, no guarantee is in place because of the automatic nature of the operations of WA
Government Holdings Ltd in respect of the Treasurer or the Northern Mnfing Corporation
(Acquisition) Act. No guarantee is in place in respect of any of these matters. No guarantee
will be put in place by me as Treasurer or by anybody else, or automatically under any
legislation by me, or by the Petrochemical Industries Authority, if it becomes law. That is
about as categorical as we can get. There is no guarantee, there will be no guarantee; no
guarantee was issued by the former Treasurer; no guarantee was issued by me. None of chose
things will happen; WA Government Holdings has not entered into any form of de facto
guarantee using the Northern Mining Corporation (Acquisition) Act powers, and neither will
the Petrochemical Industries Authority if and when it is created. I make that 100 per cent
clear.

In respect of that very important project for the State, the fundamental issues upon which the
Opposition relies in the amendment are not correct. I make it clear chat even with or without
guarantees, Mr Speaker, the Treasurer will not guarantee PICL's obligations to the State
Energy Commission. I make it clear that with or without the Treasurer's guarantees, no
moneys which may be provided if such a circumstance were to arise - and at this stage there
is no intention that any will be provided - will be provided without interest. There will never
be a circumstance in which moneys are made available to Petrochemical Industries Co Ltd by
the State - not directly through me as Treasurer, nor through any other instrumentality of the
State, nor through WA Government Holdings as long as it continues to exist, nor through the
Petrochemical Industries Authority, nor through the SEC without interest. We will never see
any advances or deferrals or anything else made to Petrochemical Industries Co Ltd on the
basis of no interest rates. I would not contemplate going into this project if that were to be
the case.

It is nonsense to suggest we have given an open ended commitment on behalf of the
taxpayers of Western Australia for the nunning costs of the project. No open ended
commitment exists; there is no such commitment by the Treasurer, the former Treasurer,
WAGH, or by PICL. If it is on someone's wish list that that would happen, then on that basis
the project would not proceed. I want to make that statement 100 per cent clear- I know
where the document obtained by the Leader of the Opposition comes from because, as he
said, it was circulated to a number of people. Before he released it he carefully whited out
the computer references that were not whited out on my copy. It was easy to establish where
it came from. It did not come from anyone associated with the Government. Just in case it is
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being suggested that I am trying to weasel out of this by giving a deceptive answer, it was not
produced by the Government, for the Government, or in Government. It was not submitted
to the Government. In fact, the first time that anyone in Government that [ have been able to
speak to saw this document - I have spoken to all of the people one would normally expect to
see it - was yesterday when we were provided with a copy of it. I make that absolutely clear.
I also make it clear that the document has no validity or authorisation whatsoever either from
the Government or, as far as I am aware, from Bond Corporation.
Mr Lewis: Where did the document come from?

Mr PARKER: I know where it came from as the Opposition knows where it camne from.

Ms Lewis: Tell the Parliament.

Ms PARKER: I do not want to damage a fairly substantial reputation in this State because an
employee apparently stoops to this sort of thing.
One of the results of the passage through the Parliament of the Western Australian
Petrochemical Industries Authority Bill will be a mechanism to ensure that not only all of the
liabilities of the WA Petrochemical Industries Authority but also the contingent liabilities of
the WA Petrochemical Industries Authority will be revealed and need to be revealed in the
accounts of that authority and any subs idiaries of that authority. That is something that this
House endorsed, and [ hope the Legislative Council will also endorse it.
Mr Hassell: Will you proclaim that legislation so that that has to be done at 30 June, or will
you hold it up until after then so the first accounts come in next year?
Mr PARKER: If I can do it, it will be done by the end of this financial year. The only
problem is the transfer scheme which needs to be entered into.
Mr Lewis: Was that part of the negotiation of the scheme of arrangement?

Mr PARKER: No, the scheme of arrangement is an arrangement to transfer the assets and
obligations of WA Government Holdings to the WA Petrochemical Industries Authority.
The member for Contesloe has claimed that, because of the way I use words - he can talk - I
evade answering questions. I have evaded nothing in what I have said to this House this
afternoon. If the information contained in the documentation of the Leader of the Opposition
were true, that project would not proceed with the Government's participation as long as I am
in charge of it. We have had a number of debates about this matter over time and a number
of very important issues have arisen. On each occasion I have attempted to ensure that, to the
fuillest extent possible, the public were provided with all of the information available. Of
course there will be changes to the project. Putting aside the question of propriety of being in
business or otherwise, which is an issue between the Opposition and the Government, one of
the reasons that it is difficult for the Government to be involved in the private sector in the
way it is in this project, and to which the Opposition disagrees so strongly, is precisely that
any project of this nature will go through a range of changes before it is finalised. It does not
matter if it is a project the size of the North West Shelf project which has been through
certainly dozens of changes of which I am aware. We have had to vary our association with
the North West Shelf participants on quite substantial issues in order to facilitate some aspect
of the arrangement. [ am not talking about the massive variations that took place when we
renegotiated the project in 1985 and thereby saved the State $4 billion or $5 billion.

Ms Court: You really believe that, don't you?

Mlr PARKER: Yes, I do because it is absolutely ntiue. Is it not interesting? I can remember
that when I published a green book about the obligation of the North West Shelf project in
1985 the Opposition carried on about how dreadful it was. It is now used as a reference book
by all sorts of people because it is an accurate description of the project arrangements.

I am not even talking about those massive savings; I am talking about the minor day-to-day
variations which have impacted to the tune of millions of dollars on the project participants,
the SEC, the contractors on the project, and on Commonwealth and State Governments in the
form of royalties. Projects vary in dozens of ways as they proceed. In most cases those
changes are not commented upon because the private sector does not receive the scrutiny that
the Government receives. I predict that, as this project proceeds, the Opposition will find
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dozens of occasions on which to question the arrangements which are routine for every
project around the world and in this State because this Government is involved.

Mr Lewis: And rightly so.

Mr PARKER: lam not saying that it is improper. I am saying that it is one of the major
reasons that Governments find it bard to be involved in the private sector and that businesses
find it hard to deal with Governments, Of itself, it certainly discourages involvement.

If there were aL suggestion that this project should proceed on the basis outlined in the
document produced by the Leader of the Opposition, which has no authorisation and no
validity and is not representative of the arrangements between the Government and Bond
Corporation or between the Government and PICL, despite what has happened in the past,
my position and the Government's position would be that we would not proceed with the
project. However, I do not believe that would ever be the case. I do not believe that there
will ever be that sort of liability to the taxpayer and certainly that is not currendly the case.
As far as I am concerned that will remain the position.

Mr Lewis: What would you do in a case like that? Would you sell your shares and pull out
altogether?

Mr PARKER: We could seUl our shares or we could go off and build another with someone
else. There is a whole range of options available to us.

Mr Court: Are you looking at those options?
The SPEAKER: Order! We are not in Committee.

Mr PARKER: We are not in the position that the Opposition describes; we are in a different
position. As a result, I am absolutely confident that this project will go ahead with the
moneys that have been advanced to the project by WA Government Holdings Ltd - currently
the $50 million being refunded to the project - without additional financial cost being
incurred by the taxpayers of the State. That is my clear position. The Premier and I have
stated that position publicly. Some may nor wish that to be the case. Some may wish that
something else were the case. However, that is nor the Government's position and, as I have
indicated, the Opposition's dealings with this tawdry document have shown it up for what it
is. The document does not support the Press release by the Leader of the Opposition. It
simply shows a lack of honesty on the part of the Opposition and an intention to deceive the
public to try to show that this project is not the important project to this State that we all
believe it is. I strongiy oppose the motion.

MR COURT (Nedlands. - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [4.08 pm]: The Minister for
Resources Development began his speech by saying that no Government guarantees have
been used to provide funding for the Petrochemical Industries Co Ltd project.
Mr Parker: That is not what I said. I specifically referred to the WA Government Holdings
Ltd loan to PICL and referred to debentures. The guarantees that you are referring to in the
Press release -

Mr COURT: The Minister said that no guarantees were in place to WA Government
Holdings Ltd. I wrote the words down.

Mr Parker: You are not telling the tmuth. I specifically made reference to the $50 million
which has been public knowledge since January and which the Government, through WA
Government Holdings Ltd, lent to the project. If that 'is your point, you are out of t ine.
Mr COURT: There is a guarantee in place, is there?

Mr Parker: There is a guarantee in place in respect of the money that WA Government
Holdings Ltd has loaned to the project. It is guaranteeing the facility. We have debated that
five times before in this House. It is a guarantee to WA Government Holdings Ltd for
$ 100 million. The facility that has been provided to PICL is $50 million. I said that last
week.

Mr COURT: I listened to the first five minutes of the Minister for Resources Development's
speech. lHe told us that no guarantees were issued in respect of these matters and there will
not be and he said that no guarantee is in place to WA Government Holdings Ltd.

Mr Parker: In respect of these matters, that is right.
A5799I- 30
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Mr COURT: I have been on my feet for one minute and already there is a guarantee for
$ 100 million.

Mr Parker: Don't be dishonest.

Mr COURT: I listened to the Minister.

Mr Peter Dowding: It is a complex issue and you deliberately choose to make something that
is not an issue an issue. The Minister has made the situation clear already.
Mr COURT: If the Premier had had the time to be in the House he would have heard what
the Minister said.
Mr Peter Dowding: I have been here.

Mr COURT: The Premier will have heard the Minister for Resources Development go to
great lengths to tell this House that no guarantees are in place.

Mr Parker: In respect of these matters.

Mr COURT: Now we are told "In respect of these matters". The situation has now been
qualified. Why does it need qualification?
Mr Parker: Because you are a dirty little runt who cannot lie straight in bed and who is not
willing to recognise the truth when he hears it.

The SPEAKER: Order! The Deputy Leader of the Opposition has been on his feet for three
minutes and, although I understand that on a couple of occasions he has invited interjections,
we are hearing more from other people - particularly those on the Government benches - than
we are from the member on his feet. That is not proper.
Mr COURT: The Opposition has now reached the stage at which, although it listens very
closely to the comments made by the Minister for Resources Development in this House, it is
in the habit of writing down what he says- H-e twists facts when discussing these financial
matters. We are discussing a very important issue. With regard to personal abuse, last night
in this House the Premier sank to the lowest possible depths in the language he used against
Me.

Mr Peter Dowding: That is not true, what a load of nonsense.

Mr COURT: I suggest that the Premier read H-ansard.

Mr Peter Dowding: You did not ask for a withdrawal last night, so do not complain today.

Mr COURT: The Premier spoke in the dirtiest possible terms, and his comments last night
are recorded in Hansard. We were supposed to be debating one of the most serious Bills
before this House - the accountability legislation. The Opposition is asking the Government
about its guarantees and the Government's first response is to get down in the gutter. We
have reached the stage at which nobody knows what the situation is with regard to this
project.

In October last year a so-called valuation from First Boston was tabled in this House. Lt was
not a valuation, it was a relatively simple computer based cash flow work-out. The
Government used those two pieces of paper to justify to the House the supposed valuation of
the petrochemiceal project at $400 million. The value of the blue sky project is nothing, but
the Government produced these fancy documents suggesting that it was worth $400 million.
When making that estimate of value reference was also made to the borrowings required for
the project.

Mr Parker: These loans will be repaid from the project cash flows over a period of nine to 12
years from the completion of the plant.

Mr COURT: It is very easy when looking at cash flows to say that the Government will
repay these heavy borrowings over nine to 12 years. However, the Government must be
wary of these cash flows because, as the Minister for Resources Development knows, very
small changes, such as inflation rates, can be fed into the data which affect final figures quite
considerably. The three main factors which would affect the return, the money required, and
the Government's ability to repay that loan are: The price of the product, the capital cost
involved in building and getting the plant operational, and the price of the major inputs - the
energy costs - associated with the project. We know thar the capital cost of the project has
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been increasing; we will assume that the product pricing has remained the same; and the final
item over which the Government has control and which it can vary is the energy cost of the
product. That is why the Opposition is very closely following the dealings this Government
is taking part in; it has the ability to hide in the energy cost that it charges this project , or, as
outlined in this document, the way those energy expenses are paid for. The Opposition is
very concerned on this point. The Opposition has been told that the Government is keen to
put together a deal to get out of the project. Is it correct that the Government is trying to get
out of this project?

Mr Parker: No.

Mr COURT: Is the Government negotiating with people trying to get itself out of the
project?
Mr Parker: No.

Mr COURT: That gives me confidence. It is the quietest no I have ever heard from the
Minister for Resources Development. We are debating at present the way in which this
Government can service these loans and whether it is capable of doing so because the project
costs too much or the price of the product is too low. We have discussed a mechanism which
will help solve that problem.

The Minister for Resources Development said in answer to question 1526, in October 1988,
in relation to the financing of the project -

WAGH is advised by First Boston Corporation that 100 per cent debt
financing can be arranged for PICL -

I note the use of the words "debt financing"; the words "non-recourse financing" are not used
here. Of course 100 per cent debt financing could be arranged, but what is important is what
is being used as a guarantee. The answer continued -

- with repayment being made from the project cashflows over a period of
between eight to 12 years from the plant completion date. The repayment
instalments made in each year will vary depending on the actual cash
surpluses available to PICL;...-

Is the Minister for Resources Development saying that there is no agreement in place that
allows for flexibility in the payment of moneys owed to the State Energy Commission?
Mr Parker: I gave the Deputy Leader of the Opposition the opportunity of speaking so that I
could respond to him. If he gives me another opportunity, I will speak again, but I will not
answer questions across the Chamber.
Mr COURT: The Minister for Resources Development is saying he will not answer the
question. Will the Premier get up and tell us? This is the ffrust of the whole debate. I have
asked the Government to give us a commitment that there is no agreement in place which
enables flexibility in the payment of charges to SECWA when the project gets into operation.
There is deadly silence.

Mr Hassell: Ask him again.
Mr COURT: I have asked him twice; I will ask him a third time because it is important. Has
the Government given a commitment that will make it possible for there to be flexibility?

Mr Parker: I dealt with this during the debate, and I am prepared to speak again if you want
me to. I tried to let you speak so that I could answer all your points. You are not a barrister
in a court of law, trying to cross-examine people. I will speak again if you want me to.

Mr COURT: Is it not funny: When it suits him, he speaks; we cannot shut him up.

Mr Peter Dowding: You tried a trick so that he could not respond in detail, so you must live
with that. If you want to give him leave to speak again, you should do that. You were on
your knees yesterday, asking for leave. Now give him leave.

Mr COURT: The Premier should have been in the House when the Minister spoke.

Nr Peter Dowding: I was listening.
Mr COURT: When the Leader of the Opposition spoke, the Minister for Resources
Development kept saying, "I1 am getting up now to tell you all about it"; so we allowed him
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to get up, and we listened to him. We have asked a simple question, and we have not
received an answer, which confirms exactly the point we are trying to make today.
I raise another point in relation to the fiancing of this project. There is now a lot on record
from the Premier and the Minister for Resources Development about how they are going to
put only X dollars into this project. The Premier says the project will be a major revenue
earner and huge cash source for the Western Australian Government.

Mr Peter Dowding: Won't it? Do you not believe in the project?

Mr COURT: The Premier knows the position.

Mr Peter Dowding: You want to undermine this project because it is an embarrassment.

Mr COURT; The project which the Premier has put together is certainly a major
embarrassment. It is a major deal of WA Inc. The Premier can yell as much as he likes; his
Government is now so far in over its depth that it does not know how to get out of this
exercise. We will put together for the Government a petrochemical project, but not under its
terms.

Mr Peter Dowding: Why did you not do that when you were in Government? You could not
put a toothpick into a sausage when you were in Government. The tnuth is that nothing
happened in this State.
Mr COURT: I think we will learn about the sausages in the next few days!

During the first three years that this Government was in office, all we heard about the North
West Shelf gas project was knock, knock, knock. The Minister for Resources Development
recently proudly announced a further expansion of this project, which is one of the greatest
projects this State has ever seen. The Government has finally, some six years later, come to
realise that it is beneficial to the State, and we are now able to have petrochemical industries
in this State because of that project.

We are asking this Government. why it will not tell us whether any other commnitments are in
place in relation to this project. The Governm-ent will not tell us because after this project
gets under way, some special deals will be put in place which will allow flexibility in the
handling of the SECWA accounts and the payment of the utility expenses. The Minister has
led us up the garden path on the question of guarantees, and he is now refusing to answer the
question of whether any commitments are in place; because they are.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe) [4.27 pml. One of the things that the Minister for Resources
Development said in his rage - and I have never seen him so outraged in this House - was that
this document is a forgery- That means the Minister is saying this document has been made
up or invented.

Mr Peter Dowding: Or is grossly incorrect in its material particulars.

Mr H-ASSELL: If it is grossly incorrect in its material particulars, it is not necessarily the
case that it is a forgery.

Mr Peter Dowding: Play with the ward!

Mr Parker: It is semantic.

Mr HASSELL: [ am not being semantic. The Minister said it was a forgery, intended to -

Mir Parker: Your leader told a Press conference today that it camne firom. Government or semti
Government sources.

Mir HASSELL: If the document is grossly inaccurate in material particulars, why did not the
Premier tell us where it was inaccurate and where it was accurate? That is the problem with
the petrochemical situation, and that is why the Government will continue to have problems
with that project, as I have said repeatedly. The difficulty which the Government is having
with the project will never let up, because there are so many people involved in the project
who regard what is going an as scandalous, and they will continue to feed to the Opposition
and the media documents which disclose what is going on. Is the Minister for Resources
Development saying that this document is in fact a proposal that was put up by Bond
Corporation?

Mr Parker: I am saying it is grossly inaccurate.
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Mr H-ASSELL: But the Minister is not saying in what way it is accurate, because by saying it
is inaccurate he is admitting that certain parts of it are accurate.
Mr Parker: When I spoke I made categorical and unequivocal statements - and I think even
you would agree that they were categorical and unequivocal - about certain issues which you
raised in your motion.

Mr HASSELL: Yes, I heard those; I was listening very closely. I am glad you made those
statements. It cleared up some matters. It put on record certain things which up to date have
not been put on record.

Mr Peter Dowding: Can I just question your motives for a second? All of your front benchers
have been shuffling around lately. Have you seriously committed yourselves to supporting
this project or are you seriously committed to bringing it down?

Mr IHASSELL: What is the Premier talking about? He seems to delight in abusing his
opponents at one minute and then being all matey and serious with them the next. All he is
doing is playing a game.

Mr Peter Dowding: I am not playing a game. I am asking you, as a member of the
Opposition, firstly, whether the Opposition supports a petrochemical project; secondly,
whether it supports Government involvement if the project will not get up other than with
Government involvement; and thirdly, the Government having made the decision to be
involved and having won an election saying it would be involved, whether we can now ask
the Liberal Party to put its shoulder to the wheel and try to help make it work.

Mr HASSELL: I would be happy to answer those questions. Let us run through them one by
one. Do we support a petrochemical project? The answer to that is absolutely and
unequivocally yes; we have been supporting a petrochemical project for years. It is past of
our policy to have a petrochemical project. We believe it would be best sited in the Pilbara,
for a number of reasons which I will not go into now, but we have supported the idea of
having not only a petrochemical project but also a petrochemical industry, and have been
talking about that very strongly, for a long time. The second question was: Do we support
this petrochemical project; and in particular, do we support this project given that there is
Government involvement?

Mr Peter Dowding: And given that we cannot get a major to put that project into Western
Australia on any other terms.

Mr HASSELL: Let me put this to the Premier very clearly, because I want to answer his
questions - they do not trouble me at all. Firstly, I understand that the Government cannot get
a major to be involved in this petrochemical project, because of the way the project was put
together in the first place.

Mr Peter Dowding: Let us address that issue.

Mr HASSELL: No, I am going to answer the Premier's questions. He had a wrong premise
in his question and I am correcting it. I do not agree with this petrochemical project
proceeding on the basis of Government involvement because Government involvement is not
necessary. Let us deal with the third question.

Mr Peter Dowding: Before you do, you have never addressed the issue of whether a
company is able to get that industry going without Government involvement.

Mr HASSELL: Let me address it. In my view it is possible to have a petrochemical project
and to develop a petrochemical industry in Western Australia without Government
ownership. That is my belief.

Mr Peter Dowding: Are you prepared to look at the evidence?

Mr Court: We will put the deal together for you.

Mr Peter Dowding: Let him answer. He is doing a good job - better than you.
Mr HIASSELL: I am quite prepared to look at any evidence the Premier puts forward in a
speech in this House at any tune.

The third question was whether I support this particular petrochemical project.

Mr Peter Dowding: No, the third question was this: We having won the election on the basis
that this Government would go ahead with a petrochemical industry which had all the
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characteristics that you have identified, including the $400 million you have spoken about;
having won the election and having been determined to go on with it; can we now ask the
Liberal Party for support?

Mr H-ASSELL: Mr Speaker, the answer to that question is this: Firstly, the public of this
State have never been told the full truth about this project. Secondly, I do not believe in the
mandate theoty. 7-Tirdly, if I did believe in the mandate theory I would believe we had a
mandate because we got morn votes than did the Government. Fourthly, the answer is clear:
I do not support this project and I have said it a hundred times.

Mr Peter Dowding: And what will1 you do to bring it down?

Mr HASSELL: [ will continue to expose the truth.

Mr Peter Dowding: But what will you do?

Mr HASSELL. [ will continue to expose the truth.

Mr Peter Dowding: Even if that means it does not go ahead?

Mr HASSELL: Yes, absolutely.

Mr Peter Dowding: Even if it means it does not go ahead you will work as hard as you can to
stop it going ahead?

Mr HASSELL: Yes. If the truth means it does not go ahead I will continue to expose the
truth.

Mr Peter Dowding; At least you are honest. That is why they have dumped you - you are too
honest.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr HASSELL: I do not in any way resile from the proposition that if the truth of the
Government's dealing with Bond Corporation over this project means that it does not go
ahead, if I can expose that Truth I will do so.

Mr Peter Dowding: Your deputy leader and your leader have run away from that answer
because they try to have two bob each way. You are dedicated to the destruction of this
project.

Mr Court: We have had a consistent position, that is what worries you. We don't buckle!

The SPEAKER: Order! Order! Someone in this House will buckle very soon if he does not
come to order when I call him. Interjections, and rowdy ones at times, are acceptable in my
view; but members must bear in mind that we also have staff to take an accurate record of
what is happening. When members interject in the way in which they have for the last few
minutes, that task becomes next to impossible. I would appreciate members considering the
staff as well as the Standing Orders when they behave in that manner. The member for
Cottesloe.

Mr HASSELL: Mr Speaker, our objective since the Government announced last July that it
would buy into this project has been to expose the truth of the Government's arrangements.
The truth has never been told. During the election campaign we put out a very thoroughly
and carefully prepared position statement on the petrochemical project - a statement that was
agreed in its substance with the Leader of the National Party and put out in the name of the
Leader of the Opposition. The primary provision of That statement, apart from our general
support for a petrochemical project and a petrochemical industry, was that we would -

.. commission a total review and reassessment of the petrochemical project and its
economic and commercial benefits. The review will be undertaken by totally
independent qualified people whose sole objective will be to report to the government
and people of Western Australia on their investment in the petrochemical project,
their liabilities for borrowings, potential profits or losses, and the best course of action
for the government to follow disengaging itself from involvement in the project. The
review wil be undertaken by world recognised experts who will assess:

siting of the project

technical aspects
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* economic issues
* commercial issues

* management issues.

It then went on to say -

The coalition government will honour all firm contractual commitments entered into
by the Labor Government, but will not honour secret liabilities taken on by the Labor
Governiment. We have called for a complete public disclosure of the present position,
and reaffirmed our commitment to the Pilbara as the best place for a petrochemical
industry.

What I am saying is that the full disclosure of the truth of the arrangements is still not
available, and we will continue to use all of our endeavours. to disclose the full truth. I say to
the Premier and the Minister for Resources Development simply this: If they want this
project to proceed they should do what we said we would do. They should appoint someone
who has credibility to assess this project, because let me tell them that in the petrochemical
world they have no credibility and neither does Bond Corporation. That project therefore has
no credibility, because it lacks the expertise and the experience in the industry and it cannot
just be put together overnight, If the Government carried out that reassessment we would all
be able to judge whether this is a dinkcy-di project or whether, as we have suspected all along,
it is simply an offshoot of the Rothwells rescue.
The Government should face up to these questions and answer them. It should tell us the
whole story about the gas and electricity prices. I do not accept the proposal that the
contracts for gas and electricity prices are necessarily commercially confidential. Pezople find
out the price for land;, people know the tariff, so why should they not know the price for gas
and electricity? It is very convenient for the company to hide all these things away. It does
not happen in other countries such as the United States. Why does the Government not tell
us in simple terms what is the overall deal with Bond? The Government is inviting the kind
of attack that the release of this document represents. The Government should not forget that
the Opposition did not release it. The Government is inviting this kind of attack with the
release of this document and with its continuing refusa to tell the public the truth about the
project The Government has refused to reveal the overall deal with Bond and the Opposition
has had to extract from it the information piece by piece, question by question, leak by leak,
and week by week. What is the deal? Why does the Government not tell us about the
support that it is giving to what is essentially a Bond investment? Why has the Goverrient
agreed to provide interim finance if the project was supportable on a non-recourse basii?
Instead, the Government did a secret deal. I do not know whether it was July, August,
September or October when the Government provided the interim finance. When it was
announced that it was putting $175 million into the deal, the Government said it would not be
giving any support, but when pressed in November it admitted that it had been obliged to
give interim finance. Why has the Government an obligation to give money to the project in
the Supply legislation? What is that all about?
When confronted by this document today the Minister for Resources Development told the
media that the Government was involved in three areas - in interim finance; the seeking of
other venmurers to go into the project, and the Government guarantee of $50 million to WA
Government Holdings Ltd and PICL, into which, if necessary, it had to pour money. On the
face of it, and front what the Minister says, that suggests that the $50 million guarantee is
given from the interim finance. That brings us back to the question of the Supply legislation
currently before the other place. I am not going to recanvass that debate, but [ put to the
Government very clearly and simply that the> problems of the petrochemical project will l ast.
for as long as the Government continues to mislead and for as long as it fails to reveal the
details. There are a lot of people who do not agree with the sont of dealings thai the
Government is doing and they cannot understand why the Government is supporting Bond
Corporation in the way it is; this project is a gift. It is a simple straight out gift to Bond
Corporation, and that gift is not justified on any grouinds. There is no offset. There is no
indication why the State should give money to Bond Corporation; that is what the
Government is doing. Can the Government tell us why? Can it tell us what drove it to make
this very secret deal? Even if the Government entered some foolish agreement to keep secret
the secrecy deal, can it tell us why? It sounds like fairies at the bottom of the garden.-
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Mr Parker: It sounds like the North West Shelf gas project!
Mr HASSELL: But, Mr Minister, you said that was wrong, so why did you do it?

Mr Parker: We were obliged to do so under the terms of the contract that you signed.

Mr HASSELL: The Minister for Resources Development admitted that it was wrong, but he
still did it.

Mr Parker: I published an interchange of correspondence between myself and the joint
venturers and the only thing that I wanted published was the confidentiality clause so the
people could see that one existed, but the company refused to let me publish the clause.

Mr HASSELL: We have heard this from the Minister before and we understand what he is
saying. He is saying that he cannot say why he condemns the action of the Opposition yet he
deliberately sets out to do it himself.

Mr Peter Dowding: What is being said here is that there are issues that are confidential and
as the project is being put together there are issues that need to be kept confidential.

Mr HASSELL: I am talking about a secret deal with Bond Corporation. Not only did the
Government not disclose the secret deal, but also it did not disclose it to the Burt commission
about which I had an answer from the Minister for Resources Development today. The
Government has admitted that it had a secret deal with Bond Corporation which prevented it
from telling the Bunt commission what was going on in this deal.

Mr Peter Dowding: It was a secret deal and agreement not to disclose the information due to
the nature of' the information.
Mr HASSELL: It is a secret deal of the same kind as the Government has condemned the
Opposition for engaging in on the North West Shelf gas project. What is the Government's
standard?

Mr Peter Dowding: You are attacking the standard!

Mr HASSELL: What is the Premier's standard? That is the point. I have never seen the
Minister so angry as he was today.

Mr Parker: That was because of what the Leader of the Opposition was saying.

Mr HASSELL: 'he Minister was angry before the Leader of the Opposition had said a word.

Mr Parker: I was angry because of the Press release and because what the Leader of the
Opposition said was dishonest.

Mr HASSELL: The Minister was angry because another brick has been put into the wall that
we are gradually building. It is a wall that discloses and it is a wall put together to give a
whole perspective of what is really going on in the petrochemical project. T1he Government
said it was a non-recourse project with no taxpayers' money involved, yet we find out that
there is taxpayers' money in the interim finance and there is taxpayers' money involved in
the Budget. We find all kinds of support has been given through a third party, which is a
Government party. I teUl the Government that if it wants the project to succeed, it should start
telling the truth because until it tells the truth it will continue to be attacked, and it is not just
the Opposition who will do so, as many other people are interested.

MR COWAN (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) (4.47 pm]: It is very clear to the
National Party that the whole nub of the accountability legislation that has been dealt with in
this Parliament in the last two days really comes to the fore in this debate we are engaged in
at the moment. I note that it is more appropriate for the Minister for Resources Development,
rather than to talk about the authenticity of the legislation, document or information available
to the Leader of the Opposition and the Opposition parties, to tell us what are the activities of
the State Energy Commission in any arrangement it might have with WA Government
Holdings Ltd on behalf of the Petrochemical Industries Co Ltd project. Indeed, he should tell
whether it has a special agreement that may or may not conform to the information that was
provided in the documentation Liven to the Opposition. It is very clear to me that on many
occasions the Government has used the State Energy Commission to carry the ball, and if
what is alleged in the leaked document is true, it is not the first time this has occurred. By
way of interjection the Government indicated very
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clearly that an agreement was negotiated with the North West Shelf gas project under which
the SEC was required to bear the major responsibility for the viability of that project. 'It
seems to me that once again, if the information that was made available to the Opposition
parties is accurate, clearly SECWA is obliged to carry the can for the Governmnent's project.
In other words, the State Energy Commission is obliged, if it is directed by the Government,
to take certain action - it will not charge for gas, electricity, or any other utility it provides for
the project. It is appropriate at this time not to confirm or deny the authenticity of any
allegation but to give an indication to Parliament that such projects in fact will be caught in
the new accountability legislation.

Mr Parker: I have given exactly that undertaking.

Mr COWAN: [ did not hear it.

Mr Parker: When we debated the PICL legislation I said that the nature of the legislation
combined with the Financial Administration and Audit Act requires all contingent liabilities,
outgoings and incomes to be fully accounted for and tabled in Parliament.

Mr COWAN: If that is the case, it would be easy to tell us regarding the deed of undertaking
referred to at page 74 of the Burt report - where it is clear that the deed of undertaking that
was negotiated between SEC and PICL was confidential, not only to the Burn commnission but
also to the Premier - that the Premier did not know.

As the Government has stated this is likely to be the subject of this new found accountability,
perhaps the Government can promote that accountability and advise the House rather than
just saying it will be public in due course under the accountability legislation. Precisely what
is the position today? Clearly, the SEC has on previous occasions been placed under severe
financial hardship and jeopardy because of the actions of the Government. SECWA was
obliged to take up the unused gas, and it is now SECWA which is obliged to supply power
and gas and other utilities to the PICL project - perhaps even at no cost - which represents a
real difficulty for the SEC.
This amendment is indeed a test of the Government and its genuineness to show it is prepared
to honouir its obligations under the accountability clauses.

Mr Peter Dowding: It is not a test of the new accountability principles because agreements -
like the North West Shelf confidentiality agreement - were entered into before the guidelines
were identified. So, of course, it is not a matter that tests those guidelines. If we were to say
that the new Government instrumentality would not be subject to FAAA provisions you
would have grounds to say that the new guidelines were being avoided. They are not.

Mr COWAN: Under the Financial Administration and Audit Act, are we likely to see a copy
of the deed of undertaking that was so confidential that it could not be made available to the
Bunt Commnission on Accountability or indeed to the Premier?

Mr Parker: There may not be a deed of undertaking. There may not be a valid one which is
binding because under the Act the obligations in respect of the deed do not have to be
assumed by the new authority.

Mr Peter Dowding: That is important, but more importantly the accountability requirements
are in respect of conduct for the future and conduct since the accountability guidelines have
been drawn up. Last year, it was perfectly acceptable at a Government level, having regard
to the behaviour of the people who sit on the other side, to have an agreement which was
entirely confidential.

Mr COWAN: I do not argue with that. One of the great difficulties with some amendments
put forward to the legislation was that if they succeeded the legislation would lapse and we
would preserve the status quo. No Western Australian would argue in favour of that. The
public would prefer to see statutory authorities have some accountability provisions, even
though we could argue about the depth of the accountability, or the accountability itself.
Mr Peter Dowding: The extent to which it meets the guidelines.

Mr COWAN: Yes. Most people would prefer the project to come under the auspices of a
statutory authority, where it- had a requirement to report and where it was subject to a
Minister rather than being subject to a corporate body which is answerable to no-one. Most
people accept that and clearly the point was made in debate that the majority of people in this
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House - and the other place - will accept that option. That still raises the question: Will this
project be favoured and, if so, to what extent?

Mr Peter Dowding: What do you mean by "favoured'?

Mr COWAN: I refer to things such as the North West Shelf gas agreement where a contract
was written which compelled the State of Western Australia to agree to a take-or-pay scheme
which made the project instantly viable. In this case, we have a situation where it is alleged
that the PICL project is to proceed under this type of favoured treatment - where SECWA is
obliged, if PICL does not turn a profit, to supply any utility at-a discount rate. This point
needs to be explained to Parliament and to the public of Western Australia. Is that the case?
I strongly suspect that that is indeed the case; the project will proceed and if it finds it does
not produce income, does not make a profit, in order to allow it to stand up SECWA will
supply so much of the raw commodities - gas and electricity - at a reduced price or wait for
payment.

Mr Peter Dowding: Every major industry gets a special contract for the supply of energy.

Mr COWAN: Collectively, agriculture is a major industry in Western Australia, and it gets
nothing.

Mr Parker: That is not true. Agriculture gets the biggest subsidy of any sector of the
economy - something like $60 million.
Mr COWAN: Be honest about it, and say that rural SEC connections and grid systems are
subsidised. On that basis eight per cent of the people in rural areas happen to live on the
land. The Treasurer should get it right.

Mr Parker: I am sorry.

Mr COWAN: The Govemnment can talk about the people of Bunbury, of Geraldton and of
Karratha anid incorporate them.

Mr Parker: I am talking about SEC extensions.

Mr COWAN: It was not subsidised to the tune of $60 million.

Mr Peter Dowding: We have been taught to say that the non-connected system has been
granted a subsidy -

Mr COWAN: And has not been subsidised to the tune of $60 million. The Premier should
get it right.

Mr Peter Dowding: It has.

Mr COWAN: It has not. The SEC country grid system may be subsidised to the tune of
$60 mill ion. The Premier should not come the raw prawn with me, it is not true.

Several members interjected.

Mr Peter Dowding: Let me make it clear to you -

Mrt COWAN: It is abundantly clear to me.

Mr Peter Dowding: - that there are special agreements in place for major industries. Let's
take the aluminium smelter - the Opposition was talking about huge subsidies.

Mr COWAN: The Premier has raised the issue of the aluminium smelter and the real
question that should be considered in a debate of this nature is: When that question got down
to the short strkes, for want of a better way to describe it, the Premier of the day made a
decision that the State of Western Australia would not commnit itself to any capital funding of
that project. As a consequence, that project fell over. I hope that this Government, in its
pursuit of a pulp mill announces publicly and as loudly as it possibly can that it will do
everything it possibly can to provide the necessary infrastructure for the mill, but it will not
commit taxpayers' funds for equity participation in that project. The commiitment of
taxpayers' funds to the petrochemical project is sufficient for most taxpayers to stomach.
Mr Peter Dowding: Ilam not aware of any suggestion about it. The only reason the pulp Mill
has been the subject of discussion is that I was asked whether the Government had a
screaming objection to it and the Australian Conservation Foundation strongly urged that we
do something about it.-
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Mr COWAN: The National Party strongly urges the Government to not comm-it taxpayers'
funds to the establishment of a pulp mill.

Mr Peter Dowding: It has not been talked about.

Mr COWAN: I know the Government has not talked about it, but I want it to talk about it
loudly and to say, "The pulp mill can go ahead but as a Goverrnent we will not commnit the
taxpayers of Western Australia to the funding of that project."
Mr Peter Dowding: We have put funds into Sarich and a range of projects.

Mr COWAN: I do not object to infrastructure funds - it is a favourite phrase of a former
Liberal Premier. However, I do object to equity participation in these projects. We do have
equity participation in the PICL project and it is of great concern to Western Australians that
notwithstanding the Government's accountability legislation there are two matters which are
of great concern.

First, there is clearly no guarantee under the accountability legislation chat the State of
Western Australia will not be liable for the funding of the construction phase of that project.
The Treasurer can say time and time again that that is not the case, but we can say to him
time and time again that in the past he has been proved wrong.
The other area in which there is a difficulty with the petrochemical project is that we do not
know what agreements have been reached between the Government and Petrochemical
Industries Co Ltd about concessional operations. One of those agreements may have been
reached between SECWA and Petrochemical Industries Co Ltd. That agreement has been
referred to, on page 74 of the Burt report, as a deed of undertaking. This Parliament and,
through this Parliament, the public have a right to know what is the level of commitment to
this project by the Government of the people of Western Australia, through the SEC. That
commitment has not, at this stage, been defined. We should be told now what that
commidtment is instead of waiting until such time as the accountability legislation comes into
force. I strongly suspect we will not be told. It is appropriate for the Government to inform
the Parliament and the taxpayers of the precise comm-itment it has given on behalf of
SECWA to the PICI project and whether it will give it concessions in the cost of supply of
either gas, electricity or any other utility. Really that is the essence of the amendment. It is
not whether the Opposition has received information which is accurate; it is not whether the
Government received that same information only yesterday; it really is whether the PICL
project hag a concessional agreement from the State Energy Commission.

I suggest to this House that the SEC is facing a very difficult future. Not because of the
concession but because it is obliged to meet a very rapid expansion of growth in the supply of
power. If it has to compensate for this concessional. agreement and, at the same time, meet
the power needs of this State, the commission will be at a very serious disadvantage and
many of the projects which SECWA must enter into to supply power will be seriously
confined because of its commitment to meeting its obligations under any deed of undertaking,
referred to in the Bunt report and not revealed by this Government to this Parliament.

MR PETER DOWDING (Maylands - Premier) [5.07 pm]: The Minister for Resources
Development has every fight to be extremely angry at the way in which he has been
denigrated by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition in his Press conferences, his Press
releases and what he has said about him in this House. Before I deal with the substance of
the matters raised, I advise that the Opposition is excellent at dishing it out - it dishes it out
day after day by personally attacking individuals in this House - but it is hopeless at taking it.

Several members interjected.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Members should remember the way in which the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition responded last night. He said that five people ran the State and, as a result,
they were pictured in the paper today. He personally attacked them and generally had a go at
them. However, one simple reference to the effect that his own standards of accountability
and reporting of incomes were not supported by the actions he referred to resulted in his
going off his head and saying such a statement was absolutely unfair. Members opposite can
give it out, but they cannot take it. They were dishing it out when they spoke about the
honesty or dishonesty of the Minister for Resources Development and they must be prepared
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to take it.
With reference to this debate the only member on the Opposition benches, apart from the
Leader of the National Party, who has actually been frank about the Opposition's tactic is the
former, lapsed Leader of the Opposition, the member for Cottesloc. He has been hardly done
by by his party. He does not have the political will to be dishonest. Despite his
fundamentalism and the things I disagree most intensely with about both his personality and
his politics he was, nevertheless, prepared to say what no other Opposition member was
prepared to say.

I am not surprised that the Leader of the Opposition has only a few weeks to go because of all

the people on the front bench he is the one least able to get up in this House and adopt an
unequivocal position. The member for Cottesloe said unequivocally that he would work to
bring this project down no matter what; that he would work to destroy the project at every
possible turn; and that he would do that to see that a project in which the Government had
equity would not get going even if the consequences of that are that the investment the
Government has made to date - whether it was a goad investment or a bad investment, and I
am prepared to debate all night that it was a good one - is lost. Whether it is good or not,
from the point of view of the member for Cotteslce the destruction of that investment is the
best possible outcome because its destruction would prove two things; first, it would give the
Liberal Party the capacity to say, "We told you so.": and, secondly, it would give the Liberal
Party the capacity to say, "We destroyed socialism. We destroyed an investment in which the
Government took equity." That is a very frightening position for an Opposition to take. The
truth is that it reflects the view -

Mr Court: You know that is not true.

MR PETER DOWDING: The sonny boy over there, the lad from Dalkeith who is not
prepared to say honestly and frankly what the Liberal Party wants to see happen to this
project, interjects. Members opposite want to see the project destroyed because they disagree
with it. They want to see it destroyed even though we have a mandate, having won an
election on a system that members opposite opposed because it went too far towards one-
vote-one-value. We won under a system which went too far towards introducing democracy
and members opposite tried to prevent its implementation. Where would we be now if we
had the gerrymander in the northern seats that the Liberal Party put into place in 1980? We
would have an extra seat on this side of the House.

Mr Lewis: You would be out of office with your gerrymander.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Come on, baby face - the member knows that is not true. We
would have an increased majority. We won the equivalent of the seat of Murchison-Eyre.
We would have had another seat on this side of the House. The Liberal Party opposed a
move towards one-vote-one-value. We went a bit of the way and were prepared to go the
whole way, so do not complain about the election outcome. We won that election and have a
mandate to progress a program we have for the people of Western Australia.
We have made it clear that we take this equity position because we see that unless we do so
the project will not go ahead. The Opposition should know that getting major energy
consuming projects to Western Australia is extraordinarily difficult and that when it was in
office it could not achieve that. You know, Mr Speaker, that the two-faced nature of the
Opposition emerges when its members start talking about the need for energy documents and
energy contracts to be up front and out in the public arena immediately they are the subject of
discussion.

The Liberal Party created the agreement which was subject to criticism in the Burt
commission report. It created the conditions under which not even the basis of the
confidentiality could be exposed publicly. That was a matter in which the member for
Cottesloc was involved as a senior Minister, the member for Floreat as a Minister and the
Leader of the Opposition for pant of the time as a quasi Minister and for the rest of the time as
a Minister, so they were around the Cabinet table making decisions, let there be no doubt
about that.

It is an inevitable consequence of commercial negotiations that there is a period during which
matters cannot be out in the public arena because in the course of negotiations all sorts of
people are working for and against the project. Not only are ther Liberal Party people trying
to sabotage Western Australa but there are also competitors who do their best to
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ensure that a project does not get under way. There are other States, other cities and other
countries doing their best to make better offers and as soon as they get intelligence about the
nature of an offer being made they try to better it.

When one is competing with countries such as Saudi Arabia where the gas price is zero -
"Please take it because it stops us having to flare it" - or when competing with Canada where
the hydro energy costs are such that they are one hundredth of the sorts of energy costs that
we are abe to discuss in this State, one understands that the issue of energy costs as one gets
toward a commitment for a project is one of the most critical confidential commercial issues
that there can be.

I came into this Government as Minister for Mines, Fuel and Energy and was immediately
put into the middle of negotiations for an aluminium. smelter. The energy price for that
alumninium smelter was so confidential that members opposite had not permitted it to be
discussed or released - it was of the highest level of confidentiality. We picked up from the
Liberals trying to track an alumninium smelter, a project for which it had given a Korean
company a pipe laying contract when it had never laid a foot of pipeline in the world and the
then Government had done so on the most favourable terms to try to entice the company into
Western Australia to achieve an alumninium smelter.

There was a huge cost overrun for putting in the pipeline which was paid for by the taxpayers
of Western Australia in secret because the Liberal Party thought it was worth getting an
alumniniumn smelter into Western Australia. Not only that, it also committed the State to a $1
billion expenditure. It had the pipe delivered to the State and a third of it buried under the
ground before it had made any arrangements to pay for it. It did not even have the financing
for that pipeline in place when we took office and a third of the pipeline was in the ground, so
do not talk to the public of Western Australia about the Liberal Party's veracity.

Talk to the public of Western Australia about how we get projects built; how we get them to
Western Australia; the struggles we have in trying to attract them to this Stat; the struggles
that we have in facing our international competitors; and admit the Liberal Patty's
incompetence and our success during that struggle. That is what this debate should be about;
not this creeping, carping criticism; and not the desire expressed by the member for Cottesloe
to sabotage this project at all political costs.

I say to members of the National Party that although I disagree with them philosophically and
politically on many issues they do not share this awful political backbiting, sabotaging
attitude of the Liberal Party towards the role of the Government. We are in office for four
years with a mandate from the people. At the next election members opposite can say that we
have succeeded or failed, but for goodness' sake get behind the State and stop trying to
sabotage this project. I say to members of the National Party that they are dead right to
demand that they get some sort of commitment from us to disclose matters in the future, but
understand that in the process of putting a complex project together one cannot do that.

Mr Nicholls interjected.
Mr PETER DOWDING: Some of the more recent members of the Liberal Party, whose
experience has not been more extensive than being in small business, should perhaps sit back
and do some reading before they stant joining in the caterwauling from the pitiful Opposition
front bench. Members of the National Party are entitled to say that at some stage the public
of Western Australia should see unfolded before them where this project is at. I say to them
that that time will be when we have the project locked away.

That is the point of time when we know we are going to succeed. That is when we cannot
have the project sabotaged by any international company crying to snatch the opportunity, or
by another State or another company. *That time is when commuercially we are able to say that
we have the confidence it is going ahead. The member for Cottesloe knows full well that the
Opposition took a different view when it was in Government. It put in place an arrangement
which meant that no matter when the project succeeded, for ever and a day it would remain
commercially confidential. That is doubly difficult to justify when one considers that when
we came into office we discovered how poorly the present Opposition negotiated, how bad
the negotiations had been, how desperate it had been to try to get that project going,
underwriting it entirely at the expense of the taxpayer with predictions of usage which never
justified the sort of profiles put together and which would be for ever
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secret from the people of Western Australia.

The Minister for Resources Development tells this House and the public of Western Australia
that that is a document leaked by some scummiy little person in the community desperate to
join the member for Cottesloe in destroying our chances of getting this project together. It is
not an accurate expression of those matters contained in it, and he is prepared to argue that in
detail, so members opposite should not denigrate the project. Sooner or later it will get
through to members opposite that the people of Western Australia want major projects to go
ahead, and they should turn to their political leaders on all sides of the House and have the
confidence to join together and work for Western Australia, not try to destroy and sabotage
projects for purely political purposes.

I oppose the amendment.

Amendment put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (26)
Mr Ainsworth Mr Hassell Mr Minson Mr Fred Tubby
MrfBradshaw Mr House Mr Nicholls Dr Turnbull
Mr Clarke Mr Kierath Mr Omodei Mr wat
Mr Cowrt Mr Lewis Mr Shave MU Wiese
Mr Cowan Mr Macinnon Mir Strickland Mr Blaikie (Teller)
Mrs Edw aides Mr McNee Mr Thompson
Mr Grayden Mr Mensaros Mr Trenorden

Noes (30)

Dr Alexander Dr Gallop Mr Marlborough Mr Thomas
Mrs B eggs Mr Graham Mr Parker Mr Troy
Mr Bridge Mr Grill Mr Pearce Mrs Watkins
Mr Canr Mrs Henderson Mr Read Dr Watson
M~r Catania Mr Gordon Hill Mr Ripper Mr Wilson
Mr Cunningham Mr Kobelke Mr D.L. Smith Mrs Buchanan (Teller)
Mr Donovan Dr Lawrence Mr P.J. Smith
Mr Peter Dowding Mr Leahy Mr Taylor

Amendment thus negatived.

[Questions without notice taken.]

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.15 pm

Debate (on motion) Resumed

MR C.RAYDEN (South Perth) U7.18 pm]: I will refer tonight to the question of intrusion
into our northern coastal waters by Indonesian fishing vessels and the dog in the manger
attitude that Australians take to this form of foray. An item appeared in The West Australian
yesterday under the heading, "Big Indonesian fleet intercepted off NT" as follows -

Karratha: The Australian Fishery Service says it has seized the biggest single fleet of
Indonesian vessels fishing illegally in waters off the Northern Territory.

Seven shark-fishing boats and 64 fishermen were caught off the Gove Peninsula late
last week and are being held in Darwin.
This brings to 33 the total number of illegal fishing boats intercepted off the Northern
Territory since last October.
The alert came last Wednesday after an Australian fishing crew spotted an Indonesian
boat off the north coast.

B y Thursday HMvAS Gleelong had seized six of the seven boats. The vessels were
escorted back to Darwin at the weekend while I{MAS Launceston escorted the
seventh vessel to Thursday Island.

The fishermen have sought legal advice from the Indonesian consulate in Darwin.

As you are aware, Mir Speaker, this sort of thing is happening constantly and has been
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happening aver a period of years. It is pertinent, therefore, to ask who are the Indonesians
comprising the crews.

We know, of course1 that the crews of these vessels are simple village people from all of the
myriad islands that constitute the Indonesian archipelago. I do not chink that they have ever
recorded exactly how many islands there are in that huge archipelago which stretches over
probably 3 000 miles. One figure given is more than 30 000. More than 12 000 of those
islands are uninhabited. Many of the communities exist in a subsistence economy, living on
what the land provides.
As a consequence of the paucity of food they journey far afield in their vessels in order to
search for trepang, shark fins or trochus shells and other sea creatures. This is the mewns by
which they are able to exist on these islands and to support their families. To do this these
Indonesians have to build prows. That means they have to fell the logs in the rain forests and
haul them to their villages on the coast. With the most primiftive of implements they have to
fashion a boat with pins made out of wood to hold the boat together because they do not have
the bolts, rivets, nails and steel with which we build our ships. Then, having completed the
construction of the vessels under these laborious circumstances, they leave their famnilies
behind, in some cases for months at a rime, to journey across the Timor Sea and in some
cases across the Arafura Sea, and any of the other seas in the vicinity of the Indonesian
archipelago. They come from the islands, often during the cyclone season, and sail for
hundreds of miles across the Timnor Sea to the north west Australian coast. They come down
from Macassar with the north west monsoons to Western Australia and work their way up the
coast to Arnhem Land, or in that vicinity of the continent. How many of these vessels are
lost making the crossing, no-one would know. It would be impossible for these ships to
survive a cyclone. They are corked with coconut fibre and are constantly pumped during the
voyage. When they are caught in a cyclone all aboard would have to perish; it would be
absolutely inevitable.

When they arrive in Western Australia, after building their boats and having made the
decision to leave their families and travel south hundred of miles across the Timor Sea or the
Arafura Sea, what happens? We search for them with the most modem aircraft;, we pursue
them with naval craft; we escort them to port; we then try them in our courts and we either
fine them or imprison them. Having done that we repatriate them to the country from which
they came. We sell their boats, and if we cannot sell them because they are unseaworthy,
which is invariably the case, we burn them. It is with complete disregard to the people that
this is done. It is a disregard for the laborious process of constructing the boats, and a
complete disregard for the epic voyage which the crews have made in those circumstances.
What do we do? We burn the boats. As far as I am concerned - even though this is
hyperbole, it is an exaggeration not meant to deceive - I believe we should give them a
medal. They should be awarded something in recognition of, first of all, their industry in
constructing the boats, and, secondly, their initiative and courage in sailing across those seas
in boats of that kind in order to provide food for their families. Also, we should allocate
areas to them in Australian waters where they can fish. We should use outr Navy not to seize
these ships but to afford assistance where necessary in the case of cyclones or whenever they
are in distress or otherwise in need of help.

As I mentioned earlier, it is an example of our dog in the manger attitude towards our
Indonesian neighbours. In all this world if ever there was a classic case of a dog in the
manger attitude, it would have to be this one. In Australia we have a vast coastline; it is over
12 000 miles, and the area that we are talking about in north western Australia would exceed
4 000 mniles of coastline. That 4 000 miles of coastline is almost devoid of fisheries of
consequence. There is prawn trawling in the Gulf of Carpentaria and certainly fishing
activities outside the major towns such as Broome and Darwin. Nevertheless, the area has
relatively small levels of fishing. Apart from the towns along thaz 4 000 miles of coastline
there are the tiniest of communities, of which most are Aboriginal.

It is not a question of conservation. As I have said, the only communities of consequence
apart from the major towns in the area are the Aboriginal communities, and it cannot be a
question of conservation as far as the Aboriginals are concerned. We think so little of
conservation that we exclude the Aborigines from our Conservation and Land Managenient
Act in Western Australia. So, the 40 000 Aboriginals in Western Australia are exempt from
the conservation laws in Western Australia. Therefore, it is not a question of conservation

851



when we deny the Indonesians an opportunity to fish there. We cannot use that argument.
Every Aboriginal in this State, and the same applies in the Northern Territory and every other
State, is either working or is in receipt of social service.
In that case we cannot say to the Indonesians that they cannot come here because they will
cause a food shortage, or will affect the conservation of our wildlife. Those arguments go out
the window. We have 4 000 miles of coastline. People do not bother to pick up the trochus
shells or trepang, or to fish for shark in order to get the shark tins which are worth so much in
the Chinese and other Asian communities because they are either working or receiving social
service benefits. The Indonesian people have come across the seas under difficult
circumstances, and we arrest them; we tine or imprison them; we escort their boats into the
nearest port; we bum their boats if we are not able to sell them; and we send them back to the
country from whence they came. We mount guard, at tremendous expense to the Australian
community, in order to deny these Indonesians the opportunity of fishing in our waters. Our
planes are constantly on the alert, patrolling the coastline, at a cost of millions of dollars a
year. A portion of our Navy is deployed in the north, with the object of ensuring that
Indonesian fishermen do not come to our shores.

Quarantine considerations have obviously a part to play in an issue of this kind, but I rem-ind
members that Indonesians have been coming to Australian shores for centuries, and no stock
problems of which we are aware have emerged as a result of their visits. The risk of
introducing foot and mouth disease and rabies into this country is frequently mentioned to
support the view that we must take this action against the Indonesians, Members from
country electorates would know that foot and mouth disease affects domestic animals such as
cows, sheep, goats and pigs. The Indonesians who are coming to this country are not likely
to make contact with any of these animals.

I once had the experience of visiting a dairy farm in Germany. Foot and mouth disease is of
course rampant across Europe. I walked around the dairy in the morning, and I caught a
plane back to Australia that evening. I had to declare whether I had been near a dairy farn
during the period that I was overseas. I declared that I had been at a dairy farmn, and on
arrival in Australia I was required to walk through a container of disinfectant. Any person
who brings into Australia ham, or salami, or something of that kind, is likely to introduce into
this country foot and mouth disease. There is a law to prohibit these goods from being
brought into the country, but this law is frequently broken. There have been one or two
outbreaks of foot and mouth disease, and severe action has had to be taken in order to quell
those outbreaks. Foot and mouth disease is not a disease which will be introduced into
Australia by Indonesians, who are on the water for weeks at a tirne before they come into this
country. Another disease which is to be feared is canine rabies, which is transm-itted by a
person being bitten by a rabid dog. Indonesians do not bring dogs with them in their prows.
Animals which are brought into this country have to undergo quarantine procedures, but the
Indonesian fishermen are not bringing animals with them, so that argument canniot be used in
their case.
I am not saying that the operations of Indonesian fishermen should be completely
uncontrolled. I am simply suggesting that with all the islands which exist on the north coast
of Western Australia, the Northern Territory and Queensland, there is a myriad of places
where we could permit these Indonesians to have a base or bases, and from which we could
control their operations. There would be no need for them to land on our shores, and if they
did we could control that by confining them to certain quarantine areas, such as they had at
Woodman Point. The population of Indonesia was 120 million people at the last Census in
1971. It was envisaged that by 1990, there would be 200 million people in Indonesia.

The history of this matter bears repeating. Indonesians, or Asians of various ethnic
backgrounds, have been coming to our shores from time immemorial. I obtained from the
library a book entitled, "The Voyage of the Investigator 1801-1803, Commander Matthew
Flinders, RN". It had this to say about the Asians he met when for the first time he charted
our northern shores -

Soon after Investigator had rounded Cape Wilberforce, the reason for the suspicious
hostility of the aborigines, the traces of Asiatic visitors, and the peculiar fireplaces
found in the Pellew Group became obvious. As the ship was heading westwards
along the north coast of Amhemr Land on 17 February, what was perhaps the most
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remarkable incident of the whole voyage occurred. Six vessels were sighted in a
roadstead between the mainland and a group of islands, "covered over like hulks, as if
laid up for the bad season." As it seems that Investigator had sighted only two other
vessels - Le Geographe and an unidentified whaler - during the survey, it is not
surprising that there was much speculation among the crew as to what these ships
could be. In A Voyage to Terra Australis, Flinders wrote of this dramatic meeting:

..I set them down for piratical Ladrones who secreted themserves [sic] here
from pursuit, and issued out as the season permitted, or prey invited them.
Impressed with this idea, we tacked to work up for the road; and our pendant
and ensign being hoisted, each of them hung out a small white flag. On
approaching, [ sent lieutenant Flinders in an armed boat, to learn who they
were; and soon afterward we came to an anchor in 12 fathoms, within musket
shot; having a spring on the cable, and all hands at quarters.

Every motion in the whale boat, and in the vessel along-side which she was
lying, was closely watched with our glasses, but all seemed to pass quietly;
and on the return of lieutenant Flinders, we learned that they were prows from
Macassar.

Shortly afterwards, the six Malay captains visited Hinders. Their chief was a short,
elderly man named Pobassoo, and, with Investigator's Malay cook acting as
interpreter, he gave the astonishing information that there were sixty prows, carrying
a thousand men all told, strung out in groups westwards along the coast of Arnhem
Land. They were Mohammnedans, and Flinders noted with dry humour that, although
they were horrified to see hogs in Investigator's boat, they had no objection to port
wine, even asking for a bottle to take away.

I will not go on, although I would have liked to read a bit more. That shows that in 1803,
when Flinders was sailing around Australia for the first time, charring the coastline, he found
when he went to the Arnhem Land coast 60 prows with 1 000 Asians. Asians, of course, had
been coming here for hundreds of years before that. It is traditional for them to do so, and
that is why I say there is absolutely no reason why we cannot compromise and allow these
people to fish under cuntrolled conditions off our north west coast. We could avoid any
threat to the health of the people or livestock in this country, without any question, by
exerting that control. I might mention again that we have had no problems in the past so far
as stock is concerned, notwithstanding that these Asians have been coming to our northern
shores for hundreds of years.

I suggest that this Government conduct meaningful discussions with the Commonwealth
Government in order to give the Indonesian people the access to our northern fishing grounds
that they have traditionally enjoyed. I repeat that the Indonesians are our neighbours; they
are people with whom we naturally want to have good relations. They suffered heavily
during the war as a consequence of our troops going to their countries and engaging the
Japanese. In Celebes - now called Sulawesi, which, of course, is in the Indonesian
archipelago - at one stage I happened to be a captain in charge of a large portion of that area,
and we had several hundred Japanese prisoners of war. Someone told me there were those
1 100 prisoners in the local prison. I went down to the local prison and saw that they were
living in shocking conditions, sleeping naked on concrete floors, surrounded by clouds of
mosquitoes. I had the pleasure of letting out those 1 100 prisoners who had been incarcerated
for all sorts of offences. I left six prisoners in there who had corrunitted murders, and [ only
regret that I did not go much further into that in order that I could have released them as well.

Our experience throughout the war was that in Borneo and Celebes, and wherever these
people were in the islands to the north, they were always of assistance to the Allied troops.
They have a very sophisticated culture which goes back thousands of years. What we are
doing to our northern neighbours is completely unjustified and is barbaric in the extreme. I
will not pursue this matter further but I do hope the Government will engage in discussions
with the Commonwealth Government with the object of assisting these people, who exist in a
subsistence economy, to come to our shores and fish in order that they may provide a
livelihood for themselves and their families.
I have only a few minutes left and there are a numnber of other subjects I wanted to speak. on;
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education was one. However, at this late hour I will not broach that question, but will move

.an amendment to the Address-in-Reply in order that other members may speak on the
question of education.

Amendment to Motion
I move -

That the following words be added to the motion -

but we regret to informn Your Excellency that in education the Government has
failed to provide sufficient resources to accommodate the needs of Western
Australian children in the areas of -

(a) capital works;

(b) building maintenance;

(c) curriculum development;

(d) the employment of staff, and

(e) the long term commity needs for a high standard of tertiary
education.

MRS EDWARDES (Kingsley) [7.45 pm]: I second the amendment and speak to it because
of my special concerns in this area, some of which I raised last week in this place.

One of those concerns was in respect of the state of the schools, and I would like to advise
you, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr Donovan), that some of our schools do not comply with the
Government's very own Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare Act. I know that some of
our schools do not comply with the Act in areas of manual arts, in science areas, in respect of
some of the classrooms, and in respect of toilets. I know that a hall at the Victoria Park
Primary School where students are still being taught does not comply. I know that schools
have had work orders placed on them by the local councils and that those work orders have
not been rectified. I know of schools holding manual arts classes where fibreglassing is
being carried on in classrooms which do not have sufficient ventilation and where there is
only one entrance which is also used as an exit. If a factory next door to this school carried
on fibreglassing in such a manner, it would be closed down. However, the teachers are
saying to the instructors, "Don't be too hard, otherwise it will be the kids who miss out on the
fibreglassing lessons"; but what if an accident happened? The teachers are concerned about
negligence. The school councils are concerned. My question is: Is the Ministry of
Education concerned? Is the Minister concerned? Because, as she said earlier today in this
place, it is she who has the care of our children.

In question 251 in this House I asked -

(1) Are there any Government schools in Western Australia which do not meet
the requirements and obligations contained in the Occupational Health, Safety
and Welfare Act of 1984?

(2) If so, which schools?

The answer was -

(1 )-(2)
Until orders are undertaken following the election of health and safety
representatives in schools, the adequacy of schools in meeting the
requirements of the Act cannot be determined.

Mr Acting Speaker, I know that schools are in breach of the Government's occupational
health, safety and welfare legislation; I know that safety and welfare committees have been
established in schools. What I would like to know is: Why does not the Minister know? Is
she receiving bad advice from her ninistry, or is she aware of these problems and the extent
of them and is not willing to tell this place? Or is it because of the huge allocation of
resources to capital works and building maintenance funds that will be required in order to
rectify these schools and bring them up to compliance with the Govemmnent's own
Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare Act? The Minister knows that the figure has been
conservatively estimated at $20 million. The Minister has at the ministry a senior
occupational and health consultant, so why does not the Minister know which schools do not
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comply with the Government's own legislation?

I call on the Minister to urgently inquire which schools are concerned, to monitor these
schools, to appoint representatives in schools where they do not have representatives and
committees, and to carry out these audits which are necessary for the safety of our children,
before serious accidents occur. I have received many complaints from schools right across
the State. The complaints are basically the same - the lack of classrooms, excessive numbers
of demountables, two classes being taught in one classroom, classes being taught in wet
areas, minor works allocations having to be spent on capital works because of the huge
delays. A submission from the Margaret River Primary School was presented to the Minister
yesterday. That school has an ant and craft room which is used as an art and craft room, as a
part time classroom for small reading groups, and it is also used as a canteen. The
submission reads as follows -

The B.M.A. has indicated that it will not maintain or repair this building and that it
will be demolished if it is not maintained by the P & C. It is totally unacceptable that
a parent organisation should be expected to maintain Ministry buildings.

This also happened with the Ardross Primary School. The Health Department withdrew the
school nurse because it did not feel there was sufficient accommodation for her. The Ardross
P & C association hired a caravan so that it could house its school nurse. I call on the
Government and the Minister for Education to start spending some of the huge allocation of
resources necessary to provide the best education possible for the children of our State. It is
not just the concern of parents, teachers and the community; there are problems in respect of
the maintenance of grounds and other areas. I have discussed with the Minister the problem
of the grounds of one of the primary schools in my electorate, which has been inadequately
mowed. That may not appear to be a huge problem, but when the grass grows rapidly the
incidence of asthma suffered by the children of the school increases. In the latest newsletter
from the Miscellaneous Workers Union, the Union News, of March 1989, the union also
shared that concern. The union advised that the BMA mowing service said that the service
was currently inadequate. On 20 March the Minister replied to me as follows -

The Building Management Authority has been operating within the limits of financial
constraints, however, it is understood that the situation is now being rectified.

I advise the Minister that that is not the case. It has not been rectified. The same problem is
still occurring. The Miscellaneous Workers Union also raises other problems - 900 schools
with only two inspectors, no written policies on how staffing levels are determined, and the
substandard conditions for gardeners. The MWU refers to gardening sheds as "doghouses".
It goes on and on.

Our schools are in atrocious condition. I call on the Minister to work hard to ensure that
sufficient resources are allocated to provide, upgrade and maintain the schools which are
necessary to provide the best quality of education for our children.

Mr Pearce: This is a disgraceful speech. The schools in your electorate are the most modem
and best equipped.

Several members interjected.

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!

Mrs EDWARDES: The proposal by the Federal Government for a common curricuilumn
framework and assessment for Australian students needs to be closely looked at in the light of
the best interests of the students of this State. Curriculum should contain content that reflects
the needs of the community. The curriculum ought to look at industry, environment,
geography, science, Parliament, and our own State's environment, geography and science.
While there might be an argument for improving general principles for maths and English, it
is important to maintain regionalisation in our curriculum so that Western Australian students
continue to learn about these subjects. While it may be said that diversity is a strength, which
ensures futuire vitality, a further reason for opposing a national curriculum is the huge cost to
Western Australian taxpayers. The difference from State to State means that the national
curriculum guidelines could not be adopted overnight. We would have a cost of review,
implementation, and a cost of ongoing reviews. Westemn Australia's education system has
already undergone many changes - the Unit Curriculum as well as the Better Schools report.
Students, parents, teachers and employers are still working their way trough
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the traumas left behind by the previous Minister, Bob Pearce.
The issues need to be discussed in open debate with the primary goal always being the best
interests of the students of this State.

Mr Pearce: Can you stop reading that for a minute a tell us what your position on the Unit
Curriculum is?

Mrs EDWARDES: I was pleased to note the Minister's comment in The West Australian last
Monday where she said that the State would not be dictated to by the Commonwealth. What
does that statement mean? In tonight's Daily News the Minister is also referred to as being
cautious about national uniformity; she also said that she will not allow the Commonwealth
to dictate to the State. Is the Minister sitting on the fence? What does that mean? Other
educators in Western Australia such as Dr Chenry Collins of Murdoch University, Dr Bruce
Haynes, a senior lecturer in education at the West Australian College of Advanced Education
and John Williamson, Associate Professor of Education at Curtin University are all
concerned. I hope the Minister will be strong against Canberra's encroachment on Western
Australia in respect of the national curriculum, because this State will need a strong Minister
for Education, not only in this area but also in respect of the merger of Murdoch University
and the University of Western Australia.

Members may recall that when I spoke last week I also referred to the shabby treatment
received by relief teachers. Since that time I have met relief teachers at a public meeting on
Saturday. If I can refresh the memory of members, it is suggested that relief teachers be paid
a reduced, set rate of pay which came out of an agreement signed by the State School
Teachers Union and the Ministry of Education on 20 January 1989.

Mr Macinnon: I wonder what they would think about Mr Horgan's $300 000.
Mrs EDWARDES: We should ask them. One of the reasons, among others, for the reduced
rate of pay is the greater stress suffered by permanent teachers. In 1986 there was a Joint
Committee of inquiry into Teacher Stress; the introduction of that report reads as follows -

A teacher is very much like an actor or performer in many ways, but unlike the
performer, is expected to put on a high-quality act for much longer hours, every day,
to an audience that are much more reactive, sometimes hostile, with large numbers of
unsympathetic critics waiting in the wings. As well, the teacher is expected to be
stage-manager, producer, property manager and playwright; to perform without
adequate rehearsal, and make up a new script every day.

I would not hesitate to say that relief teachers are under this enormous stress too. The report
on teacher stress did not sample relief teachers. I would venture to say that this situation is
even further exacerbated in the relief situation. When the Government is talking about its
special concern for families and for women, one wonders whether it is really interested when
the large majority of relief teachers are women. Why are so many women on relief staff? It
is basically because their permanency has lapsed because they had a family, because they are
from interstate or because the only means of achieving permanency is to go on country
service. That obviously would interfere with the family and one of the reasons women do not
accept country postings is because it would split up their families.

Mrt Taylor: That is no reason to split up families. Are you saying they should not go to the
country?

Mrs EDWARDES: We are looking at relief teachers and what they do in order to be able to
justify their payment according to their classification. At a meeting on Saturday, a sample of
what one teacher did through the first term was given to me. In it she said -

This term I have taught all grades between and including Pre-primary to Year 7.
Some lessons requiring research and preparation prior to the lessons as resource
teacher were: DEWEY DECIMAL SYSTEM, book choice research skills both
dictionary and reference. Other lessons at various levels include: The Solar System;
Early colonization of Australia; The Hierarchy of Government in Australia; Nutrition;
science experiments of all sorts. I have taught fine and gross motor skills, taught
children to write their names, their alphabet both printing and cursive writing, taught
left to right, much maths practice and theory, grammar, pool safety and stranger
danger. I have taught from a dozen or so reading schemes. Music was also taught. It
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may interest the Ministry that the operative word is TAUGHT - not follow-up or
revise but TAUGHT.
1, as with all other ERT's have a working knowledge of not one syllabus and 30
children but 7 or 8 syllabi and up to 700 children at a time. I have conducted tests in
math and science, spelling and dictation. I have collected monies, dealt with parents
concerns, advised on reading, writing and particular learning problems. I have dealt
with Cystic Fibrosis, asthma, dyslexia intellectual handicap and commuunicable
diseases. I have received new children into classes and dispensed others to new
schools.

The reason I have gone into so much detail is that it appears that the Ministry of Education is
not concerned about the work that relief teachers do. It has been said that they do not do yard
duty. That is nonsense, because they do. They are concerned that they are not being heard.
They are concerned that in this area, as in other areas, the Minister is inflexible. I again call
on the Minister to discuss the situation with relief teachers and to treat them as professionals
for the betterment of education of the children of Western Australia.

My time is running short, but I wish to mention again the proposed merger between the
University of Western Australia and Murdoch University. Members may recall that I have
expressed already doubts about the merger and whether it is in the community's best interest.
Murdoch has established its own special ethos and character and provides for people who
were not previously provided for. In the Daily News on 11 April, the following article
appeared -

...the blow that has most disenchanted Murdoch academics is the likely loss of their
Distance Education Centre, which runs correspondence courses for country students.

What will happen with that once the universities merge? I call on the Minister to tell the
community what is going on. People want to know that, if the university does not accept the
1990 merger, the Minister will support it against Canberra and insist on funding
arrangements. There are very real reasons why the merger is against the best interests of all
Western Australians. The Government should ensure that our State is not sacrificed for short
term economic gain and that long term tertiary education for our students remains paramount.
The Minister should tell the Federal Government that she will not tolerate any further
interference in education in Western Australia.

MR LEWIS (Applecross) [8.05 pm]: Mr Speaker, -

Mr Pearce: You are not going to do the Murdoch speech again, are you?

Mr LEWIS: The Minister should wait with bated breath and see.

I support the amendment. It is obvious to Western Australians that education is in the
greatest mess it has been in since the former Minister for Education was moved from the
portfolio. It has gone backwards that far. Education has been this Government's biggest
lemon and it had to do something about it. The Premier promoted the present Minister to this
portfolio and, through her conciliatory attitude, she convinced the electorate that the
Government had turned the comer on education and was prepared to do something about it.
At last it had decided to sort out the mess left by the abysmal former Minister. He has failed
at every job he has touched. I cannot understand why he is still on the front bench.

Unfortunately for the Minister for Education, the Government has failed to provide her with
the necessary resources. The problem with Labor Governments is that they get their
priorities wrong. It has never heard of the word "maintenance". It moves its resources as
dictated by the social issues to buy and gamer votes. It allows roads, capital works, and
schools to run down. It has also never heard of the word "paint". The state of our schools
has reached its lowest ebb for a decade.
The fact is that the Government does not provide the necessary resources to the Minister.
She has been told to tell fibs to the deputations she receives. She is an expert at fobbing them
off. The Government is more concerned about putting its resources into bailing out
Rothwells and paying big salaries to WADC directors. It is concerned about bailing out the
Teachers Credit Society, the Swan Building Society and doing deals on the Midland
abattoirs. It has forgotten the basics. It has forgotten that the greatest resource that we have
is our children.
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Mr Pearce: Don't you think there is something fundamentally wrong wit a shadow Minister
who can't offer an opinion on Unit Curriculum, but is concerned about the mowing of lawns?

The SPEAKER: Order!

Opposition members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Thomas: And paint.

The SPEAKER: Order! Is it possible to have a situation where members interject in a
relatively orderly way and do not exchange cross Chamber interjections and that members
who are not involved in the debate sit and listen?

Mr LEWIS: I wish to home in directly on the state of the schools in my electorate. The area
I represent includes relatively old suburbs south of the river. It takes in the Applecross
Primary School, the Applecross Senior High School, the Ardross Primary School, and
Booragoon and Mt Pleasant schools. Those schools were built between 25 and 45 years ago.
The problem is that not a tap of work has been done to any of them in all of those years. In
the past six years even less has been done - and it is hard to do less than nothing, but that is a
fact. The situation exists where the maintenance of the schools in my electorate has run
backwards. Why? As I pointed out to the Leader of the House three years ago in one of my
first speeches in this Parliament and when he was Minister for Education, he was not
interested in maintaining, upgrading or considering schools in the then East Melville
electorate because there were no votes in it. It was a conservative electorate so it was no
good wasting money out there, "Let the kids of those people who might drive a better car rot
in a substandard school.' That is what people opposite believe.

It took me three years to get a lousy $200 000 in the Budget to upgrade the Booragoon
Primary School and the Government could not even do that in one year but had it spread over
two Budgets - a half baked job. ALI the Government has done to date is splash a bit of paint
around.

Mr Pearce: I remember that speech. I thought it was an extract from the Muppet Movie.

Mr LEWIS: It was a good speech and got the Minister who just interjected off his backside.
The fact is that this Government does not give a tinker's cuss for the electorates it considers
safe conservative ones. It lets the schools run down in those electorates and does not care
about them. I target specifically the Applecross Senior High School which has more than
1 300 students and which for eight years has been trying to get something done. The only
reason something was done is that some arsonists went in there and Lit a fire and burnt it
down. Is that not true?

Mr Pearce: Where were you on the occasion in question?

Mr LEWIS: I turn to Mt Pleasant Primary School, whose representatives have written to the
Minister for two or three years to get general maintenance done. They do not receive
answers. I have written letters to the former Minister and the new Minister for Education
about the Winthrop Primary School, Ardross Primary School and Mt Pleasant Primary
School and have not received an answer.

Mr Pearce: The Winthrop Primary School was built when I was Minister; it is a brand new
school.

Mr LEWIS: The Leader of the House does not know where it is; he thinks it is in Crawley.
It has not been built yet! Ask the Minister for Education about it.
Mr Pearce: It is on the list.

Mr Macinnon: That is the answer we always get.

Mr LEWIS: The Leader of the House thought that the school had been built; that is how far
behind the program is. I understand that the Government has been able to find $280 000 or
$300 000 to refurbish the Teachers Union offices. Is that right, Minister?

Dr Lawrence: Not at all; we do not look after their property.

Mr LEWIS: I have it on good authority, as the Leader of the House says every second nlight
at question time - that it has been muttered around the corridors of this place. That is the

858 [ASSEMBLY]



[Wednesday, 12 April 1989]15

source of information of the Leader of the House.

Mr Pearce: If I report on it I know it is true because I start most of them myself.

Mr LEWIS: Perhaps some pressing questions should be directed to the Minister for
Education to ascertain whether that sont of money has been spent on the Teachers Union
headquarters.

Mr Pearce: The Minister for Education has just said that it has not.

Dr Lawrence: Where is it in the Budget?

Mr LEWIS: That does not mean a thing. I will now get more directly to the problems that
have beset the Ardross Primary School, which is a special language school.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! It has been brought to my attention that the honourable member's
time has expired. On a similar occasion last night I gave the Premier a credit of 10 minutes
and I would like to do the same for the member for Applecross.

Mr LEWIS: I am glad that we have an amicable relationship now, Mr Speaker.

The SPEAKER: We always have had.

Mr LEWIS: I turn my attention to the Ardross Primary School which has to seek corporate
sponsorship to hire two classrooms to house its burgeoning student population and whose
P & C association had to go out and hire a caravan to put on the school grounds so that the
nursing sister could carry out the school's public health program. I have a letter from the
WA Health Department which says that it regrets that it has had to withdraw the health
service until suitable accommodation is in place, and that is a fact. Members should look at
the vehicle the Government has put in place to ensure that workers were properly catered for.
The union went into the Ardross Prinmary School and put a ban on the toilets because of a
lack of ventilation and on the facilities of miscellaneous workers there - the cleaners -
because they had no storage facilities. They told the Minister that she had until 5 May to do
something about it. I understand a quick draw decision was made and work is being done to
fix the storage situation because the union membership was to go on strike last Friday week
but at the last moment were talked out of it by the ministry.

There are concerned parents saying, "Boycott the school," and there are reports that parents
have put up cash to ease school overcrowding, that the school has sought a room sponsor, and
that the school has fought an eight year battle, all of which concern the Ardross Primary
School. They have been waiting for eight years for something to be done. The Minister was
asked to go there and told the deputation involved, "I will not come because you told me I
had to. Now you have asked me, I might." I ask the Minister whether when she goes into the
electorates of her Labor colleagues she tells them she is coining and invites them to attend at
the school she is attending? Yes, she does. Do members know what she does to people on
the conservative side? She sneaks into the electorate and does not tell them when she is
coming. She does not have the courtesy to pick up the telephone and say, "I will be at the
Ardross Primary School next week and I would like you to attend." The Minister is
embarrassed about this. The fact is that the Melville Chamber of Commerce had to write to
the Minister and ask her what she was doing about Ardross Primary School. I have written
two letters to her which she has ignored.

Dr Lawrence: When?
Mr LEWIS: In October last year and five or six weeks ago. I am waiting for a reply and the
Minister sneaks into my electorate thinking I do not know about it. The facts are that the
circumstances of Ardross Primary School are abysmal. I could go on to list all of the
complaints at Ardross Primary School. One example is the preprimary school, which has no
special toilet facilities, and where a female teacher has to take the three and four year old
male pupils into the male toilets, while a member of the male staff may be in the adjoining
cubicle. The school is also in desperate need of two additional classrooms. The Minister has
said that, according to the Ministry of Education's formula, there are enough classrooms.
The Minister has forgotten that three special English classes are operating out of Ardross
Primary School. There are only two centres south of the river which teach English as a
second language, and 40 out of the 50 pupils in those classes cannot speak English. The
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Minister does not understand that two classes for special English, with two teachers, are
being taught in the one classroom, with each teacher trying to teach 15 units.
I heard the Minister say yesterday'on the radio that Ardross Primary School complies with
the Minstry of Education's formula. Ardross Primary School is in an abysmal position. It
has no resources. The staff are nearly at the stage of rebellion. The nursing sister will not go
to chat school because the facilities are not adequate for her. The toilets in the preprimary
centre have doors which are two feet above the ground, and the rest is void. The staff have to
share those toilets with the pupils, who are aged from three to 13. There is nowhere for a
female staff member to perform her toiletry and to perhaps put on some make up. The
Ministry of Education's solution to the problem was to issue 35 keys and to put padlocks on
two of the toilets in both the male and female toilet blocks in order to provide toilet facilities
for the staff. It is about time the Minister came up with the goods and recognised the
circumstances of the 350 pupils at the school and the 50-odd preprimary pupils who are put
in alongside them, instead of giving them reassuring pats on the back and saying she has the
mnanter in hand. The facilities at the school are absolutely inadequate and below par, and the
Minister must do something about the situation now; not at the end of this year, or next year.
Opposition members: Hear, hear!
MR HOUSE (Stirling) [8.23 pm]: Before I address the main body of this amendment I
place on record, as a representative of country people, my congratulations - and I am sure
those of many others who represent country electorates - to the teachers who work in the
country and teach country children. Many of these teachers are dedicated people. They work
in conditions which are not always adequate and in areas which often do not suit them, but I
have never met any teachers who are not dedicated to their job. We sometimes forget when
we talk about the facilities that are available to teachers - and I will deal with those at length
in a moment - that many teachers do a tremendous amount of good work and work very long
hours to ensure that children receive a sound education.
Since the election I have taken the opportunifty to visit all but two of the schools in my
electorate, so I think I can fairly say that I have a reasonable knowledge of what is needed in
those schools at the moment. I have had a good look at their facilities, both wit the staff of
the schools and with the parents of the children. I take this opportunity to bring to the
Minister's attention some of these problems, andto put them on record.
The Mt Barker Primary School is the school in my electorate which is in most need of urgent
attention. It is very old, and the facilities are absolutely inadequate. The buildings are
substandard, and it is time we looked beyond a programn of additions to a complete rebuilding
program. The existing buildings could be used for other facilities in the town. 1 have written
to the Minister, and suggested to her that we look at completely rebuilding the Mt Barker
Primary School. The children attending that school are certaintly disadvantaged because of
the poor facilities in which they have to work. The teachers are doing a great job in putting
up with the facilities that they have been provided with.
The Mt Barker High School, which unfortunately is separated from the primary school by
some distance, is also in need of some work, but perhaps just an additional building program
would suffice, because it needs three classrooms to bring the school up to an adequate
standard. The electorate of Stirling is one of the few country areas which is growing. The
enrolment figures for all the schools in my electorate indicate an increase in the number of
smudents over the past few years. It seems that although we have gone through a rural decline
for some years, things are now picking up. The Ministry of Education needs to address very
quickly the problems that are evident in these areas so that we can put adequate facilities in
place as soon as possible.
Walpole is not in my electorate, but with the consensus of the member for Warren I mention

the Walpole Primary School because children from my electorate go to that school, The
Walpole and Denmark Primary Schools require additional classrooms. The staff and students
are working in substandard facilities. At Walpole Primary School the children in one class
are currently being taught in an enclosed lunch shed, and it is not good enough to allow that
situation to continue in an area which is very wet, cold and windy in winter. Denmark
Primary School is in a slightly better position, but it is still experiencing some problems.

-I would dot mind if the Minister were to sneak into my electorate; in fact, I would welcome
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it. I will go funkier than that and offer to the Minister an invitation to accompany me to visit
the schools in the electorate of Stirling as soon as possible. It is important for the Minis -ter to
see what country people are putting up with. I am sure chat when the Minister sees the
facilities, she will agree that we need to rectify the problems as soon as possible. I hope the
Minister will accept my invitation.

The only other school which I wish to mention in any detail is the Hinders Park School in
Albany which, while having facilities which are almost adequate, has some real problems in
respect of the patting areas and oval facilities, and it certainly needs some more books in the
school library. By and large it is a good school which has a very pleasant atmosphere.

One of the things that irks me considerably as a country representative is the detrmnination
by the School Bus Services Committee that children who live within 4.5 kilometres of a
sch6ol are not allowed to board a school bus unless there is a spare seat. That determination
by the committee- means that if there is an empty seat within 4.5 kilometres a child can board
the bus, but if there is not, the child cannot. So people who live within 4.5 kilornetres of a
school in the country are left to their own devices to get their children to school somehow or
other. That is a clear case of discrimination which has been in place for some time. It is
based on nothing but saving revenue and is absolutely and completely unfair to country
peopte. If someone lives within 4.5 kilometres of a school in the city and their child is
refused penmission to board a Transperth bus -

Dr Lawrence: Members should recognise that students pay for that.

Mr HOUSE: How much?

Dr Lawrence: A maximum of 900 a day.

Mr HOUSE: Would the Minister allow the same thing to happen in country areas if our
students contributed 900 a day?
Dr Lawrence: The member may recall that just prior to the election a report was leaked from
my ministry which made suggestions of that kind and country members, especially those
from the Liberal Party, jumped up and down as if they had been burnt. I would be willing to
look at things of that kind.

Mr HOUSE: That was quite different - that was talking about all children who get on school
buses.

Dr Lawrence: Sure, and you are talking about the 4.5 kilometre radius. I would be prepared
to look at that.

Mr HOUSE: I thank the Minister very much. I hope she will see the good sense of what I
amn saying and allow those children to board those school buses, because it is a severe
imposition,

Mr Watt: If they were able to pay on that bus service they would welcome that.

Mr HOUSE: They would.
Dr Lawrence: It depends how close it is to real cost recovery.

Mr Watt: How do you work that out?

Mr HOUSE: If we are going to get into a debate about real cost recovery - how did I get
down to two minutes?

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Donovan): It is 12 minutes..

Mr HOUSE: Thanxk you, Mr Acting Speaker. If we are going to get down to real cost
recovery I wilt need a lot longer than two minutes.
Dr Lawrence: You do not have to justify it now; I am just saying it is an important
consideration.

Mr HOUSE: I1 thank the Minister. I am very pleased she has given me an assurance that she
will look into this matter because many children in my electorate are disadvantaged by that
rule-

Another area of grave concern to me is teacher accommodation-in the country. I am sure this
has been raised in the Parliament before, but in my opinion it has not been adequately-
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addressed by the Ministry of Education. While I understand that we are talking about great
capital costs in regard to housing, we cannot expect teachers to be transferred to the country
and not have anywhere to live. In some cases that is now proving to be a severe imposition.
We in the country want to keep the best teachers we possibly can. We want to be able to
attract people to the country and be able to say to them, 'This is a good place to live.
Amongst the other benefits we in the country can offer you, we can give you good housing."
In many places that is a big problem. It must be examined in the overall context and not be a
mailer of being fobbed off from one department to another. Every time members of
Parliament try to address it we come up against a go-between somewhere between
Homeswest, the local shire council and the Ministry of Education. Somehow we must get
those bodies together and come up with a formula that will enable us to embark on a housing
program for teachers in country areas, because without adequate housing we will not get in
the rural areas the sort of people we desperately need to teach our children.

I want also to mention the many teachers these days who seem to think it is the normal thing
to come to rural areas and leave their families in the metropolitan area. Sadly this has been a
developing problem over the last decade, and has probably increased in the last four or five
years. I really am not sure that we can dictate to people that they must not do that, but I
suggest that the ministry, in its selection of teachers for rural areas, should ask them whether
they will take their families with them to a posting in a rural area.

Dr Lawrence: We require them to go if they want to become permanent teachers. That has
been the case, I am sure, for as long as anyone here can remember. It is something that needs
to change.
Mr HOUSE: In a number of rural towns I represent we have had teachers whose families
remained in Perth.

Dr Lawrence: I understand that; what I am saying is that in order to gain permanent status
they axe required to teach in the country.

Mr HOUSE: Now I understand what the Minister is saying. At first I thought she was
talking about a permanent posting.

Dr Lawrence: It is not a question of whether we would want to send them if they are not
going to take their families. We require them to go. If they do not, they remain temporary
teachers.

Mr HOUSE: I see. In that context, surely part of that environment should be that they will
learn about country life.
Dr Lawrence: I think it is a reasonable question to ask of them, but I am not sure if we could
insist on their taking their families with them, or turn them away if they do not, without
leading to serious understaffing in country schools.

Mr HOUSE: I accept what the Minister is saying, but I bring the matter to the attention of the
Parliament because in many instances it has created a problem in rural areas. Often it
happens with senior staff such as headmasters. In fact we have had a number of such
instances in the town in which I live. Teachers who do not take their families to the country
with them do not gain an appreciation of the community or meet the parents and learn about
the lives of the children outside the school, which I think is detrimental to the children they
teach.

Mr Watt: They do not coach the local footy team, either.

Mr HOUSE: The ones I am thinking of are too old for that. I understand the Minister cannot
force them to do it but it is an area we must address.

Dr Lawrence: I will talk about the country incentives package which is operating in a
moment.

Mr HOUSE: I thank the Minister. One final thing I want to talk about tonight in the context
of this amendment relates to the preparation of students for university and their acceptance
into university. It is of great concern to me that the only mark of determination as to whether
a student gains entrance to university in Western Australia is on the subject marks in years 11
and 12 and the tertiary examination mark in the examinations they sit. No other criteria are
applied. I mentioned this the other night during debate on the Supply Hill but it is worth
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mentioning again in the context of this debate. It has become so serious that we must try to
find some solutions to the problem.

It seems to me absolutely crazy that we do not rake into account any of the other things in
which a student may have been involved in the school. We do nor rake into account a desire -
maybe a lifelong desire - of a child to practice medicine, law, dentistry, or any other
profession; yet a child can mniss out on getting into the school of medicine, for example, by
one mark, in which case a child's lifelong desire to be a doctor cannot be realised. However,
if he were allowed to study that course he might turn our to be one of the best doctors we ever
had. There is no interview system for acceptance into University, nor any other way of
judging a student's suitability. We should address this problem because we axe forcing many
children with a great desire to study certain subjects and serve the community to do
something they do not want to do and to take up an alternative career. It is absolutely
ludicrous.

Mr Watt: I want to identify with those comments 100 per cent.

Mr HOUSE: I thank the member for Albany. Perhaps he is aware that the child who was
dux. of a school in Albany last year is one of those children who had a lifelong desire to study
medicine and who missed out on entry by a very small margin. He has now been forced to
study something else. While I know the problem is difficult to overcome it does not mean we
should not address it. If the Minister were thinking of setting up a committee to examine the
problem 1, for one, would be more than prepared to give some time to attempting to help
solve the problem.

Mr Want: Perhaps a small percentage of places could be reserved in each faculty for such
students.

Mr HOUSE: That is right. I suggest that the Minister allow more students into the first year
of tertiary study. The first year of university could be the grading system, just as the Tertiary
Entrance Examination is now.

Dr Lawrence: That is what they do with law. They go into arts, cornuerce, or some other
faculty in the first year, and then go into law. There is much more chance of success in that.
We have been urging the Faculty of Medicine for some time to adopt that procedure, but it is
autonomous in that regard.

Mr Want: Then we have the arguments at the end of that first year.

Dr Lawrence: Yes, but at least the likelihood of that child succeeding is far greater than if
you try to predict it from the TEE. The evidence shows that, so you are more likely to get the
completion of the course.

Mr HOUSE: At least they are being given the opportunity to prove whether they can or
cannot perform in that particular area. The final point is with regard to the financial
assistance package which has, in the past, been available to country children in a number of
ways. It has been virtually elim-inated by the Federal Treasurer, Mr Keating's determiination
in the last Budget to impose an assets test. We have talked in this Parliament about that
before; and I acknowledge that the State Minister for Education gave an undertaking that she
supported what we were saying then - in other words, she disagreed, as I understand it, with
the Treasurer's determination. I acknowledge that she has done a great deal of work to try to
rectify the problem.

I am sure that she is aware, particularly with regard to agricultural colleges, that the change
has had a tremendous impact and restricted a large number of children from attending
agricultural colleges. As the Minister knows, if another educational facility of the same level
is near the child's home, the benefit cannot be claimed. I would like the Minister, when she
replies to this debate, to mention that particular subject and tell us whether she has had any
success in persuading the world's greatest Treasurer that he just might have made a mistake
on this occasion. While I know he is not given to admitting to -mistakes, he has made a
mistake and it has been to the detrment of country people.

DR LAWRENCE (Glendalough - Minister for Education) [8.42 pm]: Members would do
well to look carefully at this amendment, nor least because the Opposition wrote it and yet
members of the Opposition did not address it in any of their speeches, except in part. it is
very serious to claim that the Government, in all areas of education, as claimed in the
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amendment - capital works, building maintenance, curriculum development, the employment
of staff, long term community needs - has failed to provide sufficient resources, particularly
in the face of a number of clear facts. Fact number one is that the Budget last year was the
biggest ever in this State, and in percentage tenns it represented a more than seven per cent
increase over the Budget for the previous year. If members look at the period of time - I have
the data here should members opposite wish to look at it - there has been a steady increase in
the recurrent expenditure on education, regardless of the Goverrnent.

Mr Kierath: Where is it going?

Dr LAWRENCE: The member for Riverton will hear the answer to that in a moment; and he
is being cute because he knows very well what the answer to that is. In termns of capital
works, the same thing applies. There has been a steady increase in expenditure on capital
works in this State over timre. The previous shadow Minister for Education was fond of
taking the lowest figure in the last decade and measuring that against the highest figure in the
decade, and saying that represented a certain percentage increase or decrease. The reality is
that if one takes the six years to date of the Labor Government and looks at the real dollar
capital expenditure in that time, and measures it against the last six years of the previous
Liberal Government - which I Think is a fair thing to do - there has been in real terms an
almost six per cent increase in capital expenditure. It goes across the board. It goes on new
schools, renovations, improvements, and maintenance.

Mr MacKinnon: It is down in dollar tenrns. It is a disgrace.

Mr Lewis: Is it six per cent per year?

Dr LAWRENCE: To say otherwise in real terms, the comparison of the aggregate for that
period and the aggregate for this period - it is quite clearly the case that if one sat down and
looked at the figures, one would find it to be the case. I will not go Through the numbers for
members opposite, because they can find them themselves.

Mr Lewis: Is it six per cent in aggregate over six years or six per cent per year?
Dr LAWRENCE: If one takes The aggregate aver six years and looks at the percentage
increase in real dollar terms - in other words, correcting for inflation - one finds that there has
been a consistent increase over that time.

Mr Lewis: So there is a one per cent per year growth?

Dr LAWRENCE: Of course there are fluctuations from year to year. There were when the
Liberal Party was in Government; there were when we were in Government.

Mr Lewis: But your economy is growing at two per cent.

Mr Macinnon: Taxation is growing at the rate of 70 per cent every two years.

Dr LAWRENCE: Exactly. I am trying to point out to members opposite that if they make
that comparison, and if they claim there is a decline in capital works, they do not have a leg
to stand on. Equally, if they claim there has been a decline in recurrent expenditure on
education, they do not have a leg to stand on. They need only look at the fact that we have,
in the case of recurrent expenditure in the last Budget, increased above the growth figure - in
other words, above the number of teachers required to cater for new growth - by 500, the
number of teachers in our schools. In addition - and this is something that is often
overlooked by people on the opposite side of the House - for a school to operate we do not
need teachers only; we need support staff, people who will assist in the clerical areas, people
who will assist as aides, and people in libraries. Again, there was an increase above growth
of some 300 support staff in the last Budget; and those people are not about to disappear.
They are now built into the formula; they are in the system. In other words, we have a long
tenn improvement in teacher-pupil ratios and staff-pupil ratios. In the coming Budget, those
ratios will be improved further by the meeting of a commitment we have made to reduce
class sizes in year 1, and later in year 2, and in year 1-2 split classes in the first instance.

We have a commitment in educational terms to improving where the dollars go. The capital
works and maintenance budget is never as great as anybody would wish. I could go around
this State and point out to members, probably more accurately, precisely where the schools
are that need upgrading. However, from time to time I would have to say that the rate of
growth of the school system has meant that schools have been left behind. It was true under
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the Liberal Government; it will be true under this Government; it will be true under any
future Government, which will always have a number of schools that are flat up to current
standards. There is no doubt about that.

I invited The West Australian, which had an interest in this matter, to take a tour of the
schools in the metropolitan area.
Mr Lewis: Why did they all have to be in my area?

Dr LAWRENCE; We showed them the best and the worst. They were satisfied that they
were not being taken for a ride.
Mr Kierath: What do you say about the Rosmrata and Paxkwood Primary Schools?

Dr LAWRENCE: Members opposite have a real local member mentality. We are debating
here the question of Statewide resources for education.

Mr Kierath: I am trying to look after their interests.

Dr LAWRENCE: I could go to my own electorate or to the electorates of members on my
side and point out the schools -

Mr Kierath: What, with primary schools of nearly 1 000 kids in each school, and they are
called primary schools?

Dr LAWRENCE: The member must recognise that in every year's Budget a proportion of
the funding goes on renovations and maintenance. In fact, it is a very significant proportion,
especially if the money that goes into the Building Management Authority budget is included.
That money enables the splash of paint that the member for Riverton talked about.

Mr Kierath: But you sold the school site in 1985.
Dr LAWRENCE: The member knows who sold the school site.

Mr Kierath: Ken Mclver signed the documents. Don't tell me he was a Liberal.

Dr LAWRENCE: The original documentation camne from the Liberal Party's period of
Government. I acknowledge the sale of that land was a short sighted decision, given the
growth of that area. We will, as the member knows, build another school in that area. This is
again the mentality. Members opposite want to say, 'My little patch of earth is the only patch
of earth that matters." There is a sense in which that is true. We all have a sentimental
attachment either to our homes or to our places of work.

Mr Kierath: That is what we are here for.

Dr LAWRENCE: But on the other hand, if the member for Riverton does not acknowledge
the increases in funding in this area, and the standards that are now achieved in Government
schools - I cry out to him, because it is very important that when he talks about education
facilities for the State, when he talks about the difficulties and the excuses in some areas -

Mr Kierath: Does that justify them?

Dr LAWRENCE: When the member talks about Government schools, he should recognise
that a significant proportion of children in this State attend non-Government schools. I invite
members opposite, instead of poking the finger at Governent schools on every occasion, to
examine the non-Governiment sector, and to measure one against the other, because otherwise
what will develop in this community is a view that Government schools are second rate, that
the people who attend Government schools are second rate, that the parents who send their
children to Government schools are second rate, and that therefore the system administered
by the State Government is a second rate system. That is not true on any count. It is very
important for the people that some members opposite claim to represent.

Mr Kierath: What have you to tell the people of Parkwood and Rostrata?

Dr LAWRENCE: I think some members opposite are born again into the left of the political
spectrum, judging by some of the speeches they made last week. In terms of the union
representation on various occupational health and safety issues which have been referred to, it
is amusing to me, frankly, to find people on the other side of the House who have now been
convented to the need for occupational health and safety matters to be dealt with in this place.
The support for that legislation from the Opposition benches was very thin, and
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indeed the union power which they now report with glee being used was the thing chat they
most decried. I am interested that the member for Kingsley and the member for Applecross
fell for the ambit claims that unions make in relation to the work and conditions for teachers.
If they accept every last word that unions say about what goes on in schools, let alone other
areas of Government, they will not get very far.

On the question of capital works and of building maintenance, members need only look at the
figures. No-one would claim that nothing more needs to be done. However, this
Government has given a very high priority to education and that is reflected not only in the
appointment of staff but also in the amount of money that has been spent on buildings.

The matter of curriculum development was raised. The shadow Minister for Education did
not refer to this issue. I regard curriculum development as a very important issue. If I had to
give it a priority I would say it was probably more important than the number of times that an
oval was mowed. Curriculum development is an area in which this Government has a very
proud record. Not only has there been a change in the secondary school curriculum to make
it possible for students to mate choices according to their ability and range of interests that
was not possible in the past, but also we have stuck to a core curriculum in a way that is not
characteristic of any other system in Australia. This document that has been prepared in
advance of the Ministers' conference later this week clearly indicates that Western Australia
has retained the greatest number of hours of instruction in mathematics, English and the
social science areas. It has retained the greatest amount of mandated teaching in those areas.
It has clear objectives in those areas. It has a new syllabus in English. It is moving towards a
language other than English program which I think will be second to none in Australia. In
these areas of curriculum development, it is fair to say that far from its being a second rate
system and far from not spending money, we might be accused of spending too much money
on curriculum development, so important does it seem to be in the system. That goes not
only for the developmental work, but also to the support thai is provided by way of materials.
If members look again at the national documents and compare the States one by one and look
at the number of hours of instruction, the corn objectives, time spent and so on, they will find
than Western Australia fares very well in that comparison and, indeed, in some cases is
clearly in front.

National curriculum was mentioned. I realise that the member opposite is new to the job and
I have some sympathy with people in that position; I have been there before. However, on
the one hand she said that we need a good curriculum, and then, on the other, introduced a
smorgasbord. New South Wales and Victoria in particular have fallen into a problem in their
curriculum development by offering everything including industrial relations, this, that, and
the other. If I sat in my office every day and each lobby group that came to me to have a
segment included in the curriculum were successful, by the end of the week each would
probably have about a minute's time. Western Australia has resisted that pressure and will
continue to do so. We are not interested in changing our curriculum when in many respects it
is clearly superior. We are not interested in doing away with local and relevant content. We
are not interested in changing the year of transition from primary school to high school to fall
in line with the other more populous States. We are not interested in starting preprimary
children earlier an school as is the case in other States. We are not interested in doing away
with external examinations at year 12. We are proud of the fact that this system is
educationally solid, reasonably conservative and, despite what has been said on the other
side, has not shifted very much in terms of those core values; and nor do I intend that it
should.

Mr Lewis: The former Minister tried hard.

Dr LAWRENCE: Not at all. What he did consolidated the idea of individual ability
matching the difficulty of courses, which is a very important principle. This is the only State
that has appropriate programs for children at all levels through the curriculum which take
account of their ability so that the able student is provided for in Western Australia in a way
that is unique in the country. We should be proud of that and not be prepared to sacrifice it in
the interests of national uniformiity. I have made that very clear to Minister Dawkins and
others on a number of occasions. The Commonwealth is not in a position to dictate exactly
what will happen in relation to school based education because the funding is provided
principally by the State or by general grants. If anything is to happen in this area - I suspect
that two things will happen as a result of the ministerial meetings this weekend - it will be
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very modest. The first will be an agreement on national goals which is really a motherhood
statement; the second will be the establishment of a curriculum development centre so that
States, as they can with the Australian Council for Educational Research, will be able to
contract work to be done in a more effective and efficient way than is being undertaken at the
moment. 1 will bet my bottom dollar chat that is exactly what will happen and no more. The
States will not relinquish their control, unlike Dr Wetherall in New South Wales who has
indicated that he is happy to go the whole hog with the Federal Minister. It is a fairly unholy
alliance and will be one to watch with interest, both at the school level and at the university
level.
The other issue that was raised referred to the employment of staff and, in particular, the
payment of relief teachers. In terms of the number of staff and the number of areas related to
their work conditions, this Government has a record to be proud of. Teachers deserve further
career development. We have a group of six permanently discussing career structure and
restructuring the whole industry. But at the moment, apart from the fact that there are many
more of them employed there is, in addition, a number of initiatives that we have taken which
are very important to them. A significant one last year was a major increase in duties other
than teaching time; that is, time to be used in areas other than teaching for both primary and
secondary teachers. A certain number of hours a week is set aside to prepare, mark, and
consult with other teachers, discuss with parents, counsel and so on. The Teachers Union in
particular regarded that as a very important element of a package that we worked out wit it
and value it vent highly.
In addition, in relation to country teachers, we have introduced a program whereby 50 per
cent of the relocation costs for a teacher will be paid to that teacher direct. Int other words, it
is an incentive to stay an extra year or two or three so that the turnover that the member
referred to earlier will diminish. I agree that it is not satisfactory to have teachers moving in
and out of country areas as rapidly as they do. It is also not helpful as they are there as single
individuals. However, one cannot enforce that sort of thing; it is something that has to be
encouraged. As it is, we enforce country service which creates difficulties particularly with
women in relation to permanent service.
We have also changed relief conditions so that they are in line with the rest of the public
sector. We have also, in relation to relief teachers, enabled the schools for the first time to
take in a relief teacher the moment he or she is needed rather than waiting, as in the past, for
two days to elapse before a teacher can be brought into the school. Not only does that
increase the prospect of work for those relief teachers in the system, but also it means that the
school is not thrown into disarray by having to rearrange programns and teachers' workloads
in order to abide by what was a fairly ridiculous regulation and almost certainly resulted in
absenteeism that was not related to the ill health of the person.
The package that we developed wit the union includes a flat rate for relief teachers. It also
includes the capacity for schools to pay classroom teachers who are working above their
workload a rate of pay for that work. In the past teachers did that out of the goodness of their
hearts and, in country areas particularly, it was often difficult to find appropriate relief
teachers and a classroom teacher would be worked well beyond a reasonable level.
A number of other issues were raised by members opposite. I will do them a courtesy of
referring to some of them although I will not pick up on individual schools because, as I said,
I could give them a similar list and I would be equally convincing about the difficulties they
face. What I do not acknowledge is that those schools are being ignored and systematically
being let slip behind. The longstanding issue of teacher housing was also raised. Additional
money has been put into the next Budget and, although it is not my responsibility, it will
continue to be put into Budgets for country teachers. We are -looking at a whole package of-
incentives for country teachers, including long service leave credits, improved housing and,
as I said, the cash incentive which we have indicated we will introduce.
The other question raised relates generally to universities. We could go through the Murdoch
issue again as unhelpfully as was the case the other evening. However, the member for
Stirling referred to university entrance examinations and the general question of whether i
might be possible to have more non standard entrants so that, in order to get into medicine or
whatever, one is not simply relying on the TEE examination. That suggestion has great
worth and, in some cases, is characteristic. In the case of Murdoch University, approximately
40 per cent of the students are non standard entrants. The figure is smaller for
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the University of Western Australia and somewhat intermediate in the case of WACAE and
Curtin University. All of the institutions take very seriously the need to have those non
standard entrants. The Commonwealth Government in fact offers incentives for them to do
so. The problem arises when particular faculties such as medicine do not allow students to
enter very frequently on other than academic grounds.

They do, in fact, have a non standard entry at the end of third year when people who have
done an appropriate science degree and who have achieved a reasonable level of performance
can enter. Some exceptional people have gone in through that system including the brother
of one of the members opposite who is an excellent doctor, having been a PhD in French and
a number of other things. It is possible for people to go through in that way. We have been
encouraging them for some time to have a uniform first year, as was the case, in fact, in times
past, and to use other methods of assessment for students to gain entry. I stress that that is a
matter where we can arge, cajole and suggest, but it rests finally with the university and, in
the case of the medical faculty, with the medical facut~ty itself. There is no way short of
changing the legislation that we could enforce a procedure of that kind. It is helpful to
recognise that the cur-rent theme of the medical faculty, which is examining at the moment
alternative methods of assessment for student entry into medicine, is one of looking at models
such as those that exist in British Columbia and the University of Newcastle, the Australian
example.

The other question I was asked to address related to financial assistance. I have some
pleasure in telling the member opposite that I think we are close to a resolution on the
question of subsidies to children attending agricultural schools. Also, there is a prospect of
retrospective payment of funds withdrawn this year. I am not sure exactly what conditions
we will have to meet, but suddenly the Commonwealth has changed its tune and is talking
about the need to certify those students upon graduation and to select them appropriately.
Those two things are simple matters and it should be possible, therefore, to say to the
Commonwealth that they do meet the criteria and therefore should not only be paid in future
years but also be reimbursed for considerable financial hardship.

Mr House: That is good news. However, it does not mean that you have to reclassify the
agricultural schools in any way, does it?
Dr LAWRENCE: No, I understand that we can do it without any difficulty. I am surprised
and gladdened that the Commonwealth has seen fit to do that because they are special
programs for children with special needs and interests and I am pleased that that was the
outcome of my deliberations.

Mr House: Well done.

Dr LAWRENCE: I hope for a high standard of debate in this area from members opposite as
education is a critical area. If we reduce it to a question of my local school and the paint
peeling off the gutters we will not go far and the debate will never proceed beyond some
simplistic notions and, as I suggested earlier, the Government school system will fail into ill
repute.

MR FRED TUBBY (Roleystone) [9.03 pm]: I support the amendment. I was rather
surprised at some of the remarks made by the Minister for Education during her speech
tonight. One of the areas was that of capital works expenditure about which she deigned to
give figures. I will give the House some figures, but only for the past six years, during which
time capital works and maintenance have deteriorated. In 1983-84, $23.7 million was
allocated to capital works for primary and secondary education; in 1984-85, $33.2 million; in
1985-86, $49.2 million; and in 1986-87, $46.1 million. That was a decrease of 7.7 per cent
and, in real terms, a decrease of $8 milion. In 1987-88 the figure for capital works dropped
further to $41.9 million. I amn surprised that the Minister has walked out of the Chamber
because I am sure she would appreciate these figures. That was minus I1I per cent on the
1986-87 Budget. Taking inflation into account that was a decrease in real terms of
$17.6 million. In 1988-89 - an election year, I might add - it skyrocketed to $51.9 million.

Mr Pearce: A record amount.

Mr FRED TUBBY: Pork barrelling to the worst extent. The Government decreased the
amounts all the way down the line and in the past three years, on those decreases, it has
underestimated and underallocaxed the Capital Works Budget for education by $39.1 million
in real terms. That is the sole reason why we have problems at the schools which have been
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mentioned. However, I will go over those schools. Jandakot Primary School has a library
that doubles as a classroom; Broome Primary School, given one demountable classroom by
the Ministry, has resorted to borrowing two unused classrooms from the nearby St Mary's
private school - thank heavens we have private schools in some areas. South Thomlie
Primary School this year has been forced to conduct classes in the entrance lobby and the
corners of classrooms and is hoping to get a demountable classroom by the end of this term.
We have heard about the Airdross Primary School already. These problems have occurred
because over the past six years this Government has gradually reduced, in real terms, the
amount of the Budget allocated to capital works. It cannot blame previous Governments for
this problem; it must be sheeted home to the previous Minister, now Leader of the House,
and to the current Mintister for Education who walked out a moment ago.

Another area mentioned by the Minister for Education was that of maintenance. Under this
Government maintenance has changed from being done on a cyclical basis to being done on a
needs basis. The BMA report which was tabled in this House, I think last week, says that
accommodation maintenance is replacing cyclical maintenance with an inspection based
planned maintenance program, which is an interesting way of putting things. In relation to
the needs based planned maintenance inspections have shown a maintenance need greater
than can be carried out in the 1988-89 financial year, so it will be addressed over the next
three years. If the Government continues decreasing the Budget in this area, then pigs might
fly also.

There are a number of problems in my electorate and I will run through some of them.
Armadale Senior High School needs a complete upgrading. It was in the electorate of the
former Minister for Education who completely ignored it. Prior to the recent election the
present Minister for Education went out there and made great promises, as she did all over
the State during that pre-elecrion period. Nothing concrete has happened. Kelinscort Senior
High has 22 transportable classrooms. Kelmscott Primary School has a music room that has
been maintained for years by the P & C association and not by the Education Department and
it is time it was upgraded or replaced. That school has debatably the top choir in the State
and deserves better than that. Gosnells Primary School needs a complete upgrading.
Wirrabirra and Roleystone Primary Schools have atrocious administration areas. Women are
working under intolerable conditions in a small office that would not be tolerated in other
industries. In private enterprise there would be an instant strike. Orange Grove is another
primary school in dire need of attention. Other members have exactly the same sorts of
problems in their electorates, so the maintenance and capital works area represents a grave
problem right across the length and breadth of this State.

Mr Thomas: Are you opposed to tax cuts?

Mr FRED TUBBY: No, but what I am opposed to is the member's Governiment spending
$175 million on absolutely nothing for a PICL plant. If it had spent that $175 million on
education, my friend, we would not have the problems we have today. Do not dare talk to me
about reducing taxation and putting off Government expenditure because this Government
was absolutely and utterly negligent to waste the taxpayers' money in that way.

Mr Thomas: You were told that is wrong and were either not listening or you could not
understand.

Mr FRED TUBBY. An amount of $175 million was spent for a piece of paper. Everyone in
this State knows that the member's Government was taken for a ride. If this is such a great
project why is private enterprise not breaking down doors to get into the act? It does not
want to because there is a $400 million liability on the thing before a brick is laid and that is
why this Government will be saddled with it. If the Government had spent that $175 million
in areas such as education and capital works we would have seen some of the problems we
have been talking about addressed, so do not talk to me about taxation, my friend, because
the Government had the money but it has blown it; the State knows it and that is why the
Government got only 48 per cent of the vote at the recent election.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Ms FRED TIJBBY: The Leader of the House has just returned as I turn to the subject of
curriculum development. I am glad he is here as perhaps we will hear a few wise words
A6799I- 11
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from him at the end of this debate. The Leader of the House is single handedly responsible
for destroying the education system developed over 70 years in this State. One of the things
he did was to get rid of the superintendents in charge of all the curriculumi areas, who were
the people who were responsible, at the end of the day, for overseeing the development of
curriculum. Those people have gone. All of the staff in the curr iculum area with experience
and expertise are not around any more. Now we have a single person who is the curriculum
director. She has no experience, not a single year, in the development of curr iculum and she
has no qualifications in that area. She taught for a couple of years at a private girls' school
and became a research assistant in the Eduction Department and now she has gone on to
become the Director of Curriculum in our education system. She oversees every piece of
educational curriculum in this State and at the moment we are not developing anything in the
curriculum area. When one looks at what they are doing, one sees they are doing a lot about
nothing. As with the roads and capital works for which this Government is responsible, it is
living on past achievements. I refer to the achievements in the curriculum area prior to the
former Minister, the present Leader of the House, getting in there with his axe and getting rid
of everybody. Those past achievements are what the Government is living on in education.
I guarantee the Minister for Education that in a few years' time we will have a very serious
situation in this State because the curriculum is not being overseen in all areas; it is not being
revised and no development is taking place. I guarantee. Madam Minister, that in five short
years we will have a dearth of up to date curriculum in this State, particularly in the primary
schools. Mark my words, that will happen. Something is happening in the curriculum with
regard to the introduction of Aboriginal studies, which I find to be a tremendous innovation
and I applaud the Minister for it. It is important that Aboriginal studies are included in some
of our areas of education. Last year, during my maiden speech, I spoke on the language other
than English program (LOTE) and I urged the Minister for Education not to implement that
program across the board in all schools in this State. Thbis year's flavour of the month is
Aboriginal studies. What has happened to LOTE? Will it be introduced along with
Aboriginal studies?
Dr Lawrence: I will make an announcement on that next week.
Mr FRED TUJBBY: I look forward to it with some interest. I want to read out a list of things
that were introduced into schools over the last few years and I ask the Minister to tell me if
she thinks it is right. These were the lessons that were introduced at various schools: There
was the stranger danger lesson, the road safety lesson, the daily fitness program and we now
have nutrition studies; library studies, environmental studies, self esteem classes, equal
opportunity lessons, courses in orienteering, computer education, sex education, drug
education, bicycle education, anti-smoking education, multicultural education, human rights
education and in-term swimming lessons which messes up the school week. We have
nutrition week, Keep Australia Beautiful week, WA week, law week, Aboriginal week, book
week, Parliament week, mathematics week, and, of course, we have seniors week this week
and I will be speaking about that later tonight. These are the things that we have introduced;
that is, the Opposition as well as the Government. We have introduced these programs into
education over the last few years as various problems came up in society. What is the first
thing we do when these problems arise? Everybody says that we have to introduce education
programs for them. The time has come - the crunch is here - when the schools can no longer
add anything more to their curriculum unless the Minister designates some areas that should
be left out.
Dr Lawrence: Studies in the core areas are more extensive in Western Australia than
anywhere else in Australia right through from year one to year 12. More hours are spent on
mathematics, English and the sciences than anywhere else; they are now, and they will
continue to do so.
Mr FRED TUBBY: I support that, but an awful lot of areas have been introduced - and I talk
about the primary schools because that is my area of expertise - and thrown at the schools
over the years. But, what has dropped out? Nothing has dropped out! We have cut back on
the time for reading; we have cut back on the time for spelling and we have cut back on the
time for mathematics. We have amalgamated a whole range of subjects into a mishmash and
cut back science studies to two or three periods a week. It is not good enough to cut back on
these important areas and thrust upon schools a stack of programs better treated at home or in
other parts of the comnmunity. If LOTE and Aboriginal studies are introduced into the
schools and the Minister insists that all schools in the State do so, the
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onus is on the Minister to tell them what programs to cut back on; that is, cut back on what
they are doing at the moment or increase the length of the school day. The way the Minister
has been bowing and scraping to the union over the last few months there is no way that she
will increase the school day or cut back on holidays. That would be a hard decision.
Dr Lawrence: That sounds like a Mr Metherall recipe. Have you seen what he is doing in
New South Wales? He has every interest group opposed to him.
Mr FRED TUrBBY: That is the Minister's decision. It is irresponsible to keep adding
programs to primary and secondary schools. She must do one of two things; she must tell the
schools what to leave out or cut back on them.
Mr Blailcie: Did you go to the same school as the Minister?

Mr FRED TUBBY: No, the Minister went to a convent school and I went to a State school.
The Minister never attended a State school in her life, but Marion's Convent was an excellent
school and I cannot speak highly enough of it. It certainly produced some worthwhile
students,

Dr Lawrence: I am not ashamed of going to a private school, but the Catholic school system
was very impoverished.
Mr FRED TUTBBY: Yes, it was and it still is, but that is no reason to drag Government
schools down to that level.

Dr Lawrence: That is not amusing. You are the people doing that single handedly.

Mr Pearce: What was your attitude to promotion for women?

Mr FRED TUIBBY: I am dead against promotion for women. I am all for equal opportunity,
but I oppose the move to bring in rules and regulations that takes a woman from a class one
deputy right to the top of the biggest schools in this State. I fought the Leader of the House,
and I beat him. We had it thrown out of the other House, and the Leader of the House has not
spoken to the Westemn Australia Primary Principals Association since. That is the only win
that anybody had against you in education.

Mr Pearce: You did not stop one promotion as all the promotions went through before you
did that, and we reintroduced it the next year.
The ACMiNG SPEAKER (Mr Donovan): Order! It is encouraging to see such an exuberant
debate on education but I seek your indulgence, members, to remind that Hansard is
recording this debate.

Mr Pearce: I am glad to hear that you said that I won everything else.

Mr FRED TUB BY: Nobody else could get through to you and we had to go over your head.

Summing up, 1 do not like, and a lot of people do not lie, what is happening in our schools
with the new work-to-rule and the new system introduced with the Teachers Union. In the
past there was a lot of give and take by the primary school teachers and they received good
conditions, and respect and were paid accordingly. There was a lot of goodwill and give and
take. Children have to be number one. In this new award children are not mentioned except
how many can be put in each class. That is the only time children are mentioned. They are
treated likec sheep: How many can be put in each paddock? That is a disgrace. Our education
system is working to rule, as a canning factory or brickworks or factory floor. An
educational institution cannot be treated like that. Teachers cannot work to rule; there has to
be give and take, and I warn the Minister that if she signs that agreement and it becomes law,
in a very short time children wild not be number one, the conditions will be number one and
the kids will come second. That will be very sad, and I hope that instead of giving the
teachers those things the Minister wil look to the kind of incentives she mentioned in her
speech, which included increasing their salaries and allowances and giving them time off for
studies. All these things can be done without introducing a work-to-rule set of rules which
the union is insisting on. The only reason they are insisting on it is because teachers are
saying. "We have been ground down for six years by this State Government, we have had
enough and we will put down in black and white exactly what we will do."

The Minister has a hard act to follow, following this man, Mr Pearce, but she must not allow
that set of rules to be signed into the award. If she does that, it will be a sad day for
education. Teachers can be appeased, the Minister can apologise for the misdemeanours of
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her predecessor, but I ask her please not to sign that document because the teachers will work
to rule and the children will no longer be number one. The rules will be number one, and that
wilt be a very sad day for our State's education. I support the amendment.

[Applause.]

MR KIERATH (Riverton) [9.22 pm]: I would like to address the state of the schools in the
Riverton electorate. It is amazing that one elector of mine can get $3 million out of this
Government but thousands cannot get anything. I refer to John Horgan from the Western
Australian Development Corporation and the thousands of parents in Lynwood around the
Parkwood Primary School and in Willetton around the Rostrata Primary School.

Since the sadly misnamed Better Schools program started to be implemented, all schools
have needed to increase administration. Kinlock Primary School has requested the upgrading
of the administration area. There is insufficient room for secretaries, the principal and his
deputies. An extension is also needed to the undercover area for assemblies, yet this
Minister, Dr Lawrence, told us in a letter that $6 000 would be spent on putting fans into
schools by February 1989. Here we are in April and fans have still not been installed. It is
amazing that one elector can receive $432 000 for two signatures but the Minister cannot
afford even $6 000 for several hundred students at Kinlock Primary School. I notice she is
not listening; that sums up the amount of attention she pays to schools in my electorate.

Another problem common to many schools is the condition of the grounds. At Rossmoyne
the lawns are mown only every six or seven weeks, which may be all right in winter but it is
not good enough in summer when so many people are suffering from hay fever.
Rostrata Primary School, which she chooses to ignore, is bursting at the seams. Parents are
hoping for great things from the promised extensions, but they would like to know when the
buildings will eventuate. They believe the new facilities are for the start of the 1990 school
year. When are they to get the titles for the land south of Collins Road, which, incidentally,
was promised by the Minister in writing in a letter addressed to the Labor candidate two days
prior to the State election? Since then she has said, "We cannot find a site." How do
members like that? That is pork barrelling itf ever I have seen it. I sat at a ceremony with the
Minister last year when she told the school assembly. "We are having negotiations for a
school site in the Lynwood area and in two weeks, I shall be able to tell you that you will
have your new school site.' When school went back after the election she said, "I am sorry,
the development has gone too far, it is not available.'

Dr Lawrence: I met representatives of the council and the parents last week and indicated
that that site on Portcullis Drive will be, if we can achieve it without resumption -

Mr KIERATH: The Minister is in the wrong area; that is in Willetton. I am now talking
about Parkwood Primary School in Lynwood.
Several members interjected.

Mr KIERATH: In Lynwood we were talking about Parkwood School.

Dr Lawrence: A one hectare site.

Mr KIERATH: Where?

Dr Lawrence: The Bellwood or whatever it is called reserve.

Mr KIERATH: Veligrove Avenue? The site was sold by the Government in October 1985.
Is it the smallest school in the electorate? According to the Minister. It had over 600
students, the largest school in the whole of the electorate. Guess what the Government did?
It sold the second site for $175 000. That has a relationship to the $175 million paid for the
Petrochemical Industries Co Ltd project. The only difference is that it has an extra three
noughts on the end.

Dr Lawrence: There is a file on that school.

Mr KIERATH: These two schools are a disgrace. I used to believe the present Minister was
an all right sort of person.

Dr Lawrence: You made a terrible mistake.

Mr KIERATH: The Minister had problems, but I thought she was well meaning. That was
until I saw the state of those schools and the pork barrelling before the election. The Minister
helped me win the election. In Rostrata the voting has always been slightly towards
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Labor. Guess what happened this time? For the first time ever we won by nearly 300 votes.
Thank you, Minister. I shall leave that, but I had to mention those two schools which are
important. They have nearly 1 000 students. By 1990-91 there will be 1 100 students. Many
high schools have fewer. Those people feel terribly hurt when they see that a man can get
$432 000 from this Government for two signatures on a piece of paper but their kids cannot
even get a decent school.

The Minister should sit in one of those transportables. I doubt if she has ever been in one, but
she has a sister who taught in one for two years. Imagine that! Part of our education policy
was released in one of those transportables at Paxkwood Primary School, and after five
minutes sitting there the sweat was coming off mny brow. It was unbearable. These pbor kids
have to sit in there while the Minister is sitting in her air conditioned car.
The other day I mentioned something in my maiden speech about designing buildings. On
the radio the Minister said the transportables are well designed. She ought to talk to the
people who live in them.

Mr Pearce: [ have taught in them, and in demounrables.
Mr KIERATH: When the previous Minister finished with the Education Department he got
stuck into planning, and now he has finished with planning he is turning on the environment.
The greenies are shaking in their boors! They are waiting for a reshuffle to unleash the
Minister on somebody else.

Dr Lawrence: A totally unrealistic picture!

Mr KIERATH: The member for Applecross mentioned Ardross Primary School which has
problems with a second language. So do we. We have two transportables which are used to
teach English as a second language. We have people from the Asian commnunity and they
have a severe language problem. English as a second language is taught theme. They do not
want air conditioning but simply a fan in a transportable. We have seen the biggest load of
bureaucratic buck passing here. The Minister is saying. "It might be on the school site, it is
funded by the Federal Government so it is a Federal problem. We cannot put a fan In there,
although we put the transportable there. We might set a precedent and spend some money on
the maintenance of schools."

While we are getting into it, the schools complain that their lawns are mowed only every six
or seven weeks. I receive the same complaint everywhere I go. Members opposite may
laugh but it is very important to those schools. As for staff facilities, at Parkwood they
actually have to have split shifts in their staff room to have morning tea. I have never heard
anything like it in my life; and this Minister presides over it. Those people thought she
actually meant some of the words she said but now they are starting to understand where the
title "silver-tongue" came from.

Dr Lawrence: Money is in this coming Budget for those two schools.
Mr KIERATH: What about the $6 000 that was already budgeted - that the Minister
promised for fans at Kinlock Primary School? Where are they? I have a letter from the
Minister indicating they would be there by February 1989.
Dr Lawrence: They should be there, arnd if they have not arrived [ will investigate it.

Mr KIERATH: They are not there. I wrote a letter to the Minister and she should think
about replying to that letter - or will in six months' time be good enough? Their letter was
written in February last year and they received a reply in December.

Dr Lawrence: I do not believe that. Was it a reply to the same letter".
Mr KIERATH: I will table the letter for the Minister. Fans were also requested for Lynwood
Senior High School but the ministry countered with an offer for air-conditioning for the home
science block. That is great for those students who do home science but most of them do not
and they need fans in the other rooms to stay cool.

Dr Lawrence: In the transportables?

Mr KIERATH: No, they wanted fans in all of the rooms. The Minister knows that new
schools have fans in them but the old schools do not. They have asked, but nothing has
happened. Does the Minister remember that this school also asked for a social worker,
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because the nearest social workers to that school are at Victoria Park and Armadale? They
also requested a community police officer. But when we tried to chase up the submission we
got a great admission - it had been lost in Silver City. The previous Minister had cleared half
the people out of the building and the submission had been lost in there somewhere, probably
locked in one of the rooms. Then we wrote again and the ministry said, "We have found the
room and unlocked it", but since then absolutely nothing has been done. The school is in
desperate need of a social worker. If the Minister can solve the problems of my schools I will
lay down a challenge - I will publicly proclaim her beneficence from here to kingdom come.
We just want some attention paid to these schools. Rossmoyne Senior High School has less
than half the recommended size for its staff room; it also has problems with the lawnowing
and all the other things that go on. If the Minister went to the schools and asked them she
would find out the problems they have.
Mr Pearce: What is the education like at that school?
Mr KIERATH: It is tremendous. The education is good - actually, I send my daughter there.
Mr Pearce: Are the graduates from those schools good? Why don't you concentrate on what
is important in education?
Mr K1ERATH: It may not be important to the Minister, but to the people in the schools it is
important.

Mr Pearce: I think it is more important to have well educated young people.
Mr KIERATh: We know what the Minister for Transport is all about - he messed up the
system. The Government had to give the position to someone it thought was responsible, but
now we find that she does not do anything about it anyway.
Let us look at the subject of external relief teachers. [ could not believe this problem when it
arose. Let us look at what those teachers do when they go into a school. First they must go
in and find out whether there are any particular problems - medical, educational or
behavioural - and what the general school policy is. That is before they even step into the
classroom. Those aspects of the job place them under considerable stress. On top of that,
they often have to leave a written report for die returning teacher.
Dr Lawrence: Who wrote this for you?
Mr KIERATH: I did. These teachers are often highly qualified, experienced, caring
professionals trying to reduce as much as possible the disruption to a class of children while
their regular teacher is absent. Unlike the Minister, I go and ask people what they think.
When the relief teachers had a meeting I listened to what they had to say - but I did not just
listen. I grant that sometimes the Minister listens, but she does absolutely nothing. I listen to
their cases and I cannot understand how the Minister can condone cutting wages.
Mr Pearce: You would not cut wages in your own business, would you?
Mr KIERATH: No, not that I can recall. These poor people are on stand-by. Sometimes
they go out to a school - they are called on stand-by - and they do not get a job.
Dr Lawrence: How many people turned up to the meeting on Saturday?
Mr KJERATH: At the previous meeting 270 people were there. I did not see the Minister
there - no doubt she had something more important to do. Let us look at the external relief
teachers' salary scales. I seek leave to have two tables incorporated into Hansard.
Mr Pearce: What tables are they?
Mr KIERATH: They are a comparison of the old and new rates of payment for external
relief teachers; and a salary comparison of the daily rate.
Mr Pearce: I do not think you can incorporate graphs, but you can incorporate tables.

Mr KIERATH: Well, I seek leave to incorporate the table.
Dr Lawrence: Prepared by whom? What is the source of the data?
Mr KIERATH: The source of the data is the external relief teachers themselves.

Dr Lawrence: They are not exactly accurate.
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Mr KIERATH: Is the Minister refusing to accept that?
Dr Lawrence: It is not up to me to refuse or otherwise.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Riverton seeks leave of the House to incorporate
both the table and the graph. It is within our Standing Orders to do so. Is leave granted?
Mr Pearce: Mr Speaker -

The SPEAKER: Leave is either granted or it is not.

Mr Pearce: Can we take them separately?

Mr KIERATH: I am happy to take them separately, Mr Speaker.

The SPEAKER: The question is that leave be granted for the table to be incorporated in
Hansard.
[The material in appendix A was incorporated by leave of the House.]

[See p No 890.]
The SPEAKER: The question is that leave be granted to incorporate the graph in H-iansard.

[Leave denied.]

Mr KIERATH: Can I ask, then, that the graph be tabled?

The SPEAKER: The only members in the House who have the opportunity to use the tabling
mechanism are Ministers. What the member for Riverton can do is seek to lay it on the table
of the House for the balance of today's sitting so that members can have access to it, but it
does not reserve the parliamentary privilege as it would in tabling.

[The paper was tabled for the remainder of the sitting.]

Mr KIERATH: Thank you, Mr Speaker. External relief teachers' salary scales used to range
from $82.40 to $126.31 per day, which is very important. The new flat rate is $86.96. If a
flat rate is appropriate, why was there a sliding scale before? Obviously it was because
training and experience in other schools were considered to be important. It seems now that
they are not. We are told that a standard rate represents a reduction for some. Upon looking
at the tables we find that 30 of the 32 levels have had a reduction in salary. The relief
teachers are being asked to do the same work while having their wages cut. That is not
".some" in my book, that is nearly all. Clearly those concerned are trying to hide the truth of
the matter. Relief teachers have expressed a feeling of helplessness that they were excluded
from the real decision making process. That is not surprising when, on or about 20 February,
principals were given a letter to show how the relief teachers' cuts would be imposed. Some
of them at least had the decency to show some of their staff. Many relief teachers did not
even know this until after the scheme had been implemented and their wages had been cut.

Dr Lawrence: The Minister has no capacity to notify them - they are appointed at the
schools.

Mr KIERATH: I would have thought it was a basic element of industrial relations to tell
people before cutting their wages. It is disgraceful. I think it is a total disgrace from a party
that claims to represent the working movement.

According to concerned relief teachers, some of them were not consulted about the new pay
rates or any other part of the package affecting them. They just had to cop the results. The
reasons given for this are equally reprehensible, especially on the union's part. It sold the
relief teachers down the river so that full time teachers could get the four per cent second tier
wage claim. Now we arrive at the truth. The Minister sacrificed one group of workers for
another. In order to get the four per cent they should have given proper consideration to
efficiencies - but no! Their method of efficiency is to cut the wages of these poor little
people. Relief teachers were told that if they did not agree with the flat rates some other
areas of education would suffer.

Let us consider the State School Teachers Union's part in this. The new award was
negotiated in December 1988 and January 1989 without any special input by external relief
teachers. The new flat rates came into force on 27 February 1989 prior to ratification by the
Industrial Relations Commission; that is, the Industrial Relations Commnission was ignored.
Deals were made like those we saw recently. "We will not worry about them; we will do our
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own thing.'t We have seen the way the Miscellaneous Workers Union has flexed its muscles
and has shown the Government who is the boss. Apparently the union was not in favour of
the flat rate but it made no moves to stop it. I heard that from Mr Mansfield's mouth. They
needed a sacrificial lamb for their four per cent second tier pay rise and the relief teachers
were the sacrifice. Part of the union's excuse was that not many of the relief teachers were
union members. But what about those that are members? At the meeting I attended at least
65 people were members of the union, and many relief teachers have been union members for
years. How biller and betrayed they feel when their services are terminated; when the
department sends a list to the union to lop them off the computer. They did not sign any
forms saying that they were not teaching; if they had been on temporarily, they were lopped
off the list. I know how bitter these people feel because I have seen their letters expressing
anger and disgust at being so shabbily treated by the Government. They are sickened
because in their hour of need the union has deserted them; it has sold them out and sacrificed
them for the benefit of others. I am willing to bet that if this action had been attempted by a
Government other than a Labor Government the response from the union would have been
deafening outrage, and justifiably so. According to the industrial advocate engaged in
negotiations no attempt was made by the union to get comparable statistics from other States
to help it support the relief teachers. When we checked in the Northern Terr itory,
Queensland, South Australia, New South Wales and Victoria, we found that a sliding scale
exists according to training or experience or both, as we used to have in Western Australia.
The crowning irbny and insult is that while the union was presiding over this shameful
business everyone except the three elected officers gleefully accepted a 15 per cent pay
increase - while the negotiations were going on. Can members imagine that? They decided
to give themselves an increase, and cut the relief teachers.

Mr BLAIIKE: I move -

That the member's time be extended.

[Leave denied.]

Amendment put and negatived.

Debate (on motion) Resumned
MR FRED TUBBY (Roleystone) [9.44 pm]: I will do something very nice for the Leader
of the House. I will pay him a compliment because he was so nice; I think a fair turn
deserves a fair trm. I am sorry that the Minister for Water Resources is not here. I had not
intended to raise this matter during debate on the Address-in-Reply but the matter concerns
the Minister for Environment and myself. The matter has not been resolved to my
satisfaction and I hope that it has not been resolved to the Minister's satisfaction. J
compliment the Minister far the action he has taken; he has been very responsible, and he is
concerned about the situation.

Ten days ago, on a Saturday night, I received a telephone call from a resident of the area and
member of the Forrestdale Residents Association regarding a problem with the sewage
pumping plant at Westfield. A cyclone was supposed to come through the area the previous
day; the winds were high and we received some rain but not much else. However, a power
outage occurred. The Westfield plant used to be a sewage treatment plant but now half of the
plant is operated by Cleanaway, the firm which treats septic tank pumpage. The pumping
section of the plant is now an intermediary pump which collects sewage from the area and
pumps it to a treatment plant closer to the coast. When the power failed on the Friday
morning, the sewage had to go somewhere, so in this circumstance, the floodgate was opened
and the raw sewage went down into the Forrestdale main drain. How would the members
like that to be flowing passed their houses? That is what the people on hobby farms
experienced in the Forrestdale area. The sewage flowed for 1.5 kilometres. Can the
members imagine how much sewage would flow for that distance? I could not believe the
situation. The Minister for Water Resources' department informed us about this. I can
imagine the water, but not the rest.

Mr Pearce: After the last three hours, I think [ can guess.

Mr FRED TLrBBY: The sewage flowed down the main drain - not a sewage drain; the open
drain for water runoff. The drain travels 6.3 kilometres, running into the Southern River,
then into the Canning River and finishes up in the Swan River and down to Fremantle. If we
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wonder how people sitting in boats off Rottnest can come across raw sewage, perhaps it
could have originated from Forrestdale. The people in Forrestdiale think that half the
pollution in the estuary comes from the plant after flowing through the hobby farms. The
people of the area rang the local mayor who came out with the local member of the council to
have a look. The Mayor of Armadale is a bush boy horn. and bred; he has been an orchardist
and a baker and has done all sorts of things. He is no softy as far as these things are
concerned. The nicest thing he could say about the disgrace was that he was glad that he had
not had a good feed of eggs and bacon prior to coming out to look at the flood. After I was
telephoned on the Saturday evening, I phoned the Minister because the problem was in his
electorate. I told him about the problem at the sewage works - he had not heard about it - and
that I would be going out with a delegation to look at the problem at 8 o'clock on the Sunday
morning. To his credit, the Minister said that he would see mec there. He did, albeit a half
hour late.

Mr Pearce: I was 20 minutes late; I appreciated the call.

Mr FRED TUBBY: We are used to that kind of thing from members on the Government
side. Everywhere we go they are late. They are like a dog's tail; they follow on behind. We
waited around, but we could wait no longer because we had other things to do. The Water
Authority had been in with an excavator - a big machine with tracks on it which goes along
and scoops the drain out because this happens regularly, I found out. However, this is the
first time that this has been brought to my attention, and the first time it has been brought to
the Minister's attention. Apparently, every time the power goes out - and it is out more
regularly than it is on, on some occasions - this occurs. When the pump fails the only place
to let the sewage run is into the drain. I have been in this place for less than 12 months, but
this is the first time this matter has been brought to my attention.

The people living in the area must find it intolerable. The sewage is scraped up from an area
one and a half kilomnetres in length and is placed along the banks of the drain. All sorts of'
things can be found including nappy liners. The same cyclone brought with it a drop of rain
and because the fence lines are very close to the sewage which is piled up on the banks the
water leaches into the nearby paddocks in which stock are grazing.

Members know what usually goes into sewerage systems, but they would not like to think
what actually is disposed of through the sewerage system from both comnmercial and private
properties. If those people had septic tanks they would not dare put that type of material into
those systems. The toxins from the sewerage systems are being leached into nearby
paddocks. I could not believe the situation and the Minister for Environment was also
alarmed. At 9.00 am on the following Monday the Minister for Environment sent a telex to
the Minister for Water Resources, who was in the House earlier; in fact, I am surprised he has
not returned. The Minister for Environment asked him why this had occurred and what could
be done to ensure it would not occur again. I am not satisfied with the reply from the
Minister for Water Resources which was in the form of a report. It reads -

I . Ian Ferguson reports that sewage has flowed from the PS overflow pipe along
Keen Road Bd and Forrestdale MD through Forrest Road Culvert. (about 1.5
km distance from the pump station).

There is no sludge or papers in the invert of the drain. The drain invert is clear
of all debris and vegetation as the result of last week's cleanout.
All that is evident in the drain is effluent.

2. As far as cleanup is concerned

(a) there are no solids to be cleaned up

(b) overflow pipe has been cleaned from adjacent hydrant

(c) Ian will arrange to mix and run a calcium-hyphochiorite solution down
the drain utilising the hydrant

40kg "dry' chlorine proposed to be used today.

3. There is no pumping from the drain for domestic purposes, at least as far as
Southern River at which point streamnfiow is augmented from Wungong
Southern River System.
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Some minor grass irrigation use is made of drainwater at Holmes Street and
over the confluence with Southern River, some 6.3 kmn down the drain.

4. It is considered that there is no imminent health hazard from today's overflow.
I do not know about that because I beg to differ in regard to that health problem. It is grossly
irresponsible of the Government to allow this to occur.
Three weeks prior to that there was an advertisement in the Comment News by the Director of
Public Health in this State. He was offering a $500 reward for information leading to any
person dumping septic pumpage anywhere in the environment. However, next door to the
Cleanaway treatment plant the Water Authority allows raw sewage to be disposed of directly
into open drains. We have one department offering a reward of up to $500 for information
leading to the person or persons responsible for dumping this sort of garbage into the
environment and the Water Authority is dumping millions of litres of raw sewage into a
drain. It is disgraceful.

I know that Mr Keating is doing his best to turn Australia into a third world banana republic,
but it is grossly irresponsible of the Water Authority to prove to the rest of the world that we
have already become a third world banana republic by disposing of raw sewage into drains. I
compliment the Minister for his action, but I condemn the Minister for Water Resources for
his reply to the Minister for Environment, If a commercial institution were running that
pumping station it would be required by law to have backup generators in case of a power
failure and backup pumps in case of a pump failure.
Mr Mac Kinnon: They would be fined if they did not have that.

Mr FRED TUBBY: If they did not have it they would have their licence taken from them,
but the Water Authority can carry on regardless because the Crown is exempt from these
sorts of things and can pollute the environment. The residents of Forrestdale are alanmed and
they are sick and tired of everything being dumped in their area, particularly raw sewage.
The Minister for Environment, the Anrnadale City Council, and I are concerned and the only
response we can obtain from the Minister for Water Resources is that this is the way things
happen. It is not good enough.
I refer now to our senior citizens. As members are aware, this week is Seniors' Week and I
commend the Govemnment for its initiatives in this area. Seniors' Week has been an excellent
way to highlight the contribution to this State by our senior citizens. This contribution has
been made over many years and they have suffered many trials and tribulations. Throughout
their lives they have experienced wars and have worked under severe conditions. Seniors'
Week is one time which allows us to pay tribute to these people. [ compliment the hard work
undertaken by the Department of the Bureau for the Aged in regard to this event. Seniors'
Week provides the opportunity for senior citizens to demonstrate their skills which they are
still able to share with the community. I guarantee that many volunteer organisations
throughout the length and breadth of this Stare would not be able to operate if it were not for
our senior citizens who put a tremendous amount of time into these organisations.

I also commend the Government on the implementation of the Seniors' Card and I
understand that 80 000 cards have been distributed. However I condemn the Government
because it is nothing more than a plastic token gesture. The Government has offered senior
citizens absolutely nothing. All it did was to contact private enterprise, clubs and
associations and to ask them to offer concessions to our seniors. To their credit most of these
organisations agreed to concessions and a booklet containing the relevant names was
compiled and forwarded to all holders of the Seniors' Card. It was a very good thing, but
unfortunately there were not many concessions offered by the Government. If it had not been
for private enterprise the Seniors' Card would not have been worth anything.
Prior to the election and when the Goverment feared it may lose office it suddenly woke up
to the fact that the senior citizens were looking very hard at its performance and that of the
Federal Government and the way in which they had been treated over the iast six years. The
Government decided it should do something about the senior citizens and, using Government
funds, it instituted a colossal advertising campaign to try to encourage people within the
community to pay due care and respect to our seniors.
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It was a very worthwhile objective and I am not decrying it in any shape or form. However,
it seemed rather blatant that this advertising campaign took place at the same time as the
Government realised how big the vote was in that age group. The Government realised that it
had not treated senior citizens very well in previous years and that it had to lift its political
stocks if it wanted to be elected to govern again. It used Government funds through the
Bureau for the Aged to fund that campaign. The television campaign was dropped in the
final weeks of the campaign after the Liberal Party brought to the public notice the wicked
waste of taxpayers' money by a political party in an effort to get back into office.
At the end of the year the Government also tried to make up to the elderly people by selling
up a task force on retirement incomes. It was a very worthwhile venture. This task force
produced a report in January this year - coincidentally prior to the election. That report
makes very interesting reading, and I quote from page xxi of the very long preface. I must
say that I was most amused by the Govenrnent's use of underlining in this report, in the
following sentence -

The Taskforce firmly believes that the rate of change in the national retirement
incomes system in the last six years has been excessive.

That is an understatement. The report continues -

It has created uncertainty and confusion which are having an adverse effect on
retirement planning and on the older population's sense of income security.

That is a damning indictment of the State and Federal Governments because it specifically
mentions the period of six years, which is the period during which the world's greatest
Treasurer has been trying to grind these people into the dust, and during which the State
Labor Government has been in office. Do you, Mr Speaker, know that 57 per cent of our
aged citizens are reliant on age and similar pensions? Do members know that 28 per cent are
reliant on savings, investment and rental income? Only 10 per cent are reliant on
superannuation.
Mr Pearce: Who set up the retirement incomes task force to get that infonmation?

Mr FRED TUIBBY: The Government did it well and it compiled some very good
information. I particularly love the last paragraph I quoted which must be the most unbiased
propaganda I have seen from any Governiment publication. It was very complimentary to the
Government and I am surprised that the Government allowed it to be published before the
election. No wonder so many people voted for Greypower, rather than for the Labor Party.

Mr Pearce: It is an indication of how honest this Government was in that whole campaign.

Mr FRED TUBBY: Although 57 per cent of pensioners are reliant on the age and other types
of pensions, their relativity has kept pace with other income earners in the work force over
the last few years simply because their pensions have been tied to the CPI. However, those
earnings are only 24.4 per cent of the average male weekly earnings. A particularly
disadvantaged group among these pensioners are those who do not own their own homes and
who rent property. Between November 1982 and November 1988 the full pension rate
increased by 55.4 per cent. Rentals in Australia during that same period increased by
66.4 per cent in the private sector and 74.5 per cent in the Government sector. That is
another great contribution the Government has made to the welfare of pensioners! The
pensioners are showing their appreciation at the moment!

Pensioners who have taken out superannuation and who have savings invested have been
cruelly treated in the last few years with regard to taxation. In some cases if pensioners earn
only $1 a week they lose their fringe benefits. For every dollar a week they earn, they
receive only 20c in their pockets. To give some idea of how their situation has deteriorated, I
advise the Housethat in 1983-84 single pensioners could ean in real terms - in 1988-89
figures - over and above their pension $26.74 a week without paying tax and losing fringe
benefits. In 1987-88 that figure has dropped to a paltry $3.93 before taxation or loss of fringe
benefits. Out there in the community axe 80 year old women who have never previously
filled in a taxation return, but who last year were hounded by the Taxation Department to fill
in a return. By the time people reach the age of 80 years, small matters become large
problems. Many of these elderly citizens are petrified when the Government encroaches on
their lives especially if it involves an area they do not understand and which has not
previously been part of their lifestyle. In many cases the husbands previously
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completed tax returns and when those husbands died the widows' incomes were not high
enough to be taxed. Suddenly they are being asked to complete income tax returns. It is a
grossly irresponsible and indecent way to treat our senior citizens.

The Federal Treasurer should be condemned for introducing this requirement. He has chased
around looking under this and that for people who are avoiding taxation payments. He has
driven big companies such as Bond Corporation overseas, but the poor old ladies are stuck in
this country and unable to go overseas. Therefore, they have to pay taxes, even though they
have never been required to do so in the past. The Treasurer is forcing big companies
overseas and cmucifying our elderly citizens. That is absolutely and utterly intolerable. What
is the State Government doing about this matter? I hope that you, Mr Speaker, did not know
previously, and will be amused to learn, what this Government did during the last election
campaign. It produced a brilliant poster which has been displayed in Government offices
before and during the election campaign, and which are still on display. The poster consists
of a guide to State concessions and discounts provided by the Government of Western
Australia. It is a tremendous poster. At the bottom is a key to a table and item 6 includes
Seniors' Card holders. It states that these people get an annual charge rebate of 50 per cent
discount on annual water, sewerage and drainage charges. That is rubbish; Seniors' Card
holders get nothing. It was announced on Monday that on 1 July 1990 they will receive
25 per cent discount, but it has been advertised for months that they receive a 50 per cent
discount.

What concession do they get on their council rates? A rate rebate of 50 per cent on annual
local government rates? Rubbish! They get absolutely nothing; nothing for Seniors' Card
holders. They get no discount, yet it is on this basis that the election campaign was fought.
These people read these things, and this determined how they would vote. It said that this
Government was doing tremendous things, and that is what they voted for. Promise No 6
was for free or discounted drivers' licences. Rubbish! On 1 January 1990 they will get a
discount of 50 per cent; it will not be free. Also, under motor vehicle licences, they got
nothing. And nothing was announced on Monday as to what they would get. Exemption
from stamp duty on vehicle purchases is mentioned here. What do they get? Nothing!

These are blatant Lies and deceit. One cannot even believe what they print. How can one
believe in a future when one is given this sont of garbage, paid for by the taxpayer, and put up
in Government offices; the poster is still on display in Goveffrnent offices. Do members
wonder that seniors are alarmed at what is going on? If that is the best the Government can
do, it is a sad indictment of the Government, which needs to be condemned.

Amendment to Motion
I move -

That the following words be added to the motion -

but we regret to inform Your Excelency that this Government -

(a) has abused its position by using taxpayers' funds for blatant
political advertising;

(b) has misled senior citizens as to their concessional entitlements;

(c) has failed to fully implement its election commitments on
concessions for seniors;

(d) has been powerless in countering the Federal Labor
Government's economic war of attrition against senior citizens
in this State, and

(e) has generally disregarded the interests of senior citizens.

MR MENSAROS (Florat) [10.13 pm]: I wholeheartedly agree with the member who
moved it, particularly the last paragraph which sums up the grievance against the
Government's attitude to senior citizens when it says that the Government has generally
disregarded the interests of senior citizens. That, of course, happened, despite the
unprecedented propaganda warfare which took place, particularly before the election.

In a grievance debate as far back as October last year I drew the Government's attention to
two specific details of what I considered - and the Minister in replying apparently agreed -
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were circumstances which inevitably affected senior citizens. These two items concerned
stamp duty on local government rates.

The Leader of the House, who replied on behalf of the Minister for The Aged, said in his
reply, "I am prepared to refer the member's comments to the Minister for The Aged. She will
be only too happy to investigate the complaints and to take whatever action is necessary to
correct the situation." I was happy with that because I thought the Government recognised
the validity of my complaint, and perhaps a little cynically, I thought, being an election year,
it would be even more considerate. But despite the undertaking of the Leader of the House,
nothing whatever happened. Having waited several months, I wrote to the Minister, who
took three and a half months to reply. I received the reply recently, and it was virtually
negative. I reiterate these complaints so that members can see how inequitable the
Government is, despite the fact that from the Government's point of view it might not involve
an enormous amount of money, but from the point of view of the aggrieved people it
represents quite a lot.

My first complaint referred to a retirement village in my electorate. I understand that these
people who have strata titled property of a bedsitting room divided from the rest of the unit
by a concertina door can receive services comprising food, cleaning of the room and change
of linen. Whatever agreement the management has with the inhabitants, the yearly cost of
these services is subject to stamp duty and the people must pay 4.25 per cent on the value of
the services they receive. If the Minister or I go into a hotel, take our meals there and hive
linen supplied, we do not pay a penny in stamp duty. Where is the equity? The Minister, in
reply, announced that the management should obtain a smarter accountant and perhaps they
may be able to avoid the stamp duty by drafting the agreement in a different way. That is not
the correct answer. The correct procedure would be for the Minister to acknowledge the
injustice which has occurred and try to remedy it.

I perused the Stamp Act but I could not find any provision to compel the taxation office to
require that stamp duty be paid. Nevertheless, if that had been the position, I suggest the
Government had a duty to amend the Act, or at least to promise that the Act would be
amended at the first opportunity so that these people did not have to pay stamp duty for these
services.

Mr D.L. Smith: I did not understand the transaction which you were seeking to have
exempted from stamp duty.
Mr MENSAROS: It is simply that these people who live in the so-called lodge which
contains a one room unit with a bedsitter and bathroom and so on pay for services provided
by the management of the retirement complex. This consists of meals, a linen exchange and
the cleaning of the rooms. It has been construed that they have an agreement with the
management and must pay 4.25 per cent stamp duty for these services.

Mr D.L. Smith: How much stamp duty was involved?

Mr MENSAROS: It was 4.25 per cent of the annual value.

Mr D.L. Smith: Which was what?

Mr MENSAROS: I cannot say exactly; I do not have the figures. They are being charged for
the food, which one can imagine would amount to quite a lot in a full year - and the cleaning
of the mooms and the linen. I wonder if the Minister, in his reply, will again suggest changing
the agreement. That is not the answer. These people do not look through agreements with a
fine tooth comb; they are happy to receive these services which they need. They pay for
them, and they are shocked when the management tells them that over and above the sum
agreed to they must pay 4.25 per cent stamp duty. Surely, as the member who moved the
amendment has pointed out, instead of the Government's producing glamorous
advertisements concerning senior citizens that injustice should be done away with.
The other complaint concerns local government rates. There are villas, which comprise two
or three different two and three bedroomed units, and there is this situation of the lodge. The
villas are assessed, from the point of view of local government rates, on gross rental value.
The lodge, however, is assessed on unimproved capital value. The local authority claims that
according to law this is what it must do. The net result of this is that, whereas the villas can
be assessed in one and the rates are then divided proportionately, the units in the lodge -
which are, of course, of much lesser value - are individually assessed and are subject to the
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minimum local government rate. This means that the people who own and live in the lodge
in the last financial year had to pay a minimum of $256 in local government rates under
circumstances where the services of the local authority are virtually non-existent. They use a
very small proportion of the rubbish disposal facilities - virtually nothing. The roads are
within the retirement village and are maintained by the management, and there is virtually no
service by the local government; yet because of the existing rules that is how the rates are
calculated. In her belated letter to me the Minister for The Aged said simply that this was the
situation and that they should change from unimproved capital value to gross rental value if
they wanted to do away with the minimum rate. However, first of all, they cannot do it
unless everyone is in agreement, which is almost impossible to achieve. Secondly, that
would bring the result that if any of the people are age pensioners and are eligible to postpone
their rates they would not be able to do so because the rate is globally assessed.

Mr D.L. Smith: What was the date of your correspondence with the Minister?

Mr MENSAROS: I do not have the file with me, but I made the grievance speech on
12 October 1988. 1 waited several months and wrote to the Minister before Christmas - I am
sure about that; and because I received a lot of inquiries as to whether she had replied I had to
say no, she had not; then I received a reply from her approximately a week ago at the very
most.

Just to show the Government how negligent it is in this situation, it goes after the senior
citizens with advertisements and propaganda but neglects something which it could do
without expense; the net loss to the Treasury would be negligible, yet the Government could
please these people and at the same time give them their deserved due. The Government has
not looked after these people. I can tell members opposite that that retirement village had a
mobile polling booth at the recent State election and I polled 83 per cent of the vote, just
because the Government is neglecting things and does not care about people as individuals
but only about big glossy advertisements.

I bring this to the attention of the Minister. As there is a new Minister in ts area perhaps
there will be a new broom and he will do something about it.

MR STRICKLAND (Scarborough) [10.24 pmn]: Before I go to the main point I want to
make in supporting this amendment, I will just reflect on question time. Unfortunately the
Leader of the House has left, but he reminded me in question time of one of the interests of
seniors in Scarborough and elsewhere, and it concerns local government. On their behalf I
will raise a matter of interest and bring to the notice of the House a chronology of famous
Austalians' lives, a political biography by L.F. Crisp.

The SPEAKER: Order! I just want to caution the member a little. I have a slight idea of
what he wants to do and I advise him that during this part of the debate it is necessary for him
to stick fairly rigidly to the amendment before the House. I cannot say at the moment how he
can pmn what he is about to say to the amendment; however, I have no doubt about his
abilities and it may be that he can. I just want to caution him that he should.

Mr STRICKLAND: Thank you, Mr Speaker. Many seniors in my electorate do have a great
interest in the electoral process, and in particular the local government process. We have
heard tonight how one is considered to be a failed political candidate if one does not arrive at
this House having been a councilior of the City of Stirling.

The SPEAKER: Order! I think the member has drawn a long bow.

Mr STRICKLAND: I mention to the House that some 50 years ago, back in 1933 - and many
of the seniors in my electorate reflect on that period, although perhaps the reflection is getting
rather dim -

Mr Troy: How old is the text?

Mr STRICKLAND: The text is fairly recent. In 1933 someone was elected to the
Abercrombie Shire Council and held office there until 1947. That person was Ben Chifley
and I am sure members opposite will remember that he was a Labor Prime Minister.
Throughout the 14 years he was on the Abercrombie Shire Council he held many positions,
and he was a candidate many times.

Mr Macinnon: He must be getting on by now. Was he a senior?
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Mr STRICKLAND: Yes, he was a senior, and a precedent was set some 503 years ago: We
have had a Prime Minister who I am sure gave marvellous service in local government.
Many seniors reflect on that and are very happy about it.

I turn now to my main point, the impact of the present sewerage system on seniors who are
desirous of retiring in their own district. We have heard a lot about sewerage tonight. The
present policy says that when one has a piece of land of reasonable size which may qualify
for subdivision or unit development, one cannot put duplexes or units on it because there is a
constraint in that unless the area is sewered it cannot be developed other than as one living
unit,

Many of the people who become seniors start to face up to the fact that they have problems
maintaining their homes. They begin to consider how they can change their lifestyle but they
have expressed a desire to me to stay within the district. In order to do that, the ideas that
have been put to me are that they want either to subdivide and have a battle axe type block in
the case of people in North Beach, or perhaps to amalgamate two blocks and put four units on
the land so that they can retire within the district in which they have lived and continue to use
the facilities they have come to know. This is not possible at the moment due to the sewerage
policy. The costs associated with the development of a sewerage system is around
$800 million. Further investigations indicate that the Government is allocating money of the
order -

Point of Order
Dr ALEXANDER: Mr Speaker, following what you said earlier, I find the member's
remarks interesting from the point of view of sewerage policy, a matter with which I have
had to deal many times - but while this is relevant to seniors, as are the member's remarks, I
do not believe the member is addressing the amendment. One could argue on the basis that
any matter of public policy is relevant to seniors, as it is to other spheres of the commnunity.
The member's remarks should be directed to the amendment rather than matters of sewerage
policy.

The SPEAKER: I allowed a considerable degree of flexibility to the member to develop his
first argument and, having done that in two minutes, I was prepared to allow him to develop
another argument which might be considered by most people in this place aligned to the
amendment.

The comments by the member for Penth are reasonably valid. I think the member is drawing
an exceptionally long bow in relating the comments to the amendment. The member should
develop his argument along The lines of the amendment or give someone else an opportunity
to do so.

Debate Resumed

Mr STRICKLAND: The amendment includes the words 'has generally disregarded the
interests of senior citizens". I point out that due to existing policy - and the Government has
the ability to review or amend policy - seniors in my district are desirous of building units for
their retirement. The subject is important to those people; it is completely pertinent to the last
point of the amendment.

The people involved cannot do anything simply because the policy prevents them from
retiring either on their land or on an amalgamation of blocks in their area. I believe that
$5 million a year is allocated to sewerage, so if we make a simple calculation we get
135 years, which means that these people will be long gone and buried before the sewerage
system reaches the area. The people are concerned. The policy is inadequate and I support a
change of priorities within the sewerage program to help solve the problem.
Another problem is that when only a relatively small amount is spent on the development of a
sewerage system, a large number of developers tend to focus on the area, resulting in a
community dislocation problem due to rapid changes; people become upset because large
numbers of units are placed in their area. This occurs in some pans of the electorate, whereas
in other parts people have been constrained because they cannot retire to where they have
lived for many years because the area is not sewered.

The problem rests with the Government. The Government should review the policy. At the
City of Stirling we are doing our homework. As part of good long term planning, the
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Government should review these matters and give higher priority and more resources to the
development of a sewerage system.
MR WATT (Albany) [10.35 pmj: I support the amendment to the Address-in-Reply. I
spent some time as Opposition spokesman for the elderly and the retired. At that time I had a
great deal of contact with the initiators of the Seniors' Card. Those people recognised that
their prudence in providing for their retirement was not rewarded. By comparison with
people on pensions, many of them were worse off by providing for their retirement. A
committee was organised which lobbied the Government, the Opposition and other people
regarding the Seniors' Card.

A recent announcement that the Government is to implement some of its promises is
welcome. Two promises to be introduced are the concessions on spectacles and power bills -

the latter will save seniors something like $70 per annum. On I January 1990 a 50 per cent
concession on motor vehicle licences will be introduced although this does not amount to
much because a licence is not very expensive. A 25 per cent discount on water rates will be
introduced from 1 July 1990.
During the election campaign I read a newspaper article which suggested that the 50 per cent
rebates already applied. Following that, a number of people telephoned, or called, or wrote
letters expressing their annoyance because when the water accounts came out, on seeking a
discount at the Water Authority, they were told they were not eligible. I have a number of
examples to which I will refer.

Mr D.L. Smith: Did you keep the copy of the article?

Mr WATT: Unfortunately, no. I have notes made at the time, but I wish I had kept a copy.
A lady came into my office with the article. One lady receives a war widow's pension and
has a health card issued by the Department of Veterans Affairs; she also receives a small
pension from the Department of Social Security, together with a Seniors' Card. When she
applied for the Water Authority rebate she was told that pensioners must have either a health
benefit card issued by Social Security or Veterans Affairs. In the case of war widows, a rates
concession card is issued by the Department for Community Services; that is, subject to an
income test. The Department for Community Services advised that because the lady is over
the age of 60 she is not entitled to a rates concession card and must apply to Social Security
for a part pension - which of course she already had. Because the war widow's pension is
income tested by Department of Social Security, she is only entitled to a pharmaceutical
benefits card and no other concession. This was a "no win" situation for the lady and she was
very upset.
What makes it worse is that a kit was sent to those people who applied for and received a
Seniors' Card. In one of the booklets which formed part of the kit there was a quick guide to
eligibility for concessions and it is divided into several columns. The columns showed which
people are eligible for certain concessions. The third column is headed "others" and it was
very misleading because in the key to the table it said that the column "others" included
holders of the Seniors' Card. Eventually the department which issued the booklet realised an
error had been made and it subsequently amended the booklets by including a note which
stated that "others" means that groups not specified elsewhere may qualify and Seniors' Card
holders are eligible only in some cases. It is still not very clear.
A person from my electorate wrote to the Minister and she replied as follows -

The intended meaning "Others' was that groups not specified elsewhere in the table
could be eligible for the concessions listed. The phrase, "Includes Seniors' Card
holders" was intended to indicate to Seniors' Card holders that the Card was included
under the "Others' category.

The letter went on to explain to the person concerned who lives in Albany how he could
enjoy the discounted faxes on Transperth, ferry services and metropolitan and country
Westrail services and inter and intma private bus services. He was also told that Seniors' Card
holders are entitled to concessional entry to the zoo and for special exhibitions at the Western
Australia Art Gallery and the Museum. There was not much in it for country people. The
person concerned received a pension from the United Kingdom Government which fluctuates
with the change in the dollar and he has been a victim of the higher value of the Australian
dollar which has not helped his cause.
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In The West Australian on Monday of this week I was interested to read about the new
concessions which are about to be introduced and the announcement was made to coincide
with Seniors' Week. It might help if we had an idea of what is being offered to Seniors' Card
holders. It really is too little too late. The overall concession for power bills will be about
$70 per year per person and the overall cost to the State will be $2.6 million - it is equivalent
to Mr Horgan's payout, golden handshake or call it what one likes. That amount of money is
being paid to one person, yet about 80 000 senior citizens who have tried to provide for their
own retirement and who are not the recipients of the age pension share the equivalent
amount. From the same date spectacles will be subsidised up to $50. While that concession
is welcome the overall cost will be about $600 000 per annum. It is roughly equivalent to Mr
Horgan's annual salary. It is rather interesting when one equates these amounts with one
person who is in the Government's favour and contrasts it with what has been made available
to our senior citizens. I call on the Government to rethink the program of the implementation
of the proposed benefits.
I said at the outset of my remarks that I welcome the concessions which will be implemented
over the next year or two. The people who will receive those concessions are entitled to
receive them sooner than that and I call on the Government to introduce them without delay.

MR D.L. SMITH (Mitchell - Minister for Community Services) [10.45 pm]: As the
Minister representing the Minister for The Aged in this House I reply on behalf of the
Government and advise that the Government opposes the amendment.

I suppose that one of the things we quickly learn in politics is that there is such a thing as
motherhood statements; that is, statements which are made to give members an inner glow
and which sound good and proper and which might give the impression to some people in the
community that they really care about them.

Mr Macinnon: Like a future you can believe in.

Mr D.L. SMITH: Yes. There is also another side to politics and that is not only having a
wann inner glow and being able to say these things in a pious way, but also having the
privilege of being in Government and being able to deliver in respect of the needs of a
particular group.
We have had an example tonight from the member for Roleystone who approached the
question of the aged by trying to string together a list of allegations in relation to mainly
Federal mailers without providing to the House any substantive matters of evidence. It is just
an example of a member of Parliament rising in this place and putting together a litany of
things in an unconnected way without providing one piece of evidence. He resumed his seat
on the basis that he has made a good speech on the subject matter when he really did not
contribute in a coherent way to the issues confronting the aged or to the policies which need
to be put in place to address those issues.
In the six years this Government has been in office the Government has done many things for
the aged and one wonders, if members opposite or the party they represent had a real concern
about the aged, why they were not implemented in the past. The first thing this Government
did was to establish a Minister for The Aged. The second thing it did was to establish a
Bureau for the Aged. We did those two things for two reasons: First, to demonstrate to the
aged in our community that the Government takes their needs responsibly and that we were
of the opinion that their needs required Government recognition and, therefore, we appointed
a Minister with special responsibility to them. Secondly, the Government established the
Bureau for the Aged as the instrument by which those policies the Minister develops can be
researched and implemented in terms of Government policy. There are three components to
the needs of the aged. One is to ensure that an aged person comes to terms with the fact that
they are aged in a way that enables them to retain a very high degree of self esteem and a
feeling that they have a worthwhile place in our commnunity, both in terms of the respect that
is offered to them as an aged person and in terms of the provision by the conmmity for
them. Members on the opposite side of the House who have knocked the care and respect
program fail to understand the need of Government to take a very active and leading role in
terms of promoting the aged in our community, to demonstrate that we do care about them
and to encourage the young people and the service providers in our community to make sure
they do have respect for the aged and that in any programs they might have they ensure
special provisions are made for the aged.
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The second aspect of becoming aged is that one wants to ensure that he can continue with his
lifestyle, continue Living in his own home and as near as possible to his family for as long as
he is able. The Federal and State Governments have together instituted the Home and
Community Care Program making absolutely certain that our seniors are provided for in a
way that gives them that capacity to stay at home while still enjoying a lifestyle chat is full
and gives them the services that they need. One has only to look at the sort of money now
being provided to a whole range of community service organisations from Meals on Wheels
to Silver Chain and all the other emergency aid and housekeeping services established across

-the community to understand what I am saying.

The third thing one needs to do is ensure that elderly people have sufficient income, either
from their savings and the efforts they have made with their own resources during their
lifetime or, if that is insufficient, to ensure there is community support so they have sufficient
money. The Goverrnment went to the trouble of establishing a committee of inquiry into
retirement incomes, ensuring that the whole issue was investigated for a range of aged people
from basic pensioners to chose quite well superannuated or who might have assets. As to
whether that inquiry has been successful in any way one has only to took at tomorrow
morning's newspaper to see the announcements that the Federal Government has made in
relation to the aged. At page 2 one will find the foliowing comment -

Point of Order
Mr BLAIKIE: I believe it is improper for the Minister to quote today from a paper to be
delivered tomorrow. I believe he should desist from doing that. Secondly, the matter under
discussion is relative to the Stace and the Minister is clearly now moving into Federal matters,
which axe not in his province.

The SPEAKER: I appreciate the point of view put.

Debate Resumed
Mr D.L. SMITH: The article says that pensioner tax rebates will be lifted so that aged
pensioners with earnings within the income free test area of $40 for single pensioners and
$10 for married couples will pay no tax at all. When fully phased in by July 1990 this major
reform will mean that 80 per cent of Australia's 1.8 million aged and service pensioners will
be exempt from tax.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! Clearly the Minister for Community Services is seeking to deliver
his speech and is totally ignoring any interjections. It is a fact that the people who have
spoken so far on this amendment have been heard in relative silence and I think it only fair
and proper that the Minister be given the same latitude.

Mr D.L. SMITH: The important thing to note is that that was one of the specific
recommendations of the committee inquiring into retirement incomes which this Government
advanced to the Federal Government as being a necessary reform, yet the Opposition seeks to
suggest that this Government has been powerless in promoting the needs of the aged with the
Federal Goverment when the Federal Government is adopting a recommrendation of that
committee.

Unfortunately, as with all such debates, there is limited time to respond to all the issues
raised. However, let us take the issue raised directly in the amendment that the Government
has abused its position by using taxpayers' funds for blatant political advertising. What the
Opposition appears to be saying is that it agrees with the care and respect program promoting
the interests of the aged but thinks chat it was done at an inopportue time in relation to the
timing of the election. If that is the only complaint that they have, I do not know why they
are complaining about it because the fact is that we needed a care and respect advertising
program to promote the interests of the aged and this Govemmuent did it. The amendment
also says that the Government has misled senior citizens as to their concessional entitlements.
The basis of that seems to be that a list issued was not very clear and that, in relation to the
member for Albany, a booklet was issued which was also not very clear. I am pleased to
inform members opposite that those slight uncertainties have been remedied in the latest
edition of the booklet, if they came to read it.

On the issue of whether or not we have failed to implement promises we made, we are
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talking in a debate two months after the election and prior to any Budget subsequent to the
election, yet if members opposite had been listening to the Minister for The Aged when she
made her recent pronouncements they would well know the time line for the introductions of
those concessions. The SEC supply charge rebate for Seniors' Card holders wiUl operate
from 1 July 1989 and the saving for all card holders will be approximately $70 a year and
will have a total cost of $2.6 million. The Western Australian spectacle subsidy rises to $50
and the total cost will be approximately $600 000. Rebates on drivers' licences are to
commence in January 1990. The rebate on water, sewerage and drainage charges is to be
phased in from July L990.
The Government has moved within two months of the election to announce dates when these
matters will be implemented. They will be implemented on those dates as we promised. As I
began to say earlier in my speech, it is easy to have a warm inner glow and to make pious
statements, but if the aged assess what this Government has been doing, they will come to
recognise that it is concerned about them and is developing and implementing policies for
them. The fact that they recognise this was illustrated by what happened at the recent
election. Although there was a Greypower party purporting to represent them, it attracted a
low vote and most of the preferences of its voters went to our members as recognition by
aged people who might have chosen to vote for Greypower that we are the party that cares
about them, promotes them and provides proper and adequate policies for them.

In relation to seniors who do not have the benefit of a pension, everyone knows that we were
the First Government in Australia to introduce the concept of a Seniors' Card. All of the
other States, including those which now have Liberal Governments, have been writing to us
wanting to know how we developed the program, how we are implementing it and what
administrative problems it creates. They want to follow the example set by the Labor
Government of this State. Not only did Australia still lead the world in terms of introduction
of pensioner concessions in a general way but the Government of this State has led Australia
in providing a means by which seniors not entitled to pensions or pensioner health cards can
still access a range of benefits not available prior to our coming to office.

The other aspect of what the Opposition is talking about as being an abuse of taxpayers'
funds related to the care and respect program and that part of the program aimed at
highlighting for pensioners, superannuants and aged people in general the range of benefits
available for them, and to make sure all those people were fully accessing them. It is not
enough in this community to provide a range of benefits and hope that people apply for them.
One has to go out and inform everybody of what they are entitled to and to encourage them to
make application for that assistance.

It may be that in the course of doing that we will make mistakes in the production of
information pamphlets, lists and brochures. We on this side of the House do not claim to be
perfect, but if members opposite or members of the public want to draw to our attention the
fact that we could make something clearer, or widen the range of eligibility, we would be
very happy to consider those comments and refer them to the Bureau for the Aged, and the
Minister for The Aged would look at developing policies to overcome those problems.

I might say, in terms of both the wall chart and the booklet about State concessions, that the
only areas in which there was any ambiguity at all, was as the member for Albany described
them as being in "the other concessions" category. As I have already indicated, this has been
looked at, and in the latest issue of the concessions and support pamphlet that has been
corrected.

Through the Bureau for the Aged, policies have been developed in relation to retirement
villages and accommodation for the aged to ensure that the consumer interests of the aged are
protected in these retirement villages. A whole range of information has been gathered and
legislation provided. We provide these booklets referred to as "Accommaodation options for
the Retired and Elderly". This is not a pre-election pamphlet, it is a post election pamphlet
produced as part of Seniors' Week, which is a week we like to support enthusiastically
because it draws the attention of the public to the elderly. Within two months of an election
this pamphlet was produced by us to explain to the elderly their options in terms of
accommodation.

It is all right for the member for Scarborough to raise one issue in relation to sewerage and
say that because we are not addressing the ways in which sewerage might be provided to
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subdivisions for alternative accommodation for the aged, we are not addressing the general
issue of accommodation for the aged. He claims we are somehow or other missing the whole
point in relation to accommodation for the elderly. I listened to his speech, and I am sure that
the Minister for The Aged, who has taken the trouble to sit in the Chamber while this debate
has been going on, has taken note of his commients. If there is any validity in what he has
been saying, I am sure the Bureau for the Aged will be asked to develop some sort of policy
for the Government to consider in that area.

The member for Floreat addressed himself primarily to the issue of stamp duty on agreements

in relation to service provisions in a particular aged person facility in his electorate. Those of
us who have done a bit of conveyancing know that whether a document attracts stamp duty is
largely a question of the legal construction of that document. It is not a difficult
conveyancing exercise for the legal advisers to that organisauion to look at that document and
redraft it in such a way that it adequately provides for the needs of the client population and
the service provider but does not attract stamp duty. That is not a problem. I am a member
of at least three aged accommodation projects in my electorate, and it is not a problem I have
ever had addressed to me before, even though one of those projects, the Ocean Star Hostel,
provides unit accommodation, hostel accommodation and invalid type accommodation. We
have not had a problem, and I am sure the legal advisers could Find a solution.

Mr Mensaros: Then you will say it is a tax avoidance scheme.

Mr D.L. SMITH: If no solution can be found by the legal advisers to that agency, if the
matter cannot be resolved in that way, and we are satisfied about the position, we will look at
the question of a concession within the Stamp Duty Act, remembering there is already a
general provision enabling documents for charitable organisations which attract stamp duty to
be exempted from the payment of that duty.

Another matter raised by the member for Floreat related to an aspect of the way in which the
local government rating concession in relation to certain units could not be obtained. I did
not understand the reason they were not available for the accommodation being talked about,
but again I am certain if the matter were examined by the legal advisers - I presume they are
voluntary - and they advised the Government of a loophole which prevented the aged from
getting the local government or Water Authority rate concession in some circumstances, we
on this side would look at it. We are genuinely concerned not only with talking about the
needs of the aged but also with adopting policies to address those needs.

The member for Roleystone, the mover of the amendment, produced a litany of possible
cases without any substantial evidence to back them up. The record of the Federal
Government in relation to the aged across the spectrum of increases in pensions and the
amount of income one can earn before losing pan of the pension, tax rebates available to the
aged, and the home and community care program is well known. The Federal Government
has been acting in the same way as the State Government - in a positive and caring way for
the aged.

Amendment put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (19)

Mr Bradshaw Mr Kierat Mr Nicholls Mr Fred Tubby
Mr Cowan Mr Lewis Mr Omodei Mr Want
Mrs Edwardes Mr Macinnon Mr Shave Mr Wiese
Mr Grayden Mr Mensaros Mf Strickland Mr Blaikie (Teller)
Mr House Mr Minson Mr Thompson

Noes (25)

Dr Alexander Mr Grn Mr Pearce Mrs Watkis
Mrs Beggs Mrs Henderson Mr Ripper Dr Watson
Mr Catania Mr Gordon Rill Wr D.L. Smith Mr Wilson
Mr Cunningham Dr Lawrence h& P.]. Smith Mrs Buchanan (Teller)
Mr Donovan Mr Leahy MrTaylor
Dr Gallop Mr Marlborouati Mz Thomas
b& Graam Mr Parker MrTroy
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Pairs

Ayes
Mr Court
Mr McNee
Mr Ainsworth
Mr Hasseil
ft! Claito

Amendment thus negatived.

Noes

Mr Read
Mr Kobelke
Mr Peter Dowding
Mr Bridge
Mr Carr

Motion Resumed
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House).

House adjourned at 11.10 pm
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

ORCHIDS - CANNING VALE AREA
Survival Guarantee

103. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:
What action has been taken to guarantee the survival of the rare and
endangered orchids in the Canning Vale area?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
Negotiations are current with the two developers concerned, seeking a delay in
developing those pants of the site where the rare orchids occur until a solution
is found to the problem. The developers have agreed to participate in a
research program to determine cultivation techniques so that, if required, the
rare plants may be removed to another site which has long term security.

POLICE - STATIONS
Sunbury Regional - Staffing

173. Nfr BLAMKE to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:
(1) What is the current level of staffing of all police stations in the Bunbwry

regional police district?
(2) Would the Minister detail those stations that are "open" 24 hours per day

seven days per week?
Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) BoyuplBrook 3

Bridgetown 4
Brunswick 2
Bunbwry 62
Busselton 12
Collie 13 and I police aide
Donnybrook 3
Harvey 7
Manjimup to)
Margaret River 6
Nannup I
Pemberton 2
Waroona 3
Yarloop 2

(2) Bunbury; and in addition Collie, Busselton, Brunswick, Donnybrook, Harvey
and Yarloop Police Stations have their telephones diverted to Bunbury
effectively providing a 24 hour per day seven day per week service.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN FAMILY FOUNDATION - STATUTORY AUTHORITY
178. Mr TUBBY to the Minister representing the Minister for The Family:

(1) (a) Is the Family Foundation a Statutory authority;
(b) if so, under what legislation was it established;

(c) if not, is it intended to make it a Statutory authority;
(d) if so, when; and
(e) if not, why not?

(2) (a) Who are the directors or board members of the Family Foundation;
(b) what is their term of office;
(c) are they paid any form of remunerition; and
(d) if so, how much and from what source are they paid?

(3) (a) What was tie initial funding of the Family Foundation;
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(b) who authorised the transfer of funds to establish the foundation; and
(c) what is the total of the grants which have so far been distributed by the

foundation?

(4) (a) Do the directors or board members have guidelines for the allocation
of grants from the Family Foundation;

(b) if so, what are the guidelines; and

(c) if not, why are there no guidelines?

(5) (a) Are investigations conducted into organisations applying for grants
from the Family Foundation;

(b) if so, what is the nature of the investigations;

(c) if so, who carries out the investigations; and

(d) if not, why are there no investigations carried out?

(6) (a) Are there accountability procedures which have to be carried out by
recipients of Family Foundation grants;,

(b) if so, what are the procedures; and

(c) if not, why are there no accountability provisions?

Mrs BEGGS replied;

(1) (a) The Western Australian Family Foundation was established by the
Government in August 1988 as a part of its social strategy "Putting
Families First";

(b) not applicable;

(c) no;

(d) not applicable; and

(e) the present arrangement meets current requirements.

(2) (a) The Western Australian Family Foundation does not have a board of
directors. The foundation is accountable to the comrmunity and social
development committee of Cabinet through the Premier and the
Minister for The Family; and

(b)-(d)
nor applicable.

(3) (a) Initial funding of the Family Foundation was $12 million;

(b) Cabinet; and

(c) as at 29 March 1989, $5 035 789 had been allocated.

(4) (a)-(b)
The foundation makes community grants available to fund a wide
range of projects that contribute to the wellbeing of family life. The
guidelines for the community grants are -

(i) Grants are made to community groups for specific projects
which support and strengthen family and community values;
and

(ii) community groups can apply for up to $2 000 from the
foundation.

(c) Not applicable.

(5) (a) The Western Australian Family Foundation makes inquiries about
organisations applying for grants; and

(b) ail organisations making an application to the foundation are required
to provide background information on their group. Evaluation of each
application includes an assessment of the appropriateness of the
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group and its proposal to give support tot and strengthen, family and
community values. Contact by telephone and by letter is an integral
part of this process, as is contact with Governent departments and
other agencies able to provide information on the organisation anid the
proposed activity.

(6) (a) There are accountability procedures which are carried out by
recipients of Family Foundation grants;

(b) upon receipt of a grant from the foundation, a group is requested to
complete an evaluation form and return this, together with copies of
all relevant receipts to the foundation within six weeks; and

(c) not applicable.

CHILDREN'S HOSPITAL CHILD CARE CENTRE - SUBIACO
Federal/State Community Services Departments -

Funding Arrangement

198. Mr MENSAROS to the Minister for Community Services:

(1) What is the current funding arrangement for the Chidren's Hospital Child
Care Centre in Subiaco between the Commonwealth Government and the
Department for Community Services?

(2) For how long is such arrangement envisaged to be maintained?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:

(1) There is currently no recurrent funding arrangement for the Children's
Hospital Child Care Centre between the Commonwealth Department of
Community Services and Health and the Department for Community Services.

(2) Not applicable.

TILL! GROUP - FINANCIAL AUDIT
Specialists Group

215. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for South-West

As a report in The West Australian of 9 April 1988 indicated that a spokesman
for the Minister for South-West alleged that a financial audit of the Tilli Group
had been carried out by a panel of specialists resulting in the Perth property
developer being given a clean bill of health accordingly -

(a) was a financial audit of the Tilli Group carried out by a group of
specialists as the report indicated;

(b) if not, did the Government, or any agency of Goverrnent or anyone
acting on behalf of Government, conduct such a study; and

(c) if, so, who conducted the "financ ial audit" reported?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:

(a)-(c)
The economic viability of the five submissions received for Lots 1 and 3 Blair
Street, Bunbury, was carried out by a technical assessment panel comprising -

Mr R. Hoare Building Management Authority
Mr Don Brown State Planning Commrission
Mr Vein Haley Bunbury City Council
Mr David Hunt Director, Baillieu Knight

Frank Pty Ltd
Mr Graham Jeffery Valuer General's Office

CORPORATE AFFAIRS DEPARTMENT - EMPWOYEES
Increase Commitment - Accountability Package

240. Mr COURT to the Treasurer:

(1) What increase has taken place in the staffing of the Corporate Affairs
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Department since the Government announced a commnitment to do so in an
accountability package last year.

(2) Will these numbers be maintained this year?
Mr PARKER replied:
(1) Ten new positions have been created as pant of the accountability package.
(2) Yes.

WORKERS' COMPENSATION BOARD - HEARINGS
Backlog

256. Mr MENSAROS to the Minister for Labour:
What is the present backlog for listing cases for Workers' Compensation
Board hearings?

Mr TROY replied:
Current waiting periods for the various types of hearings are as follows -
Preliminary hearings 12 days
Chambers hearings and
pretrial conferences 21 days
Trials 6.5 months

ROTUWELLS LTD - [NQUIRY
Corporate Affairs Department Officers

257. Mr MacKJNNON to the Minister representing the Attorney General:
How many officers currently employed by the Corporate Mfairs Department
are working on the Rothwells investigation?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:
Fifteen Corporate Affairs Department officers are working full time on the
Rothwells special investigation. A small and varying number of other officers
are or will be undertaking part time or temporary work on the investigation
from time to time.

"LIQUOR ACT" - "DOG ACT"
Current Orders

274. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:
(1) Are there any current orders in force under the so-called "Dog Act"?
(2) If yes, how many are in force in -

(a) the country; and
(b) the city?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) Not biown.
(2) Not applicable.

It is presumed these questions relate to the previous Liquor Act. No central
register was ever kept in relation to the issue of orders pursuant to the
provisions of the Liquor Act. Section 146 of the repealed Act touched on the
prohibition of supply of liquor to inebriates.

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE - REPORTS
Statistics

275. Mr COWAN to the Minister representing the Minister for The Family:
(1) How many reports of domestic violence were there in -

(a) 1986;
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(b) 1987;
(c) 1988; and
(d) so farmi 1989?

(2) How many of these reports resulted in formal charges or actions in the Family
Court?

(3) What is the official estimate of the percentage of acts of domestic violence
that are reported?

(4) (a) Is the official view chat the actual number of acts of domestic violence
is increasing; and

(b) if so, by how much?
Mrs B EGGS replied:
(1) Prom the point of view of law enforcement. no distinction is made between

domestic violence and personal violence offences conmitted under other
circumstances. An assault or other type of offence against the person remains
the same offence regardless of where it is commuitted. It may be possible - at
substantial manpower costs - to manually extract some of the information
sought, provided sufficient time were available. Even so, changes in the law
over recent years combined with the imprecise nature of the definition of
domestic violence mean chat the accuracy of any data extracted could not be
guaranteed.

(2) Police have no information on matters dealt with by the Family Court.
(3) Police have no information on unreported incidents and so cannot estimate the

percentage which is reported.
t4) For the reasons given in (1), (2) and (3), it is difficult to comment accurately

an this matter.
PARLIAMENT HOUSE - EMPLOYER IDENTIFICATION

Presiding Officers - New Legislarion
281. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Labour:

(1) Is it the Government's intention to introduce legislation to identify the
Presiding Officers of the two Houses as the employers of permanent staff,
rather than the departmental heads?

(2) If yes, when?
(3) Is the Minister aware of any other area in the public sector where elected

politicians have the power to hire and fire permanent staff?
Mir TROY replied:
(1) Details relating to legislation to clearly establish the employer of Parliament

House staff is currently with the Joint House Comm-ittee.
(2) When the parties concerned have come to agreement and the necessary

administrative arrangements have been completed.
(3) Yes, there are provisions under various Statutes that give a Minister such

powers.
PARLiAMENT HOUSE - EMPLOYEES

Unfair Dismissal - Right of Appeal
282. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Labour:

(1) How much longer will the staff at Parliament House have to wait before being
granted the right of appeal against unfair dismissal and/or suspension, as
provided for in the Industrial Relations Amendment Act (No 4) L987?

(2) What am the current reasons for the delay?
(3) When the right of appeal becomes operational, will it be exercisable for unfair
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dismidssal or suspension since the passage of the Industrial Relations
Amendment Act (No 4) in December 1987?

Mt TROY replied:
(1) Rights of appeal against unfair dismissal and for suspension from duty were

offered to the staff by the way of an administrative agreement in October last
year but were rejected by the staff's representatives.

(2) Negotiations between the parties are not yet final ised.
(3) No.

EMPLOYMENT AND TRAINING - GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND
AGENCIES

Skills, Training and Job Creation Schemes
296. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Employment and Training:

(1) Will the Minister list all the skills, training and job creation schemes, together
with a brief outline of their goals, that the State Government and its various
agencies run or co-sponsor?

(2) Will the Minister list those schemes that the State Government has financed or
part financed and that have ceased to operate over the last three years?

Mr TROY replied:
(1) Community Economic Development Program

New job creation through stimulation by local enterprise agencies of
local economic and employment development strategies.

Community Business
Provide assistance to groups wishing to develop commuunity
businesses.

Workspace
Provide shared workspace facilities to stimulate local enterprise and
employment development.

New Enterprise Scheme Business Development
Provision of assistance to unemployed people to take advantage of self
employment opportunities.

Small Town Self Help
Expert assistance to small towns to explore options that may increase
employment and training opportunities available within those towns.

Productivity Initiatives
Provide expert assistance and strategies to stimulate increased
productivity within the work force and selected industries.

Apprenticeships
Provide the mechanisms for developing, monitoring ahd administering
the apprenticeship system.

Industry Training Service

Develop training policies and strategies to facilitate skilling of the
State's work force.

New Apprenticeship Training and Assessment Scheme
Improve the quality of trade training and trade standards through a
skills based assessment system.

Plastic Skills Centre
Facilitate the establishnieni of' a centre to provide various training
courses for skills needed by the plastics industry.
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Traineesbip Services

Provide the mechanism for developing, monitoring and administering
the Australian traineeship system in Western Austral ia.

Training Evaluation

Improve the responsiveness of the apprenticeship and traineeship
programs to changing industry requirements.

Workskills

Improve the status of vocational trades and promote greater trade skills
competence within Western Australia.

Group Training Schemes

Increase the number of apprenticeship and traineeship training places,
particularly in regions and trades with project skill shortages.

Joblink

Link job seekers, particularly those that are disadvantaged, with
employment, education and training opportunities.

Jobmate

Provide one to one person support service to long term unemployed or
disadvantaged job seekers.

Greypower and Mentor Schemes

Program to enable aged people and retirees to contribute to the
economy through the skilling of younger people with a particular focus
on Aborigines and migrants.

Public Sector Redeployment

Promote the effective management of change as it affects public sector
employees.

Career Skills

Devise strategies and programs to assist public sector employees to
undertake career planning and further training to enhance job
satisfaction, minimise redundancy and enhance job security.

Mature Aged Workers Initiative

Program to assist mature aged workers at risk of being unemployed to
adapt to changing work and economic environents.

Regional Services

Coordinate, integrate and implement Labour market services at regional
and local levels.

Youth Employment Schemes

Provide strategies, programs and services such as Youth Guarantee and
Future Plus Hotline, which facilitate the transition of young people into
employment, training and other options.

Aboriginal Economic Development

Assist Aboriginal communities to develop economic, employment and
training plans, policies and strategies which will result in the creation
of employment opportunities for Aborigines.

Aboriginal Enterprise

Increase self employment and enterprise opportunities for Aboriginal
people.

Community Employment Program (CEP)
Provide, in conjunction with the Comm-onwealth, opportunities for
unemployed people to gain entry to paid employment.
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Ethnic Employment and Enterprise

Assist people of non English speaking backgrounds to overcome
barriers to employment and training opportunities.

Equity Strategies

Provide research and community grants to enable more effective policy
development, program delivery and targeting of special need groups.

Long Term Unemployed

Assist long ternm unemployed people in their search for education,
training and employment opportunities.

Skills for Work

Provide training and work experience for the long term unemployed
and disadvantaged job seekers.

Overseas Qualifications

Provide advocacy, referral and counselling services to migrants
seeking recognition of overseas qualifications and experience.

Women's Register

Increase the awareness of girls and women returning to the work force
in areas of viable employment and training not traditionally accessible
to them.

Technical Jobs for Women

Promote the employment of women in skilled technical occupations.

Tradeswomen on the Move

Promote non traditional trades to girls stll at school.

Westrek

Provide the Westrek Foundation with a grant to enable the provision of
opportunities for disadvantaged youth to develop skills and personal
qualities appropriate to the labour market and society.

Women's Employment and Training Strategy

Increase women's access to employment and training programs,
services and resources; create links between industry policy and
women's employment and training opportunities; address the needs of
workers with family responsibilities; address gender segmentation in
the labour market; and provide research support to enable more
effective policy and program delivery.

Women's Enterprise

Assist women seeking self employment through the provision of
enterprise training.

Forecasting

Provide industry employment demand and supply forecast.

Labour Market Data Base

Provide the information base required for analysis of current and future
labour market trends.

Labour Market Research

Provide research and policy development to address Western
Australian's employment and training requirements.

(2) (i) Skills West;

() job placement and training;
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(iii) workers' compensation rebates for first year apprentices; and
(iv) Year of the Apprentice.

It should be noted that a number of projects within particular programs have
been completed, phased out, redesigned or introduced during the period.

TRADE UNIONS - MEMBERSHIP AND NON MEMBERSHIP
Condition of Employment - Workplace Statistics

297. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Labour:
(1) How many workplaces are there in Western Australia where membership of a

trade union is a condition of employment?
(2) H-ow many workplaces are there in Western Australia where non membership

of a trade union is a condition of employment?
Mr TROY replied:
(1)-(2)

There are in the order of 85 000 separate workplaces in Western Australia. If
the member would be more specific or has a complaint about a particular
workplace I would be happy to investigate.

WATER RESOURCES - DESALINATION
Sea Water Research Projects - Western Australia

298. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Water Resources:
What research projects into desalination of sea water axe in progress in
Western Australia?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
The Water Authority is not aware of any research into desalination of sea
water currently being carried out in Western Australia. However, the
authority commissioned internationally experienced consultants Binnie and
Partners Pty Ltd to review the latest developments and costs in sea water
desalination throughout the world. This report is available if required.

ANNUAL REPORTS - CORPORATE AFFAIRS DEPARTMENT
Outstanding Returns, 1985-88

300. Mr HASSELL to the Minister representing the Attorney General:
(1) How many annual returns are outstanding for lodgmnent at the Corporate

Affairs Department for each of the years -

(a) 1985;
(b) 1986;
(c) 1987; and
(d) 1988?

(2) How many prosecutions for non lodgment have been instituted for alleged
defaults for each of the years -
(a) 1985;
(b) 1986;
(c) 1987; and
(d) 1988?

(3) How many convictions have been recorded in each case?
(4) What number of companies were responsible to lodge annual returns in

Western Australia in each of the years -

(a) 1985;
(b) 1986;
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(c)- 1987; and
(d) 1988?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:

(1) (a) 1985 22;

(b) 1986 230 (approximately);

(c) 1987 1750 (approximately); and

(d) 1988 Not known at this stage.

Statistics for prosecutions for specific calendar year defaults are not available
as the prosecution program is ongoing for all detected defaults. A permanent
program of prosecutions for annual return defaults commenced in April 1987.
This has resulted in 2 892 complaints being issued with 2 502 convictions
being recorded to dare. In addition, pursuit of continuing defaults has resulted
in 41 convictions. In total 16 925 penalty notices have been issued for annual
return defaults since December 1986 as a precursor to prosecution action.
Penalty notices are shortly to be issued for 1988 defaults.

(4) Approximate figures are as follows -

(a) 1985 50 000;
(b) 1986 52 000;

Wc 1987 55 000; and

(d) 1988 58 000.
INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT - PETROCHEMICAL PROJECT

- Products - Take or Pay Agreement
301. Mr. MENSAROS to the Minister for Resources Development:

(t) Is there a firmn rake or pay agreement regarding the products of the proposed
petrochemical project?

(2) If so, does this agreement make the price of the products subject to market
conditions or does it specify a fin-n price the receipt of which for the products
would enable the repayment and smiv ing of the promised non-recourse
finance?

(3) If no such agreement exists, can the Minister describe what sont of agreement
or heads of agreement do exist concerning the project?

Mr PARKER replied:

The agreement provides thar applicable prices are to be competitive with those
prevailing at the time sales take place. Expert advice confirms that these
prices will generate operating cash surpluses adequate to repay project finance
on the terms now being negotiated.

(3) The purchaser has agreed to rake nominated quantities of ethylene, EDC and
VCM - being almost all of the currently proposed production from the
plant - at prices determined on the basis set out in (1l)-(2) above.

EDUCATION - TECHNICAL AND FURTHER EDUCATION
Collie - Workshops Construction

313. Dr TURNBULL to the Minister assisting the Minister for Education with TAFE:
(1) At what 'stage is the development of the new workshops to be constructed at

the Collie TAPE?
(2) When will the Government make a decision on the tenders?
(3) When will work commence on the first stage?
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Mr TROY replied:

(l)-3)
1 am informed that planning and documentation have been completed, and that
tenders have been received and forwarded for consideration in the 1989-90
Budget process.

HEALTH - CLAREMONT MENTAL HOSPITAL
Sale Price

314. Dr TURNBULL to the Treasurer:

(1) What was: the price that the Government received for the sale of the old
Claremont Mental Hospital?

(2) Where was this money lodged?
(3) Has an account been kept of what this money has been spe6nt on?

(4) How much money has been spent?

(5) On which project has this money been spent?

Mr PARKER replied:
(1) Nil; the old Swanboumne Mental Hospital is to be vested in the City of

Nedlands.

(2)-(5)
Not applicable.

ROTHWELLS LTD - FERRIER, MR IAN
Premier - Insolvency Discussions

315. Mr COURT to the Premier:

(I) Did the Premier meet with or discuss with Mr Ian Ferrier matters relating to or
touching on the insolvency of Rothwells, prior to the appointment of Mr
Ferrier as the provisional liquidator of the Rothwells group of companies?

(2) If yes, on how many occasions and what was the nature of the discussions or
meetings?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(1)-(2)
Mr Ferrier called on me on Thursday, 3 November 1988, the day he and Mr
Robert Tuckey were appointed provisional liquidators of Rothwells by the
Supreme Court of Queensland. As the State Government Insurance
Commission supported the appointment of Mr Ferrier and Mr Tuckey, it was
appropriate that Mr Ferrier visit and explain the role of the provisional
liquidator.

ROTHWELLS LTD - FERRIER, MR IAN
Minister for Economic Development and Trade - Insolvency

Discussions
316. Mr COURT to the Minister for Economic Development and Trade:

(1) Did the Minister meet with or discuss with Mr Ian Ferrier matters relating to
or touching on the insolvency of Rothwells prior to the appointment of Mr
Ferrier and the provisional liquidator of the Rothwells group of companies?

(2) If yes, on how many occasions and what was the natur of the discussions or
meetings?

Mr GRILL replied:

(l)-(2)
1 met Mr Ferrier on Thursday, 3 November 1988, the day he and Mr Robert
Tuckey were appointed provisional liquidators of Rothwells by the Supreme
Court of Queensland. Mr Ferrier explained the rote and steps to be taken by
the provisional liquidators.
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318.

ROTUfWELLS LTD - MEETING, 20 OCTOBER 1988
Premier's Participation - Corporate Affairs Department, Interview

Mr COURT to the Premier:

(1) Has the Premier been interviewed by officers from the Corporate Affairs
Department and/or the National Companies and Securities Commission in
relation to the Premier's participation in the meeting at the office of Rothwells
on the night of 20 October 1988?

(2) If yes, will the Premier advise the House on the purpose of the interview?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(1) No.

(2) Not applicable.

ROTHWELLS LTD -WIESE, MR PETER
Premier -Insolvency Advice

320. Mr COURT to the Premier:

(1) Has the Premier at any time received advice from Mr Peter Wiese, a solicitor
with the Perth law firm of Robinson Cox & Co, on the insolvency of
Rothwelis on or prior to Thursday, 20 October 1988?

(2) If this advice was in writing, will the Premier table the written advice; and, if
the advice was oral, will the Premier advise the House orn the nature of the
advice?

(3) If not, why not?
(4) Will the Premier advise the House of the circumnstances in which the advice

was given?
Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(1) No.

(2)-(4)
Not applicable.

HOUSING - HOMESWEST
Myuna. North Fremantle - Future

324. Mr HASSELL to the Minister for Housing:

(1) When will the decision be made regarding the future of Myuna in North
Fremantle?

(2) Were tenders called?

(3) What is the reason for the delay in the decision on the future of Myuna?

Mrs BEGGS replied:

(1) Recommendations concerning the future of Myuna will be submitted to the
board of Homeswest commnissioners in the near future.

(2) "Expressions of Interest" were invited from the private sector from groups
interested in conducting feasibility studies. These studies were completed on
3 March 1989.

(3) There is no delay. The feasibility studies are currently being assessed.

AIDS - CONTROL
Western Australian AIDS Advisory Cornititee - Defined Policy

-329. Mr HASSELL to the Minister for Health:
Further to the Minister's answer to question 7 of 1989, what is the policy
related to Acquired Immune Deficiency Syndrome control in Western
Australia that has been defined by the Western Australian AIDS advisoty
committee?
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Mr WILSON replied:
The WA AIDS Council committee has defined policy for this State in almost
all aspects of AIDS control. In many cases the committee has done this
through the examination and endorsement of the policy documents and
guidelines of the National AIDS Task Force - the revised "Infection Control
Guidelines' published in 1988 are an example of policy adopted by the
committee through this process of endorsement. Policies on the ordering and
carrying out of HIV antibody testing are an example of issues particular to
WA that were considered and ruled on by the committee. These are subject to
ongoing review.

SUPERANNUATI1ON POLICIES - SALES
Insurance Societies and Companies - Charges and Fees Assessment

331. Mr HASSELL to the Minister for Consumer Affairs:

(1) Has any study or assessment been undertaken of the charges and fees applied
by insurance societies and companies in relation to the sale of superannuation
policies, and for operational and administrative expenses?

(2) If so, with what result?

Mrs HENDERSON replied:
(1) Not to my knowledge.

(2) Not applicable.
REAL ESTATE AND BUSINESS AGENTS ACT - EDUCATION FACILITIES

333. Mr BLAIKIE to the Minister for Consumer Affairs:

WVhat education facilities or services are -

(a) provided;

(b) funded; and

(c) under provision of

the Real Estate and Business Agents Act in each year since 1983?

Mrs HENDERSON replied:

Funds have been provided towards costs of conducting education courses by
the Real Estate Institute of Western Australia (Inc), the Technical and Further
Education Division of the Ministry for Education, and Curtin
University - formerly WAIT. An officer of the ministry also lectures in one
unit on the Act and regulations at each sales representatives course conducted
by the Technical and Further Education Divisions.

BURT COMMISSION ON ACCOUNTABILITY REPORT - PETROCHEMICAL
PROJECT

Government and Bond Interests - Secrecy Agreement, Details Denial
334. Mr HASSELL to the Treasurer:

(1) In relation to the Burt Commission on Accountability report, and the
petrochemical project, is it correct that -

(a) the Burt commission was not able to be advised of full details of
arrangements between the Government and Bond interests because of a
secrecy agreement; and

(b) not all Cabinet Ministers are entitled or able under that agreement to
kniow full details of arrangements between the Government and Bond
interests?

(2) Was the Burt commission denied access to the information because of a veto
by -

(a) the State Government;
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(b) Band interests; or

(c) bath?
(3) Did the Premier take action to secure the availability of all information on the

deal ta the Bunt commission?
(4) If so, what action did the Premier take and when?

Mr PARKER replied:

(I) (a) Yes; and

(b) yes.
(2) (a)-(c)

To the extent that information has been withheld this has only been
done to comply with a contractual obligation to maintain
confidentiality.

(3)-(4)
See (2).

REGIONAL DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITIES - PER CAPITA EXPENDITURE
337. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Regional Development:

(1) What is the per capita spending in the current financial year for each of the
regional development authorities?

(2) What projects is each of the regional development authorities currently
involved in?

(3) How many staff are employed by each of the regional development
authorities?

(4) Which positions at each of the regional development authorities are political
appointments?

(5) Are any of the regional development authorities likely to exceed their 1988-89
Budget allocations?

(6) (a) Is it the Government's intention to establish other regional
development authorities: and

(b) if yes. where and when?
Mr CORDON HILL replied:

As only the Great Southern Development Authority falls within my portfolio
jurisdiction, I would suggest that the member direct questions (1) to (5) to the
Ministers for the South-West and Mid-West, under whose jurisdiction the
relevant authorities fall.
(1) $17.32 per head.
(2) The 1987-88 annual report demonstrates the range and scope of

authority activities and initiatives.

(3) Nine.
(4) None.
(5) Yes. Approval has been given for two additional projects.
(6) (a) Yes; and

(b) in the Galdfields-Esperance region during the present term.
HOUSING - HOMESWEST

Myana, North Freman tie - Future. Meeting Proposal
338. Mr HASSELL to the Minister for Housing:

(1) What is the purpose of the proposed meeting between the residents' committee
of Myuna and the regional manager of Homeswesz at Fremantle on Tuesday,
18 April 1989?
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(2) Does the calling of this meeting indicate that Homeswest has made a decision
on the future of Myuna?

(3) In particular, is it proposed that Myuna residents be asked to leave their flats
and return to some new development at a later date?

(4) If so, what are the proposals for redevelopment -

(a) of Myuna; and

(b) of adjacent or associated land?
(5) If not, when are firm proposals to be disclosed?

(6) Why is there continuing secrecy concerning this matter?

Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) To discuss the feasibility studies which were submitted to Homeswest in

March. The meeting is part of the process of ongoing consultation with
Homeswest tenants.

(2) No.

(3) Relocation is one possible option.

(4) (a)-(b)
Future use is still under consideration.

(5) Recommendations on the future of Myuna and adjacent land will be submitted
to the board of Homeswest commissioners in the near future.

(6) There is no secrecy. Feasibility studies were received in March and tenants
will be asked for their comments on 18 April.

PLANNNG - NEW LEGISLATION
341. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Planning:

When is it likely that the planning legislation which was adopted by the State
Planning Commission on 5 March 1987 will be introduced into the
Parliament?

Mrs BEGGS replied:

The proposed new planning legislation is currently being drafted and it is
anticipated that the Bill will be introduced into Parliament during the spring
session later this year.

ROADS - ROE IGHWAY EXTENSION
Tonkin Highway-South Street - Entrance and Exit Points

342. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Transport:

What entrance and exit points are planned for the proposed extension of Roe
Highway from Tonkin Highway to South Street?

Mr PEARCE replied:

Entrance and exit points are planned for Welshpool Road, Albany Highway
deviation, Nicholson Road and Willeri Drive.

DAWESVILLE CUT - CONSTRUCTION
Land Ownership

343. Mr MacKIN4NON to the Minister for Transport:
Would the Minister detail the breakdown of the ownership of the land through
which the Dawesville Cut will be constructed?

Mr PEARCE replied:
The breakdown of the ownership of the land through which the Dawesvile
Channel will be constructed is as follows -
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Tarnnic Pry Ltd - Pt Loc 1130
Wanmanup Development Nominees - Pt Loc 752 and Pt Lot I

Sea Yee Lee and Soo Lim Tan - Pt Lot 2

Minister for Transport - Lot 21, Lot 22, Lot 23 and Lot 24 Windsor
Drive.

Material excavated from the cut will be placed on land under ownership of
P.D. and P.C. Hartnup and Waimanup Development Nominees.

RURAL ADJUSTMENT AND FINANCE CORPORATION - ADMINISTRATIVE
RESPONSIBILITY

Transfer
345. Mr MacKIN4NON to the Treasurer:

(1) Is is correct that the Rural Adjustment and Finance Corporation is no longer
administered by the Minister for Agriculture but by the Treasurer?

(2) If yes, why was this decision made?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1)-(2)
The Rural Adjustment and Finance Corporation is administered by a five
member board. Due to the financial aspects involved the ministerial
responsibility for the Rural Adjustment and Finance Corporation Act has been
allocated to the Treasurer.

BEEF - EXPORT
Fat Testing - Phase-out

347. Mr OMODEI to the Minister far Agriculture:
(1) Further to question 38 of 1989, now that the United States of America trade

restrictions have eased, will the Minister phase out fat testing of beef herds in
Western Australia?

(2) If not, why then is fat testing necessary bearing in mind that offending
organochiorines have been withdrawn from sale?

(3) If testing is to continue, will the Minister give a commitment now for a
continued pesticide assistance program after April 1990?

(4) Will changes to administration of Rural Adjustment and Finance Corporation
funds in Western Australia affect assistance to farmers applying for fuinds
under the Government's pesticide program?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

(1)-(3)
There has been no change to the export requirements for Australian beef. The
Commonwealth Governiment will maintain a herd monitoring program at
export abattoirs. The State Governiment has provided assistance with on-farm
testing on contaminated properties to help farmers to manage their herds and
to dispose of stock. As stated in my reply to question 38 of 1989, the
Government's assistance program will remain in place until 30 April 1990
when it will be reviewed.

(4) No.

TOTALISATOR AGENCY BOARD - AGENCY REQUEST
Nannup

349. Mr OMODEI to the Minister representing the Minister for Racing and Gaming:

(1) Has the Minister received a request for a Totaisator Agency Board agency in
Nannup?

(2) Is there a minimum shire population required for such an agency to be
established as either -
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(a) an agency in a club or hotel; or
(b) as a full agency of the TAB?

(3) Will consideration be given to requests for a TAB agency in Nannup?

Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) No, but the TAB has received an application which is under consideration.

(2) (a)-(b)
No.

(3) Yes, if it is recommended to the Minister by the TAB.

HEALTH - WARREN DISTRICT? HOSPITAL
Social Worker - Election Commitment

351. Mr OMODEI to the Minister for Health:
(1) Does the Minister intend to provide a social worker for the Warren District

Hospital in accordance with the Government's election commitment?

(2) If yes, when will this happen?
(3) Does the Minister intend to provide a speech pathologist for the s~me hospital

as requested?
(4) If yes, when will this occur?
Mr WILSON replied:
(1) 1 am not aware that an election commitment was made by the Government to

provide a social worker for Warren District Hospital.
(2) The hospital has requested a social workers in its normal budget submission

and this will be considered by the department along with other submissions in
line with the priorities recommended by the hospital.

(3)-(4)
See (2) above.

RURAL ADJUSTMENT AND FINANCE CORPORATION - ADMINISTRATIVE
RESPONSIBILITY

State/Federal Funding Difficulties
355. Mr OMODEI to the Minister for Agriculture:

With reference to the article in the Farmers Weekly of Wednesday, 29 March
1989 concerning the transfer of the responsibility for the Rural Adjustment
and Finance Corporation from the Minister for Agriculture to the Treasurer -

(a) Will this change of administrative responsibility cause difficulties in
respect of State/Federal funding, bearing in mnind that RAFCOR is
mainly financed federally from the Department of Primary Industry?

(b) Is the Minister concerned that this avenue for agricultural finance has
been withdrawn from the Minister's control?

(c) Will the Minister give the House an undertaking to study the fiscal
ramifications of this change of responsibility to ensure that Western
Australia's shame of such funding of rural relief is not reduced?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

(a) No; and

(b)-(c)
As under past administrative arrangements, the Treasurer and I will continue
to work closely to ensure RAFCOR remains an effective avenue of
agricultural finance for rural adjustment and that Western Australia's share of
any Commonwealth funding for rural adjustment is fair and equitable.
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TRAFFIC LIGHTS - LABOUCHERE ROAD-RICHARDSON STREET
INTERSECTION

Installation Request
356. Mr CIRAYDEN to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Has a request been received from the City of South Perth for the installation of
traffic lights at the Labouchere Road/Richardson Street intersection?

(2). If so, is it intended to install such lights?
Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) No. There is a need for a signal controlled pedestrian crossing on Labouchere
Road and the Main Roads Department is negotiating with the City of South
Penth and Perth Zoo to select the best location for the crossing.

ROADS - LABOUCH4ERE ROAD, SOUTH PERTH
Median Strip - Funding and Upgrading Request

358. Mr GRAYDEN to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Has a request been received from the City of South Perth in respect of the

funding and upgrading of the median strip in Labouchere Road, South Perth?
(2) If so, has the request been considered by the Main Roads Department and, if

so. with what result?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(I) Yes.
(2) The request is currently under consideration and is being discussed between

council and Main Roads Department officers.

MISCELLANEOUS WORKERS UNION - SEWAGE TREATMENT STOPPAGE
Details

361. Mr MENSAROS to the Minister for Water Resources:

(1) Will the Minister please give full information about the Miscellaneous
Workers Union-caused stoppage with the Water Authority's sewage treatment
including its effect on public health, public inconvenience and the normal
business of the Western Australian Water Authority?

(2) Will the Minister assure the House that he is doing everything in his power not
to allow the union to dominate the behaviour and policies of the Western
Australian Water Authority?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

(I)-(2)
The Miscellaneous Workers Union is pursuing a claim on behalf of sewerage
maintenance employees for an increase in the allowance paid for work of an
offensive nature. The Water Authority has taken steps to ensure that there is
minimal inconvenience to the public and that there is little or no risk to the
public. The claim is appropriately being dealt with under the Industrial
Relations Act 1988 and is presently the subject of conciliation/arbitration
proceedings before the Australian Industrial Relations Commission.

HEALTH - MOUNT HENRY HOSPITAL
Ward B 1

362. Mr GRAYDEN to the Minister for Health:

(1) In relation to Ward BHI at Mt Henry Hospital, is it a fact that -

(a) this ward is staffed on a general ward ratio; that is, one nurse to five
patients;

(b) many patients in the ward suffer from Alzheimer's disease and the
ward should therefore be staffed under the mental health ratio of one
nurse to four patients;
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(c) if the mental health staffing ratio were applied, patients who are
currently restrained in chairs throughout the day within the wails of the
ward could receive daily therapeutic care and also occasionally be
taken around the grounds of the hospital in wheelchairs and thus again
experience fresh air arnd sunlight; and

(d) the stench of the carpet in the south lounge is now so appalling that
visitors are nauseated and chemicals have to be applied to the carpet in
an attempt to make the odour less objectionable?

(2) (a) What action, if any, is proposed to remedy the above deficiencies; and

,(b) when will such action be implemented?

Mr WELSON replied:

(1) (a) Nurse/patient ratios are varied throughout the day and night dependent
on the level of nursing care that patients require;

(b) mental health psychogeriatric services are staffed at the ratio of 1:4.
However they do provide short term acute assessment and cover;

(c) therapy' services are provided on five days per week. Occupational
therapy is approximately 35 hours per week. Physiotherapy services
are provided for approximately 17.5 hours per week; and

(d) carpet tiles replaced the previous vinyl floor covering. This was done
for patients' comfort. Incontinent patients do spoil the carpet squares.
The carpet is shampooed on a weekly basis and spot cleaning is
carried out when each incident occurs.

(2) (a) A continuing program to replace carpet squares is current; arid

(b) the south lounge carpet is scheduled for replacement in August 1989.
LAND - CLAREMONT RAILWAY AREA

Sell or Lease Agreement

363. Mr HASSELL to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Has the Government, or any agency acting for it, agreed to sell or lease or
reached any agreement or understanding for any sale lease or licence of any
land or air space adjacent to above or near the Claremont railway station?

(2) Have discussions been held with any party or group in connection with the
sale lease or use of airspace above railway land in Claremont?

(3) If yes, to (l)or(2) -

(a) who are the parties involved;

(b) what agreement or arrangement has been made; and

(c) when was it made?
Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) No.

(2) LandCorp has engaged a consultant to undertake a study to examnine
development options. General discussions have been held with Claremont
Town Council representatives, the Claremont Businessmen's Association, the
Royal Agricultural Society and the Claremont Football1 Club. The member
has been included in these discussions. No agreement regarding future use of
this land has been reached with any party.

(3) Not applicable.

LICENSING COURT - LICENSED PREMISES
Safe - Lease Requirement

364. Mr HASSELL to the Minister representing the Minister for Racing and Gamning:
(1) Is it now the practice of the Licensing Court to require, on the sale of licensed

premises, the production of any applicable lease?
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(2) If this is a new practice, what is the purpose of it?
(3) Have the requirements of the cowrt changed in the event of an owner needing

to appoint a nominee in the case of default under a lease?
(4) If so, how?
(5) Are the rights of the owner fully protected?
Mrs BEGGS replied:

Response to these questions requires detailed answers. I will provide the
member with the information requested in writing.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

ROTHWELLS LTD - NATIONAL COMPANIES AND SECURITIS COMMSSION
Interim Report - Petrochemical Valuation

54. Mr MacKINNON to the Premier:
(I) Is the Premier aware that a section of the National Companies and Securities

Commission interim report into Rothwells states that the commission is unable
to understand how a value of $400 milion could have been put on
Petrochemical Industries Co Ltd in July 1988?

(2) Bearing in mind that the Government contributed $175 million of taxpayers'
funds to that $400 million, is this one of the reasons why the Government does
not want the report released, even in an abridged version?

Mr PETER DOW DING replied:

What should be said is what I have said previously, and that is the Leader of
the Opposition has read the report, or at least had put to him details of the
report which, as everyone knows, is in the hands of one of the local media. I
have never read a copy of the report because it has never been released to me.
As I understand it, it has been released to the Attorney General as a member of
the Ministerial Council. So that the Leader of the Opposition wil not take a
cheap political point about it, I understand that the Governments of New South
Wales, Tasmania and the Northern Territory, which are not Labor
Governments, all, opposed its release; that the Governments of Victoria and
South Australia opposed its release. The Attorney General indicated that he
would act on the advice of the special investigator appointed, as the Leader of
the Opposition knows, with the concurrence of the Ministerial Council and the
National Companies and Securities Commission, which advised against its
release.
Not only does the Government not want the document held back, but also we
are now faced with the unenviable situation that people such as members
opposite will use the leaked copy to try to embarrass the Government,
knowing full well that the Government does not have access to the report and
cannot itself release it or comment on it. The Opposition is in an ideal
political environment: It has the document; members opposite know what is
in it, they know what it contains, and they are at liberty to sit there and try to
extract stories line by line knowing that neither I in my capacity as Premier,
nor the Government in its capacity as the Government, has the document.

Mr MacKinnon: Your Attorney has the document.
Mr PETER DOWDING: But in his capacity as a member of the Ministerial Council,

not in his capacity as a member of the Cabinet. He has no rights to release it.
Mr Macinnon. He should have asked the special investigator for advice on

releasing it in part. He asked to release it in toto. Everyone knows, even I,
that you cannot release it in toto.
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Mr PETER DOWDING: The Leader of the Opposition is now misstating the
Attorney General's position. If he wants a statement from him, I suggest he
address a question to him in the normal way. Let me make it quite clear: We
are in the worst of all positions.
I do not have access to it. Even if I did, I could not comment on it and I could
not publish selective parts of it because Governments of which the Liberal
Party has control have indicated that it should not be released. Members
opposite can sit there making snide comments, knowing that this Government
has the necessary responsibility to comply with the directions of the
Ministerial Council. The Attorney General was advised by the special
investigator and he has an obligation to abide by that advice.

This is an indication of the sort of lightweight political irresponsibility of the
Leader of the Opposition who, in possession of a stolen, leaked document -
which his own comrades in the Eastern States directed should not be released -
has now set about trying to release it selectively. I suggest that the Leader of
the Opposition does what his colleagues in the Eastern States said should be
done - that is, that the document should be released as soon as those people
who advise the Ministerial Council agree it should be released.

EDUCATION - MIDDLE SWAN PRIMARY SCHOOL
Health Problems

55. 1r DONOVAN to the Minister for Education:

Can the Minister inform the House of developments in relation to health
problems at the Middle Swan Primary School?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

This is not a question which gives me a lot of pleasure to answer. As
members would be aware there has been an ongoing problem at the Middle
Swan Primary School, which today has resulted in the removal of snidents
from the school to an adjacent school from the beginning of next term.
Despite extensive environmental assessment and monitoring, it has not been
possible to identify the irritants to date, although everybody agrees that some
irritation of students and staff is occurring. There have been tests by the
Health Department, monitoring by the Environmental Protection Authority,
and inspections and examinations by the Department of Occupational Health,
Safety and Welfare. The Teachers Union has indicated that its staff will not
be available to teach at the beginning of second term and would advise other
members not to take part in any teaching at the school site. Under section 26
of the Occupational Health and Safety Act, teachers have the right to refuse to
work where they have reasonable grounds to believe that harm to their health
could result. We have looked at a number of alternative sites -

Mr Hassell: You have publicly said they do not have reasonable grounds.

Dr LAWRENCE: This is a matter of great'seriousness. Under the Act if they believe
they have reasonable grounds to act, they have the responsibility to do so; as
do I, as the Minister responsible for the care of children in this State. On this
occasion the Government is not convinced of the data; nonetheless sufficient
data exists. We have a duty of care in relation to those students and teachers
to remove them for what I hope will be a short period of time in order to
enable us to continue to monitor the site to determine whether it is possible to
improve further the environment of that school site. I hope that is possible,
and I hope that the removal of the students and staff will be short term. I am
aware of considerable differences of opinion, which I regret. Some of those
differences of opinion are within the parent community; some of them are
between parents and teachers. Nonetheless I think sufficient data exists that I
have little choice but to close the school and remove the students for a brief
period of time to another site while we attempt to investigate this very
troublesome matter further.
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STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE COMMISSION - SPEDLEY SECURITIES
LTD

Deposit - Risk
56. Mr COURT to the Treasurer:

(1) What funds does the State Government Insurance Commission have deposited
with Spedley Holdings or Spedley Securities?

(2) Are these funds now at risk as a result of a provisional liquidator being
appointed to Spedley Holdings?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) As the Deputy Leader of the Opposition indicated, two companies are
involved - Spedley Holdings and Spedley Securities - and I understand
provisional liquidators have been appointed to Spedley Holdings. I am not
certain about Spedley Securities; the preliminary indications are that Spedley
Holdings is having some insolvency problems. Spedley Securities may have
but that is less likely because of the sequence of events in the last week which
led to the current circumstances. However the answer to the question about
exposure is that the SOIC has no exposure to Spedley Holdings but does have
an exposure to Spedley Securities amounting to $30.5 million on deposit.

(2) The deposit has become due, but we do not know the extent of that exposure
with the appointnent of the provisional liquidator. As 1 have indicated, the
preliminary advice is that Spedley Securities, as a subsidiary of Spedley
Holdings, is in a very different position to Spedley Holdings. However our
financial and legal advisors are working with the SGIC to work out what the
position is, and as soon as any information is available, I will make it known
to the House.

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE - NATIONAL MONTH
Federal/State Campaign - State Support

57. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Women's Interests:

Can the Minister advise the House whether the State Governmnent supports the
joint campaign with the Federal Government to make April the domestic
violence awareness month?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

Yes, I can. I can also say that we are working cooperatively with the Federal
Government on national domestic violence month. Today I was asked to
participate in the launching both of that month and of a booklet on obtaining
restraining orders which is available for people who are in a situation in which
regrettably domestic violence might play a part. I think that the role of Dr
Judyth Watson and that of Hon Lyla Elliott, a former member of the other
place, in ensuring that the community has this important issue before it for
discussion is well known, but should be commented upon again.

In order for it to be understood, research indicates quite clearly that by far and
away the biggest number of sufferers of domestic violence are women, and
children of both sexes. In the circumstances it is a particularly important issue
in the context of my portfolio of Womnens' Interests. The State Government
takes the issue seriously. It will work cooperatively wit the Federal
Government, and I commend to all members of this House the fact that this is
the month in which we can pay some attention to this issue and use our joint
best endeavours to tackle what is a regrettable social issue.

While I am mentioning the subject of violence, I want to comment on violence
in relation to community behaviour. A few weeks ago the media reported that
some people who operate what are colloquially known as 'booze boats" had
told the police that there was a major problem on board their boats as they
were returning to dock. They called for police assistance and as a result of
that a large number of police attended as many young people, very
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affected by alcohol, staggered off these boats. The story focused on the
complaints by the ferry operators about there being too many police present. I
had a discussion with a number of police officers in the last two weeks which
indicated the level of violence outside liquor outlets has risen alarmingly. The
level of violence the police are asked to face every night of the week in
consequence of this sort of behaviour is of major concern to police officers.

I want to say to the community at large that peer pressure and pressure from
members of the community ought to be brought to bear to dissuade people
from using violence either in a domestic situation or in a public situation.
However very soon, unless those licensees who are clearly not exercising
responsibility in this area take the issue seriously, the Government will have to
examine closely their right to hold those licences.

STATE GOVERNMENT ADVISORY COMMITTEE - GREENHOUSE EFFECT
Establishment

58. Mr WATT to the Minister for Environment:

(1) Has the State Government Advisory Commidttee on the Greenhouse Effect yet
been established?

(2) If so, who is the chairman and who are the members?

(3) What funds and resources have been allocated to the conittee?

(4) What has it been able to achieve to date?

(5) If the commnittee has not yet been established, why not?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1 )-(5)
The committee has been established under the chairmanship of Professor
Main. The proposal for the remaining members of the committee was agreed
at a meeting of relevant Ministers in this House during the course of this
session a week and a half ago. That is currently going to the Cabinet in the
form of a Cabinet submission for appointments to the committee with a
proposal about the way in which the committee should operate and the
resources that should be available to it..

LOCAL GOVERNMENT - PARTY POLITICS
Government Support

59. Mr KOBELKE to the Leader of the House:

Does the Government support party politics in local government?

An Opposition member: Does the Leader of the House practice these speeches in
front of a mirror?

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr PEARCE replied:

I thought the House might be interested in these matters of political
philosophy which fall within my province as Minister for Parliamentary and
Electoral Reform.

Mr Peter Dowding: Back to the old suit, Bob.

Mr PEARCE: Yes. That is an unfortunate story. Having cut somewhat of a dash in
Parliament yesterday I have been devastated to discover that not only was I
left out of the list of sexually desirable persons - even amongst the over 65s,
though the Premier made it in an age category not much below that - but also I
was left off The Bulletin magazine's list of 10 best politicians in the country -

and the Premnier made that list as well. It is devastating when a person has
spent so much on a new suit and finds out tint the short sleeved shint can do a
person over in both these important categories. My compliments to the
Premier for his success in both areas.
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With regard to politics in local governiment, this Government has always
accepted that people who are politically inclined are likely to be involved in
politics at every level including local government. We have never been
surprised that people from various political parties have contested local
governent elections. That is in contrast to the attitude which prevails on the
other side of the House where the cry "politics in local government" is often
raised, despite the fact chat surveys have shown that of the local councillors
across the State who belong to political parties over 92 per cent come from the
conservative side of politics.

The whole matter has come to a head recently in the City of Stirling which has
been a fertile breeding ground for members of this House. A definit ion of
failure these days might be a City of Stirling cowncillor who does not get to
become a member of this House. Many members have been elected from the
City of Stirling but when they have been elected to the Parliament they have
not recontesced the election for their council seat. One may have a fairly laid
back view about politics in local government but it is not a healthy sign for
members of Parliament to be contesting local government elections. I know
that all members on this side who have been in local government previously
have let their term run out in the local council and assumed a role in this
sphere of Government. That is an important principle and one which has been
violated by a newly elected member of the upper House, Mr Reg Davies, who
will take his seat in the upper House shortly but who wil be, some days before
taking that seat, recontesting his seat on the City of Stirling.

Mr Peter Dowding: That must be embarrassing to his Liberal colleagues.

Mr PEARCE: Indeed, including his own leader. This amazes me because Mr Terry
Tyzack who was an unsuccessful Liberal candidate - hence the definition of
failure I mentioned earlier - lost the contest for a seat and is quitting local
government because he believes local government cannot be mixed with
politics. His defintition of politics is running for and losing a seat in the
Legislative Assembly; Mr Davies' view apparently is the reverse: If you run
and win that is keeping yourself out of politics. Mr Davies' motto seems to be
"I'm dropping out of politics; I am joining the Liberal Party".

The remarks of the Leader of the Opposition are unconvincing in this regard
because he is reported in the Eastern Suburbs Reporter as follows -

Liberal Parry Leader Barry MacKinnon said that while his party did
have a policy of not politicising local governments he did not see any
danger of that in this case.

Some people could see that as a devastating judgment on Mr Davies. I feel it
is up to the Leader of the Opposition to take a firm stand in this matter; if his
parry has a policy of not politicising local government he should issue a rumn
instruction to Mr Davies that it is unacceptable to him and to members of this
House chat a member of Parliament should seek to contest a vacancy in local
government.

MrStrickland: Is the House aware that the precedent was set by a former Prime
Minister, Mr Chifley? Check the facts!

The SPEAKER: Order! I draw to the attention of the member for Scarborough that
over a period of time we have become used to that sort of comment from the
member for Scarborough, At one stage the comments came from the
Government side and now they come from that side, but in neither case is it
iright.

GRAIN - HANDLING AND STORAGE
Deregulation - Federal Takeover Proposals

60. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Agriculture:

(1) Should the handling and storage of grain be deregulated by the use of the
Federal Goverrnent's external powers provisions?
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(2) Is it likely that in the event of any deregulation, and in order to provide the
level playing field that the Royal Commission of Inquiry indicated should be
made available, CBH will be required to pay all State Government taxes and
charges from which it is currently exempt?

(3) Is it likely that it would be required to pay local government rates and charges
from which the company is also exempt?

(4) Has anybody in the Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet calculated the added
cost of handling and storage that such obligations would produce?

(5) If not, will the Minister undertake to do so?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

(04-5)
I am not in a position to indicate whether those costs will be imposed because
we do not have a clear picture of the framework of the legislative package. I
undertake to examine the extent of the calculations so far. Other than
undertaking that exercise, I am not in a position to say there is a likelihood of
any impact on the system.

The question highlights the need for close examination and an understanding
of the proposal which will be put before Federal Parliament. It represents to a
large extent the anxieties and difficulties of the people concerned about any
form of regulation of the industry. At this stage, some people are advocating
changes which are likely to bring benefits to growers in the industry, but to
define the areas of benefit is difficult.

Mr Blaikie: We only want to know what is going on with Government.

Mr BRIDGE: I know that. On the other hand, the people who support the
maintenance of the present system say that the areas of protection and benefit
are evidenced in the current system. For that reason they are of the view that
no changes should take place. That demonstrates the importance the
Govenrment places on continuing to talk to the industry about their concerns
and the views they wish to express to us. Secondly, this highlights the
foolishness of people becoming very commuitted to a course of action at this
stage.. The Liberal Party should think very carefully about the vigour and
enthusiasm it displays in Western Australia in supporting deregulation which
is being considered currently in Federal Parliament. No-one knows at this
stage about the impact which is likely to be felt by the industry and the
growers. The Government is saying to the growers and the industry that it is
keen to examine the legislation to indicate the areas which the industry must
address. Maybe the questions raised by the Leader of the National Party are
consistent with the measures contemplated. If they are, we will be keen to
consider what we can do to ensure that the impost is not allowed to flow on to
growers and the industry. The Government's position is to ensure that the
grower, the industry and the community are catered for in order that we can
respond to this package.

FEDERAL MOI-BUDGET' - BENEFITS

61. Mr P.1. SMITH to the Premier:

Would the Premier inform the House of any benefits to the working men and
women of Western Australia and the impact on State finances as a result of the
Federal Treasurer's economic statement?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

As always, there is good news and bad news. The good news is that the single
person on average weekly earnings will be $15 a week better off and a married
couple, with three children and with the same income, will be $30 a week
better off as a result of the Federal Treasurer's economic statement.

Family allowances will be substantially increased to keep pace with inflation.
The economic statement provides support for those people at the lower end of
the income scale which is the hallmark of Labor Governments. It is an
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example of Labor Government's caring about those people in the community
who most need it. Not every person fronts up to Parliament in a BMW or a
Bentley. Some people in the community do need support and assistance.
Currently in Western Australia there are more people in employment than
there has ever been and it is because of Labor Government initiatives.

Several members interjected.

Mr PETER DOWDING: People in the Collie electorate have jobs and a future which
they never had under a conservative coalition Government. It is correct to say
that we have a Federal Government and a State Government both of which
care about the people. I remnind the House that that is the basis on which the
Government ensured that the family pledge would be put in place. The Labor
Party's election commnitment was that it would not increase charges above the
rate of inflation.

Mr Cowan: Tell us about Rothwells and the Western Collieries deal and what good it
did.

Mr PETER DOWDING: The Leader of the National Party knows perfectly well that
if the Liberal Party had been allowed to pursue its 1982 policies it would have
ensured that Collie hardly existed. It was determined that the power station -

Several members interjected.

Dr Tumnbull: That is not true.
Mlr PETER DOWDING: I can tell the member what was true. The Liberal Party was

going to move the power station from Collie to Bunbury. It would have been
the beginning of the end. Collie would have been phased out as it has been
phased out before. Before I am distracted into the political world of Collie -

Several members interjected.

Mr PETER DOWDING: The Leader of the National Party should not come to the
defence of the member for Collie; she is doing a good job.

Mr Cowan: She is doing a good job.
Mr PETER DOWDING: Do not be so defensive.

The bad news is that the Federal Government is proposing to fund the ta cuts
out of the $360 million cuts to spending at a Commonwealth level and more
alarmingly by the same amount of spending at a State level. The real problem
we now face is that Western Australia will be penalised in the cutting up of the
cake for being too efficient.

Mr Macinnon: There has been a 70 per cent increase in taxation. That is why you
are being penalised. You have been ripping people off.

Several members interjected.

Mr PETER DOWDING: I would have thought that the Leader of the Opposition,
having spent between $2 million and $4 million on trying to persuade the
people of Western Australia that that was true and having been rejected at the
polls, would by now recognise that people do not believe it. It is not true. In
any event, I hope that once again we can ask for some bipartisan support in
our efforts to persuade the Federal Government that to remove the pro-rata
portion of funds from the State of Western Australia is not fair, appropriate or
in the interests of the State. I hope that instead of sitting in this House
gloating about the fact that this Government is now faced with potential cuts

- of that magnitude the Liberal Party will join the Governiment to ensure that
those cuts do not eventuate.

PARLIAMENT HOUSE PRECINCTS COMIHTEE - ABOLITION
State Planning Authorities - Parliament Recognition

62. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Planning:
(1) Is it a fact that for more than 25 years the Government and the principal

planning authorities of the State, namely the Metropolitan Region Planning
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Authority and now the State Planning Commission, have recognised the
significance of the institution of Parliament and consequently of Parliament
House?

(2) [las there been a Standing Committee of those planning authorities known as
the Parliament House Precincts Committee whose task it was to overview and
mate recommendations on development applications within, a designated
precinct surrounding Parliament Hill?

(3) Does the present Government still accept the longstanding objectives of past
Governments to -

(a) recognise the significance of Parliament; and

(b) reinforce the unique role Parliament H-ill plays in the structure of this
city?

(4) If yes to (3), why has the Government, through the State Planning
Commuission, abolished the Parliament House Precincts Committee and sacked
the chairman and the nominated members of Parliament on the commnittee?

The SPEAKER: I am not convinced that that question is properly addressed to the Minister.
I ask the member for Applecross to pass the copy of the question to me in order that I
can read it. I will give him the next call.

Mr LEWIS: Mr Speaker, I have checked it with the Clerk.

The SPEAKER: Order! It is my understanding that that comment is not strictly correct.

WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - KEY WATER RESOURCES
Agricultural Areas - Closure Intention

63. Mrs WATKINS to the Minister for Water Resources:

Is it correct that the Water Authority wants to close its key damns, tanks and
bores in agricultural areas and which are used in times of water deficiencies
for stock supplies?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

It is not the intention of the authority to close its key dams, tanks or bores.
The Goverrnent has in place a policy to maintain its major dams which are
situated in strategically identified areas of the agricultural region. To that end
the Water Authority is about to deliver to me a draft policy which will outline
how it considers this strategy can be made to work. The strategy will be
examined by the Water Resources Council and it will be discussed with
farmer groups around the State. The final decision will be made by me.

Several members interjected.

Mr House: Therefore you will look at those which you have already decided to close.

Mr BRIDGE: In respect to those damns in the tNyabing-Lake Grace area of which the
member for Stirling is aware, a decision was made to maintain them.

Mr House: You closed a lot of them.

Mr BRIDGE: Yes, and the member may remember that at the time a proposal was
put forward to close other dams, but they have been restored by way of
negotiations.

Mr House: So you are looking at those also.

Mr BRIDGE: No. The strategy takes into account that there were 300 odd dams,
wells and bores in this State. The Water Authority is of the view that as a
result of the development of farm water supplies and other measures which
have been put in place by the Government and farming groups, the time is
right to examine whether all dams and facilities should be maintained. It is its
view that they should not be maintained. The authority has said that many
dams are no longer required. I have told many farmning groups that the
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Government is not of the opinion that all the dams should be closed. The
Government will ascertain which dams should be maintained to assist fanning
areas in times of drought. In areas where it can be demonstrated that a
particular darn is important steps will be taken to ensure they are maintained.
Once the policy is released it will be necessary for the Government to speak to
farmers and interested groups. For example, only yesterday I was at
Esperance and I met with several farmers and we discussed darns in the
Salmon Gums area which they believed should be maintained. I gave an
undertaking that those darns would be maintained. The Government does not
intend closing all dams, but it will consider an ongoing maintenance program.

The SPEAKER: I apologise to the member for Applecross because the time allowed
for questions has now expired. My concern was justified and part (4) of his
question should be rephrased in order that it is acceptable. I will give the
member for Applecross first call at the next question time.


