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THE DEPUTY SPEAKER (Dr Alexander) rook the Chair at 2.00 pm, and read prayers.

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT - BY THE PREMIER

Economy
DR LAWRENCE (Glendalough - Premier) [2.04 pm] - by leave: Western Australia leads
the nation in its contribution to economnic wellbeing. Continuing this contribution is essential
to provide security for families today and in the future. The State's economy plays a key role
in ensuring that the lifestyle we all enjoy can be paid for, mainly in terms of our international
trade and export earnings. Western Australia's economy differs significantly from most
other States because of its heavy reliance on the performance of the agricultural and mining
sectors. The returns in chose sectors are governed by factors mainly outside the influence of
the State Government. It is essential, therefore, that Western Australia keeps pressure on the
national Government so that Federal economic policy is not directed solely to bolstering the
interests of the two key manufacturing States. One of the main roles of the State
Government is to continue to represent the State's interests in the national economic debate.

The latest information on Australia's economic performance presented to the Economic
Planning Advisory Council meeting which I attended last week indicates that conditions will
remain tough for some time. Both the Prime Minister and the Treasurer clearly spelt out the
need to maintain restraint on the national economy. I am glad to say that, despite the
difficult economic climate, Western Australia is performing better than other States. Our
State is a leading economy in terms of growth, During the past five years it has grown not
only much faster than the national economy, but also faster than many of the world's largest
and strongest economnies, including those of Japan, West Germany, Britain and the United
States. The growth in real private capital investment during this period has averaged more
than 12 per cent annually, compared with the national average of about eight per cent. In
fact, according to the latest statistics, Western Australia's private new capital expenditure
grew 45 per cent compared with the previous 12 months, and this growth rate is double the
national average.

Employment has expanded by an annual average rate of about five per cent, compared with a
national average of 3.5 per cent during the past five years. However, it is worrying that job
creation has slowed and the State's unemployment rate is unacceptably high. But there are
encouraging signs since the State's trading performance is still healthy and the level of
industrial disputation is at an historic low.

The recent performance of the minerals and energy industries has been outstanding. In 1989-
90 the value of production increased by more than 30 per cent and the outlook is for further
growth, particularly in iron ore and mineral sands. The North West Shelf project is already
making substantial contributions to the national balance of payments, and there will be
further economic benefits through the Government's success in convincing the proponents of
the next stage of this vast project that some construction contracts should be placed in
Western Australia. The agricultural sector has continued to contribute significantly to the
State's economic wellbeing. The value of agricultural production last year increased by
about 30 per cent. Although wool prices have now declined, the outlook for other export
earniers such as the major grains, fisheries, meat and wine, remains bright.

Notwithstanding the strong performance of our State's economy, as a nation we still need to
increase our export production and curb inflation so as to reduce the current account deficit
and the growth of foreign debt. The State Government sees its role as providing the
framework in which the goals of continuing employment growth, security of family
development, and the future progress of the State are ensured. In acknowledging this, we
must note that the Western Australian economy is particularly subject to intemational
conditions. Our very high level of trading activity means that we must continually improve
just to remain internationally competitive. This means also that the State's economy is
especially affected by Australia's high interest rates and its tariff structure. The Government
does not take upon itself the creation of wealth in the State; chat is the job of the private



sector. But it must be involved in boosting the economy through the provision of
infrastructure, the stimulation of capital works, the simplification of regulations, the
improvement in public sector efficiency, and the reduction, wherever practicable, of taxation
where it acts regressively on development.
Today I want to concentrate on those mailers the Government is directly capable of
influencing in the short term. They should be seen as the initial stages in the development of
a coherent series of strategies which will deliver economic progress and, through it,
prosperity for the State and its people. My statement announces initiatives which will result
in up to 20 000 jobs being created, more than 1 300 additional dwellings being provided, a
$100 million boost to capital works and a determined attempt to reduce taxes and charges to
business as well as new public sector efficiencies. These strategies involve the public sector,
State trading enterprises and private industry.
It is traditional for Governments to be sought out by industry to provide a wide range of
services and support including infrastnucture. This will not change. The principles guiding
the Governiment in this area have been well set out in the White Paper, 'Investing for the
Future', which stresses the prime need for accountability in the financial commitment by the
State. That White Paper addressed major areas of Government assistance to industry from
infrastructure to guarantees and cash grants. As well as these forms of support, it is crucial
that the public sector itself operate efficiently and effectively. It is timely that in the present
economic circumstances the Government review the effectiveness of its activities and all
types of support it provides on the growth of the economy.
I now turn to the specifics: The Government is well aware of industry concerns that the
provision of infrastructure is more costly than it should be because of the performance of
some public sector trading corporations. In recent years the Government has moved to make
the key trading corporations, such as the State Energy Commission of Western Australia and
the Water Authority, more capable of delivering the services industry demands. Electricity
tariffs are being reviewed with the aim of extending time of use tariffs to provide smaller
users with the same benefits as large customers currently enjoy. We want to introduce the
benefits of concessional tariffs such as night tariffs, which have been used successfully in
other States to reduce peak loads and therefore ease pressure on the high cost of providing
generation equipment. Industries switching to the new tariffs can expect savings in energy
costs of up to 10 per cent. SECWA will be required to provide a market for surplus electrical
energy generated by private operators. This will have benefits for SECWA's operations and
will provide a realistic incentive for private business to consider alternatives to SECWA
generated power.
Members will be aware that the Harman commnittee's report into power options will be
delivered to the Government soon. As well, four private consortia are currently preparing
firm bids for a private coal-fired power station in the State. The Government needs all this
information before it comes to a decision on generation options. The Government believes
areas of the State not serviced by the natural gas transmission system should not be deprived
of the advantages of natural gas and will review the possibility of developing a liquified
natural gas delivery system for regional industry. The Water Authority has been improving
its efficiency and I announce that no longer is it necessary for Consolidated Revenue to
subsidise its operations. This will represent a saving of $20 million in a full year and will
still allow us to deliver real cuts in water charges as promised in the Family Pledge.
On the critical mailer of ports, it is widely appreciated that major gains in the efficiency of
their operation must accompany any real improvement in our trading performance. The
Federal Government is initiating a significant restructuring of waterfront practices
throughout the nation. I commend these efforts. It remains the responsibility of the States to
ensure the management practices of these ports are not left wanting and that the benefits of
structural changes are fully realised. In Westemn Australia we have been ahead of the
national trend by having our ports' management decentralised. Even so, it is vital to ensure
that we are gaining the best value for investments in these high capital cost facilities and that
Western Australians are not being disadvantaged by port inefficiencies which may go
unnoticed because of the monopoly situation. We will require urgent improvements to boost
the efficiency of WA ports and their internal rate of return to the taxpayer. As well, we are
determined that the ports do not exploit their monopoly position at the expense of Australian
trade, and will require that port charges be internationally competitive.
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Public services are a major element of the State's economy. It is therefore essential that they
be allocated and managed efficiently. With Western Australia's population expanding at the
rate of three per cent a year there is a relentless pressure for services to expand to meet
legitimate and growing needs. It is a continuing challenge to Government to find these
added resources, especially in times of economic downturn. Every effort must be made to
make efficiency improvements so that the scarce public sector resources can meet new
demands as far as possible.
It is essential that new priorities emerging fromn Govemnments he adopted not by continuing
to expand the public sector but by carefully examining old functions to determine whether
they should continue to exist. Members will no doubt agree that it is essential to regularly
review the functions and activities of Government departments and authorities. Where
reviews of these activities have occurred in the past they have been more concerned with
satisfying imnmediate budgetary concern. The Government will now require each
Consolidated Revenue Fund department, and each authority set up by this Parliamient, to
conduct a comprehensive, formal review of its operations each five years. The review
reports will be presented to the Expenditure Review Committee of Cabinet. The purpose of
this move is to consolidate the transfer of day-to-clay management of administrative activities
from the Public Service Commission to the managers of the responsible agencies.

The broad direction of public sector management will be set by the Governtment and the
Parliament fthough the Public Service Commission which will continue to be responsible
under its legislation for the efficiency of the Public Service. There are currently 52 State
Government ministries, departments and sub-departnients and 143 statutory authorities, and a
further 680 boards and committees, the smallest containing one employee and the largest.
education and health, each employing more than 20 000 people. The continuation of somne
small Goverrnent agencies is essential to maintain the integrity of the functions they
perform. An example is the Auditor General's office. Yet it is essential in spending the
taxpayer's dollar to ensure the unnecessary duplication and indeed competition between
Government agencies is eliminated and that the administrative support senvices to
departments and agencies are not needlessly duplicated in a raft of similar agencies. A
review of small agencies will be mnade to ensure that the Government's goal of ohtaining the
best possible return on the tapayers' dollar is achieved. A report will be provided to the
Expenditure Review Comm-ittee before this year's Budget.'
This is to me further evidence of administrative duplication working against effective policy
making and efficient operations. An examination of these agencies will be the second stage
of the Expenditure Review Committee's activities, with a report expected by the end of the
year. Or equal concern is the duplication of effort between Commonwealth and State
Government agencies. Substantial overlap occurs in many areas of expenditure. Areas of
particular concern to me include education and occupational health. I will propose at the
forthcoming Premiers' Conference the establishment of a Commonwe alt h-State task force to
examine how greater coordination can occur. I am confident of the establishment of the task
force and will seek a report from it by the end of this calendar year so that I can report
progress to the Parliament prior to next year's Budget session.

The Government acknowledges that the vast resources available to it significantly influence
the economic development of the State as a whole and believes that Government programs
need to be adjusted at times to influence the wider economy. For these reasons, this
statement signals the Government's decision to reallocate funding to the public housing
sector to generate additional employment in the community overall. I have decided on a
number of initiatives which will give further impetus to the Goverrnent's desire to cater for
these demands without increasing the burden of the cost of the public sector on the wider
community. We have announced already severe curbs on non essential departmental and
State authority spending.
Today I announce that the Department of Computing and Informnation Technology will be
abolished and its essential function transferred to the Department of Services. Members will
recall that DOCIT was established at a time when computer technology and computer
awareness was far less sophisticated than it is today. The department has played a role in
increasing the level of awareness and knowledge across the spectrum of the public sector. It
is now appropriate for individual departments and authorities to be accountable and
responsible for this area of their activities. This decision will free some $ 10 million annually
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on a conservative estimate. There also will be a substantial cut in the functions and activities
aof the Public Service Commission and the Office of Public Sector Management. This will
result in the halving of the resources allocated in these areas generating savings of about
$5 mnillion in a full year. Again, we believe decentralisation of management in the public
sector which has been pursued in recent years means there is no longer a need for these two
organisations to be actively involved in operational matters.

I have said the Goverrnent is concerned to get maximum effect from its various programs.
In this respect the move to program budgeting and program management in Consolidated
Revenue departments will provide us with the necessary information base to more readily
identify the full cost of policies across agencies and to assess whether value for money is
being obtained. I do not need to wait for such a full analysis to know that some programs are
under performing. One example is the industry renewal guarantee scheme program launched
in 1988. As of today that program is abolished. The $100 million guarantee allocated to
underwrite this program will be transferred to give a much needed boost to housing.

The Government's objective is to assist the housing industry by providing $750 million over
four years under the Keystart program, for which $200 million has been provided so far. We
now propose to renew this scheme for a further $200 million and will add an additional $100
million immediately to assist low income earners. This means that $300 million will be
underwritten in the next 12 months. This $100 million guarantee converts to about 1 300
new loans. Analyses conducted by Homeswest indicate that a $100 million injection into
housing creates a total of some 10 000 jobs.

It must be acknowledged that the capacity of the Government to fund major capital works
programs is limited in times of a subdued economy. Nevertheless, it is our contention that
capital works activity has favourable impacts throughout the economy and is one of the most
effective ways in which the Government can provide job security and continuity in the
private sector.

To reflect its determination to sustain economic growth and thereby provide jobs the
Government has decided to stimulate the building and construction industry through the
special injection of an additional $100 million for a three year program which will be
outlined later this week. This will create a further 10 000 job opportunities over three years
in an industry which is currently reporting hard times and which has significant benefits to
other pants of the private sector. The funds for the program will be provided through a
relocation of the loans program and annual savings from the improved public sector
efficiencies which I have just outlined, including $20 million from the Water Authority.
more than $10 million from DOCIl', and $5 million from the Public Service Commission
and Office of Public Sector Management.

I have also initiated an assessment by Transperth of a fast commuter rail link between Perth
and south of Rockingham so as to provide Perth with a coherent turban commuter electrified
rail system. Such a rail link will allow for the fuirther opening up of major new urban land
estates totalling 60 000 lots during the next decade.
Business inevitably believes the Government is pursuing a course of over-regulation.
Successive Labor Administrations have attempted with some success to identify redundant
and unnecessary regulations. Members will recall the Government rescinded the requirement
on business which involved the registration of machinery. This change cost the Government
some $3.5 million a year in revenue forgone, but is estimated to have benefited industry by
more than $15 million. Such savings which directly affect the day to day operations of
business will be encouraged where there is no obvious reason for such regulations to
continue.

The mechanism for identifying the adverse effects of these regulations on the business
community will be developed as one of the initial activities on the high level, joint
Government, business and community panel. This group, to be known as the State
Economic Strategies Council, will be broadly representative of Western Australian business
and industry. It will have representation also from trade union, environmental and other
relevant community interests. It will supersede the Environment and Economic
Development Council as a more representative group, which better acknowledges the
interrelationships between economic, environmental and social objectives. This council,
which I will chair, will have a key role in ensuring economic policies are properly targeted
and will produce the economic growth which is so important to the State.
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Latest State Treasury statistics show a dramatic decline in industrial disputes, which have
fallen more than 80 per cent in the last three months to December compared with the
previous year. While this is reassuring, we must recognise that industrial relations is far more
than industrial disputation and is increasingly the starting point for fresh labour productivity
initiatives. These measures are now seen as vital for the future of the Australian economy.
Starting with the second tier national wage decision of 1987, both management and unions
have given strong commuitment to a more cooperative approach to labour relations aimed at
introducing more flexible working arrangements at the enterprise level. This has significant
long term productivity benefits and it is a process which must continue. Better productivity
underwrites a higher standard of living through increased profits and wages in the long term.

It is now becoming widely recognised that understanding and awareness by first Line
management of the real issues arising from award restructuring and multi-skilling are
essential prerequisites for real productivity improvement. The Government is responding to
this need through a major expansion of first line management training facilities within the
Technical and Further Education system and in cooperation with other industrial training
institutions. To give impetus to this requirement the Government is providing an initial seed
grant of $ 100 000 for training courses for first Line managers in the public sector. We will
consult with private sector representatives about ways in which the Government can assist
the private sector to improve its first line management skills.

Productivity gains are a key objective of the building and construction industry. The
Government will seek agreement with management and unions in the private sector to
establish a building and construction industry council, to be chaired by an acknowledged
industry expert. The council will address strategic issues affecting the future of the industry,
including industrial relations.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Before I give the call to the Leader of the House, I must
say that under Standing Orders the maximum time available for a statement in this context is
20 minutes. However, if there is no objection from any other member, I am prepared to
allow the statement to continue until it concludes. There is no way that we can move in the
ordinary way for an extension of time, but if there is no objection from the other side of the
House, the statement can continue.

Leave granted.

Dr LAWRENCE: I thank members.
The two largest areas of taxation over which the State Government has influence are stamp
duties and payroll tax. Members will be well aware of the important contribution these taxes
make to the State Budget. It is particularly abhorrent to a Labor Government to continue
with a tax on employment, and the Govemnment fully recogrises that payroll tax has a
harmful impact on small businesses, especially those concemns which are just establishing
and have yet to become profitable.
It is clearly not possible to simply abolish payroll tax, but we have developed a proposal
which will be put to the Federal Government at next month's Premiers' Conference, and is
aimed at providiing significant relief for struggling businesses. This proposal envisages that
payroll tax be reduced or abolished for companies which are not currently operating at a
surplus. This would selectively relieve those struggling and emerging companies, and would
particularly advantage small business and those concerns experiencing financial stress. The
implementation of this proposal would require the cooperation of the Federal Government
and the Australian Taxation Office. I will be speaking to the Prime Minlister on this matter.

Mr Deputy Speaker, in making this statement today I want to demonstrate that this
Goverment remains commuitted to maintaining the State's leading role in the nation's
economic growth, and that it is timely for well-targeted initiatives to encourage further
economic activity for the creation and preservation of jobs. The Government has the
leadership role in this area, and the community has the right to expect that we will not stand
aside from actions to protect our standard of living from the effects of the current subdued
economic climate.

The Government remains committed to the view that Westemn Australia has an outstanding
economic future. The initiatives I have outlined today addressing infrastructure, regulations,
capital works, taxation and public sector efficiency are only the first measures in a program
dedicated to underpinning the job security and standard of living of all Western Australians.
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To achieve this goal. which lain sure is supported by all Western Australians. requires hard
work across the whole community. There has to be a common will that the State's economic
future is worth fighting for. A responsible Government, while learning from the lessons of
the past, does not have the luxury of ignoring the problems of the present and its
responsibilities of the future. It must take action where it sees a beniefit for the community as
a whole and for present and future generations. To ignore this need is to betray the trust
placed in us by the electorate and 1o condemn the Suite to economic uncertainty and
mediocrity. We all have a job to do. I ask the House to take note of the statement.
Government members: Hear, hear!
jApplause. I
MR MacKINNON (Jandakot - Leader of the Opposition) [2.28 pml: We have heard from
the Premier a very cynical exercise in pre by-election politicking; cynical because at the
conclusion of the Premier's speech we heard these words -

The initiatives I have outlined today addressing infrastructure, regulations, capital
works, taxation and public sector efficiency are only the first measures in a program
dedicated to underpinning the job security and standard of living of aDl Western
Australians.

I recall that on IS April at the Press Club the Premier said, in the most important speech of
her life, that the Government was taking the first step in underpinning Western Australia's
vitally important economic future.

A couple of things have happened since 18 April. First a by-election has been announced.
Second, the Government's polling shows that it is in deep trouble in the areas of seniors and
law and order, and that the electorate does not believe that the Premier is in touch with the
business community. Since that tune we have had none other duan Peter Dowding. Senator
John Button, and -

Mr Kierath: Walsh!
M~r MacKINNON: How could I forget the name Walsh! Every one of them indicates quite
clearly char we are in for a very difficult time as a result of the railed policies of the current
State and Federal Governments.
What else has happened since that speech? We have seen Western Australia lead Australia
in the inflation stakes: we are well ahead of the rest. The Premier says that this statement
must be taken seriously. What a load of rubhish! It Is a cheap political exercise which will
be seen by the electorate for what it is. The speech contains two and a half pages of
gobbledegook. We have infrastructure, public sector efficiency and many other headings.
On the third page of the speech, the Premier says. 1I now turn to the specifics.What do we
find over the next three pages'? The specifics consist of five reviews in three pages. As my
colleague, the member for NMarmion, said, they used to say that John Tonikin was leading a
mirror Government. These dlays we have a television Government:. we are looking into it.
What we want are not general isations or reviews - this Government is a past master at setting
up reviews and committees of inquiry - we want specifics and commitments to action.
Mr Kierath: Leadership.

Mr MacK.INNON: Exactly.
The statement lacks credibility. There is not one area where the Premier espouses or
underlines the costings. There is no backup-, no detail. Let me remind members, particularly
members opposite, of the report in The West Australian written by Steven Loxley on 9 May -
a few days ago. We see there that the State deficit jumped $150 million. The Premier comes
in here today with a great list of promises and commitments just ahead of the by-elections - a
coincidence indeed - but not one explanation of what the Budget outcome will be this year.
Should there not have been such a statement?
Mr Taylor: It is balanced.

Mr MacKINNON: What is the outcome to be'?

Dr Lawrence: A balanced Budget.
Mir MacKJNNON: We are taking that commnent at face value. If that is the Premier's answer
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by interjection, why have we not had a detailed statement of the likely outcome this year so
that we can make a judgment about whether what she says is true? We have no explanation
of the outcome. When the Budget papers are brought down, members will find out why.

Mr Clarko: The Premier previously complained that Parliament wasted time with irrelevant
speeches; she has caught the disease herself.

Mr MacKENNON:. The third area which needs comment is the question of capital works.
The Government's performance in this area has been a disgrace. It has made claims that
there will be savings here, savings there, and that money will be injected into the Budget as a
consequence. I remind members of the performance of this Government over the past three
years. A definitive statement on the Budget outcome today by the Government would have
given it a bit of credibility; it has none now. What happened to public works in 1986-87,
1987-88 and 1988-89? The Government budgeted to spend X dollars. For instance in 1988-
89 it budgeted for $464 million on capital works but spent only $304 million. Let me predict
that this year will see exactly the same outcome, with the commitment for spending niot being
marched by the outcome. As a consequence the Premier will say to the Parliament, "Here is
my commitment; we have a huge increase in capital works expenditure.' In each of the Fast
three years that has been the promise, but this graph which I shall seek to have incorporated
in Hlansard at the conclusion of my speech shows a significant decline in expenditure each
year.

While the Premier stands in this Parliament and makes a bold attempt to give an impression
of an economic statement for the future, what happens in Mandurah? The children are sitting
there in a sea of transportable classrooms. What is happening to the Manjimup hospital?
H-as that been fixed? I bet the roof still leaks as it did when I was there. What is happening
to the library resource centre in Kununurra? I bet London to a brick that nothing is
happening. What is happening about the wards being closed in hospitals across the State?
Nothing. Poppycock!

My final point concerns the condemnation of the two areas where the Premier has failed
dismally yet again. In her statement to the Press Club the Premier totally ignored the
question of industrial relations and the situation facing people in regional centres around
Western Australia. The people in the country areas were ignored by the Premier. Yet again
in this statement she ignores the people in the country regions and the resource sectors of this
State. What did the Premier say about industrial relations? Let me remind members:
Industrial relations is the fundamental and most important issue in Australia today. Without
attention being given to that area there can be no hope for the future of Australia or Western
Australia. In the Premier's trumpeted claim in this statement, she said -

Notwithstanding the strong performance of our State economy, as a nation we still
need to increase our export production and curb inflation so as to reduce the current
account deficit and the growth of foreign debt.

What is the Premier's answer to that? What is the Premier's answer on industrial relations?
Appoint a commnittee! That is sure to solve the problem! To give real impetus to this
requirement, the Government will provide an initial grant of $100 000 for training courses.
The main problem facing us today is industrial relations, and the Premier says that a
committee and $100 000 will fix it. She ignored the problem in her Press Club speech.

Mr Kierath: She cannot afford to do anything because they are Government stooges anyway.

Mr MacKRINNON: I think the member is right. She is beholden to the left of the Labor party
which put her in the seat she sirs in now.
The second area the Premier ignored was the question of the regions of Western Australia.
Where is the wealth of this State produced? It is produced in the mines and on the farms of
Western Australia, and those are predominantly in the regions. The Premier gave not one
commitnent. The Government will review the question of gas going into the regional
industrial centres; it will appoint a committee to look at that question, and into the parts of
Western, Australia to ensure that they are rn efficiendly. I thought that was the
Government's job. What is it doing to support industry, and to support the farmers who are
having a tough time, particularly the sheep farmers of Western Australia? Absolutely
nothing.

Mr Clarko: They have christened the Premier Dr Feelgood; it should be Dr Dolittle.
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Mr MacKINNON: The member for Mannion's interjection was completely appropriate, If
any more underlining is needed, it underlines the fact that the Premier ignores country
people. When I spoke to the Leader of the National Parry just before 2.00 pm today he did
not even have a copy of this major statement. To ignore the Leader of the National Party in
such a way deserves the greatest condemnation. It shows what the Premier thinks of country
people. She does not even know that they exist.

The Prem-ier is not interested in the economy or the issues of the moment, but only in
grandstanding prior to the by-elections. What we and the people of Western Australia want
are positive commuitments to action. We want decisions, not a statement in this place that the
Premier is awaiting a report from Dr Harman about energy. The Labor Parry has been in
Goverrnent for nearly eight years and is supposed to have some answers, We will be
releasing a statement in the near future which shows clearly the way ahead for energy policy
in this State. That is what the people want - they want a plan and a commitment to the
future. The Opposition did not have to appoint a committee to do that. We did not have a
review, yet we have a statement and a commitment to the future.

As for industrial relations, we do not want committees, or to spend $100 000 to look at
middle management training. That will not solve the industrial relations problems of
Australia. We want a commitment to action to suppont the companies in this State which
will have to fight on the waterfront to get waterfront reform. We want a commitment to
action in the building industry, where daily down St George's Terrace one sees rorts of the
most disgraceful kind perpetrated in this State. We want a commitment from the Minister for
Productivity and Labour Relations that he will support the troubleshooters group in this
State, not a wishy-washy answer like the one he gave last week that he would look into it.
This is television Government. We want some answers and some commitments to the future.

The statements made by the Premier on taxation were generalisations. I will touch on a
couple of those; for instance, the statement about water rates. Let us expose, for all to see,
the truth and hypocrisy of the Premier's statements about water rates. The Premier said in
her statement -

The Water Autority has been improving its efficiency and I announce that no longer
is it necessary for Consolidated Revenue to subsidise its operations. This will
represent a saving of $20 million in a full year and will still allow us to deliver real
cuts in water charges as promised in the Family Pledge.

The facts are these: A couple of years ago the Water Authority of Western Australia became
not just the metropolitan water authority but took in the public works administration of rural
Western Australian waterworks and combined into one. That rural authority - the Public
Works Department Water Supply - was subsidised by Consolidated Revenue. The two are
now together and what has happened is exactly what my colleague, the member for Floreat,
predicted; that is, that that subsidy would eventually be taken away by Treasury and the
balance of the costs would be absorbed in increased water rates and charges. If you doubt
that, Mr Deputy Speaker, let the Premier deny that headworks charges are about to increase
substantially, or that business water rates will increase this year by more than the rare of
inflation.

Mr Hassell: Headworks charges are going up by 100 per cent in some cases.

Mr MacKINNON: Members will have heard what the member for Cotresloe said; that is
clearly the answer. The sum of $20 million is not going in from Consolidated Revenue
because it will be going in from the pockets of the business people of Western Australia.
The impression gained by people in the community chat this Government is nor in touch with
business is an accurate perception indeed.

Let us turn to the question of payroll tax. What a ridiculous commitment the Premier has
given in this statement! She has commented that she will go over to Canberra and have a
talk with the Federal Government and give it a little idea of what we want with regard to
payroll tax. If this Premier has a commitment to payroll tax, why does she need to go to
Canberra? Canberra does not levy payroll tax. The Premiers' Conference has nothing to do
with it; the State Government of Western Australia does. We want to see reductions in
payroll tax right across the board, not just a crazy scheme that says, "If you are losing money
we will reduce your payroll tax." Again, that is nothing more than a tax on success. It means
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that if a business succeeds and makes a profit the Government will impose payroll tax on it;
if it does not, the Government will not. The Government must make an across the board
commitment, as we made before the last election, that payroll tax will be phased out across
the board over a period of years. We want no qualifications, just a clear commnitment. The
Premier does not need to go to Canberra to get that commitment, she need only make a
promise and commitment herself.

What a load of hogwash the Premier talks about stamp duty in her statement. This State
Government has the weakest record of any Government in Australia when it comes to stamp
duty. Stamp duty collections in 1982-83, when the Labor Party caine to office, were
$123.3 million; in 1988-89 the collection was $542 million. The Premier knows as well as I
do that the Stamp Office, under her instruction, is still going around Western Australia trying
to increase stamp duty by stealth. The only time they stop it is when we stand in the way.
The Premier has made an empty commitment on business regulation, saying that the
Government will set up another committee to took into it. The people in this State want a
one-stop shop, which the Labor Party has talked about for seven or eight years, and which we
will deliver on day one when we get into Government.

Mir Court: This new economic committee - I think it is the fifth one they have announced.

Mr MacKENNON: I would not be surprised. As I said at the outset of my remarks, it is quite
clear that the Premier's statement today is a hollow statement designed principally to respond
to the by-elections that are around the corner. The statement follows the so-called greatest
speech of the Premier's life, made less than a month ago, and it is a statement that fails on
every fundamental count.

Mrs Beggs: Where is your economic policy?

Mr MacK.INNON: It is a statement that the people of Western Australia will see straight
through for what it is. To answer the Minister's question, our commitments are
straightforward and clear; they are on the record. They do not require comnmittees. They are
commitments to action for the future. That is what the people of Western Australia were
looking to the Premier for, and she has let them down and failed them yet again.
Opposition members: Hear, hear!

[Applause.]
PETITION - ABORTION

Legislation Amendment Opposition - Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints

MR MacKINNON (Jandakot - Leader of the Opposition) [2.46 pm]: I have a petition
addressed as follows -

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

We, the undersigned, who are members of the Church of Jesus Christ of Latterday
Saints (Heathridge Ward), feel that the present abortion laws are sufficient and wish
to voice our opposition to any proposed amendment of the current law, which we feel
is adequate for the needs of the community .
We are strongly opposed to abortion on demand.

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

The petition bears 93 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

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

[See petition No 17.1
PETITION - LEDA LAND

Development Opposition

MR MacKINNON (Jandakot - Leader of the Opposition) [2.47 pml: I have a further
petition, addressed as follows -
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To the Honourable Minister of Planning, the Speaker and Members of the Legislative
Assembly.

We the undersigned residents of Western Australia call upon the State Government to
halt all further development of the Leda area until a large, viable conservation reserve
has been established, to include;

A. The entire western limestone ridge and surrounding slopes

B. The wetland chain

C. Corridors connecting the adjacent reserves

D. A large, compact area, including the System 6 area (M 104) to ensure
the preservation of the local bushland.

And your petitioners, as in duty bound will ever pray.

The petition bears 39 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

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

[See petition No 18.1

PETITION - RENAL DIALYSIS UNIT

Fremnandle Hospital

MR KIERATH (Riverton) [2.48 pm]: I have a petition which reads as follows -

To the Honour-able Speaker and Members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We the undersigned hereby petition that a renal dialysis unit be established at
Fremantle Hospital, thereby allowing patients ready access to extra life-saving
medical services. The Unit centred at Shenton Park is not easily accessible to
patients south of the Swan River.

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

The petition bears 17 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.
The DEPUTY SPEAK.ER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.

[See petition No 19.]

PETITION - URANIUM MINING PERMITS

Nuclear Related Industries Opposition
MR MARLBOROUGH (Peel) [2.49 pmn]: [ have three petitions, the first of which reads as
follows -

To the Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia assembled:

We, the undersigned, call upon the Government to not grant any licences for the
exploration of, or pernnits for the mining of, uranium in Western Australia; and to
prevent the establishment of nuclear-related industries or the storage of nuclear waste
in Western Australia.

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

The petition bears 25 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.

[See petition No 20.J
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PETITION - ROTTNEST ISLAND LODGE QUADRANGLE

Garden Lake Area - Development Opposition

MR MARLBOROUGH (Peel) [2.50 pm]: I have a petition which reads as follows -

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

We, the undersigned, urge the State Government to term-inate forthwith the
development and extensions to the Rottnest Island Lodge Quadrangle and the Garden
Lake area. We believe that ths development does not conform with the
recommendations of the Roatnest Island Management Plan. Furthermore this
development is not in keeping with the character of Rottness Island and will have an
adverse effect of the island's natural environment.

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

The petition bears 20 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

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

[See petition No 21.1

PETITION - EAST TI-OMSONS LAKE URBAN DEVELOPMENT
Jandakot Mound - Development Opposition

MR MARLBOROUGH (Peel) [2.51 pm]: I have a petition which reads as follows -

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

We, the undersigned, are concerned that the proposed East Thomsons Lake Urban
Development, being over the Jandakot Mound, will cause pollution of our water
supply, and degradation of parts of the Beeliar Regional Park, so we hereby request
that you take action under the provisions pertaiing to the Underground Water
Pollution Control Areas to prevent development until a full Environmental Impact
Statement has been prepared and publicly reviewed. Your petitioners therefore
humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest consideration and your petitioners
as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 22 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

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

[See petition No 22.]

STATEMENT. - BY THE DEPUTY SPEAKER

Senate Vacancy - Joint Sitting

THE DEPUTY SPEAKER (Dr Alexander): Following the resolution of this House on
Tuesday, 8 May with respect to the proposed joint sitting of the two Houses to fill a casual
vacancy in the Senate, the time and place for the joint sitting has been fixed at 3.00 pm on
Wednesday 16 May in the Legislative Council Chamber. At 2.55 pm. tomorrow the Speaker
will leave the Chair and members of both Houses will assemble in the Legislative Council
Chamber on the ringing of the bells. After that joint sitting, the sitting of the Legislative
Assembly will resume on the ringing of the bells.

BILLS (2) - MESSAGES
Appropriations

Messages ftom the Governor received and read recommending appropriations for the
purposes of the following Bills -
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I. Industrial Relations Armendnment Bill
2. Workers' Compensation and Ass istace Ame ndment B il

STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSION - MOTION
Minister for the Environment and Member for Armadale Resignation - Postal

Franking Machine

MR MacKINNON (Jandakot - Leader of the Opposition) [2.53 pm]: I move -

That so much of the Standing Orders be suspended as is necessary to enable
consideration forthwith of the following motion -

Ruling - By the Deputy Speaker

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: 1 have had prior notice of this intention and, since the matters to
be dealt with are relevant to what I want to say, before the Leader of the Opposition proceeds
with mooting that motion I raise further the matter of sub judice on which a statement has
been made and discussion held during the past week. The motion which the Leader of the
Opposition intends to move may deal with matters chat are sub judice. I wish to make rwo
points: Firstly, I will insist that any discussion on the motion to suspend Standing Orders is
directed to reasons why the Standing Orders should be suspended and not the subject matter
of the motion. Members must be particularly careful to observe that Standing Order. As far
as the discussion on the intended motion is concerned, which will become clearer to other
members shortly, the sub judice convention is just that. It is a restriction which the House
places on itself and it is applied to ensure that proceedings in this House do not prejudice any
matters which may be before the courts. I have ascertained that the two cases with which
this motion may be connected - the Police v Treacy and Police v Farina - have been
adjourned until 6 June 1990 and 13 June 1990 respectively. As members may be aware,
Standing Order No 2 includes as part of the definition of sub judice -

(a) Any matter awaiting or under adjudication in any court exercising a criminal
jurisdiction or in a court martial;

However, I indicate, as I did last week, that in recent years, particularly in debates in 1986.
1987 and subsequently, a tendency has developed to not apply the Standing Order strictly but
to allow debate on the condition that material covered by speakers does not run the risk of
prejudicing any matters before the courts. Clearly, this is a very serious matter and as this
debate proceeds, if there is any indication whatsoever that anything said may breach that
convention or prejudice matters before the court, I shall have no hesitation in ruling it out of
order directly. I caution members that if it appears to me in the Chair that this is occurring in
the course of the debate of this motion, I shall act without hesitation.

Debate Resumed

Mr MacKLIN NON:. I have moved for the suspension of Standing Orders in order to move the
following motion -

In the opinion of this House, the Minister for the Environment and member for
Armadale should stand down from his ministerial duties or otherwise requests the
Premier to suspend the Minister from same on the grounds that the Minister must be
held responsible for serious breaches of the standards of ethics and conduct required
of a Minister of the Crown because of the following:

(1) In the course of his duties as the member for Armadale he is obliged to
regularly visit his Armadale electorate office and in so doing he should
explain how he could not be aware that a postal franking machine had been
installed in his office.

(2) Australia Post, by letter written personally to the Minister in October 1989,
therein advising that the Department of Transport postal franking machine No
BP15957, as previously licensed at the Nedlands Post Office, had been
transferred to the Annadale electorate office with the imprint dye of the
machine being changed and licensed at the Arrnadale Post Office with the
machine remnaining licensed to the Department of Transport.
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(3) The Minister should also explain how he, in his capacity as the member for
Annadale could not be aware that bulk electorate mail-outs were written and
despatched on Electorate of Arrnadale letterheads and under the hand of the
Minister as the member, to do with the following electorate matters,
(a) Letter to people associated wit horse breeding, owners, trainers and

their connections concerning the establishment of a trotting complex
in the Byford area.

(b) Bulk mail-out of letters sent to people about matters to do with mining
and the Darling escarpment.

(c) Two separate bulk mail-out letters to people living in the Strawberry
Fields area of Armadale, to do with future bus services and street
lighting.

(d) Bulk mail-out of letters to people affected by midges from the
Forrestdale Lake.

(e) Bulk general mail-out to all constituents in the Armadale electorate
espousing the benefit of the 1989-90 State financial Budget.

(4) If the Minister was aware of the bulk mail-outs as scheduled above, he should
advise the House whether he personally paid for the many thousands of letters
that were despatched, or otherwise that he knew that Government postal
franking facilities were being used, albeit that the Salaries and Allowances
Tnibunal determination of 2 February 1989 was specific to ensure that
electorate mail is dealt with exclusively by the payment of postal allowances
through the electorate oiffice and not through the office of any other position
that the member may hold.

And that these matters of ethics and conduct are unrelated to the outcome of
any prosecution which may be pursued in relation to the use of such franking
machines.

That is why Standing Orders should be suspended to allow that debate to proceed. For the
guidance of the House I will quote from the House of Representatives' Parliamentary
Pracice, published in 1989, from the chapter headed 'Resignation of Ministers", as follows -

Whether the challenges were merited or not the right of parliamentary inquiry cannot
be denied. For a government to deny the right may prove to be suicidal. Parliament
is the correct forum, the only forum, to test or expose ministerial administrative
competence or itness to hold office. However, allegations of a different kind, that is,
offences against the law, should not be tried by parliament.

That is the point, Mr Deputy Speaker, that you made. The chapter continues -

The proper forumn for those allegations is the courts. In cases of moral misconduct by
a minister ...

to which this motion refers -

. .. the sanction should be political, in the form of resignation or defeat.

Hence my second point in relation to the motion to suspend Standing Orders. The first is that
the Opposition does not want to contravene any cowlt case and we accept the guidance given
by the Deputy Speaker. The precedent for these matters to be judged by the Parliament is
well established, and this House is the proper place for such a debate to ensue. Thirdly, it is
appropriate the debate proceed forthwith bering in mind the justifiable concerns about
parliamentary standards which have been espoused recently by the Premier, the Prime
Minister, the Federal Leader of the Opposition, by me and by many sections of the media.
There is no doubt that such a debate and questioning by the public is now very much
uppermost in the minds of many; therefore no commitment or preparedness to debate would
cut across the commitments previously given by the Premier, particularly in relation to this
issue. Conduct of Ministers in relation to what the Opposition is alleging is the midsuse of
taxpayers' funds is therefore a proper matter to be debated inimrediately by the suspension of
Standing Orders.
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Finally, the matter is, as the Deputy Speaker rightly said in his comments, a serious issue,
one which the Opposition is raking seriously and not frivolously; hence the care the
Opposition has taken with the wording of this motion and its commitment to ensuring it
proceeds through the proper channels by consultation with the Deputy Speaker prior to
entering into this debate.

I conclude by repeating these words -

For a governiment to deny the right may prove to be suicidal.

In other words, the right to debate this issue. I put strongly to the House and to the
Government that the move to suspend Standing Orders should be approved forthwith to
allow a proper debate, under the guidance of the Deputy Speaker's instructions as lad down,
to proceed.

MR PEARCE (Arnadale - Leader of the House) [3.02 pm]: This is a difficult speech for
me to give because as Leader of the House ir is obvious my responsibility on behalf of the
Government is to indicate the Government's action with regard to this debate.

M~r Hassell: It is a conflict of interest and you should not be giving the speech.

Mr PEARCE: However, at the same rime -

Point of Order
Mr MacKINNON: Does not this motion need a seconder?

Mr Pearce: No, it does not. Bad luck.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: No. it does not require a seconder.

Wr MacKJ.NNON: Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker. I was just seeking your guidance.

Debate Resumed
Mr PEARCE: The Government does not intend to agree to suspend Standing Orders for
three reasons.-

Mr Hassell: Is this your accountable Goverment, Premier? You will not even debate the
issue. What a disgrace. The first serious matter brought to this House and you will not -

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Lewis: What are you afraid of?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the Opposition was heard in silence and I
ask that the Leader of the House be extended the same courtesy, so that we can get through
this part of the debate.

Mr PEARCE: The first reason is that the Address-in-Reply is currently under way -

Mr Hassell: This is a censure motion against a Minister over a serious issue of misconduct-
your misconduct. If you had any sense of propriety, you would resign.
Dr Lawrence: It is not a censure motion.

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Less than a minute ago I drew th attention of the House
to precisely the sont of thing [ am trying to prevent. I have no problem with the odd
interjection, but persistent interjection which prevents the member on his feet from speaking
clearly is our of order.

Mr PEARCE: If members opposite wish to raise any matter, whether as Opposition
members or as private members, the Address- in-Repl y is the forum to do that. The
Government indicated two weeks ago that as a general principle it did not propose to allow
the suspension of Standing Orders while the Address- in-Reply debate is under way. That is
an important point for the Government to put to the House again. Secondly, the mailer is
before the courts. That is a matter of grave consequence to all of us -

Mr Lewis: It is not before the courts at all. This matter is about you.

My Hassell: Maybe you ought to be, but you are not before the courts and therefore the issue
of your conduct should be debated.
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Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Mr PEARCE: Mr Deputy Speaker. I can shout as well as, and in most cases better than, the
member for Corcesloe.
Mr Hassell: You should not be making this speech and you know it.

Mr PEARCE: This is a sufficiently grave matter for the House to deal with it in a serious
way. The Government sat very quietly while the Leader of the Opposition put his points,
because the Government believes this matter is serious. It is hard to see that the Opposition's
intention is to do little other than what the Leader of the Opposition accused the Premier of
doing a few moments ago - chat is, to get involved in a cynical exercise with its eye finnly
fixed on two by-elections which will cake place in about a week and a half. It is a little bit of
muckraking by members opposite -

Mr Macinnon: By your leader.
Mr PEARCE: It is a little bit of muckraking by members opposite because two by-elections
are on the way. That is precisely the intention. We have seen in the Federal arena, less than
a week ago, the real dangers involved in politicians - whether they be inside a Parliament or
outside it - starting to make throwaway comments of a kind that bear on cases currently
before the courts.
Mr Macinnon: There is no case before the courts involving you directly.

Mr PEARCE: There are in fact two cases before the courts bearing on these issues. That has
been commented upon in this House already by the Speaker when a question on notice was
sought to be placed by the member for Applecross, relating to almost all of the points
currently in the proposed motion.
Mr Macinnon: Which he allowed, after guidance to the Parliament.
Mr PEARCE: It was not allowed. That is absolutely wrong. It was disallowed.
Mr Macinnon: We were allowed in questions without notice.
Mr PEARCE: The question asked by che member for Applecross was ruled out of order by
the Speaker and that question carried most of the points listed in this motion. That question
was ruled ouc of order by the Speaker on the grounds that it was sub judice. I chink it is
important chat the cases before the courts are not imperilled because the people involved in
those cases have their careers and their lives at stake in these matters. In my case I believe,
as I have told the House, that both of my staff -
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The level of interjection has again reached an untenable
point. If the Opposition intends to persist in this manner, I will have no chokce but to take
appropriate action against individuals. As [ have said previously, interjections during debate
can contribute to the debate. I have heard the Speaker, from my position, say precisely the
same thing on many occasions. However, when, it reaches the point where several people are
interjecting at once in loud voices, clearly we have gone past the point of useful contributions
to the debate. I ask members of the Opposition to observe that situation and to observe the
Standing Orders.
Mr PEARCE: I think it is important chat people before the courts are given the opportunity
of a fair trial without efforts being made for political purposes to imperil their position.
Mr Macinnon: Why should the Opposition do that? It is not in our interests to damage the
court cases.
Mr PEARCE; That has been precisely the line pursued by the Opposition on many
occasions. The Opposition is seeking to build up in the public mind the guilt of certain
people while they are currently before the courts. Last week showed that the reverse can
equally be a matter that ought to be of concern to all, when a Federal Minister made
unconsidered comments perhaps in the heat of the moment - less in the heat of the moment
than the kind of outrageous comments the House has already heard from the member for
Coctesloe as a result of which a trial had to be aborted and people who might well have been
guilty of offences were able to go free. One could not trust the member for Cottesloe, for
example, in full flight -
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Several members interjected.

Mr PEARCE: This would have the effect of aborting the trials currently before the courts
because all of the members intrjecting are known for the nature of their hyperbole in this
place.-

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Mr PEARCE. There is a third element to the whole business. I feel constrained absolutely
in terms of discussing this manter because of the matters before the courts.

It is nor as if I have nor been the subject of some investigation with regard to these matters.
When the Corruption Commission was set up -

Several members inteiJected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Macinnon: Parliament is the proper place for these matters to be investigated.

Mr PEARCE: Let us listen to old two-face over there; that is not the point that the Leader of
the Opposition previously has made. The Leader of the Opposition sought the setting up of
the Corruption Commission on the basis that it would prevent -

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Cortesloe will come to order. I have had
occasion to warn him previously; I will not do so again.

Mr PEARCE: The Leader of the Opposition sought die setting up of the Corruption
Commission on the basis that it would enable the allegations of corruption to be dealt with
without its being made a political football. They were the exact words used at the time, H-e
sought the setting up of the Corruption Commission on the basis that it would rake these
matters out of the political arena and enable them to be dealt with by way of independent
investigation. That is precisely what has happened in the circumstances. I believe that
somebody allied to the Opposition made a complaint to the Corruption Comnmission along
the lines mentioned in the motion moved by the Leader of the Opposition. The commission
referred those allegations to the police, and they were investigated by the police. At a police
Press conference a few weeks ago, the conclusion to those investigations was announced in
this matter.

Mr Lewis: It said that inquiries were still continuing.

Mr PEARCE: It said, "Pearce cleared in stamps affair"'.
Mr Lewis: Inquiries were continuing!

Mr PEARCE: The answer was that I had been investigated with regard to these matters and I
had been cleared.

Mr Macinnon: You have not answered one question in this Parliament about the matter.

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTrY SPEAKER: Order!

Mr PEARCE: If members of the Opposition have information that was not available to the
police they should take it to the police and let those matters be investigated in a proper,
independent way -
Mr Hassell: What do you have to hide?

Mr PEARCE: - as they have been so far. I have noting to hide.

Mr Macinnon: Well, answer the questions.

Mr PEARCE: If is were the case that the allegations from the Opposition were substantial,
the police would have taken action. The police have carried out an investigation, and I have
been cleared. That in fact is not the basis -

Mr Kassell: That in fact is not the case.

Several members interjected.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Cottesloc will come to order.
Mr PEARCE: That in fact is not the basis upon which the Government is declining to allow
the suspension of Standing Orders today. That is the important point to be made in terms of
the smear, and the innuendo, in which the Opposition is involved.

Dr Lawrence: And the cynicism.

Mr PEARCE: And the cynicism. This is a pre by-election exercise. Those cases will be
heard and they will be over. When they are over the sub judice issue will not be a
consideration. No people will be threatened before the courts and following those cases the
Opposition will have the capacity to raise any matter in the House. The Opposition will have
its opportunity at the appropriate rime, The Government is not proposing to allow itself to be
dragged into this cynical pie by-election exercise by the Opposition. The Governent is not
prepared to imperil the position of those people before the courts. If the Opposition believes
it has informnation of substance of a kind that has not been dealt with by the Corruption
Commission or the police, it should use the avenue which has been established by Parliament
to deal with these matters.

House to Divide
Mrs WATKINS: I move -

That the House do now divide.

Question put and a division callied for.

Bells rung and the House divided.

Remarks during Division

Mr Hassell: Disgraceful!

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Several members interjected.

Mr Hassell: You are a disgraceful Premier- as bad as Burke and Dowding.

Several members interjected.

Mr Hassell; The Premier will not debate the very thing that Parliament is meant to do. This
is a question of accountability to Parliament.

Dr Lawrence: We will debate the matter at the right time.

Mr Hassell- The Premier does not know what propriety is. She is as bad as her predecessor.
This is a disgraceful performance by the Premier, neglecting to stand up and speak on the
motion is even worse. That compounds the situation.
Mr Lewis: I can't believe the dishonesty from the other side of the Parliament.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Members of the Opposition, and some members of
Government, the Chair has authority while the division is being called in precisely the same
way as during debate. The comments I have heard during the last minute usually rn out of
steam after the first few seconds. I am usually prepared to let those comments go, but I am
not prepared to let go the continuing barrage of interchange - particularly from the
Op position side. I ask all members to observe order.

Result of Division

The division resulted as follows -

Ayes (25)
Dr Gallop Ms Leahy M~r Taylor

Mn Beggs Mr Graham Mr Marlboroughi Mr Thomas
Mr Bridge Mr Grill M r Pearce Dr Watson
Mrs Bucbanan Mrs Henderson Mr Read Mr Wilson
Mr Catania Mr Gordon Kill1 Mr Ripper Mrs Watkins (Teller)
Mr Cunningham Mr Kobetke Mr DL. Smith
Mr Donovan Dr Lawrence Mr P1J. Smith
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Noes (23)
Mr Mensaros;
Mr Nicholls
Mr Omodel
Mr Shave
Mr Strickland
Mr Thompson

Mr Trenorden
Mr Fred Tubby
Dr Turnbull
Mr Watt
Mr Wiese
My Blaikie (Teller)

Pairs
Mr Mmnson
Mr House

Motion Resumed
Question thus passed.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Before taking the vote, I remnind members that to be successful
this motion requires an absolute majority, If on putting the question I hear a dissenting
voice, I must divide the House.

Question put and a division called for.

BeUs rung and the House divided.

Remarks during Division

Mr H-assell: The Speaker rules that the matter is subject to the sub judice rule and the
Government rules that it is not. That is a nice comment on how this place is being run by the
Goverrnent.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! That comnment is not in order.

Result of Division
The division resulted as follows -

Mr Bradshaw
Mr Clarke
Mr Court
Mr Cowan
Mis Edwardes

Mrs Beggs
MxlBridge
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Catania
Mr Cunningham
Mr Donovan

Mr Grayden
Mr Hassell
Mr Kierath
Mr Lewis
Mr Macinnon
Mr McNee

Dr Gallop
Mr Graham
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr Gordon Hill
Mr Kobelke
Dr Lawrence

Ayes (23)
Mr Mensaros
Mr Nicbolls
Mr Ornodei
Mr Shave
Mr Strickland
Mr Thompson

Noes (25)
Mr Leahy
Mr Marlborough
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr Ripper
Mr D.L. Smith
Mr P.1. Smith

Mr Trenorden
Mr Fred Tubby
Dr Turubull
Mr Watt
Mr Wiese
Mr Blaikie (Teller)

Mr Taylor
Mr Thomas
Dr Watson
N& Wilson
Mrs Watkins (Teller)

Pairs

Mr Minson
Mr House

Mr Canr
Mr Troy

Question thus negatived.

BILLS (2) - INTRODUCTION AND FIRST READING
1. Acts Amendment (Betting Tax and Stamp Duty) Bill

Bill introduced, on motion by Mrs Beggs (Minister for Racing and Gaining), and
read a first time.

Mr Bradshaw
Mr Clarke
Mr Cowrt
Mr Cowan
Mrs Edwaudes

Mr Orayden
Mr HasseUl
Mr Kierath
Mr Lewis
Mr Maclinnon
Mr McNee

Mr Carr
Mr Tray
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2. Protection of Children from Indecent Materials BUi
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Fred Tubby, and read a first time.

SOUTH WEST1 lwIL)PINMTIRIYA1Ni)M];NTr i111.
Secand Reading

MRD. ~ ~l(Mitchell - Minister for South-West) 13.25 pmj: I move -

That the Bill be now read a second time.
The South West Development Authority was estahlished by the Government in 1983 as a
division of the then Office of Regional Administration and the North West. In 1984
legislation was patssedl to establish the authority on a statutory basis. The functions of the
authority, as laid down in the Act, are "to plan, coordinate and promote the economic and
social development of the south west region". The south west region has grown substantially
in population and employment since the authority began in 1983. A significant increase has
occurred tn the economnic benefit the region delivers to the State as a whole, while, at the
samne time, the people of the region are now better served by a much wider range of human
servces and facilities. Much of this has been as a result of the wide-ranging activities of the
South West Development Authority.
Initially, the authority focused essentially on developing Bunbury as a regional capital, with
sonme activities in the wider South west region. In 1985 an office of the authority was
established in Manduraft and in 1988 offices were established in Collie and Manjimup. The
authority now takes a completely regional approach to economic and social development.
The amrendments. proposed to the Act reflect the evolution of the authority and wil enable it
to Service the South west region more effectively. The three major components in the
structure of the authority are the board of management. the advisory committee and the staff.
The amendments aim to improve the structure of the authority as it relates to these three
area.
Under the present Act, the board of management consists of a chairman, a deputy chairman
and one other metmber. The chairman is the director ex officio of the authority. The
amendments related to this area establish a board of up to seven members appointed by me as
the Minister for South-West. The board will consist of a chairman, a deputy chairman, the
executive director of the authority ex officio, and up to four other members. I shall speak
more about the position of executive director shortly. The effect of these amendments will
be to separate the duties and responsibilities of the board chairman, who is appointed by the
Minister, from those of the Senior executive officer - appointed under the Public Service
Act - who is responsible for the day-to-day operations of the authority. Enlarging the board
from its present three to up to seven members will enable the interests of the whole south
west region to be more effectively represented. Board members are expected to have
extensive knowledge of the region as well as expertise in management, policy formulation
and knowledge of economic and social sectors and issues. Given the diverse nature of the
south west region, which presently has 13 shires, and includes the City of Bunbury and the
new City of M'andurah. it is difficult to cover all the matters affecting the subregions
adequately as well as economic and social issues with three board members. The present
board members support the amendments to enarge the board.
The function of the advisory commtittee is to advise the authority on the exercise and
performance of its powers, functions and duties under the Act. The advisory committee
consists of a chairman and up to 12 members from the community, and an official
representative from local government. The chairman and deputy chairman of the board are
ex officio members. The advisory committee will be appointed by me, as Minister for
South-West, following advertisements calling for nominations from the community, and, as
far as practicable, the appointments aim to reflect the diverse nature and interests of the
people of the south west. Again, however, the population growth in the south west over
recent years, and approaches from subregional areas within the south west for additional
representation on the advisory committee, have caused me to seek the power under the Act to
establish area advisory committees to represent the needs of particular areas within the
region where appropriate.

The function of an area advisory committee will be to advise the authority on the exercise
and performnance of its powers, functions and duties under the Act in relation to the particular
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area within the south west for which the committee is established. The effect of this
amendment will be to give to the people of the south west region an improved avenue of
representation to the authority on matters most particularly affecting their area. The Peel
subregion is one area in which I will establish an area advisory committee. The population
of this subregion has grown markedly in recent years, and with Mandurah now declared a
city, a clear need exists for a bigger say for the people of this area in the direction of the
activities of the authority in that subregion.

The executive director will be appointed under the Public Service Act and will be the senior
public servant and responsible for the day-to-day operations of the authority. The executive
director will be an ex officio member of the board. The effect of this amendment will be to
clearly separate and define the duties and responsibilities of the chairman of the board and
the senior public servant, the executive director. The executive director will report to the
chairman of the board.

I propose two other amendments to the Act.

Inclusion of the Shire of Boddington: The South West Development Authority presently
services 13 shires, the City of Bunbury and the new City of Mandurah. The shires are
Murray, Waroona, Harvey, Collie, Boyup Brook, Bridgetown-Cireenbushes, Manjimup,
Nannup, Augusta-Margaret River, Busselton, Donnybrook-BaLingup, Capel and Dardanup.
The Shire of Boddington adjoins the Shires of Murray and Collie in the north east of the
region and has approached the authority to be included in its area of responsibility. The shire
says that it has strong links with the Shire of Murray and the City of Mandurah. Its interests
are more closely aligned with the Peel subregion, rather than the shires on its eastern and
south eastern boundaries. The South West Development Authority has had a number of
contacts with the Shire of Boddington and the board has visited to discuss ways that the
authority could service it. The amendment to the Act makes provision to include Boddington
in the area of responsibility of the authority.

Under the present Act, a review of the operation and effectiveness of the Act was required to
be carried out after four years. That review was undertaken in 1988. The amendment Will
require a review to be undertaken five years after the commencement of the South West
Development Authority Act 1990.

1 believe that, while these amendments may appear relatively minor, in fact they are each
significant in ensuring the continued effective operation of the authority for the future. There
can be no doubt in anyone's mind, especially the people of the south west and the local
governments in the region, of The effectiveness and worthwhie nature of the South West
Development Authority. It has become a benchmark for regional development in this State
and has resulted in a measurable improvement in the economic and social wellbeing of the
people of the south west region.

I commend the Bill to the House.

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

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY -SEVENTH DAY

Motion

Debate resumed from 10 May.

MR TRENORDEN (Avon) [3.33 pm]: On behalf of my electorate, I wish our new
Governor well. We have been well served by Governors of this State for a long time and I
see no reason why that should not continue. It is important also that I congratulate the new
Premier on her appointment. In fact, before I get into the heart of my speech, I wish to give
the new Premier a few accolades for some of her initiatives while she was Minister for
Education. The decisions she made in relation to the agricultural colleges were good and I
congratulate her. The Avon Community Development Foundation was appreciative of the
hearing it got from the Premier shortly after she took up her appointment. It is looking
forward to seeing results from those discussions. I also wish the two new Ministers well. It
is important that these Ministers recognise their responsibilities and duties and that the flow
of information from their departments to our electorates continues.

The main point to which I wish to refer in my speech is regional development. It was
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interesting to listen to the second reading speech on the new South West Development
Authority by the Minister for South-West. I will have something to say about that later. The
area that I represent forms part of the wheatbelt and is surrounded totally by development
authorities. In fact, it is in a vacuum surrounded by Geraldton, Bunbury, Kalgoorlie and
Perth. It is largely unexplored by any Labor Party members. They do not conic anywhere
near the place; they do not know it exists. No other area of the State knocks out more wealth
than the wheatbelt. Some 72 000 people live in the agricultural region and they have been
ignored by this Government.
The Avon Community Development Foundation has had a battle with the Government over
funding for a numnber of years. It was born over a decade ago in the Northam region of that
area and has devolved into a body representing a broader group of people. However, it
cannot get any funding from the State Government. That is a major problem in itself.
Everyone should understand that that area subsidises the areas of this State that get money.
The area that is creating the wealth is subsidising regional development authorities; it is
propping them up. The regional authorities that have cropped up in Bunbury, Kalgoorlie and
Ceraldton were created to support the Labor Party. The Avon Community Development
Foundation is supported by success; that is what it is about. It is motivated by success and it
will be successful. However, every time it discusses money with the Government, it is
knocked back. All it asks for is a fairer proportion of what other areas get. The Avon
Comnmunity Development Foundation is important because it creates opportunities and an
atmosphere for growth in a very important region of Western Australia. The monoculture of
that region is agriculture. The second largest export from the region to the metropolitan area
is children. Avon exports 550 children a year. I do not have the figures for the wheatbelt,
but the number would be well over 1 000.
Mr Omodei: It's a shame.

Mr TRENORDEN: It is a disgrace. It happens because the Government will not recognise
that it needs to give assistance to people with initiative.

The Avon Community Development Foundation is the best piece of initiative in regional
development that has come out of this State since it was established. A new attitude has been
born in the Avon region. We have seen also very impressive activities take place in
Narrogin, which is only to be expected because it is so well represented in this place. The
Moora area is having much success with the pulp plant which will improve things for the
people in that area. However, these activities have occurred without any Government
assistance. The three areas get absolutely nothing by way of Government assistance,
although the Government will say that it has established regional development committees in
these areas to give advice to the Minister. However, that advice has been totally ignored. I
attended a joint meeting of two of those committees in Merredin. An inaugural member of
one of the committees said that that committee had been consulted only once by a
Government department - the State Energy Commnission - since the committee was
established. Every report that has been put together has been totally ignored. It seems that
the point of establishing these committees is to hold talk fests amongst hardworking people
to give them a warm feeling, but they are becoming sick and tired of the Government
ignoring them.

At a Merredin meeting only a few days ago, which was attended by the Minister, a fair bit of
anger and heat was directed at this Government, which does not want to hear what is going
on. At that meeting the Minister announced that two committees would be disbanded and
that a single new commnittee would cover the area from the coast to Southern Cross. What
sort of empathy will that commuittee's members have? Very little! Lancelin and such places
on the coast have many concerns in their own right and should be represented separately.
For them to sit with people from Southern Cross, which is hundreds of kilometres away,
shows the commitment of this Governent to these commnittees. The Minister said the
central east commuittee was disbanded because it was difficult to get people to serve on it.
Why are people not serving on that committee? Because it is designed to do absolutely
nothing! When it does any work it is totally ignored. This is a fundamental truth.

A brand new Minister has been appointed. What are country people saying about her? In
my region she is known as the "Minister for No Regional Development." It is absolutely
laughable, that an area of 72 000 people, which produces a third of this State's wealth, has
A7 50?1-4
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that joke thrown at it. Those who settled that land were people of great endeavour and their
descendants axe the same, and they are prepared to get on and do things. If one looks at that
pant of the world one cannot help but be impressed because its people do things with
absolutely no support from this Government. My prediction is that this "Minister of No
Regional Development" has been appointed to ensure that what has happened in the past will
continue in the future; that is, nothing will be given to the people of this region, which has
been the story for a decade. Promise after promise has been made, but nothing has
happened.
I remember the predecessor to this Minister for Regional Development coming into the area
and leaving two meetings short of his schedule with his tail between his legs because he
could not take the criticism directed at him at those meetings, and that came merely from
people on committees and not from people like me.
We heard the new Premier state today that she will remove discrimination against age. This
Labor Party had much to do with putting that discrimination in place. What about rural
discrimination? When will the Government start to remove that? This Government talks
about discrimination in all sorts of areas, yet there is discrimination in unionism. Union
discrimination is widespread in this State and joining a union can be compared to joining the
navy when its members were press-gang-ed as "volunteers'.

We continue to hear these warmi statements from Ministers but do not see concrete action.
The area I represent was forced to create its own body, for which it cannot get staff. I
believe that wonderful organisation, the South West Development Authority, has 44
Government paid employees in just the south west, yet Narrogin cannot get one employee.
Can either Morawa or Avon get an employee? No, they cannot. I will outline the story of
Avon to members. Since 1980, when Avon started the Northam economic development
association, the town of Northam has put in $250 000. Since 1986 the shire has contributed
$54 000. Since 1984 - and these are the only figures I have although it contributed from
1980 onwards - the Chamber of Commerce has contributed, after tax, $54 000. That is a
total of about $400 000. What other community in this State has been asked to put its hand
in its pocket to pay for its own activities while other areas have been funded so long as they
have been a Labor Party seat? That has been a fundamental prerequisite.
Since 1986 when I became member for Avon I have never been able to get money from the
Government, and nor had my predecessor. Ken Mclver, who was a good member of
Parliament.
Mrs Buchanan: That contradicts what the member said previously.
Mr Trenorden: The Minister for Regional Development should have taken notice of Avon a
little earlier as the Government might then have had its representative sitting on the
Government side. This community has been funding itself for a decade. What other
community in Western Australia has been told to do that? Any time it makes application for
support it gets absolutely zip. A referendum was held recently in York as to whether people
should commit money to the Avon community development organisation and 42 per cent of
people voted to spend money outside their shire for an indefin-ite period. That was a
remarkable result. Such polls are rarely won, but in this case that 42 per cent of people, on
limited information, supported a referendum to spend money outside their shire for an
indefinite period. I think the figure is about $26 000.
Where was the Minister's support for the Avon community development organisation before
that referendum? It was not heard of. The Minister made no statement on regional
development. If I ask the Minister why, she will not answer because she was looking for
nothing out of York and intended that to happen. She gave no support to the Avon
community development organisation at a crucial time when it needed that support. She was
fully aware of it, but did absolutely zip about it. That is a disgraceful indictment of the
Minister. The reason she took that position was that she wanted an excuse not to put money
into the wheatbelt area. That proves that she is holding the position of 'Minister for No
Regional Development' very well.

I can tell the Minister that in our part of the world people want a future; they want better jobs
than they have now, and better education for their children. They want services such as
hospitals and roads, all the things that people usually want. The Minister should look at what
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people are doing in the area; for instance, what the people of Tammin are doing about
community land care and what the people of Beverley are doing about land care and land
care education. The whole concept of the city of Avon, which has I11 shires supporting it, of
York in relation to tourism, and the Avon Valley tourism association, is one of struggling on
without Government support. Despite that, they are doing a fantastic job. They do not cry a
lot. They will not get support because they are not in the south west or around Geraldton.

Not only the Avon region, but also the areas north east and south of it have the greatest
prospects of creating value added activities relating to agricultural goods in this State. The
Premier, in her ministerial statement only an hour ago, talked about what needs to happen. I
listened to her statement but heard no concrete proposals about how she will bring those
value added prospects into account. Here is a group of people trying to be positive who are
getting absolutely no support from the Government. The Premier spoke also about the
balance of payments and the quality of life. She then talked of interest rates and all those
things which are important to our constituents.
What is she going to do about it? Apart from what the Leader of the Opposition said, she
will bring in a committee and a few reviews; that is all we have been promised. These
people on die ground doing the work receive absolutely no support; they are ignored.

Mr Macinnon: Particularly if they live in the country.

Mr TRENORDEN: Yes, particularly if they are over the range; the position there is
appalling. The Avon development authority has some 1 100 acres of land, and it needs
$1 million to set up its project. [ spoke to the Premier about it some months ago.

Mrs Buchanan-, Have you seen it?

Mr TRENORDEN: I have seen it. The Minister has not seen it; she is not interested. Nearly
two years of work has been done establishing this foundation to the point where we can do
things for the people of the Avon region. We have 26 000 people in an area the size of
Geraldton, and it knocks out more wealth. This Minister absolutely ignores them; she will
not even talk to them.

A guru from the USA called Hanry Martin is being brought in. lie has been here before, and
this is a follow-up program. The shires in the area will put in the money to bring out this
man to carry out the largest regional development program that this State has ever seen. If
we were talking about the South West Development Authority, the $10 000 which we need
in our area would have been instantly made available. Is it made available to these people in
Avon? No.

Mr Omodei: They are actually proposing another committee in the south west.

Mr TRENORDEN: The whole scenario is amazing! The Government has a committee
looking into tertiary education in the metropolitan area. That is where all the farms are!
That is why we need agricultural education there! There is no way that this Government will
look at moving agrcultural education to where the people who deliver it are. The
Government is not interested in that. UWA has difficulty with space. If we were being
cynical we could supply that space for many universities in the rural areas. If we look at the
successful universities of the world, the Cambridges and the Oxfords, they are all out in the
country. Those universities have an energy of their own because they are in the country and
they are able to attract people and to work around a rural establishment.

In Western Australia Armadale is a prime example of how good education facilities have
been built up in the country, but this Government believes that one cannot have education
without salt water. It just does not work! It is ridiculous to have education in the country!
in New South Wales the agricultural department has been moved from Sydney to Orange. Is
there any prospect of doing that in this State? I have not heard anything about it. If we were
to establish a university at Muresk and bring everything concerned with agriculture to
Muresk, all on the same campus, imagine what that would do for agriculture in this State!
But who is talking about it? No-one but members on this side of the House; certainly no-one
on the Government side.

Let us examine TAFE's contribution to rural Western Australia. It just does not exist. TAPE
has only one interest, and that is dealing with people on the coast. ibis is the only State
which has no inland TAPE college. TAFE has effectively washed its hands of rural Western
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Australia. The Pilbara has three TAFE colleges. How many has rural Western Australia?
None. What will we have in the future? An agricultural facility for rural Western Australia
at Midland junction. The Minister believes that that is in the heart of the agricultural area. It
is absolutely incredible!

If I said to members opposite that they should send their children to Merredin for education
and to Moora for employment, they would have a fit. But for the 72 000 people in the
agricultural region it is reasonable to expect them to go to Perth for all their services. This
Government effectively discriminates against families in country areas because it is pulling
them apart. It has no interest in doing anything different.

Let us rake Austudy. for example. That is a direct discrimination against rural youth. It is
currently payable to some of those in need and to all of those who can beat the system. I
could not tell members the number of people who contact my office about Au study..

Mr Gordon Hill: Itris a Federal matter.

Mr TRENORDEN: The State Govemrment has an obligation to point that out to the Federal
Government. Look at what this does for the metropolitan area. The people of the
metropolitan area have an interest in building up agricultural activities in the rural areas,
because Perth is becoming a slum. We are talking about increasing the stocking rate of
Perth; stacking people on top of each other. We do not have enough land available in Perth,
so it is said. How on earth can a country the size of Australia be short of land so that we
have to go in for medium density living? A land shortage in Western Australia is about as
likely as a shortage of bigots in South Africa. It is just a joke. We have a third of Australia
here in Western Australia and we talk of a land shortage. We talk about poverty traps, huge
highway systems, social alienation and about a crime rate which is out of control. If Perth
were kept at about I million people, which is the optimum for any city, it would benefit Perth
people as well as country people.

But what has been planned? The opposite is the case. Rural Western Australia can absorb a
great deal more people without any damage to our environment. But what is happening?
High schools are closing; hospitals are closing; medical services are being withdrawn; the
Avon Valley Arts Society, which is an arts group in Northam, has had its funding withdrawn.
Do members think that would happen in Fremiantle?

Mr Gordon Hill: Do you think it should?

Mr TRENORDEN: It causes them a great deal of trouble. I am glad the Minister has
admitted that it would not happen in Fremantle.

Fatalities on roads like Brookron Highway are causing a great deal of disruption to country
people. We know that fatality after fatality will occur on deteriorating roads. The funding
for country tourism has been dramatically reduced. The main street of Northam carries so
many dangerous goods that if we were talking about this happening in the metropolitan area
members would have a fit. The risk to Northam as a result of carrying these dangerous
goods along the main highway is incredible. We have been talking about a by-pass for 20
years. That by-pass was meant to start this year. What are the chances of its being built this
year? Nil.

I could go on and on with that list. The Government is clearly looking for country people to
pay more than their fair share of Government losses in WA Inc - that is if there is any such
thing as a fair share. The Government losses amount to hundreds of millions of dollars. The
Government shows no interest in finding where that money went and prosecuting the people
who lost it. It shows no interest in the loss of efficiency to Goverrnent services as a result
of those losses - the services to country people which are failing away. The Government is
showing very little interest in anything but holding onto power.

NMx Macinnon: Or in finding out what really happened.

Mr TRENORDEN: The Government does not want to know. The Government says,
'Maybe we will hold a Royal Comm-ission." If it is repeated often enough, perhaps members
will forget about it. If the Government had been efficient in the first place it would not have
lost the money, but the money has gone and there is no reason why the culprits should not be
put into gaol. Money flowed through this State like the floodwaters flowed through New
South Wales recently. We are assured of the benefits-, the Premier repeats them time after
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time. Peter Dowding told us of the benefits, and so did the current Premier. What are these
benefits? We have lost close on $1 billion; where are the benefits for Western Australia?

Why should the Robert Holmes a Courts, the Alan Bonds, and the Laurie Connells of this
world be more important than the taxpayers and the people of my constituency or, indeed,
any constituency? That has been about the case. When some of the Government's four on
the floor mates of a few years ago go broke, they will not pay the same price as the families
in my constituency. Our people are really hurting. Members do not have to take me at my
word, they should just talk to their own constituents. The four on the floor entrepreneurs will
not pay the price; that will be paid by the people who elect us. Senator Walsh, Senator
Burton and others in the Federal Labor Party are being honest now that the election is over
and won; they are pouring the truth out. At long last they are being honest and are telling us
the faults of the system and the Government. However, the suffering of our people will go
on because of the microeconomic activities of the Federal Government.

How much tougher will it have to get for Western Australians, particularly rural Western
Australians, before there is any activity by the State Government? On top of all the problems
the rural community faces in respect of wool and so on, Western Australians must face the
additional losses incurred by the State Government. My constituents wonder why they
should pay for the losses of this Government. The corporate cowboy syndrome of this
Government and of past Premiers has surely been put to rest. However, an interesting date is
coming up - 26 May - when the two by-elections will occur. It wil be interesting to see how
the Democrats and others will direct their preferences. In the last Federal election the State
Labor Party, through dirty tricks and so on, blew the Democrats away and cost them a
senator and a considerable number of votes. It will be interesting to see whether the
Democrats have the spine to tell Western Australians to put this Government last.
[ wanted to take the opportunity through this Address-in-Reply debate to point out to the
Government and to this State that a very important part of Western Australia is being totally
ignored. There is no prospect of that being changed in the future. I am sure that the people
of my region will be watching this Government with a great deal of interest.
MR READ (Murray) [4.02 pm): I would like to cover an area which previously has not
been given a lot of attention, the area of youth affairs. It is worth noting that 240 000 people
in Western Australia fall within the age group of 15 to 24 years. That represents 17 per cent
of Western Australia's population, so members can see that is certainly a significant part of
our community.

Mr Shave: I hope you wre not going to send a "Cheerio" like the member for Marangaroo.

Mr READ: No. I have my electoral roll here to table, so that should save me the trouble.

Recently I was appointed chairperson of the Ministerial Advisory Committee on Youth
Affairs and I thank the Minister for Youth for the honour he bestowed on me, and the
confidence he has shown in me. MACOYA was established in 1985 and its main role has
been to identf current youth issues and to provide advice to the Minister regarding the
formulation of youth policy. For the interest of members, the committee comprises the
chairperson, two representatives from Government, one local government representative
from the Executive of Youth from the Western Australian Municipal Officers Association,
two non-Government members from the Youth Affairs Council of Western Australia and two
young people from the Youth Register, which is a list of young people who have
demonstrated a willingness to serve on committees such as MACOYA.

The new comm-ittee had its first meeting recently and I was very impressed by the level of
interest shown by its members. They are certainly a commnitted cross-section of the
community dealing with youth affairs. One of the roles I see for myself as chairperson of
this committee is to promote as far as possible the area of youth affairs. One forum where I
can do that is here in Parliament, and that is exactly what I intend to do. One problem which
traditionally faces Government in the area of youth affairs. - and people who work in the area
of youth affairs generally - is the lack of communication between decision makers and the
young people themselves. I spent three years working in the area of youth affairs with the
community youth support scheme in Mandurah. That is now called SkillS hare; at the time it
was specifically aimed at unemployed people between the ages of 15 and 25 in an effort to
improve their chances of getting into employment and training. One of the first things I
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learnt during that time was that there is a distinct problem in trying to determine what
opinions young people have and what they see as their needs and requirements. It is also
difficult for young people to communicate their needs to decision makers.

I suppose the Opposition has gone some way towards reaLising that problem in view of the
recent announcement by Hon Phillip Pendal, who stated that a Liberal Government would
create assemblies to hear input from young people regarding a variety of issues. It is
encouraging that the Opposition sees the youth portfolio as being important enough to
formulate that sort of policy. For the interest of the Opposition - the Minister for Youth
himself pointed this out in a recent Press release - quite a few surveys have been conducted
by the Government into trying to determine the needs and opinions of young people. I will
refer to one in particular in detail because I think it is important that members are aware of
what young people are thinking. That will make it easier in turn to formulate policies on
youth affairs. To come up with policies regarding young people without knowing
specifically what young people think about issues and what they actually want is really like
walking blindfolded. The report to which I will refer is called "Youth Voice" and was
compiled by the Youth Affairs Bureau in cooperation with quite a few other people,
including the youth participation project, regional youth coordination schemes, youth
employment schemes regional projects, the Department of Employment and Training, the
Nelson McCarthy public relations firm and the Department for Community Services, as well
as the young people who acted as interviewers. The project targeted 2 100 young people and
they were contacted at places they would normally frequent such as shopping centres,
beaches, drop in centres and so on. The young people were asked to choose five issues from
a prepared list and to number them in order of importance from one to five. They were then
asked four questions on the most important issue chosen. The four questions were: The
young person's current view on that issue; what they saw as being the future ideal in relation
to that issue; what needed to happen to achieve that future ideal; and what the young person
could do to achieve that ideal. The interviews were conducted between 7 January 1989 and
late February 1989. Of the 2 100 young people contacted, 192 were unemployed, 496 were
employed and just under 1 400 were students. It is interesting to note what those young
people saw as the top issues. They were as follows, in order of importance -

(1) Family.
(2) EducatiorvTraining.
(3) Peace.
(4) Income.
(5) Health.
(6) Employment/Unemployment.
(7) Drugs/Alcohol.
(8) Environment.
(9) Leisure/Recreation.
(10) Youth Rights.
(11) Crime.

It is interesting to note that the environment was ranked eighth at that time. It would
probably occupy a higher position today. The last three issues chosen by young people were:
Self serenity, rock and roll and inner peace. Before I refer to the report in detail I will read
the preface from David Britton, a previous Chairperson of the Mintisterial Advisory
Committee on Youth Affairs, wherein he outlined the difficulties facing people working in
the youth affairs area when formulating policy. He stated -

One of the greatest challenges facing all those working in areas which affect young
people is to obtain an accurate picture of what the young are thinking and saying.
The task is particularly difficult because young people have no truly representative
organised voice. Also, since youth is a transient stage, the views held by a young
person at 21 may be markedly different from when he or she was 15.

Individuals do emerge, from time to time, who become spokespersons for their fellow
young people. But as they become older they out-grow their constituency.

And yet, young people, the youth of our society, do have special needs and special
problems. Just as important they do have special talents and energies to offer to
wider society. Undeniably, the young are affected by Government and commercial
decisions made in a wide array of areas.
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The No 1 issue identified in this survey last year by young people was family. That is
contrary to some of the opinions held by certain members of the public that young people do
not see the family in as important a role as they should. Some of the comments made by
young people to the interviewers are interesting. Most of the people questioned -

... saw the family unit as important and essential as a source of support. guidance
and security. The family was seen as a "basis for life", providing an environment for
the acquisition of life skills and discipline. The family was also seen as a unit within
society that should continue ...

It is a little disconcerting that only a small percentage of young people affirmed that their
own families were stable and available to support them when needed. When young people
were asked what role they saw families taking in the future, the main comments related to
parental guidance, greater communication, no conflict or violence and the family providing a
peaceful, secure and safe haven. That seems to indicate - I will not draw firm conclusions
from these comments because they are not designed in that way - that young people see the
role of the family as very important. It is certainly incumbent on any Government to
encourage the family to fulfil those roles as much as it possibly can. This Government, in
setting up the Office of the Family, has done just that. Respondents would also like to see
greater communication and respect within the family with young people beginning the
process of communication and talking about problems with their parents. Wifle they see the
family unit as very important, young people would like there to be two way communication
with their views listened to by parents and taken into account. Government support is also
seen as necessary by a large percentage of young people. They mention a need for major
social restructuring with the emphasis placed on family, equal opportunity for all families
and support directed towards the family. Young people see the Government as having a
large role in strengthening the family unit. The summation of that issue stated -

Overall young people rated the family as the most important issue for them. They
sought closer, safer and more secure family units. Respondents were concerned that
the family is breaking down causing considerable distress for many young people.
Their future ideal included relationships based on equality, greater communication
and less conflict/violence within the family.

Mnother area of importance identified by young people is that of employment and
unemployment. These comments are worthy of repetition in this place in an attempt to dispel
some misconceptions that many members of the public hold about young people and their
need to acquire employment. A large percentage of young people interviewed
overwhelmingly stated that the employment/unemployment situation is not 'good. They
mentioned the need for equal opportunity and status when looking for and applying for jobs;
in other words, no race, sex, gender, age or skills discrimination. A number of young people
wanted employers to accept inexperienced young people and to support them in their
training. The young people said that the Government should support young people in the
transition from school to work and increased incentives should be provided for young people
to work. The following answer was given by a number of people interviewed to the
question - What can young people do for themselves?

.. young people should stay at school and finish their studies, (this also applies to
tertiary and other courses) - the main idea being that education leads to qualifications
and work.

Mr Wiese: Why do you think 70 per cent of rural young people move to the city?

Mr READ: There is no denying that oppotnifties for young people in rural areas are far
fewer than in the city.

Mr Kierath: There is lack of opportutnity and lack of facilities.

Mr READ: That is certainly one of the issues [ hope the committee will address. I am keen
to see the development of a policy to encourage young people to stay in rural areas and to
complete their education.

Mrs Beggs: It has improved a lot since we have been in Government and this Government
has done a lot more than the conservative Government did. In 23 years it did absolutely
nothing-
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Mr Wiese: It would be very interesting to see the statistics.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Ripper): Order!

Mr READ: It is good to hear this issue being debated. This is the first speech directed
specifically towards youth affairs, although it has been referred to in passing in relation to
juvenile crime. Of the members in this House I am probably the closest in age to what is
defined as "youth", being four years on the other side of the age bracket 15 to 25. When
young people were asked what they could do themselves one of their answers was that they
should stay at school and fin-ish their studies. They said -

they should make themselves heard by having their say; putting pressure on
Government, tertiary institutions and employers; form-ing their own self-help groups;
increasing their awareness and protesting.

T'hat is one of the problems young people have; they do not form groups in the same way as
senior citizens, who are obviously a much more powerful lobby group with regard to
Government decisions. The summation of the area of employment/unemployment states -

Respondents tended to blame the lack of motivation of young people for the
unemployment level. The traditional 'work ethic' was apparent, with young people
holding the view that education leads to employment - employment being the main
method of achieving a secure and quality lifestyle.

It is evident that the majority of young people today hold the same traditional values as we
did in our youth, inasmuch as we regarded obtaining a job as very important and the
establishment of a secure lifestyle as equally important.

Drugs and alcohol are contentious issues whenever young people are discussed. These issues
were ranked very high in importance by young people. A large percentage of young people
interviewed stated that drugs and alcohol are too readily available and accessible to young
people. Too many young people were seen to be abusing drugs and alcohol and although
awareness of the dangers of the use and abuse has increased, young people did not think that
was enough. They said they would like to see more promotion of the dangers of drugs and
alcohol.

Only a small percentage of young people abuse drugs and alcohol, but that small percentage
receives a high level of publicity. When they were asked what they saw for the future, they
said that they saw a future without drugs and with little or no alcohol. Medicinal drugs were
seen to be acceptable, but they said alcohol should not be available to people under 18 years
of age and that young people would have more self control, changed attitudes and the
knowledge that drugs ruin health.

When they were asked what needed to be done to achieve that ideal, it is interesting to note
that the overall response was that heavier penalties and stricter enforcement of the law would
be major steps to achieve that ideal. Therefore, a majority of young people support heavier
penalties for drug or alcohol related crimes or abuse. The general feeling was that the
Government needed to be more concerned about the problem. Governments should take
comments like that into account when formulating policies regarding young people. The
overall result of this survey was that a lairge majority of young people expressed a need to be
heard and to be participants in decisions regarding their lives and society in general. A
minority commented on age discrimination, especially when discussing incomes and youth
rights. In relation to youth rights, they suggested youth councillors and representatives be
available to represent young people's views to Government and relevant organisations.
Fortunately, that has been occurring for some time but it needs to be increased.

In relation to unemployment, the "dole bludger" syndrome is referred to frequently by the
media and by the public. l am concerned about that. However, it is worth noting that, over
the last 20 years, the teenage share of the employment market dropped from 1.4 per cent to
7.6 per cent. That was due to a variety of reasons such as different people entering the work
force, including women who had not been employed before. That all contributed towards
increased pressure on young people in their efforts to obtain jobs.

Another area of concern to me that was not covered in the report was the image that the
public have of young people. Unfortunately, that image is not good and one needs to
examine statements in the Press and on television to find the reason for that. Unfortunately,
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most of the coverage is negative and we cannot blame the public for forming a similar view
of our young people. Recently, on examining newspaper clippings in the Parliamentary
Library while doing research, I was disturbed to fid that 85 to 90) per cent of chose
newspaper clippings related to juvenile or youth crime and 95 per cent of the articles were of
a negative nature. When one considers the amount of space the media gives to reporting
crime, it is worthy of note that 85 to 90 per cent of that reporting relates to juvenile crime
when only five to six per cent of juveniles appear before the courts. In 1986 and 1987 in
Western Australia, 7 300 young offenders between 15 and 19 years of age appeared before
the Children's Court and there were approximately 120 000 young people of that age living
in Western Australia. Approximately 60 per cent of that group was appearing before the
court for the first and second times and those people were unlikely to appear again. I want
the media to devote more time and space to positive aspects of young people. I suppose it
falls within the responsibilities of the Ministerial Advisory Committee on Youth Affairs to
determine ways that could be achieved. Certainly the Governuent has a role to play in that
area.

[ have covered a small area of youth affairs today. Many other issues should be covered and
I hope to do that when I have other opportunities to speak in this place. In conclusion, I wish
to read a letter to the editor which appeared in today's Daily News from an unusual source.
The letter is headed "Kids' vision is different" and states -

I refer to Jim Magnus' column "Get kids off the swreets and into service" (Daily News,
May 7).
Those kids of today are the brains of tomorrow.

Their painting of tomorrow comes through the visions of their minds.

They are going to be working on things in a different way.

The kids of today will have different ideas from ours.

Penalising the kids by sending them into national service is only dealing with the
present problems.
It is trying to paint over the visions of what the kids have got in their minds.

National service is the same old thing: Obedience, do as you're told. Thai has been
tried and it's useless.

You can screw kids' necks and make them stand to attention, but you're not going to
take away the visions of what they hope to see tomorrow.

You've got to move in a different area, along a different track to that of the
government that's running the country today in its selfish "expert" fashion.

in the year '99 you're not going to get kids to paint the picture you want painted, that
you, the adults, are thinking about now.

That letter came from Robert Bropho of Guildford. I agree with most of those comments
except the comment about the Government. Our picture of what we want young people to do
and say is totally different from what they want to do and say. That needs to be taken into
account when we formulate policies relating to young people.

MR NICHOLLS (Mandurah) [4.29 pm]: I refer also to crime and to juvenile Crime in
particular, not so much to reinforce the negative, but to highlight an area that has reached an
epidemic level in our community - car chases. I know from speaking to people that most
would like to think it is possible for members to fix all of the ills of the world and to make
this State a utopia. I have an idea that I believe has some merit and could impact on car
chases. However, firstly I will set out what I think are the major problems and the
background of car chases.

In a nutshell, car chases are recognised as not only irresponsible but also dangerous to the
participants and to innocent members of the community;- In my view we are asking police
officers to go to work and, particularly during the night shift to place their lives on the line in
a situation where there is no other option. It is comforting to know that police officers look
to carry out their duty of maintaining peace and law and order in our community. I
sometimes think that if I were a police officer who came across an offender in a stolen
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vehicle and a chase started the thought might enter my mind that it may not be just another
chase, but my last.
I have ralked to some of the officers who have been involved in chases and am led to believe
that there is a tendency in some cases for the offender not only to exceed all responsible
speed limits but also to take action which could result in the fatal injury of the police officer
involved. This involves such things as trying to run the police car off the road, driving
through red lights and similar actions. People should realise that the perpetrators of these
offences have no respect for their own lives or for the lives of police officers or community
members generally.
I believe the solution is to stop or control car chases before they get to high speed, or in the
shortest possible distance, so that the potential risk is reduced as soon as possible. Ideas have
been put forward to control or stop offending cars. Many ideas are purely that and have not
been taought out, progressed with or researched sufficiently so that one could say it is an
option that could be tried to see if it works.
I have followed up some of the people who have brought ideas to my attention and found
that the major reasons they have not followed through are, firstly, that they do not have the
financial means to do the research and development required and, secondly, there appears to
be no central authority or facility which can indicate whether an idea or a similar one has
been through some sort of research or development, or which can direct a person to an area
where their idea can be elaborated on and evaluated.
Mr D.L. Smith: Are these ideas to prevent the use of the car or to divert the unlawful user to
something else?
Mr NICHOLLS: The ideas range from preventing people driving a car at high speed; for
example, a device fitted to cars so that they can only do 40 kilometres an hour if an alarm or
some device goes off and prevents the car either accelerating or moving faster. I believe the
ideas have merit. I do not have the expertise to judge whether they would fulfil the criteria
required of a device to actually slow down, control or stop an offending vehicle.
Mr D.L. Smith: The police prevention unit has a number of these ideas.
Mr NICHOLLS: Yes. A number of people have contacted that unit over the years saying,
'Here are the ideas. These are the solutions." Those people have also made various
comments. My understanding is that the problem is one of manpower, expertise or time
available to research and evaluate these ideas in an attempt to arrive at a solution. I
understand that the police have much expertise in police matters, but I am not sure whether
they have the research facilities at their disposal which would allow them to collate a Lot of
information and evaluate it, whether in a laboratory or on the road, in an attempt to come up
with a conclusion which could be taken further.
My point is that a number of people have thought about this matter and made suggestions. I
am not talking about people who have made off the cuff remarks without thought and follow-
up. I have spoken to people who have put much time into evaluating their ideas but have
reached the point where they must build a prototype, have access to a testing facility or
additional expertise, or never know whether their device will work,
Mr D.L. Smith: The Government does not resource a research centre as such for that
purpose, but research and development facilities exist at various institutions which provide
services of that kind. The problem is whether the person promoting the idea is looking to
develop it commercially or simply floating the idea to help reduce this activity.
Mr NICHOLLS: That point is well taken and is one of the areas I have not, and will not,
comment on; whether it should be totally private enterprise funded, a combined operation, or
a totally institutionalised or research type activity that will only happen in a controlled
environment. I stress that if the Government were to offer a specific investment or research
grant to one of these institutions or research bodies that would make a difference. I am not in
a position to suggest which would be best, but a competent research body would at least be
funded to collate these ideas and sort out the wheat from the chaff. It could then be given the
financial backup to develop something from the ground up. This might take two or three
years; I do not believe it will happen overnight.
We need to start focusing on development as well as on achieving a solution which is safe,
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which can easily be introduced - whether into car manufacturing on the assembly line or by
being added to vehicles - and which cannot be overridden quickly by a juvenile.
Mr D.L. Smith: There are about 50 such devices available. The obligation is on
manufacturers to start installing some of them.
Mr Lewis: The Minister who just interjected has changed his tune a bit since last week.
Mr D.L. Smith: No, I have not.
Mr NICHOLLS: I am interested in the Minister's comment, because the problem is that
many devices are available. I started to follow up this idea at Christmas after a spate of car
chases which raised major concerns in my mind. A constituent directed me to an elaborate
car accessory firm in the city to see how many alternatives were available. An incredible
number of devices are marketed as the be-all and end-all of this matter. These devices seek
to prevent people breaking into or driving cars illegally. The problem arises when the car is
moving, the area where we presently have no control. As I mentioned previously, once a
chase starts it appears - and this is my perception from the reports of chases I have seen - that
juveniles in particular have no regard for their own lives or the life of anyone else. If we are
to control this situation we must look to controlling or reducing the speed in car chases
without running vehicles into a brick wall or something absurd like that.
The safety of the offenders is also a considerable problem. One of the suggestions put
forward was that we should stop the car's electrics. It is possible to do that with magnetism,
which confuses the electrics so that the car stops. However, if the car has reached
130 kilometres an hour and the electrics stop suddenly, we may seriously injure not only the
occupants but also anybody else in the path of the car. We need to make sure that we take
any suggestion to the point where the device not only operates well, but also is relatively
difficult to override and becomes a deterrent.
Mr D.L. Smith: Your people must be on the same wavelength because I had someone in my
office filling out papers about a similar device which may do the same sont of thing.
Mr NICHOLLS: A number of people have phoned me since I put out a Press release. I was
saying that I would like someone to put forward a suggestion. I directed some of those
people not to the Minister for Community Services but to the office of the Minister for
Police. I ani not sure whether any suggestion was followed up. A research body should be
set up specifically to identify the tasks it was funded for, and it should be expected to
evaluate and if possible come up with a device. If that body were a private enterprise
company, we could offer a grant to refine ideas. The problem with private enterprise is that
any company with an idea will want some dollars to back it, and that will be a very difficult
problem to overcome.

Mr D.L. Smith: The Government and the insurance companies will look at it.
Mr NICHOLLS: I am glad to hear that the Minister is not only following this path, but it
appears to be something he wholeheartedly supports. That is good.
The public in general are becoming very despondent about what they see as crimes which
appear to be out of control. For some reason people seem to react far more quickly to reports
of juvenile crime than to reports of adult crime. There seems to be a feeling of despondency
when these types of crime are continually reported. I do not suggest that they should not be
reported. However, we should be seen to be doing something positive so that the community
says, "While they do not have a device now, we know that positive action is being taken
towards solving the problem if possible."
Another area I want to discuss relates to the police. When I read reports which suggest that
the police should not chase offenders who steal cars and provoke them into trying to control
them, I commend the Minister for his statement that the police have no option but to chase.
Mr Thompson: That is nonsense. What do the police have to gain by trying to chase a
Porsche in a Commodore?
Mr NICHOLLS: I agree with that statement. A Commodore cannot catch a Porsche, but I
do not subscribe to the view that the police should stay there and let an offender race off in a
car without trying to do something, albeit something which will not stop the Porsche. At
least they must do something to control the situation.
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Mr D.L. Smith: It is very difficult. It is a question of how they should chase.

Mr NICHOLLS: This is an area which [ know is being addressed. There is no avenue where
it would be acceptable for a police officer to stand back and do nothing when somebody is
breaking the law.
Mr Thompson: They do that now; they make a decision at some point during the chase to
call it off. They might otherwise finish up with about six vehicles crashing around at
breakneck speed.

Mr NICHOLLS: If a crime is committed, the police are the only people empowered to take
instant action. That is something which must happen or we will have total anarchy. While
there will always be situations where a chase is called off because the police believe that is
the best way to handle it, the point is that offenders must know that the police will take
action to try to control the situation.

Why are we seeing increases in juvenile crime? Why are we seeing disrespect for parents
and for law and order in the general conmmunity, particularly from some of its younger
members? We have a major problem when we look at the parameters set on school children.
Many people in my electorate feel, as I do, that many juveniles attending school today think
that they are allowed to make their own decisions based on what they believe is the right
thing for them. [ do not have a problem with that, but what does not seem to ring true is that
they think they do not need to take into account others whom they may affect. I do not wish
to cover the amendment debated in this House at the last sitting, but many attitudes held by
juveniles in our community today derive from the environment from which they are learning.
Many issues, particularly those concerning parents, stress, and changing information sources,
whether media, video or whatever, which affect children today, did not affect me when I was
growing up.

Mr D.L. Smith: One of the problems is lack of respect for parents, for the courts and for the
judicial system in general.

Mr NICHOLLS: I am glad the Minister raised that because that is the area which needs to be
reinforced. I have found myself saying regularly that juveniles today do not respect adults,
they do not respect the law, and they do not respect the courts. I wonder why, and I look for
the reasons.
Mr D.L. Smith: Seventeen per cent of children appear in court, and only four per cent are a
problem to the community.
Mr NICHOLLS: That is fine, but those attitudes stem from the type of information that the
juveniles receive.

Mr D.L. Smith: Most young people are very fine young people.

Mr NICHOLLS: I agree, but the point I wish to make - and the Minister for Community
Services has already touched on it - is that people like ourselves are role models in the
community, whether we like it or not. When juveniles are growing up and they actually
determiine their attitudes towards society and other people, they gain quite a bit of bias from
role models in the community. I am particularly disturbed by the fact that when juveniles,
for example, are watching the television or reading the newspapers, many times the reporters
report on activities of either the Government as a whole, or politicians or Ministers, in
various avenues, forms or issues. The Minister is quite right; most young people are very
fine people. We need to make sure that the message we are giving out to the community is
one of respect. honesty and integrity, not only for each other but also for the community that
we serve. That is very important, because at the moment I believe it is a case of, "Do as I
say, not as I do."

Mr D.L. Smith: I fully endorse that. [ just wish I were a better role model.

Mr NICHOLLS: I think we would all wish that we were better role models. [t is interesting,
if we look back at the activities that have gone on over the last two years, for example, that
people sit back and say, "You teUl me I should not steal from the shop, but in the newspapers
it is reported that if you are in Government or in a high business position it is perceived that
you can get away with it." That is a very bad influence.
Mr D.L. Smith: Who has created that perception?
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Mr NICHOLLS: I cannot say, but the problem is that itris being reinforced daily, whether it
be through court cases and testimony or through information that comes from reports or is
reinforced by people themselves.

Mr D.L. Smirk: You and I both know that in the end result those people in Government or
public office are least likely to get away with it.
Mr NICHOLLS: The Minister is dead right, and also we should believe that people in public
office should be the last to get away with it, if in fact they are allowed to.
Mr D.L. Smith: We agree with that.

Mr NICHOLLS: In agreeing with that, nor only do we ourselves need to be above reproach,
but also we need to be seen to be above reproach. I have learnt very quickly that part of
being a politician is to accept the good with the bad, but I find it very discomfiting that
maligning statements are directed towards Parliament in general, not towards an individual
who may have been involved either in wrongdoing or in a compromising situation, so that we
are all tarred with the same brush. One of the problems, especially with juveniles, is that if a
member of Parliament goes to a school someone might remember his name or that he is a
Minister or a politician, but those people do nor get a chance to talk to the member and find
out the truth. I believe those people believe much of what they read and see on television,
and that in itself creates a Pygmalion effect of what the politician is or what Parliament is, or
what the role models of society are.

Mr D.L. Smith: I disagree. My experience of visiting schools is that it is one of the most
useful things members of Parliament can do, in terms of both exploring their role with the
children and exploring with children what their view of politicians is.
Mr NICHOLLS: Hopefully I will have those same thoughts in a few years' time when I have
had rime to reflect on the interaction I have had with schools. However, at the moment I am
reacting to the feedback I have had in my brief time as a member of Parliament, during
which there has been a perception that Governments are not squeaky clean and that
politicians are not above reproach. I will give the House one example. When it comes down
to election time the Minister and I will have to agree that everybody in the community says,
"This is another election promise. What are you doing? We do not believe this.' They are
virtually saying, "You are conning us." I have problems with that. The major problem is
that I do not know what the solution is.

Mr D.L. Smith: The solution when you go to schools is to address your remarks to the
children, not to the teachers or the parents.

Mr NICHOLLS: That is one solution. Another is to examine whether the public should be
able to take legal action against politicians or parties that make false promises. That may
create a legal quagmire - I do not know - but we must sta to be held accountable for
election promises.

Mr D.L. Smith: The place for politicians to be judged is here.

Mr NICHOLLS: Be that as it may; I am highlighting one of the areas that is a problem in
our society.

Amendment to Afotion

Mr NICHOLLS: I move -

That the following words be added to the motion -

But regret to advise your Excellency that this House must call on the Minister for
Environment to stand down from his Ministerial duties or otherwise requests the
Premier to suspend the Minister from same on the grounds that the Minister must be
held responsible for serious breaches of the standards of ethics and conduct required
of a Minister of the Crown because of the following:

(1) In the course of his duties as the Member for Arrnadale, he is obliged to
regularly visit his Armadale electorate office and in so doing he should
explain how he could nor be aware that a postal franking machinle had been
installed in his office.

(2) Australia Post, by letter written personally to the Minister in October 1989,
therein advising that the Department of Transport postal franking machine
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number B P15957, as previously licensed at the Nedlands Post Office, had
been transferred to the Armadale electorate office with the imprint dye of the
machine being changed and licensed at the Annadale Post Office with the
machine remaining licensed to the Department of Transport.

(3) The Minister should also explain how he, in his capacity as the Member for
Annadale could not be aware that bulk electorate mail-outs were written and
despatched on Electorate of Armadale letterheads and undler the hand of the
Minister as the Member, to do with the following electorate matters:

(a) Letter to people associated with horse breeding, owners, trainers and
their connections concerning the establishment of a trotting complex
in the Byford area.

(b) Bulk mail-out of letters sent to people about matters to do with mining
and the Darling escarpment.

(c) Two separate bulk mail-out letters to people living in the Strawberry
Fields area of Annadale, to do with future bus services and street
lighting.

(d) Bulk mail-out of letters to people affected by midgies from the
Forrestdale Lake.

(e) Bulk general mail-out to all constituents in the Arniadale electorate
espousing the benefit of the 1989/90 State Financial Budget.

(4) If the Minister was aware of the bulk mail-outs as scheduled above, he should
advise the House whether he personally paid for the many thousands of letters
that were despatched, or otherwise that he knew that government postal
franking facilities were being used, albeit that the Salaries and Allowances
Tribunal determination of 2 February 1989 was specific to ensure that
electorate mail is dealt with exclusively by the payment of postal allowances
through the electorate office and not through the office of any other position
that the Member may hold.

And that these matters of ethics and conduct are unrelated to the outcome of any
prosecution which may be pursued in relation to the use of such franking machines.

MR LEWIS (Applecross) [4.59 pm]: Mr Deputy Speaker -

Deputy Speaker's Ruling

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I would like to get a copy of that amendment before the debate
proceeds. I will give the member for Applecross the call in a moment; I just wish to make a
further point on this matter. As members may be aware, that amendment is virtually the
same as the notice of motion which was moved earlier in the day. It is up to the Opposition
whether it wants to press ahead with the amendment - that is the Opposition's prerogative.
However, I want to make two points: Firstly, during the debate earlier this afternoon the
matter of a question for the Notice Paper which was ruled out of order last week was raised.
Some members seem to be under the impression that, because that question - of which I will
not give the details here as it is not appropriate - was ruled out of order, and the debate on
this motion would have been allowed to proceed in the event of the previous division not
being taken, there might be an inconsistency.
The reason I intended to allow the previous notice of motion to be considered - other things
being equal - and the reason I will allow debate on this amendment to proceed under certain
conditions, and why I have allowed that on the one hand and why the question on the Notice
Paper was ruled out of order, basically is to do with the fact that the current amended motion
is directed to the Minister, whereas the question to go on notice was not. As I have pointed
out, certain matters are before the courts involving certain people and under no
circumstances will I allow debate to transgress into that area of consideration. This is the
second or third time I have given that warning. While debate may proceed, it may do so only
on the condition that no mailer is raised which may prejudice the matters currently before the
court. That is clearly in line with the intent and practice of Standing Orders. On the other
hand, I do not wish to be seen in any way to be restricting debate in the Chamber.
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Points of Order
Mr PEARCE: Obviously, Mr Deputy Speaker, I and the Goverrnent accept your ruling. It
is very fair and in accordance with previous practice.

An Opposition member: The Minister is now debating the ruling.

Mr PEARCE: I am not proposing to debate the ruling. I indicated my position in this matter
earlier. Mr Deputy Speaker, the situation is a little unclear because, as I understand it, it is
not clear precisely what evidence might be led and what matters are likely to be in fact
matters of adjudication by the court. Perhaps you could indicate the extent, to your own
knowledge, or the extent to which you are able to judge, whether the matters are likely to be
led in evidence; if so, how is the House, or yourself, to judge what are the circumstances and
whether the matter is sub judice?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: That is an interesting point. It is one which I have come across
in perusing the iles. As far as my own knowledge of the case is concerned, T do not know
more than the average member of the public - from what I read or hear in the Press. I have
not had access to information other than that to which I referred earlier; that is, the lists of
dates of hearings which officers of the House obtained for the purposes of advice.

Clearly, the whole matter of sub judice is open to interpretation and is subjective. The
Standing Orders clearly state that if in the opinion of the Speaker there is any danger that the
matter may be prejudiced, the Speaker will draw that to the attention of the person speaking
to the House. I intend to err on the side of caution in that respect. If I believe that given the
fact that none of us knows exactly what is to come before the courts at the appropriate time -
but also given the fact that F also believe generally that there is no reason why these matters
should not be canvassed - as I have said, I will enr on the side of caution in listening to
speakers. If there is any suggestion in my mind or if any point is made which appears to be a
valid objection to the matter brought before the Chamber, I will rule accordingly. As I said
earlier, I would caution speakers from both sides to be extremely careful in the way in. which
they direct their remarks on this question.

Mr CLARKO: Naturally, I do not in any way question your ruling, M~r Deputy Speaker, but
'to give funther weight to your ruling I wish to comment: The Minister stared to this House
that he had been investigated by the police in regard to this matter; that he had been
completely cleared on any matters in relation to it. Therefore, on his own argument, the
matter under debate regarding the Minister and his attitude gives further weight to your
position and strengthens our right to move such a motion.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: It is not appropriate to take similar points of order. We are
beginning to debate the issue. I have made my ruling. As much as I am grateful to the
member for Marmion's attempt to back the Chair's ruling, that is not appropriate in the
circumstances.

Another point to be made is to re-emphasise what I said earlier. While what the member for
Manmion said was true, it is very clear that connections can be made between the motion and
other cases. For that reason, caution must be exercised. Unless further points of order are to
be made outside what has already been canvassed, I suggest the call should return to the
member for Applecross.

Debate (on Amendment to Motion) Resumed
M~r LEWIS: In seconding the amendment to the Address-in-Reply, 1 make clear that it is not
in the interests of the Opposition in any way to attempt to prejudice the course of justice.
The matter under debate is about ministerial probity, integrity and propriety. It is about the
Westminster system of Parliament as it exists in this House. The matter is about ministerial
responsibility and correct and proper conduct; indeed, it is about how a Minister should
conduct his affairs. It is also about those people associated with the Minister.
The Minister is responsible to Parliament. As the Leader of the Opposition has previously
pointed out from House of Representatives Practice -

In cases where the mni~ster has misled Parliament, condoned or authorized a blatantly
unseasonable use of executive power, or more vaguely, where the minister's
behaviour contravenes established standards of morality, resignation or dismissal is
the appropriate action.
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That is what this motion is all about. It is asking the Minister to stand down from office as
Minister so that his conduct is not seen to embarrass the Government and, indeed, the
Parliament.

I quote further from House of Representatives Practice -

The credibility of a number of other ministers has been rightly challenged in
parliament. Whether the challenges were merited or not the right of parliamentary
inquiry cannot be denied. For a government to deny the right may prove to be
suicidal. Parliament is the correct forum, the only forum, to test or expose ministerial
administrative competence or fitness to hold office.

Mr Pearce: Are you asking me to stand down, or resign?

Mr LEWIS: To stand down, as the motion says, because of the Minister's impropriety -

Mr Pearce: You are not asking me to resign?

Mr LEWIS: We are asking the Minister to stand down and resign from his ministerial
position. I now quote from the Auditor General's report of 1990, as follows -

Under the Westminster system no matter who is responsible for taking the decision
which ultimately impacts on the public purse it is the Minister who is essentially
accountable to the Parliament. It is a role of the Minister responsible for a body the
subject of comment in this report to ensure that the issue I have raised is properly
addressed. Parliament should ensure that appropriate action is taken by the Minister.

Mr Kierath: That is called accountability.

Mr LEWIS: It is called accountability which is what this debate is about. The questions in
the motion have to be asked and the attention of the Parliament drawn to the Auditor
General's report and to the Burt report on accountability. The question is whether the
Minister knew he was rnot paying for his own postage in his electoral office. It is about the
Minister having his fingers in the till. He has to defend the answer.
Mr Kierath: In the franking machine, you mean.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I believe that the way the member phrased that comment
was not appropriate uinder parliamentary procedure and I caution the member to be more
careful.

Withdrawal of Remark
Mr PEARCE: I am trying to be reasonable in this debate. I seek a withdrawal. The remark
imputes an improper motive not borne out by the motion. The member can make an
allegation by way of the motion, but the motion asks me a series of questions. It is not true;
the police have cleared me from claims made by a member of the Opposition in another
forum and it is not appropriate to make those comments.

Mr LEWIS: I am happy to withdraw.

Debate (on amendment to motion) Resumed

Mr LEWIS: Serious questions have been put to the Minister and it is not good enough for
him to gag this Parliament and hide behind the numbers. From what my colleagues tell me
and as far as I can remember, never before in this Parliament has a Minister had a censure
motion moved against him on which debate has been gagged and the Premier did not have
the courage to defend her colleague. That is the guts of it. It is traditional for the Premier to
defend and protect her Ministers and she is conspicuous by her absence. She did not have
the courage to defend her Minister because she knew she could not defend him; he is
indefensible. She knows also that whatever she did to defend him might come back and bite
her. What has the Minister to hide? If he has been exonerated by the police and has done
nothing wrong, why can he not be honest, candid and - dare I say it - frank to this
Parliament? I challenge the Minister to be big enough and tell the truth about what has gone
on.
How do franking machines operate? A franking machine allows postal credits to be done in
bulk.

Mr Pearce: It prints stamps.
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Mr LEWIS: I thank the Minister; it prints scamps. A dye needs to be placed in it indicating
the post office at which the franking machine is licensed because not just anybody can go
and get a franking machine; they must be licensed by Australia Post. An application must be
made for that licence to be granted and the machine is licensed to a specific post office.
When one wishes to place credits on a franking machine - this wil change in the future - one
takes the machine to the post office, the postmaster opens the machine, the credit is paid for,
and the machine is reset to that credit. It so happens that the machine in question was
licensed at Nedlands Post Office and assigned to the Department of Transport in 1976. It
ended up in the member for Armadale's electorate office licensed at Annadalle. The machine
was taken to the Armadale Post Office and a request was made to reset it. The postmaster
refused to reset it and the machine was taken away.

Points of Order
Mr PEARCE: In relation to the reselling of the machine and the credits, the member is
treading on areas about which someone is before the courts.

Mr Lewis: I am stating a fact.

Mr PEARCE: The member is stating his version of the facts. My understanding is that,
firstly, those claims are not correct, and, secondly, these are matters for which somebody is
before the courts. That somebody is not me. I have pointed out already to the House that the
police have investigated claims in relation to me and I have been exonerated. However,
other people are before the courts in relation to the same matters. The matters being alleged
by the member are pants of matters that are being alleged in that case and I seek a ruling.
The matter is a difficult one because no-one can be 100 per cent certain of the case that the
police are seeking to lead against the member of my staff. However, I understand that the
matter being canvassed by the member is likely to be canvassed in the court and it is
inappropriate for the member to raise these matters in this Parliament.

Mr HASSELL: The Parliament is debating an issue relating, in broad terms, to ministerial
propriety. A motion in the form of an amendment to the Address-in-Reply has been moved.
In support of that motion, the seconder is stating some facts. Those facts may or may not be
disputed.

Mr Pearce: They may or may not be facts, If they are disputed, they are not facts. My
understanding is they will be disputed in a court.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Let me hear one point at a time.

Mr HASSELL: The facts stated by the seconder of the motion may or may not be disputed
by the member for Annadale who has a direct personal interest in the subject of the motion.
However, I am putting to you. Mr Deputy Speaker, that whether those facts are disputed or -

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I am listening.

Mr HASSELL: I know you have a remarkable capacity, Mr Deputy Speaker, but I am trying
to put a serious point to you. Whether those facts are disputed or argued about by a person
who has a personal interest in the matter or whether those facts relate to something
happening outside this House cannot prejudice the use of those facts in a debate in this
House.

Mr Pearce: Rubbish! They prejudice somebody else's trial, though.

Mr Blaikie interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I will not tolerate interjections while I am hearing points
of order.

Mr HASSELL: When a person is charged with an alleged offence - and all offences are
alleged until they are proven in a court - it does not mean that no-one in the community can
allude to the facts relative to the offence, whether inside or outside the Parliament, as that is
not how the sub judice rule operates. We have argued previously whether the sub judice rule
is stricter inside the Parliament than in the public arena. It operates in relation to public
comment on and in relation to the guilt or innocence of a person charged which could
prejudice a jury in relation to the person charged. The mere recitation of the facts about this,
whether disputable or indisputable, has nothing to do with those matters, especially when it is
done in the context of an issue which is utterly different from the issues which may be before
a court at some time.
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Deputy Speaker's Ruling
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: There are two points here. First, as far as the question of sub
judice is concerned, I believe the point raised by the Leader of the House has some validity,
This strays into the area where I am not entirely clear what may or may not came before the
courts and, therefore, what may or may not be sub judice. However, given the fact that I
have already stated I would err on the side of caution, I believe I will uphold the point of
order raised by the Leader of the House.

There is a broader point I will make, On checking the Standing Orders further I found under
Standing Order 132 the following -

All imputations of improper motives, and all personal reflections on Members, shall
be considered highly disorderly.

That is. unless by way of substantive motion. On consideration of the matter, and despite
what I said earlier, given the fact that this is an amendment and not a substantive motion, and
clearly drawing on precedent from the past, I rule this amendment out of order. That is my
ruling, and the conclusion of the matter unless a member wishes to dispute the ruling of the
Chair in the normal maniner.

Mr Kierath: They'll do anything to cover up.

Withdrawal of Remnark

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! That is a reflection on the Chair, and I will not tolerate it.
I point out to the member for Riverton that I came to my conclusion quite independently of
any advice from the Government. If he were, as I believe he was, reflecting on the Chair,
then I ask him to withdraw that remark.

Mr KI-ERATH: I was not reflecting on the Chair.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: It sounded like it to me.

Mr KIERATH: I withdraw the remark to the Chair, but it still applies to members on the
other side; that is how it was said.

Dissent from Deputy Speaker's Ruling

Mr MacKINNON: With reluctance, I move -

That the House dissent from the Deputy Speaker's ruling.

It is not my desire to cut across your statements, Mr Deputy Speaker, in normal terms
because I have found throughout today that you have approached this matter fairly and given
proper rulings. However. I dissent from your ruling on the basis that it is extraordinary, to
say the least, that we are now half way into the member for Melville's speech and it is only
after a point of order was raised that you ruled that his amendment was out of order.
Members should bear in mind that earlier today we gave ample notice of intention to move
that substantive motion and it was not therefore sprung on the Parliament or anybody else.
yourself included.

This places the Opposition in a difficult position when, from our point of view, we have
played the game straight and by the rules all the way during this session of the Parliament in
an effort to bring before it. properly, a debate on this issue. Had you. Mr Deputy Speaker,
expressed concern in relation to this matter it would have been easy for the member to redraft
that motion in a form acceptable to you, which would have enabled us to continue this
debate.

It seems to me we now have the option of doing one of two things. Firstly, I could continue
with my dissent motion, which is not my preferred option because, as I said previously, I
think you. Mr Deputy Speaker, have ruled fairly on the issue throughout today. My second
option would be that, as we are about to take questions, the matter be adjourned and
resubmitted as an alternative motion which will allow the mailer to continue. I have repeated
throughout the day that it is not our wish to subvert arty issues in relation to justice in the
courts and it is ludicrous that anyone would propose such ant action as it is in our interests
that people are brought to justice.

The Opposition merely wishes to debate the issue in the proper foruim; that is, this
Parliament. I outlined this earlier today when I sought to have Standing Orders suspended. I
seek your guidance in relation to this motion of dissent from your ruling as it is not our
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desired course of action. However, you leave us with little alternative in the circumstances.
I suggest that we adjourn the debate until after question time and redraft the motion to your
satisfaction, Mr Deputy Speaker, a motion which we will ensure does not cut across
Standing Orders, and then resume this debate later. If that is not acceptable to you, Mr
Deputy Speaker, we will move to continue to dissent from your ruxling.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Leader of the Opposition has suggested an alternative course
of action which I am happy to consider. If the Opposition is prepared to withdraw the
amendment in its present form and look to another form of wording, that may be appropriate.
I drew my information from Mansard of 11I August 1938. 1 appreciate that as Deputy
Speaker I am not often placed in the position of having to make such rulings, so like all
members I am not 100 per cent familiar with Standing Orders. However, once a Standing
Order is brought to my attention I am insistent that it be upheld.

The precedent is as follows. A motion was moved during the Address-in-Reply debate and
an attempt was made to move an amendment which was seen by the Chair as reflecting upon
another member. The Speaker said the following -

To attempt, by moving an amendment, to reflect upon an hon. member, as he
proposes to do, cannot be justified by any of the Standing Orders, and the hon.
member will understand that the course he desires to take cannot be approved of.

There was a dissenting motion following that. This clearly is not to do with the question of
sub judice, it is entirely another matter in the Standing Orders, and I do not think any
connection should be drawn between my ruling on one question as to whether debate should
be allowed to proceed on sub judice grounds. I was happy for that to proceed under certain
conditions and this other matter, which is one of procedure in the House and which I would
raise on any similar motion or amendment reflecting on another matter whether it had
anything to do with matters before the couirt or not, is the justification for my ruling.

There are two courses of action available. The first is, as we have reached the time of the
day when we should take questions without notice, if the Opposition is not prepared to
withdraw its amendment whether we should resume this debate on my ruling after dinner.
During the break the matter can be discussed with the relevant people and, on resumption of
the debate, we can proceed from there.

Debate adjourned until a later stage of the sitting, on motion by Mr Hassell.

COMMITTEES FOR THE SESSION

Council Personnel - Appointment
Message from the Council received and read notifying the personnel of sessional committees
appointed by that House.

BILLS (2) - MESSAGES

Appropriations

Messages from the Governor received and read recommending appropriations for the
purposes of the following Bills -

-1. Goldfields - Esperance Development Authority Bill

2. South West Development Authority Amendment Bill

[Questions without notice taken.]

Sitting suspend edfrom 6.02 to 7.30 pm

ADDRESS- IN-REPLY - SEVENTH DAY

Amendment to Motion - Disseintfrom Deputy Speaker's Ruling

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the sifting.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! If the Opposition intends to pursue the dissent from the
Chair's ruling, under Standing Order No 143 such notice is required in writing.

Mr HASSELL: I support the motion of dissent from the Deputy Speaker's ruling. It is
unprecedented to rule out of order an amendment to the Address-in-Reply in the mi-iddle of a
debate that had already started. The basis of the Deputy Speaker's ruling is that it conflicts
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with Standing Order No 132. The amendment moved by the member for Mandurah does not
conflict with the words of Standing Order No 132. The marginal note for Standing Order
No 132 states -

Personal reflections on Members.

Standing Order No 132 relates to -

.. imputations of improper motives, and all personal reflections on Members ...
Members in this House saw a classic example of an offence against Standing Order No 132,
which is the imputation of an improper motive, when the member for Avon referred to the
State Government Insurance Commission. Members on the Government benches repeatedly
stated that his action in relation to the State Government Insurance Commission was
prompted by a desire to pull down the operations of the comm-ission for commercial
reasons - to help the private insurance industry as against the Government insurance industry.
No statements could more clearly have offended against Standing Order No 132 because
they suggested that the member for Avon's action in this House in raising matters of the
greatest public concern were without proper motive and, in fact, were with improper motive.
I took a point of order at that time in relation to those assertions and, to my amazement, no
rifling was made against those assertions. I can assure members that if such assertions are
made again I wilt take a point of order and will persist in raising it, because that is what
Standing Order No 132 is all about. The amendment before the House does not refer to the
motives of the member for Annadale; it is nor in any way a personal reflection on him. The
motion refers to the obligations of the member for Annmadale in terms of his ministerial
responsibilities and his actions as a member and as an accountable Minister to this House.
The amendment before the House refers to the obligations of the Premier to uphold the
Westminster traditions and to take appropriate action in respect of a Minister who fails to
stand down when serious questions of a political nature relating to his ministerial
responsibilities have been raised, and upon which no satisfactory explanation has been given.

It is incorrect to rule that the Opposition's amendment is out of order under Standing Order
No 132. Standing Order No 132 is directed to personal reflections on members; it is directed
to improper motives. It is not directed to restricting debate on a matter concerning the
standards and conduct of the Government or a Minister. The Opposition repeatedly moves
amendments to the Address-in-Reply which are directed to the conduct of Ministers and the
Government. This is a legitimate amendment to the Address- in -Reply and it is not a censure
motion; it is a motion. It is a motion that refers to the conduct of the member for Annadale
in his capacity as a Minister. The motion refers to the obligations of the Premier; it is totally
legitimate and should be debated in this House.

Mr Deputy Speaker, in your interpretation of the Standing Orders you have gone too far.
You were courageous in taking the stance you did last week and this week in saying that the
sub judice rule could not prevent a political debate in this House about a matter affecting a
Minister of the Government. That is a correct position, given the more recent history of
these matters in this and other places. It is clearly unsatisfactory in the modemn age for
Parliaments and the public to be silenced on major issues when a public debate is demanded.
[ remind you, Mr Deputy Speaker, that in the House of Commons a few years ago a full scale
debate was held on the matter of the impact of thalidomnide on pregnant women and the
resulting deformities to babies, notwithstanding that at that time there was active pursuit of a
case in the High Court of England to claim damages from the Distillers Company in respect
of thalidomide deformities. On that occasion the courts were put in the position of having to
deal with the case, notwithstanding that there had been a debate in the Parliament and in the
newspapers, both of which stood up to the courts and said that it was a major national
scandal and they were not going to be silenced for years on end by the fact that court cases
were proceeding.

Similarly in this case, court cases and prosecutions are going on against people who we and
the public do not know and they involve the conduct of a Minister as a local member and as a
Minister of the Crown. The facts relate to the obligations of that Minister to account to the
House and the obligations of the Premier to maintain the very standards of ministerial
accountability, propriety and ethics which she signalled as the foundation of her Government
when she took over as Premier. The Premier has failed to uphold those standards and the
Minister has been put in the position of defending himself in this House today. Because he
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happens to be the Leader of the House we have seen a conflict of interest in his duties as
Leader of the House and in his position as a Minister in defence of himself. All these issues
indicate a very peculiar way of operating the House.

The Government was given the opportunity earlier today to debate this issue as a censure
motion, which is the proper way it should have been debated. When the Government used its
numbers to cut off and prevent debate in this House on the issue of ministerial
responsibility - the very issue of the Premier's responsibility for standards, the so called
hallmark of this Premier - we were confronted with an extraordinary situation. The Deputy
Speaker had the courage, looking at the precedents, to say this debate is permissible and the
modem thinking is that the debate should take place and the sub judice rule should not apply
to restrict this type of debate, subject to certain limitations which the Opposition would
accept happily, given that it has no interest in, and certainly no desire to in any way,
adversely affecting a criminal trial. Those comments were agreed to by the Speaker of the
House who is a Government member and who, on occasions, has difficulty being a
Government member. The Government then said we could not have the debate and claimed,
in support of its position, it was sub judice. What a ludicrous situation when, in the difficult
situation that party political Speakers have in this House, we have reached the stage where
the Speaker has been very assiduous lately in attending to the privileges of the House and the
Deputy Speaker has upheld the privileges and rights of the House and the Government is
trying to suppress debate.

Point of Order

Ms RIPPER: My understanding is that the dissent motion is on your ailing that imputations
of improper motives against members should be by way of substantive motion. My
understanding of the remarks of the member for Cottesloe is that they bear on the question of
whether the amendment would bring before the House matters which are appearing before
the court. He is not speaking in relation to the ruling which you have made.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I was about to draw the attention of the member for Cottes foe to
the matter before the Chair. Clearly, the two are related. Given what I said earlier about my
ruling having no connection with the sub judice question and really being connected with the
interpretation of Standing Order No 132, that is what should be concentrated on as the
member had been doing until he reached that point.

Debate (dissent from Deputy Speaker's ruling) Resumed

Mr HASSELL: I am sure that in a technical sense what you, Mr Deputy Speaker, are saying,
is right and I am not canvassing that at all. I am suggesting that we are reviewing a total
context; that is, whether this House will debate the issue. I am suggesting that when you
have made a ruling permitting a debate, notwithstanding the sub judice rule, and when that
debate has progressed it is then an extraordinary situation, in the middle of a speech - in this
case a speech by the member for Applecross - for you to rule the amendment out of order. I
put to you, MsT Deputy Speaker, that just as you have taken a very proper approach to the
question of sub judice you should re-examine the way in which Standing Order No 132 has
been interpreted because this motion is not covered by Standing Order No 132. The motion
deals with ministerial responsibility, parliamentary accountability, questions of ethical
conduct, questions of the Premier's responsibility, and with questions of standards related to
the conduct of Ministers. The motion is not about imputing improper motives. [ have drawn
a sharp distinction between a situation in which the motives of a member who raised an issue
are being questioned in this House without a substantive motion and an amendment which
deals with a series of issues which are relevant to this House, to the Miister and to the
Premier. Mr Deputy Speaker, the effect of your ruling is to stifle debate on issues that
should be before the House. Your approach to the sub judice rule is right because you said
the intent is not to stifle debate. The interpretation you have now given to Standing Order
No 132 is to stifle debate by extending the interpretation of that Standing Order beyond that
to which it should apply.

Ms Pearce: It only stifles improper debate, not proper debate.

Ms HASSELL: The Minister's problem is that he has a conflict of interest. The Leader of
the House keeps interjecting. He was speaking in this matter as Leader of the House. He has
three roles in this matter. He is the member for Armadale, and it is in that capacity that these
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issues have risen. He is a Minister of the Crown. He is also Leader of the House. If the
Government had any sense of propriety, or any understanding of the issue about which Sir
Joh Bjetke Petersen had so much trouble -the separation of powers - it would have come into
this House today and the last member to speak would have been the Leader of the House
because he would have come in to defend himself at the end of the day. In terms of dealing
with the control of the business of the House, the proper person to speak today was the
Premier, or the Deputy Premier, not the Leader of the House in that capacity. The Leader of
the House has a conflict of interest, which has been shown up by his interjections, because he
cannot see that while he is talking about this matter his mind is confined by his own interests.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I remind the member again that we are debating the
question of dissent from the Chair's ruling. We are not debating how the Government or the
Opposition has handled the debate.

Mr H-ASSELL: Mr Deputy Speaker. the Leader of the Opposition has made it clear that it
was with no enthusiasm that the Opposition moved to dissent from your ruling. The
Opposition has been seeking today to simply get on with debate about an issue of
considerable public importance. It is interesting to note that in the past few days there has
been a lot of national media coverage and a lot of criticism of the Federal Liberal- National
Party Opposition because it has failed to attack vigorously the Justice Minister, Michael
Tate, over a trial which was aborted because of some remarks he had made. The Opposition
is here properly trying to bring before this Parliament fundamental issues relating to
ministerial and Premier's responsibilities, and every obstacle is being put in the way of that
debate being held. Therefore, Mr Deputy Speaker, the Opposition has been put in the
position of reluctantly dissenting from your ruling, but while it is reluctant, I say to you that I
honestly believe your interpretation of Standing Order No 132 goes beyond what it was
intended ever to cover.

Mr THOMPSON: It is with some regret that I support the motion, and I want to say one or
two things about precedents in addressing this question. When I became the Speaker of this
House I had a quick look at the people who had preceded me in office, and made some
observations about how long they survived in office. I noticed that the shortest serving
Speaker was the guy who gave this ruling.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I trust that is not a threat!

Mr THOMPSON: He lasted for about 12 months. He was a very colourful Speaker,
although it would appear from the records that he was not all that consistent. Indeed, he lost
his position because. in the view of the House. he had exceeded his authority by bringing the
police into the floor of the Chamber to deal with some unruly behaviour.

Mr Deputy Speaker, in this instance you rely very heavily on the interpretation placed on
Standing Order No 132. That ruling is shown as unit 12, which draws attention to a ruling
which was given on I11 August 1938 by the then Speaker, Mr Johnson, who at that point had
been in office for seven days. H~e made his ruling without having given great consideration
to it. There is no record in Hansard that he retired to discuss the matter with his Clerk before
making a determriinanion. It was an off the cuff ruling. I know, because I have been there,
that it is pretty easy to make rulings that afterwards one wishes one had not made.

Mr Pearce: Give us a list of the rulings that you wish you had not made, for our future
reference.

Mir THOMPSON: I reckon I made very sound rulings. Indeed, the Leader of the House may
recall that the Government challenged one of my rulings, even to the point of taking it to the
High Court of Australia, and by a decision of five judges to none my ruling was upheld.

Mr Clarko: That was typical!

Mr Pearce: You just said there were rulings you wished you had not made. I asked you for a
list for our future reference.

Mr THOMPSON: There were rulings which I wished I had not made on the run, but at times
one must make them on the run. Those members who were here at the time I was Speaker
will recall that I used to retire and think about these things before I made rulings. The ruling
to which I refer was made on the run by a Speaker who had been in that position for seven
days.
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Mr Pearce: Are you saying there are no rulings thai you wish you had not made?

Mr THOMPSON: None. The Speaker had been in office for only seven days, and if we look
at the sitting days he would probably have been in the Chair only twice previously. The
point was made by Mr Hughes, the member who was attempting to move the motion, that he
regretted having to disagree with the Speaker's ruling at thai early stage of his occupancy of
the Chair. It is clear that some members at that time felt that the Speaker was on pretty shaky
ground. Indeed, a dissent motion was moved, and although the House upheld the Speaker's
ruling, there was obviously some concern about it.

Mr Deputy Speaker, I say with respect to you that your authority in this matter is pretty
weak. The Speaker said in the ruling to which I refer that -

The hon. member must realise that there is no substantive motion before the House.
The motion for the adoption of the Address-in-reply is purely a matter of ordinary
procedure.

That is a lot of nonsense. The motion for the Address- in-Reply is a substantive motion, and
it is within the competence of any member of this House to move to amend a substantive
motion. I suggest that it is quite within the competence of any member to move to amend the
motion in the way that this attempt has been made. One should not simply draw on
precedents that have occurred in this place and say they are sacrosanct. A precedent is a
precedent for only as long as the House is prepared to accept it. When I occupied the Chair I
overturned a number of precedents because I thought it appropriate to do so, to the detriment
of the party that I served; and to some extent I used to suffer the consequences of taking that
stand.

Mr Deputy Speaker, I have observed that you have strength of character, and I suggest that
you took a little closer at the rulings that you make. You have shown some propensity to
stand against the political tides that flow through this place, and I suggest that you look more
closely at your ruling.

I an sorry that the Leader of the House did not agree to a suspension of Standing Orders
today because it is a matter which ought to be debated in this place. It will be dehated, and I
suggest that the appropriate time to have done that was today. I made a prediction - without
discussing it with anyone - that it was as sure as night follows day that the Opposition would
move to amend the Address-in-Reply to bring this same matter before the House. The matter
should be brought before the House in the member's own interests so that he can clear up the
position. So although it is with reluctance, I nonetheless support the motion.

Mr CLARKO: Before dinner I listened very carefully to your comments, Nfr Deputy
Speaker. I say very deliberately and sincerely that I was very much impressed by your
comments, and by your frankness, honesty and balance.

Mr Pearce: And now you are going to disagree with him and take it all back.

Mr CLARKO: I have from rime to time in this Parliament made the odd joke or two, but this
is said with complete sincerity, Sir. I sat in that Chair for five years as Deputy Speaker, and
when you stood there and said that it was difficult for you in circumstances like this, you
were spot on. I am sure you, Sir, have given the matter the proper attention that you can, and
the information one receives can be conflicting. I can remember that on one occasion when I
was Deputy Speaker to my colleague, the present member for Darling Range, I made a
comment and put forward a ruling with which members disagreed. I did not put it in a
formal way - it was still in the debating stage. I retired to consider the matter, and the first
advice I was given by the Clerk was that I was wrong and the other information was right,
and he produced and put before me a great deal of information to support that contention. I
sat and chewed on it and by the time I had done that the dinner break came. I went to have
dinner and came back to discuss it with the Clerk further, and finally he had to agree with
me. I am not trying for one minute to say "What a good boy am I", but if one looks at things
lie that and researches them further, one could Well find there is a different situation.

Therefore I begin by commending you, Mr Deputy Speaker, for many of your comments
made earlier this evening. I have no doubt it is a difficult question and it was very interesting
for me to listen to the fonner Speaker, the member for Darling Range, make the comments
that he did. However, if we look at Standing Order No 132, it says -
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All imputations of improper motives, and all personal reflections on Members, shall
be considered highly disorderly.

I think we can dismiss out of hand the second pant - that it is a personal reflection - because it
is not a personal reflection as this and other Parliaments would understand it; so it comes
back to the question of "All imputations of improper motives". That is the phrase we must
concentrate on. The Concise Oxford Dictionary, which is all we can run to in this
Parliament, says that a motive is what induces a person to act. Perhaps the most dynamic
way a modem person would think of a motive is, for those people who read, listen to or
watch on television the various plays by Agatha Christie, the motive of "Whodunnit?" or,
alternatively, "Why did he do it?" This action is not about something of that nature; it is not
"Why did he do it" but the fact chat we are concerned, and we are trying to bring to the
ahtention of this House, that a franking machine is, or was, in the Minister for the
Environment's office. Motive has nothing to do with whether a particular object is in a place
where it should not be. The motive is "Why would he think of doing this?", but that is not
what this motion is about. The word "improper" means inaccurate, or wrong, or not properly
done, but we are not talkcing about that at all.

We seek by the motion to censure the Minister for the Environment because he had a
franking machine in his office. I have not heard him deny this on a single occasion - and
there have been many occasions tonight when we on this side of the House thinkc he has been
crying deliberately to obstruct the debate by lengthy interjections and by a whole series of
points of order. This motion is not about that: it seeks to censure a Minister of the Crown for
having a franking machine in his off ice, and that is not about an improper motive. The
improper motive set out in Standing Order No 132 - apart from personal reflection, which we
are not dealing with - is not what the motion is about. The Minister for the Environment is
obviously under great pressure. HeI is accusing the Opposition by saying this is a sleazy
attack and so on. This Government rests on accountability, or so it says, but of course it does
not. It says one thing and does the opposite. In this situation it is not appropriate to use
Standing Order No 132 because it does not apply.

My colleague, the member for Corcesloc, said that if we cannot debate this mocion it will be
seen as an interference with the proper debate of a subject which is of special concern to the
people of Western Australia, and more importantly so because of WA Inc, because it is yet
another little cameo in relation to the whole scene in regard to the actions of this
Government. Certainly nothing should stop this sort of truth coming out. I repeat, the
machine is or was in the Minister's office - he has never denied that - and if it was in his
office it is a primna facie case for him to be properly censured and to step down. In my
opinion he should resign.

The former Speaker has said that he regards the Address-in-Reply as a substantive motion
and I believe chat to be the case. What is more, it is my understanding that the member for
Applecross spoke to you earlier today, Mr Deputy Speaker, and showed you ths motion, and
you indicated to him that as a substantive motion you gave it your approval.

Mr Pearce: It was not a substantive motion.

Mr CLARKO: He said that as a substantive motion, if it was a substantive motion, you
would allow it to be debated, Mr Deputy Speaker, or words to that effect. The formner
Speaker has stated, and I support him, that this is a substantive motion and chat a substantive
motion can be amended, arnd that is what we have before us. That goes the whole circle. As
an amendment to a substantive motion, Mr Deputy Speaker, you would find yourself in
agreement with it. It is proper for us to debate it, and that is why we, with reluctance,
disagree with your ruling. [ believe that although it would be difficult for you, Mr Deputy
Speaker - and while there have been occasions when I have not been in agreement with you -
you have the character to change your ruling. I am sure you have the intellect to change it
and there is no question that we have an amendment to a substantive motion before us. and
you agree that an amendment to a substantive motion is something that is proper to debate.
Even if it is a grey area, a matter where you are not totally convinced one way or the other, I
think the best thing to do in those circumstances is what many people who have sat in that
Chair before you have done. They, when in doubt, would make a judgment which was
clearly to the benefit of the debate in this Chamber and to the benefit of the citizens of
Western Australia. I believe it is to the benefit of the citizens of Western Australia that this
matter be resolved.
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It would be most unfortunate for the Minister concerned if this issue continued to hang
around lie a black cloud over his reputation. He should try to have this matter cleared up as
prompdly as possible. If he is innocent of this matter then I think the sooner it is cleared up
the better, and there is no question that the British system would have a Minister who is
under the same sort of cloud stand aside. A strong Premier would stand that Minister down.
One can cite some Federal examples where Ministers have been stood down for very minor
matters indeed. I remember the situation where Sir Ransley Victor Garland was stood down
over the question of his providing a deposit for a person who stood for election in Canberra-,
and I recall also the case concerning former Senator Withers, whose apparendly serious
misdemeanour was simply that he proposed an electorate be called one name rather than
another. There is nothing at the centre of those matters which would in any way touch upon
the serious position we have today, where a Department of Transport franking machine was
apparently located in the office of the Minister for the Environment. The Minister has never
denied that is where the franking machine was, and that matter should be cleared up. If you
are in any doubt about this, Mr Deputy Speaker, I would strongly urge you to allow us to
have the debate. It will do no harm, and it will shed light on this matter. It might cause some
embarrassment to the Minister but he has a very tough hide and that will be of no
importance. If you do not allow the debate, that will leave this smear hanging over not only
the Minister but also the Premier.

Mr COWAN: I took time during the dinner suspension to turn up the Standing Orders which
could be related to this issue. I refer members to the notation at the bottom of page 19 of the
Standing Orders which states that amendments to the Address -in-Reply are not in order if
they reflect on the Governor, or on judges or on members.

Mr Pearce: That is a good one.

Mr COWAN: I will finish reading the notation. I know the light is fading but I am able to
read.

Mr Pearce: Or on matters sub judice.

Mr COWAN: Or on matters sub judice. That sounds quite plausible. We have heard
Standing Order No 132 repeated several times today. It refers to all imputations of improper
motives, and all personal reflections on members and states that they shall be considered
highly disorderly. One thread runs through both Standing Orders; that is, the reference to
give credence to the interpretation to the Standing Orders relates back to one speech nude by
one Speaker in 1938. That was referred to by the member for Darling Range who, of course,
is a fonrmer Speaker in this place. Some disputation has occurred regarding the interptetation
given by the reference inasmuch as it is argued that the Addre ss-in- Reply is a substantive
motion; that the Speaker is wrong in stating that the Address-in- Reply is not a substantive
motton.

The reference cited is being placed in question. This is a very important matter indeed. The
Address-in-Reply debate is a substantive motion because it can be amended. I would have
thought on that basis alone it would be regarded as a substantive motion. If it is a substantive
motion, perhaps we are in order in seeking the amendment, and so the reference should run
to Standing Order No 132 as to whether the substance of the amendment moved by the
member for Applecross does or does not cut across that Standing Order. The whole issue is a
matter of interpretation.

In interpreting the amendment moved by the member for Applecross, Mr Deputy Speaker, I
suggest that the question being asked of the Minister is about some alleged occurrences in
relation to his electorate office. I cannot see how anybody in your position, Mr Deputy
Speaker, can say that the demand for answers to questions is a reflection upon the member,
or an imputation of improper motives. It is merely a matter of a series of questions being
posed and to which the House seeks answers.

Members of Parliament have attempted to present an argument on the matter to be debated.
Originally this was done as an attempt to suspend Standing Orders and to deal with the
matter as a substantive motion. The Government chose not to follow that path. Mr Deputy
Speaker, you have determined that that method of dealing with debate is out of order.
Having ruled it out of order, I ask you, Mr Deputy Speaker, when will we be able to debate
such an important issue? Will debate occur at the convenience of the Government, or should
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we not give the issue greater importance and debate it as a matter of urgency? I suggest the
matter has a degree of urgency because, as the member for Cottesloe said, it relates to
accountability.

Dr Lawrence: What is the reason for its urgency? How long is it since those allegations
were made?
Mr COWAN: That is a valid question. In my awn limited way I will attempt to answer it. I
would have thought that perhaps the greatest requirement for any Minister would be to
defend his integrity and accountability as a Minister. When that integrity or accountability is
questioned and allegations are made in that regard, any member or Minister should jump at
the first opportunity to defend his or her position. The reason for the matter to be debated as
a matter of urgency is because it provides the Minister concerned with the opportunity to
defend his integrity. I am sure he is capable of that. The Minister needs no assistance in
defending himself in this Parliament.

My contention is that the Address -in-Reply is a substantive motion. That motion can be
amended. It is a matter of interpretation whether the amendment moved by the member for
Applecross was a series of questions to which we sought the answers or whether, as the
Deputy Speaker has stated, it reflects upon the member. I contend it does not. In this case,
the amendment should have proceeded. We have no choice but to support the motion for
dissent against the Deputy Speaker's nuling,

Mr MENSAROS: I wish to raise an entirely different aspect in relation to this matter.
Members will acknowledge that I very seldom, if ever, repeat previous arguments raised in
debate. Although I am the sixth or seventh member to speak, I certainly will not indulge in
repetition.

Your ruling. Mr Deputy Speaker, relates to Standing Order No 132. The Standing Orders are
divided into chapters and Standing Order No 132 appears under Chapter 15, "Rules of
Debate". Motions have a different description and different rules in a different chapter under
the Standing Orders. Mr Deputy Speaker, you ruled the amendment to the motion - which
could be considered in that way whether you accept it is, a substantive motion or not - out of
order. You did not rule out of order any of the conunents by members who were speaking.
Consequently, I would think that you were in error when you applied Standing Order No 132
because clearly it does relate to the debate and not to a motion. If it does not relate to the
rules on debate, obviously this Standing Order would not come within Chapter 15. It would
be uinder another chapter which deals with motions which is mentioned separately in the
Standing Orders.

Your theoretical answer, Mr Deputy Speaker, if we were able to debate it, perhaps would be,
"Yes, but I refer to a precedent in 1938." This raises questions according to my contention.
Of course, I was not here in 1938 and do not know whether the Standing Order was exactly
the same now as it is now. However, [ assume that this Standing Order is the same because
the precedent refers to it as it stands today. My contention is that the Speaker of the time was
equally in error in ruling that way. No matter how I search I cannot find any rule, let alone a
Statute or even a custom. which says that a Speaker's ruling is not only a simple precedent,
but one to which all subsequent Speakers must adhere. I doubt whether anybody would
disagre with me when I say it is not a precedent which cannot be overruled. There are good
reasons why nobody has taken that line of argument. Therefore, in the interests of the proper
interpretation of Standing Orders, it should be the desire, and the duty, of the Speaker to look
seriously at the proper interpretation of the rule in a manner different from that of the
precedent.
This matter raises various aspects which have been canvassed by others, so I will not repeat
them. Using an interpretation regarding Standing Order No 132 in connection with a motion
or an amendment to a motion is incorrect because a motion per se is not a debate, therefore
the rules of the debate cannot apply to it.

Dr LAWRENCE: I support the Deputy Speaker's ruling and oppose the Opposition's motion
of dissent. It is important in doing this that we indicate the Opposition's acknowledgement
that this was a difficult decision. Except for the member for Conesloe, all speakers have
indicated that this circumstance before the House, in relation to the Standing Order, has some
lack of clarity and the precedent dates back a long way and involves the question of the
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debate of the rime. Therefore, it is a very difficult ruling for a Speaker to make. In
supporting the Deputy Speaker I ask why the Opposition has dissented so strongly and at
such length from the ruling?
Mr Macinnon: It is unprecedented.

Dr LAWRENCE: It is not; that is the point. The Deputy Speaker has drawn attention to the
House -

Mr Macinnon: Never before has a ruling been given half way through a speech.

Dr LAWRENCE: A reasonable explanation has been given to that point.

The Deputy Speaker has indicated that he is not fully acquainted with Standing Orders and
with their implications in any situation - no member of this House could claim that
knowledge, even those who have sat in the Speaker's Chair from rime to rime. It has been
acknowledged that this is a matter of interpretation, so it is important that we examine the
arguments for dissent.

The onus is on those who are dissenting to have a clear explanation, and from the
Opposition's description of the decision it is clear that it does not have a clear case. Looking
at the Standing Orders referred to, it is clear that Standing Order Nos 132 and 133 refer to
disorderly conduct and personal reflections on members. Standing Order No 132 states -

All imputations of improper motives, and all personal reflections on Members, shall
be considered highly disorderly.

The Government did not seek a point of order on that question. We had no knowledge of the
Deputy Speaker's likely ruling despite some interjections from members opposite making
that suggestion. We stand by the ruling. The Deputy Speaker has made a difficult ruling in
the context of the debate which had the capacity to seriously undermine the form of the
Parliament. The Government has no desire to stifle debate.

Mr Macinnon: Why did you not suspend Standing Orders?

Dr LAWRENCE: I will get to that point. We indicated last week, and again today, that
during the Address-in-Reply debate we would not allow the suspension of Standing Orders.
Despite the pleading by the Leader of the National Party, this is not a matter of urgency. It
has been in the public arena for a long time. The Minister indicated that he has been
exonerated of any wrong doing and members opposite are seeking to embarrass the Minister,
me, as Premier, and the Government at a time which is politically convenient to them. If this
was a matter of such grave concern to the Opposition regarding 'probity" and "privacy", and
other words of that kind used by it, it would have raised the matter earlier. The Opposition is
not serious about examining the question in using this motion. I state as Premier that we will
not, yesterday, today, tomorrow or in two weeks' time - if we are still debating it - allow the
suspension of Standing Orders during the Address- in-Reply debate. This is a longstanding
convention and one we do not intend to breech. I make that point strongly.

We are not trying to avoid this debate. We were halfway through it when the Deputy
Speaker made his ruling. This ruling draws attention to the need in this Parliament for
members not to reflect on the motives of members or their personal behaviour - that is a rude
of this place. This rule has been frequently flouted; I am sure we can agree on that.
Speakers have not been entirely consistent in the application of Standing Orders, and
sometimes this inconsistency has occurred in the course of a single debate. However, the
Deputy Speaker has made a ruling based on the Standing Orders and the precedent - in this
case it was the only one we had - and because the rides have been broken from time to timne,
that does not mean that we should ignore it. It is clear that a reflection on the motives, and a
personal reflection, of a member is regarded as disorderly unless a substantive motion is
moved. Members opposite have indicated, even though they have not written those words
into the motion, that they believe this motion to be a censure against the Minister.
Allegations and a question of guilt were raised by members apposite. Clearly, the question
put by members opposite reflects on the member and on his motives. I absolutely reject any
suggestion of any wrongdoing on the part of the Minister, or that the proper way to put the
view is to move a motion to suspend Standing Orders. We were prepared to allow the
Opposition to proceed by way of amendment, but the Deputy Speaker, however, quite
independently, without consultation with any political party, made a decision. We support
fully the Deputy Speaker's right to and his reasons for making that decision.
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If members opposite wish to be critical of Ministers, of me as Premier or the Government as
a whole, they should do so in a way that does not raise the question of whether they are
cynically exploiting this climate.
Mr BLALKLE: [ disagree with the ruling, Mr Deputy Speaker. The precedent drawn upon
was a very bad precedent, and bad precedents should not become the practice of the
Parliament. The real difficulty that you have, Sir, is that you must examine the precedents
and determine whether those precedents are valid in the light of circumstances currently
before the House. The precedent acted upon was a bad one. On 11I August 1938, on page
106 and 107 of Hanisard, a motion was moved by NMr Hughes, the member for East Perth, to
amend the Address -in-Reply. Members must understand what that amendment was because
maybe then they will understand why the Speaker of that day took offence to what was being
moved, and why he sought to stop the member from speaking further.
On that occasion Mr Hughes moved an amendment to the Address-in-Reply motion by
adding the following words -

I I . but we regret that the unfortunate social alliances between the Matron of the
H-eathcote Mental Home and the Chief Secretary, Hon. W.J-. Kitson, M.L.C., and
others have destroyed the discipline, efficiency, and harmonious working of the
Lunacy Department. have allowed the employment therein of non-unionists, contrary
to the policy of Your Excellency's advisors, and have made conditions of
employment in the aforementioned Lunacy Department intolerable, and feel that in
the interests of the Public Service of the State of Western Australia and the
restoration of public confidence in the integrity thereof, the aforesaid Matron and the
aforesaid Chief Secretary should be relieved of their respective positions.

The whole basis of what that member moved -

Several members interjected.

Mr Pearce: I am prepared to check this motion, but the circumstances are the same.

Mr BLALKIE: Having moved the motion the Speaker said -

Before the hon. member proceeds any further, I think he will surely appreciate that on
an amendment to the motion for the adoption of the Address-in -reply, he would be
distinctly out of order...

That comment was made by the Speaker immediately after the amendment was put. With
due respect to you, Mr Deputy Speaker, on this occasion the amendment had been moved
and a speaker had been on his feet for about 11I minutes before you said a precedent had been
set in 1938 and you then ruled that the amendment was out of order. I strongly suggest to
you that the precedent you have called on is, firstly, a bad precedent anid, secondly, it does
not have any application in these circumstances.

In 1938 Mr Hughes disagreed with the Speaker's ruling and he said -

I regret that. ... I should be forced into the position of moving to disagree with your
ruling. I do so with a great deal of reluctance because I am sure that you are making
history in procedure.

How right Mr Hughes was! Further on he said -

I think it deplorable that you should have given such a ruling without one tittle of a
Standing Order to support you. There is no Standing Order that limits the discussion
on the Address-in-reply. With all respect to you and your high office, Sir, I think you
will have set a very bad precedent if you succeed by your ruling in curtailing the
scope of discussion on the Addiress-in-reply. I think you will be depriving members
of a long-established right enjoyed in all English-speaking Legislatures to utilise the
one occasion when any matter of public business is open for discussion. I submit,
with great regret, that your ruling is contrary to the Standing Orders and contrary to
our procedure.

Mr Pearce: What was the decision of the House on that matter.

Several members interjected.

Mr Pearce: Was the Speaker's ruling supported?
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Mr BLAIKIE: The Speaker's ruling was supported and I challenge the Leader of the House
in that it was a bad precedent and should never have been adopted. The Deputy Speaker by
his actions is allowing a bad precedent to become the adopted practice of this Parliament and
it is wrong. The Address-in-Reply motion is a substantive motion.

Mr Pearce: It is not if you read the addendum to which the Leader of the National Party
referred.

Mr BLAMXE: The Address-in-Reply motion is a substantive motion. It is within the scope
of the House to make amendments and to debate amendments in such a fashion. I refer
members to the Standing Orders and to the definition of "Substantive Motion" which I will
read for the benefit of the members -

"Substantive Motion" is a self-contained proposal submitted for the approval of the
House and drafted in such a way as to be capable of expressing a decision of the
House.

The member for Mandurab moved an amendment on which the House was capable of
expressing an opinion. With respect to you, Mr Deputy Speaker, you have prevented the
House from dealing with a matter which the member for Mandurah thought was of a serious
nature, as did other members. It is a substantive motion and it is quite correct.

Mr Watt: A precedent can be changed.

Mr BLAItKIIE: I thank the member for Albany for his interjection because a precedent can be
changed, but if it is a bad precedent it should not be put into practice.

Mr Watt: It is only a precedent until the next ruling to change it is made.
Mr BLAIKIE: That is right.

Mr Deputy Speaker, the situation with which you are faced is that the ruling you have made
is incorrect and if it is continued heaven help the future decisions of this Parliament.

Mr Watt: The history books of this Parliamnent will be wrong.

Mr BLAMKE: Not only the history books of this Parliament. but also the history books of all
the Parliaments which form the Commonwealth Parliamentary Association. It is a matter of
grave seriousness and I strongly support the motion to dissent from the Deputy Speaker's
ruling.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The question is that the Speaker's ruling be dissented from. I am
told it is not established practice for the Speaker to try to defend himself from the Chair and I
will not do so at any length, but as a number of accepted practices seem to be under question
I want to make a couple of points before I put the motion.

Mr H-assell: Does this mean you are changing your ruling?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: No, I am not. That is the first point I want to make. Despite the
temptation of the member for Albany's invitation to seek a place in the history books [ wild
not be changing the ruling. It comes back to a point I made in the initial ruling;, that is. had
the amendment been worded differently it would have been perfectly acceptable. The
suggestions that the debate has been stifled and it is not possible to consider this question do
not have any basis. I have inidicated from the Chair and to individual members that had the
amendment been worded differently so that, in my view, it conformed with Standing Orders,
it would not have been ruled that way.

I make the point in response to the member for Darling Range, who is not in the House, that
although it may have appeared this ruling was made on the run it certainly was not. It was
made as a result of some consideration and advice.

Point of Order
Mr BLAMKE: Mr Deputy Speaker, on a point of order -

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Do you expect me to rule against what I am saying?
Mr BLAIICIE: No, Mr Speaker, the point I want to raise comes back to a precedent of the
House: Is it competent for the Speaker to take part in the debate on a Standing Order?

Several members interjected.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Let us hear the point of order.

Mr BLIKIE: With due respect to your office, Mr Deputy Speaker, I ask whether it is
competent that you can participate in the debate on a ruling to disagree with your ruling?
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I understand the point you are making. The answer is yes, this is
not covered by Standing Orders and I am merely seeking to explain my ruling. I think I have
done that and I will now proceed to put the question.

Dissent from Deputy Speaker's Ruling Resumed
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (24)
Mr Bradshaw Mr Hassell Mr Mensaros Mr Trenorden
Mr Clarko Mr House Mr Nicholls Mr Fred Tubby
Mr Court Mr Kierath Mr Omodel Dr Turubull
Mr Cowan Mr Lewis Mr Shave Nit Watt
Mrs Edwaides Mr Macinnon Mr Strickland Mr Wiese
Mr Grayden Mr McNee Mr Thompson Mr Blailde (Teller)

Noes (26)
Mrs Beggs Mr Graham Mr Marlborough Mr Thomas
Mr Bridge Mr Grill Mr Pearce Mr Troy
Mrs Buchanan Mrs Henderson Mr Read Dr Watson
Mr Catania Mr Gordon Hill Mr Ripper Mr Wilson
Mr Cunninghamn My Kobelke Mr DL. Smnith Mrs Waikins (Teller)
Mr Donovan Dr Lawrence Mr P.1. Smith
Dr Gallop Mr Leahy Mr Taylor

Pair
Mr Minson MrCarr

Question thus negatived.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: As my ruling is that the amendment moved by the member for
Mandurah is out of order, the question now is that the Address-in-Reply be agreed to.

Debate (on motion) Resumed
MR STRICKLAND (Scarborough) [8.42 pmJ: I wish to continue with the question of law
and order outside the House, and reflect on the perceptions of the people in Scarborough.
Members will be aware of the beautiful brochure put out by the Government in respect of its
community policing initiative. The brochure contains a lot of nice pictures and maps. It
indicates community policing has the capacity to rebuild the bonds of community,
neighbourhood and family life. That is highlighted because of the need to reduce theft,
breaking and entering, burglary and other offences. The brochure reflects on the huge
changes in our society. There has been a breaking down of neighbourhood bonds, due
largely to two main influences: The increase in personal mobility, and the isolation caused
by people just sitting inside their homes arid watching television, and not mixing in the
community as much as they used to. The brochure indicates that 60 per cent of breaking and
entering offences are commriitted by juveniles. that is 15 per cent of the total. It indicates also
that juveniles commit 65 per cent of the offence of unauthorised use of a motor vehicle; that
is six per cent of the total.

The initiative of community policing is to be complimented because its direction is right, but
I want to focus on what is in the brochure as opposed to what might be happening or not
happening in the community because I have detected a mismatch, albeit that the people
involved have the best of intentions and are doing what they can. A large number of people
are participating in community policing through Neighbourhood Watch. I want to reflect
firt on some of the perceptions of those people. On 14 February the City of Stirling held a
Neighbourhood Watch area coordinators' meeting. The first point that was raised in the
minutes of that meeting was in respect of the Trigg riot, which had received a lot of Press
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coverage. It was pointed out that a resident had to ring the 000 telephone number because he
was unable to get a response on the 222 1111 number. The feeling of the people at the
meeting was that mare funds should be made available to update the switchboard at police
headquarters because nothing can be more fnistraring when one is trying to get through to the
police than to niot get a response
Mr Kierath: When you do get through, the police are often so overworked that they crack.

Mr STRICKLAND: I will come to that. The minutes revealed also that the Neighbourhood
Watch coordinators thought that a poor attitude was being shown at the Scarborough Police
Station. I had a discussion with the officers at that police station. The trouble is that it is not
really the officers who are to blame but the pressure of the work and the difficulties with
manning. At one of the police stations, nine out of the 16 officers who make up the numbers
at that station are used to man the 24-hour mobile patrol service. Two or three officers are
on either annual leave or long service leave at any one time, and the four or five officers who
are left have to carry out the other policing duties at the station.

One of the difficulties they faced was that when vehicles were damaged they did not have the
use of a spare vehicle. That meant they were forced to allocate priorities for the telephone
requests they received for assistance, so when a person rang up the answer could be, "Sorry;
we will get around to it if we can, but we probably cannot." Nothing puts off a
Neighbourhood Watch volunteer more than receiving that sort of response.

Another matter raised at the meeting was that six community policing officers were in the
process of transferring, so it appeared that most of them were suffering from burnout. That is
not a healthy situation for the police officers who are endeavouring to do that job. A
comment at this meeting was that management was not seen to be supporting community
policing liaison officers. It was noted that the attendance of area coordinators was
considerably less than it was last year. Those comments were recorded in the minutes of a
Neighbourhood Watch meeting and do nor leave one with a great amount of faith that the
system is up and munning which is my first concern. I took the trouble on another occasion to
talkc to local area coordinators who told me in no uncertain terms that their perception was
that the juvenile crime rate was the main problem. They made the point that it was important
to catch juvenile offenders early in order to stop the pattern of illegal behaviour becoming
entrenched. That is a noble objective. The area coordinators felt that a greater police
presence and visibility was required and that the law needed tightening. They also wanted to
see a positive approach and alternative activities. I will look later at some of the things this
House can consider and make some positive suggestions because I want to be positive. I did
raise some of these matters with the Minister for Police and I am encouraged by his
indication that he would support the formation of a team to work out of the empty Innalon
Police Station and which would be available to give advice on such things as crime
prevention.

It has been apparent for some time that the Government should focus on law and order. It is
disturbing that only now does the Government appear to have realised that something is
wrong. The biggest file in my office relates to newspaper clippings on law and order
problems. How does one handle a phone call from a distressed woman who is crying her
eyes out and asking, "1 have had enough, what can I do? I have been robbed. I have had two
cars stolen; my husband and I worked very hard for the last car; it was our pride and joy. An
Aboriginal juvenile unlawfully used the car in a high-speed chase, hit a tree, and did $8 000-
worth of damage." The advice given to that woman was to sell the car because it would
never be quite right again. The woman lost the use of her car for four or five weeks; she lost
her no claim bonus and she and her husband felt absolutely deflated and did not know what
was to be done as they had no recourse against the juvenile. That is an example of the
hopeless feeling of the victims of crime.

Another newspaper clipping referred to the Reverend George Davies. He commented that
the police alone were not the answer to crime and he suggested that social development
programs were needed. Another newspaper article indicated that combatting juvenile crime
is one of the most complex tasks facing the Government. It estimated that the Government
will spend $100 million a year to combat juvenile crime and that the Childnns Court
handles up to 400 cases a day. At long last the Government, to its credit, is facing up to
these problems. I have another letter here from the Shire of Trayning which says -
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At Council's recent Meeting, it was unanimously resolved that Council express its
gravest concern at the present penalties handed out to offenders for the ludicrous
charge of Unlawful Use of a Motor Vehicle.

Further on it said -

..it can be only seen as a Parliament not doing its duty to serve and protect its
people.

The other House will deal with matters as and when it is appropriate. I will not take up the
time of the House with further aspects of this matter, such as attacks on women,

I was a teacher before I came to this House. I warnt to draw parallels between what happens
in education and ideas that could be considered when addressing problems in juvenile crime.
Recently in the newspaper the Children's Court Judge, Hal Jackson, indicated that harsher
penalties are not the answer to the problems associated with juvenile crime. I do not argue
with that point of view. The range of penalties existing now is reasonable but the problem
seems to be at the minimum end of the scale of punishments. If the minimum is perceived
by the public and the offenders to be virtually nothing the perception is that the offender can
get away with these minor criminal actions. This leads to lawlessness and consequently Bills
being introduced to help solve the problem.

When corporal punishment was allowed in schools individual teachers had a multitude of
strategies to deal with unruly behaviour. If members in this House reflects on those days
they will remember the odd occasion at school when they copped punishment from a
particular teacher.

Mr P.J. Smith: They were brutal days, were they not?
Mr STRICKLAND: They were for some and perhaps not for others. In those days the
official discipline chain was very short. If students were sent out of the room to the principal
and received three or six cuts. If students were really bad they were expelled. That is one of
the reasons why the system did not always work. In recent times a lot of work has been done
on behaviour management in schools. I would like to quote the following in relation to ths
issue -

If we say negative things about the students as people they will act defensively, just
as we all do if we are criticized; on the other hand if we reject the behaviour and let
the student know exactly what the behaviour is that is unacceptable and how it affects
us then this leaves the student in a position to do something about it.

That is one important aspect of this problem; the separation of students as people and the
behaviour of that student deemed to be unacceptable.
A lot of work has been done on theories for discipline in education, such as the Gliasser and
the Kantor models. A variety of these models are practised in schools. The first thing that is
said to teachers is to become aware; stop, look and listen and analyse what is going on.
Perhaps that is where the law is at now. We should become aware of what is happening and
analyse it. Secondly, there is a need within the classroom to create a climate of positive
reinforcement. I can detect in what the Government is advocating in its Press release this
morning that that is the direction it wants to take.

I will not argue about the direction, although I could argue about what is suggested. Finally
there is the solution, the behaviour management required and the action plan to achieve that.
It is the framework and the principle upon which a lot of these discussions are based. They
are based on the following premise: That all students have the right to learn without
disruption. I guess that is the basic premise wve can apply to the law; all members of society
have the right to live without having their cars stolen, their homes burgled and so on. The
classroom environment must support the learning process. Perhaps the system and the
environment in which we live has to do something to help teach people who are causing
problems for society.

I quote ftom an interesting article that appeared on the notice board at my school two or three
years ago. It was headed, "Children say Sir or Miss is best.' It talked about the classroom
research being done in the United Kingdom and reads as follows -

The latest classroom research in the United Kingdom is revealing something to
discomfort trendy radicals and worry every parent.

844 [ASSEMBLY]



[Tuesday, 15 May 1.990184

It claims children, consciously or otherwise, actually want and respond to
authoritative teachers.

For at least the last 25 years the majority of teachers have painstakingly turned themselves
into the sort of people most likely to lose respect and control. The article continued -

Teachers who try to be friendly and aren't authoritarian aren't popular with
students. ..
They're seen as weak. To our astonishment, trendy teachers demonstrating their
knowledge of rock and slang were also viewed with contempt and seen as ready to be
exploited.

The article continues -

It appears that pupils are rebelling not against the weight of authority and regular
discipline, but its lack.

That is quite an interesting article based on research done admittedly in the United Kingdom.
I wonder whether, when we consider some of the things being put into practice today, some
of chat is true not just in the classroom, but also in the discipline system in the wider
community.

One thing I learnt in the classroom was the requirement for a teacher to draw a fairly firm
line and to be consistent. The whole success of behaviour management schemes in schools is
that some consistency comes out of it all. That means every student and teacher in the school
understands that a system operates and a range of consequences in the discipline chain is
spelt out. It starts off with a very simple thing, a caution in the room - "Cut it out, you are
doing the wrong thing". *The next consequence can be a caution and a move, so that the
student is moved within the room. The next stage can be a caution with isolation outside the
classroom. The next step can be isolation from the subject area for a period of time.
Members have all heard of time out rooms where students can be taken out of the classroom
and put. The key to success is not just taking the students out of the classroom and leaving
them and forgetting them; it is the discussion with the student, the analysis of the problem
and getting the student to admit, "Yes, I was wrong and [ broke the rules." Once the students
internalise the problem and admit to these things, there is some hope of success and
modification of behaviour.

Let us look at something which the House and the Government should consider. A program
is operating in America which is designed to change criminal behaviour. It is run by the
National Corrective Training Institute and has been going for some time with some
remarkable success. The point is made that in America, as here, the numbers are staggering,
the problem is expanding and the solution is elusive. The document reads as follows -

If fines, probation or prison terms cannot stem the rising tide of criminality, what
can?

That is exactly the problem we face here. The document continues -

... real behaviour change can only take place among those involved in criminal
behaviour if certain conditions are met.

The conditions are as follows: The offender gains an intrinsic reason to change - that is
exactly the same situation existing in schools; students must intemnalise that they have done
something wrong - and a proper rapport and trust should be established with someone who
can teach. The students need someone who will be involved and develop that rapport and
trust. Other conditions are as follows: Appropriate, relevant instruction is provided; the
timing is appropriate and there is an opportunity to participate actively in the change process.
The document goes on to talk about three important things, which are values, attitudes and
behaviour. Values are the core beliefs by which a person lives and they are developed from
childhood with the things one learns frorn one's parents, one's imimediate family and one's
teachers, attitudes are the feelings derived from these values and, unlike values, can
fluctuate. For instance, if one has a bad sequence of events, this can trigger a bad attitude.
Values and attitudes combine to promote behaviour, which is the visible action we all
observe. What is the program all about? It is all about changing behaviour. The decision
and the comm-itment to alter behaviour rather than values is the foundation of the process.
The document talks about the ability to facilitate a step by step sequence which guides and
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reinforces intrinsic decision making patterns. As with the educational behaviour programs,
the corrective training program has a number of levels. The levels involved eight-hour
programs and 20-hour programs, and they deal with a range of different areas.

Finally the third level is called the "Crossroads" program. The offenders must attend and
experience classes. In addition to completing the classes, offenders must fulfil other
conditions, such as paying restitution, doing community service hours or paying support. I
see some benefits in that because at present juveniles are perceived as getting away with
things and not having to shoulder responsibility for their crimes. If these programs are to be
successful, accountability must be combined with education.

Mr D.L. Smith: Education has a very important part to play if we are ever to resolve the
problem, but it has to start at a very early age in terms of identifying behavioural problems.

Mr STRICKLAND: Right. These programs also work with adults as well as juveniles and
they have had some remarkable results. The indication in respect of costs and returns in
America is that the program functions at no cost whatsoever to the referring agencies. The
offenders who attend classes pay a reasonable tuition fee which covers all costs. Obviously
there will be those who are incarcerated and will not be in a position to do that, but people
will have the opportunity to take these classes - perhaps in lieu of a fine or some sort of a
mixture -

Mr D.L. Smith: Every day I see two or three suggestions about programs of this kind.
However the problem is always in identifying what level of offenders they deal with - the
recidivists, who are 90 per cent of our problem or the first and second offenders who will not
offend again regardless of what we do.

Mr STRICKLAND: The clogging up of the court is one of the Government's problems.

Mr D.L. Smith: It certainly is.

Mr STRICKLAND: If one looks at these systems, it can be seen that they are set up at no
cost and are effective - surely they must be worth having a jolly good look at it.

Mr D.L. Smith. I would be happy to read the material you have if you send it over. I am
disappointed that you have not done so before now. It would be helpful if these matters were
handled by correspondence with the Minister concerned.
Mr STRICKLAND: This information has become available to me recently, but I will be
happy to make it available.

Mr D.L. Smith: One of the problems in dealing with recidivists with any program in which
they have to pay is that it will nor work because 70 per cent of the recidivists cannot afford
the program because they are unemployed and not supported by their families.

Mr STRICKLAND: I am reporting to the House the good results of programs elsewhere. It
is worth looking at and I hope the Minister will take this up. In light of the debate held
earlier this evening, I must be fairly frank with the House; I have had an interest in stamping
out improper practices.

Amendment to Motion

Mr STRICKLAND: Therefore, I rake the opportumty to move an amendment to the
Address-in-Reply. I move -

That the following words be added to the motion -

That this Assembly regrets to inform His Excellency that this Government has
failed to be accountable in the best traditions of the Westminster system of
Parliament and this House - and particularly the Minister for the Environment
who has failed to answer questions properly put and has failed to explain to
the Parliament how a Department of Transport postal frankling machine had
been transferred to the Armadale electorate office.

MR MacKINNON (Jandakot - Leader of the Opposition) [9.13 pmn]: Today's debate
regarding the Leader of the House and his desperate attempts to avoid answering questions
on these manters highlights several things: The first factor is that undoubtedly in Western
Australia we have a Government which is desperate to avoid debate on the issue of the
Leader of the House's behaviour. The question of suspending the Standing Orders was

846 [ASSEMBLY]



[Tuesday, 15 May 1990]84

rejected outright so that no debate could be held. One speaker spoke and no answers were
given as it was only a gag motion. These questions have been on the Notice Paper for days,
yet the Premier gave one of the lamest excuses I have ever heard a Premier give; she said that
these questions are on the Notice Paper and that answers will be given in due course.

The second factor to arise from the debate is that the Premier, in a fashion unprecedented in
my experience in this House, has failed to defend her Minister. She has not answered one
question and has not defended the Minister, but she took the opportunity in debate on the
dissension motion to protect you, Mr Deputy Speaker, and not the Minister.

Mr Shave: She will throw him to the wolves in the same way that she did with Dowding!

Mr MacKl[NNON: Yes, the member for Melville is right. This sets a precedent in this
House. Can members imagine the former Premier, Sir Charles Court, doing this? No, he
would have immediately answered the attack made on one of his Ministers; in fact, [ saw him
bring such matters forward immnediately on many occasions. H-e would immediately defend
the Minister and then move on to the next issue. He was not one to avoid debate. The same
could be said about the former Premiers, Burke and Dowding - for whom I have no respect -
as they had an understanding about the propriety of the Parliament. They had the courage
and the ability to stand up and defend a Minister; that is something that is not present in this
Premier.

This motion is very serious and goes to the core of the issues which abound in the
community at the present time. Yesterday the Premier made a statement about juvenile
crime and about standards in Parliament. She did not seem to understand that the two are
related. How can she, as Premier of Western Australia, ask the young people of this State to
have standards of behaviour in our community and to aspire to the levels she wants them to
aspire to, when she is not prepared to defend her Minister or to insist that her Minister meet
the standards of propriety she is asking the community to meet. No wonder the Government
has allowed lawlessness in our community; no wonder we have destructiveness in our
community when the Premier fails her frst test to ensure that she and her Ministers are above
and beyond reproach. As the member for Darling Range said during the dissent motion, the
Premier and the Leader of the House should surely have wanted to encourage the debate to
ensue immediately. It is in their interests to do so, yet they failed to do so.

The key part of this amendment is the part which refers to the fact that the Minister has failed
to answer questions which were properly put.

Mr Pearce: Which ones?

Mir MacKINNON: We asked questions last Wednesday and Thursday and today, but as yet
the Deputy Premier, the Premier and the Minister have not answered one question.
Mr Pearce: That is untrue.

Mr MacKENNQN: I have the questions before me.

Mr Pearce: Start with the question asked last Thursday.

Mr MacKINNON: How could the Minister not have been aware that a postal franking
machine had been put in his office?
Mr Pearce: That is not the question asked of me in Parliament-

Mr MacKIN1NON: I am asking you now. Let us have a straightforward approach to this
issue, yet all we get from the Leader of the House is abuse and more abuse; he is not living
up to the Premier's standards. The Leader of the House said continually during this debate
that he has been cleared by the police.

Mr Pearce interjected.

Mr Mac TUNNON: It has nothing to do with the courts; the issue is not about the law. It is a
matter of the behaviour of the Leader of the House in this Parliament. In the absence of any
explanation whatsoever by the Minister on the questions posed, we find the behaviour
unacceptable.

I shall now refer to some of the comments made by the Leader of the House in debate. He
interjected and said that the Opposition would like someone to go to gaol.
Mr Pearce: That is right; you would prefer it to be me, but you would settle for somebody
else.
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Mr MacKINNON: The issue is not the one discussed in court. If anybody is found guilty of
offences in the court, I certainly hope that the appropriate penalties will be brought down;
however, I hasten to add that the Leader of the House and the Premier are claiming that
somehow or other we are trying to interfere with the system of justice. Why is it in out
interest to stand in the way of justice?
Mr Pearce: "By-election" is the word for it. You want to throw a little mud before the by-
election.
Mr MacKINNON: That may be the strategy the Government would use, but it is surely not
the strategy that we would use. To do that would be to cut off one's nose to spite one's face.
We want to debate the issues of concern; that is, the behaviour of the Leader of the House
and his failure to answer the questions before the Chair, to which issues we must confine
ourselves. The Leader of the House then said by way of a very important interjection that. "I
will answer any question in court or to the police." That says a lot about the Leader of the
House and his commitment to the Parliament! He has a responsibility to answer questions to
this Parliament; not to the court, not to the police, but to the Parliament.
Mr Pearce: [ said I would answer any question here after the court actions are over because I
am not prepared to debate matters of sub judice.
Mr MacKINNON: Again, a qualification of abuse. The Leader of the House said a moment
ago that he would answer any questions and asked me to repeat them, but he now says that
he will not answer any question until after the court case. It is total hypocrisy and his
argument has no consistency or foundation. I again ask the Leader of the House when he
knew that the franking machine had been installed in his office? There is no answer from the
member opposite. Were the letters posted from his office as has been claimed?

Point of Order
Dr LAWRENCE: Mr Deputy Speaker -
Mr Lewis: Here we go again; cover it up.
Dr LAWRENCE: Not at all. We have been trying to have a debate on this issue. It is very
important that since you, Mr Deputy Speaker, have ruled in relation to the previous motion
for a range of reasons, including aspersions being cast on motives and personal reflections,
that this wording which is now accepted be adhered to in the debate, quite clearly you are
attempting to address the question of failing to answer questions properly put. My
understanding is that would refer to questions put in the Parliament either on notice or
without notice and I suggest the member is severely straying from that point.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I advise the House that had I been in the Chair when this
amendment was put I would have made the point that its wording, unlike the previous
amendment, was acceptable under my interpretation of Standing Order No 132; but as we
have discussed informally it does restrict the debate to precisely that amendment. In general
the House has accepted - it is certainly the case under Standing Orders - that the debate on an
amendment in any event must be more specific than debate on a general motion. Beyond
that two points have been raised: As to the specific questions to which the Leader of the
Opposition is asking for answers now I point out that firstly, one of those questions was ruled
out of order by the Speaker on Wednesday 2 May and was prevented from being put on the
Notice Paper. He said that, 'This matter is clearly sub judice and should not have been put
on the Notice Paper." Secondly, the other question was, from my recollection, asked the
following day during questions without notice. Those questions were asked and indeed
answered. I guess it is competent to debate that matter. As to specific questions, including
the question that has been ruled out of order, I ask the Leader of the Opposition not to
transgress on the previous ruling of the Speaker. That, in a sense, is upholding the point of
order, but not totally, that the Premier has raised and I ask the Leader of the Opposition to
address himself specifically to the amendment before the Chair.

Debate (on amendment to motion) Resumed

Mr MacKINNON: Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker, but the Premier's point of order and
your ruling appear to me to underline exactly what I said at the outset of my contribution to
this debate; that is, the Govemrment, the Premier and the Leader of the House are desperate to
avoid debate on the Leader of the House's behaviour. Every action they have taken today is
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a defensive action - one to suppress, hide and to stop debate to make sure the points are not
made and that the questions are not answered.

I refer to the question asked last week in this Parliament and on which you. Mr Deputy
Speaker, made a ruling. The question was -

Was the Minister for the Environment, in his previous capacity as Minister for
Transport, personally advised by letter written by Australia Post to him that the
Department of Transport franking machine, PB 15957, which was previously licensed
at the Nedlands Post Office, had been transferred to his Arniadale electoral office and
licensed at the Annadale Post Office in October 1989?

Mr Pearce: That question was ruled out of order.

Mr MacICINNON:. Is the Leader of the House sune?

Mr Pearce: I am sure. It was the same point and I answered the question in the Parliament.

Ms MacKINNON: I refer the Leader of the House to question 42 of 9 May which he was
allowed to answer, but he did not answer it. Sure he provided an answer, but he did not
answer the question and that is the point I am making in this debate. Not one question
central to the issue has been answered. The example by the Leader of the House has been
highlighted again tonight. I posed one simple question and there was no answer. Tonight at
question time I asked the Premnier a very simple question relating to the question of the
Salaries and Allowances Tribunal and what answer did she give? Not that she was prepared
to defend this Minister; not that she had inquired urgently into the matter, which I think she
should have done; not that she wanted to defend the Leader of the House; but the questions
on the Notice Paper wait and we have been told we will receive the answers. We will
receive them well after the by-elections and probably well after that.

Mr Pearce: So the by-elections are relevant?

Mr MacKINNON: They are relevant to the actions of the Leader of the House and his
colleagues and the desperation they have shown today to defend the indefensible. I cease to
wonder about Premiers and Leaders of the House who trumpet loudly, with the straightest of
faces, on the television and radio that, "We are a Government that is committed to
accountability, openness and honesty."

Dr Lawrence: And justice.

Mr Pearce: And we established a Corruption Commnission to deal with these matters and we
have dealt with them.

Mr MacKIN4NON: Whose legislation was it that established the Corruption Commnission?

Mr Pearce: You would not have established it without our vote. You gave undertakings
about it.

Mr MacKINNON: It is a clear example again of the honesty of the Govenrnment.

I repeat that not once have Government Ministers answered the question; not once has the
Deputy Premier indicated he is prepared to answer these questions. In fact tonight he
admitted to the Parliament that he will not answer any questions ahead of the court case
despite the fact that the court case does not relate to the Leader of the House. The motion
before the House does not relate to any court case and I am not interested in those people -
the court will determine the necessary action.

Several members interjected.

A Government member: You want to hijack it.

Mr MacKI*NNN Why would I want to hijack it? I do not want to do that.

Several members interjected.

Mr MacKIN4NON: I do not want to see a repeat of the Lloyd case when the judge said, "I am
afraid that I have to fine you Mr Uloyd because you have broken the law, but clearly you
were acting on the instructions of others." I am not talking about the people who may or may
not have been acting on anyone's instructions; I am talking about the person who had to
make a decision - a person who should have known what was happening. This was the
person who should have been able to answer the simple, basic questions that the member for
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Applecross and I put to him tonight but who would not do so. That is how desperate this
Government is.
I conclude by again quoting from the House of Representatives Practice because this
Government should look carefully at what it is doing with respect to this debate and in
protectinig this Minister from questioning by allowing him to get away with not answering
fundamental, basic and simple questions. These are not questions that will circumvent any
court action but ones which go right to the core of this Minister's propriety, ethical behaviour
and commitment to accountability. As the member for Applecross said, the Auditor General
had to spell out to Ministers opposite in his first report this year what ministerial
accountability means. [ will spell out to the Minister and members opposite the point made
quite properly in relation to resignation of Ministers, as follows -

In cases where the Minister has mislead parliament, condoned or authorized a
blatantly unreasonable use of executive power, or more vaguely, where the minister's
behaviour contravenes established standards of morality, resignation or dismissal is
the appropriate action.

That is what we are talking about, the Minister's behaviour contravening standards of
morality. That is what we are attempting to expose, that the Leader of the House is not
prepared to debate the issue in this Parliament under a proper motion and has tried to
frustrate and delay the process thereby causing this House several hours of needless debate.
If he had allowed the Parliament to do what it should - that is, suspend Standing Orders to
have a proper debate on the issue - we could have dispensed with this matter long ago. He
could have defended his position and stated whether he had contravened established
standards of morality.
Mr Pearce: I have not.
Mr MacK[NNON: The Leader of the House has quite clearly done that. He should look at
the motion drafted today and the questions asked, because they were not ruled out of order.
When the motion relating to the suspension of Standing Orders was put forward the
questions were not ruled out of order, so they were not out of order. They are in order, but he
will not answer them and the Premier will not ask him to answer them.
Mr Pearce: [ have answered every question put.
Mr MacKINNON: Will the Premier answer.
Dr Lawrence: I will not answer about matters that are sub judice.
Mr MacKINNON: The motion was not ruled to be sub judice. We were allowed to debate
the matter but the Government refused to do so. The Premier refuses to answer questions
and the Leader of the House continues to stonewall and block and refuses to answer
questions.
I conclude with another quotation from the House of Representatives Practice, as follows -

Parliament is the correct forum, the only forum, to test or expose ministerial
administrative competence or fitness to hold office. However, allegations of a
different kind, that is, offences against the law, should not be tried by parliament.

I could not agree more.
Mr Pearce: That is what the Leader of the Opposition is trying to do.
Mr MacKINNON: We are talking about the Leader of the House.
Mr Pearce: No, you are not.
Mr MacKJNNON: We are talking about his standards and propriety. The quote also states
the following -

For a goverrnent to deny the right may prove to be suicidal.
We have seen the Leader of the House and the Premier take the first steps in their suicide.
They are the ones who will suffer as a consequence of their obstinate refusal to debate this
matter. It will not go away. The Opposition will not be silenced no matter bow much the
Leader of the House and the Premier try to do so. We will persist because we are right to do
so in the appropriate forum. The place for these matters to be debated is the Parliament of
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Western Australia. On behalf of the people of this State, we will not be denied that
opportunity.

DR LAWRENCE (Glendalough - Premier) [9.35 pm]: Much has been said today about the
willingness or otherwise of the Government to debate this matter. Much has been said about
the fact that, according to the Leader of the Opposition, I am unwilling to defend a senior
Minister, the Leader of the House. Much has been said about parliamentary probity and the
appropriate forums for discussion of allegations, in this case made by the Opposition.
During all of that discussion it became clear to me that the Opposition was not interested in
mailers of justice relating to this matter, not for one second. It is important that members
recognise that.

The question before the House relates to an amendment quite properly following your ruling,
Mr Deputy Speaker, and asks that we as a Parliament look at the question of whether the
Minister has failed to answer questions properly put. What members opposite clearly do not
understand is that at least in one case the questions they have put on notice have clearly been
ruled out of order. As I understand what the Deputy Speaker read out of the Speaker's
ruling, that was done on the grounds that the matters were sub judice.

My MacKinnon: That is incorrect, the Speaker never gave a ruling, it was a letter from the
Clerk to me about which the Government should not know.

Mr Pearce: What does the Leader of the Opposition mean, that we should not know about it?
Is he trying to cover up?
Dr LAWRENCE: It has already been explained in this place that when such questions are
asked they inevitably become -

Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER; Order! I wish to make a point in relation to a couple of points
made on both sides. I do not intend, in response to an earlier point from the member for
Vasse, to enter into a debate. I will clarify a few points.

First, as far as today's proceedings are concerned - and I am reading a transcript of
Mansard - I clearly said earlier that while I intended to allow the motion to be debated, the
question of sub judice would also be at the back of my mind when assessing what people
were saying. Secondly, as far as the question on notice is concerned, I have in front of me a
copy of a question which was ruled out of order by the Speaker and which is dated
Wednesday, 2 May. I am sure that members know the matter to which I refer.

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order? I do not wish to canvass the matter of the letter. I am
bringing to the attention of the Chamber the question ruled out of order. Other questions
were allowed by me as Deputy Speaker in subsequent days.
Dir LAWRENCE: I was referring to an attempt by the Opposition to characterise the alleged
failure of the Leader of the House to respond to that question on notice as not answering
questions properly put. When the same question, or pant of the same question, was asked
without notice, that was precisely my point: that two people and not one have been charged
in relation to this matter. The Opposition tries to suggest that some of the matters it
canvassed today and some of the matters outlined in the question to the Minister are not
relevant to those cases. It would take the most extremely careful and skilful advocate to pick
his or her way through that evidence and those questions. I do not regard anyone on the
Opposition benches as having those characteristics.

It is important that the House realise that we do want the Parliament to be a place in which
matters, especially related to ministerial behaviour, the Premier's behaviour, or the
Government's behaviour, are properly discussed. However, there are in these matters other
brakes on parliamentary privilege. One of those brakes relates to matters before the court.
We indicated to the Opposition today - and this has been one of its arguments - that on no
occasion during the Address-in-Reply will the Government permit the suspension of
Standing Orders, so the suggestion that we tried to gag this debate is frankly wrong. We
gave the same response in relation to another matter last week.

If, as members opposite claim, this were a matter which had not been previously canvassed,
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or a matter on which the Minister had not been caxed, I might have taken the point made by
the Opposition and defended the Leader of the House. However, this is not the case. The
member for Armadale, the Minister for the Environment and the Leader of the House,
deserves this House to take seriously the cases associated with these matters. He certainly
needs to account for his actions, and I need to account for my actions, but that needs to be
done when there are allegations of wrongdoing. Members opposite have sought to impute
motives, to impute behaviour, and have not at any stage been prepared to make the
allegations. Indeed, were they to do so they would most certainly fail foul of the sub judice
ruling, and they know it.

The Leader of the Opposition has come very close on a number of occasions to libelling
publicly the member who is the subject of this motion. On the day after the story in relation
to this matter broke in a major daily newspaper, he attempted to indicate, without any
investigation, knowledge or proper hearing, that the Minister was guilty; and that is what he
has been trying to do today. There is no question in the minds of members of the Opposition
that the Minister is guilty and there never has been. Do members opposite know why? It is
because they are never prepared in these matters to do justice. They are never prepared to
examine the arguments. They are never prepared to listen to the position which a Minister
might put. They are never prepared to be fair.

It is interesting chat this amendment, which is supposedly so important to the Opposition, so
urgent, and upon which supposedly turns the credibility of this Government, should be
introduced in the last week of Parliament before the by-elections. I was accused today by
members opposite of being cynical in making an economic statement. I was accused by
members opposite of having nothing to say. I was accused of having a number of other
unpleasant characteristics which the Leader of the Opposition may or may not be right in
entertaining. With a mind such as that which I have seen demonstrated, perhaps it is
inevitable. What I say to the Leader of the Opposition is, if he believes that making a
positive statement about the economy - outlining for the conumunity a range of options which
will improve employment prospects in this State, outlin-ing a range of initiatives which will
assist the economy - is being cynical, he is entitled to that belief.

We have seen a demonstration today of a very desperate Opposition. The Leader of the
Opposition knows that the people of Western Australia are thoroughly sick of the behaviour
of the Opposition. They are fed up to the back teeth with the single note which emanates
from the Opposition benches. It is a single note of complaint, of dissent, of whingeing. I
cannot remember a time in the last two years when the Opposition has taken a positive
attitude towards any policy or program, even on its own behalf. The people of Western
Australia are right in saying to the Opposition, as they clearly have been, "We have had
enough of this attitude. If you want to be a loyal and effective Opposition in this Parliament,
it is time you thought clearly and carefully about what you are doing."~ Members opposite
may succeed from time to time in smearing members of this House; they may succeed from
time to time in smearing members of the public; they may succeed from time to time in
convincing some members of the media that because they make the same complaints over
and over again there is some truth in them. But members opposite should recognise that the
community has had enough. In particular the Leader of the Opposition should recognise that
he is under dire pressure from his own party precisely because he is not able to initriate
anything that the people of Western Australia, the voters, can support.

What does the Opposition stand for? Ask any member of the community. People can give a
long list of things it does not stand for; a long list of things it opposes; a long list of occasions
when the Opposition has involved itself in character assassination; a long list of occasions
when it has, as it has today, attempted ineffectively to use the forum of the Parliament to
undermine the Government. The people of Western Australia are sick of that attitude. They
want to see more from the Opposition. I invite Opposition members to earn the salaries they
are paid by the people of Western Australia and to contribute in a substantial way to the
debate, to policy development and to legislation.

It is important that people, both inside and outside this House, recognise that this is just
another ploy by members of the Opposition, desperate as they are, to undermine a competent
leader - the Leader of the House in this case; a man who has dedicated his life to the service
of his electorate; who has been a most effective Leader of the House and an effective
Minister; a man who has been clearly, in my view, quite proper in his behaviour. In this
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matter he has quite properly refuned to be drawn, despite goading from the Opposition, into
breaking one of the essential rules of this Parliament, and that is that we should take due care
with matters which are before the courts.

I do not believe members of the public, to whom members opposite refer as their audience,
expect this Parliament to be used to abuse individuals' rights; I do not think members of the
public believe that parliamentary privilege should be used as an excuse to denigrate people
who are not able to defend themselves. I do not believe that this Minister, or any other,
should be subj .ected to the scurrilous character assassination which is implied in the
Opposition's motion, nor do I believe he should answer the questions the Opposition has put
if they are like the question put on notice which was disallowed by the Speaker. I clearly
refute the allegation and oppose the amendment, and I urge all members with any decency to
do likewise.

Governmnent members: Hear, hear!

MR LEWIS (Applecross) [9.47 pm]: That was a pitiful speech! I cannot believe how
stupid this Government has been today to spend all day stonewalling about something which
must in the end be exposed. Surely the Government realised that we would pursue this point.
Surely this morning was the appropriate time to save the waste of time in this House with
these many motions to draw questions from the Minister at the Table; the Minister who
rightfully and properly should explain his position and his situation in regard to the questions
which have been asked. What is wrong with him? Why can he not answer the simple
questions enunciated in the previous motion? The reason is that he is afraid he might
incrimninate himself. We have heard so much from this Premier about accountability and
honesty in Government; all the new things, and what the Government is doing. All this
Government has done is defend. It is now defending the indefensible.

I shall read to the House where the Minister, the Leader of the House, as member for
Armadale, has transgressed a determination of the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal. I
would like to quote from the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal's determination of 20 May
1988, which is very clear. That determination is that Ministers of the Crown are entitled to
have their departments or mninistries pay for the postage costs associated with their electorate
offices. That is a finding of the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal. That tribunal was put in
place by -

Points of Order
Mr PEARCE: I understand we have gone through this -

Mr Macinnon: Shut 'emt up.

Mr PEARCE: The fact of the matter is that the member is seeking to make allegations
against me with regard to the finding of the tribunal. The amendment to which the
Opposition must confine itself is whether I have or have not answered questions properly put
and whether I have failed to explain certain things to Parliament. That does not give the
Opposition the capacity to raise allegations of any kind. In fact, Mr Deputy Speaker, your
earlier ruling is quite apposite in regard to that. I think that the Opposition should pay
attention to those sections of the Standing Orders and the precedents of the House which
confine subjects of debate to the amendment to the Address-in-Reply and to the subjects
specifically referred to in the amendment. That is the basis upon which the Deputy Speaker
has ruled this amendment in order and ruled the past one out of order.

Mr LEWIS: The question before the Chair is that this is not within the ambit of the motion -

Mr Pearce: You are not allowed to make.imputations against me.

Mr LEWIS: The motion is to the effect that the Minister and the Government have refrained
from answering questions. Mr Deputy Speaker, I would like to direct you to question 53
asked of the Minister for the Environment in relation to the postal franking machine. That
question was asked in questions without notice; there was also a question on notice asked last
Wednesday of the Premier, which addressed directly matters dealing with the determination
of the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal. We have not had the benefit of answers to those
questions. I think it is right and proper that I explain to the House that a question I asked
quite legitimately - it went on the Notice Paper - dealing with the findings of the Salaries
and Allowances Tribunal has not been answered.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER: In response to those points, firstly, I think members are generally
familiar - or should be - with the questions surrounding the relevance. Clearly while
relevance is not a matter for the Address-in-Reply in general, it is when we are discussing
specific amendments. That is the first point which all speakers should bear in mind.
Secondly, as far as the specific points raised by the Leader of the House are concerned, I
would like to say this: When I answered a previous point of order a few minutes ago I said
that the terms of the amendment as accepted by the Chair, and in light of all the discussion
we have had today, clearly would restrict the debate to some extent. The questions to which
the member for Applecross has referred have been ruled in order, and I do not think there is
any reason he should not refer to them. However, in elaborating on that there are two points
to be considered: One is the sub judice question, to which we have already referred several
times today, and the second is the question of relevance. To pursue that point at great length
would certainly be stretching the boundaries of the Standing Order dealing with relevance
and I warn the member for Applecross not to transgress that boundary.

Debate (on amendment to motion) Resumed
Mr LEWIS: I thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker, for your wise ruling. I was referring to a
ruling of the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal of 20 May 1988. Part VI of that ruling,
"Postage Allowances', reads as follows -

There shall be payable to Members of Parliament and to the undermentioned Officers
of Parliament (except Ministers and any others whose mail is sent free of charge to
them in a manner similar to the mail of Ministers) for Parliamentary or electorate
business, but not for party business, a postage allowance equivalent to the following
numbers of stamps per annum at the ordinary letter rate -

That determination unequivocally says that ministerial mail - electorate mail of their
electorate offices - is permitted to be sent out from the vote to the department of the Minister
holding that office. I draw the House's attention to a determination made by the Salaries and
Allowances Tribunal on 2 February 1989. That determination is very specific. I understand
that questions were asked at the time of the then Minister for Finance and Economic
Development, who is now the Deputy Premier, in relation to the section dealing with
postage. The determination made by the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal was very direct
and conscious; the tribunal found that it was probably nor proper for Ministers to have an
unlimited postal advantage by being able to send their electorate mail through their
departments or ministerial offices, while other members were limited to a specific amount of
money as prescribed in the determination of the tribunal. That tribunal ruled - and I think
quite properly so; the ruling was accepted by the Government and the Opposition - on 2
February 1989 as follows -

The allowance has been expanded to ensure that every Member of Parliament,
irrespective of any formal office held, receives a postage entitlement for use in the
electorate office. This has been introduced to ensure that electorate mail is dealt with
exclusively through the electorate office and not through the office of any other
position that the Member may hold.
Provision has been made in this allowance for use by Members of Lettergrams.

It goes on to prescribe the amounts of money. The question which was not answered is:
Were the Premier and the Minister aware of this determination?
Mr Pearce: You have not asked a question about that.

Mr LEWIS: This determination spells out very loudly, clearly and explicitly, and is there for
this very purpose, that the tribunal ruled it was not right or proper for Ministers of the Crown
or people in Government office to continue to use ministerial or departmental votes of money
or appropriations for the use of their electorate mail. I hope that has been clearly enunciated
to this Parliament. If that is the case, it is legitimate to ask - and it has never been denied by
the Minister - whether that postal franking machine was in his electorate office. I have it on
very good authority that Australia Post informed the Minister that the machine had been
transferred to his office on 3 October 1989. So, the Minister cannot sit there and deny he did
not know it was there. HeI would have to be blind Freddy - or dumb, blind and stupid
Freddy, as I heard the former Deputy Premier say about investors in Rothwells - to go into
his electoral office for four or five months and not wonder what that machine was and what it
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was doing in his office. The question which should be answered is, 'Did the Minister
know?" Of course he knew it was there. Did the Minister know that it was in contravention
of the determination of the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal?

The DEPUITY SPEAKER: Order! In raising that point, the member is referring to the
argument he has been pursuing for some hours. Therefore, Standing Order No 132 clearly
applies.

Mr LEWIS: I accept what you are saying, Mr Deputy Speaker.

I ask the Leader of the House to categorically state whether he used a departmental franking
machine to send out electronic mail? Did he?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Although I have read it before, I will draw members'
attention to Standing Order No [32 which states -

All imputations of improper motives, and all personal reflections on Members, shall
be considered highly disorderly.

Given my ruling, which has been backed by the vote of the House, I will not tolerate any
suggestion of breaching this Standing Order. Also, as I have said several times over the last
week, it is not proper to ask questions of members in the way just done.

Mr LEWIS: I am asking a simple question which must be on the lips -

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The Standing Order still applies.

Mr LEWIS: - of everybody in Western Australia.

Mr MacKinnon: The Leader of the House is not prepared to answer it.

Mr LEWIS: It is an indictment in itself if serious questions are asked about impropriety, as
they impugn the integrity of the Minister. However, he is not prepared to answer them.

Mr Pearce: I have answered them by stating that these matters have been investigated by the
police and I have been cleared by a police investigation - that is all the answer that is
required.
Mr LEWIS: I take up the Leader's point that he has been 'allegedly' cleared by the police.
But what has he been cleared of?)

Mr Pearce: Cleared of any wrongdoing regarding these matters.

Mr LEWIS: Is the Leader's honour, integrity and probity important? Is it not his
responsibility as a Minister of the Crown to do the right and proper thing? Is that not
important?

Mr Pearce: I was told by the police that I had been cleared, and the police subsequently told
the Press.

Mr LEWIS: Do we need criminal charges laid before the Leader states that he has done
something wrong? Plenty of things are done wrong which are not criminal. Is he prepared to
defend his honour? He is not.

Mr Pearce: I already have.

Mr LEWIS: He is not prepared to answer any questions. He stands condemned by his own
body language. The Premier is not prepared to stand and say that the Minister did not do it.

Mr Pearce: She just did.

Mr LEWIS: She did not say that because she knows that the police have not finally reported
to the Corruption Commission and she knows that he is not out of it yet.

Mr Pearce: You certainly do not know that. The police have reported to me on the mailer,
and they have reported to the Press.

Mr LEWIS: If the Leader of the House had any honour at all, he would stand in this
Parliament and explain the circumstances of the scandal associated with the franking
machine in his office. If he had any honour at all he would do so, yet he is not prepared to do
so. About three weeks ago we had a situation in which the Leader of the Opposition called
for a hotline phone-in on the basis of how WA Inc has affected the everyday lives of Western
Australians.
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Mr Pearce: He used taxpayers' funds to do it, and he was caught out!
Mr LEWIS: I am glad that the Leader of the House raised that matter because at the time the
Deputy Premier was waxing lyrical stating that we had failed the accountability test. The
Deputy Premier called for an investigation into the Liberal Party's misuse of taxpayers'
funds in using the Parliament 008 toll-free number. The Deputy Premier wanted an
investigation into the $73-worth of 008 phone calls, yet we have a Minister of the Crown
acting wit absolute disregard for the Salaries and Allowances Tribunial. He had a franking
machine in his office which he was using for his mail-outs -

Withdrawal of Remark
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Applecross in his last statement was
clearly going beyond the bounds of debate which I have attempted to prescribe. I appreciate
that it is a fine line to draw; however, there is no doubt that what he said just now is in breach
of Standing Orders and of the conditions I have laid down for the consideration of this
amendment. I ask him to withdraw those remarks and to proceed with his argument on the
amendment.

Mr LEWIS: I am not being flippant, Mr Deputy Speaker, but I am not sure which remarks
you wish to be withdrawn.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I refer to your remarks about someone who has clearly breached
something to do with postal allowances, or something like that. It was in breach of Standing
Order No 132.
Mr LEWIS: I do not want to canvass your muling, Mr Deputy Speaker -

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: That is what the member appears to be doing. I suggest that the
member either withdraw his words or contest my ruling.

Mr LEWIS: I reluctantly withdraw.

Debate (on amendment to motion) Resumed

Mr LEWIS: I am firmly of the opinion, which is substantiated by the concerns of the
Salaries and Allowances Tribunal, that there is a certain amount of impropriety in what has
happened. That is so even though criminal offences may not have occurred - I have never
suggested that. The conduct of a Minister of the Crown should be exercised within his
responsibility. Either we are challenging the concerns of the Salaries and Allowances
Tribunal in this case or the Minister should explain the circumstances: it is very simple. This
Parliament is about the accountability of a Minister of the Crown. A Minister has been asked
to explain to the Parliament why certain things happened and how they did not conflict with
the correct terms of a tribunal determination. Is that wrong? Is this Parliament not the forum
in which an Opposition, or any member of this Parliament, has the right to question a
Minister of the Crown as to whether he has been acting with probity, honesty and integrity.
Is that not the role of this place? The Government has tried time after time to block this
debate and the asking of questions - these were legitimate questions about responsibility
which in no way transgress the conventions of sub judice. The Leader of the House has a
responsibility to answer to this Parliament. He cannot sit in this place and ignore the
questions because by his action he is condemning himself. He is frightened he may
incrimuiate himself. It is a very serious motion and the honour, integrity, honesty, and
propriety of this Minister of the Crown are being questioned. However, he sits in this House
like a mute and the Premier will not defend him.

Mr Pearce: She did.

Mr LEWIS: She did not and she does not want to defend the Leader of the House because
she knows she will be hooked in when he is finally caught.

Mr Pearce: You should look at the expression on the faces of your colleagues.

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I ask the member for Applecross to return to the subject
of the amendment.

Mr LEWIS: The body language says it all. The amendment has been well debated and the
Leader of the House has a responsibility to answer the questions that have been asked. If he
does not, he stands condemned by his action.
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Members should realise that this Parliament is the proper forum to debate this issue and on
several occasions Ministers of the Crown have resigned or stepped aside while various
inquiries have taken place. If it is good enough for the Deputy Premier to ask for an inquiry
into a lousy $73 spent by the Leader of the Opposition on toll free telephone calls while
doing his job, it is more than reasonable for the Premier to instigate an inquiry into the
expenditure of $4 000 or $5 000 which absolutely transgresses the terms and conditions of
the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal. It is a serious matter and serious questions have been
put. This Government is about accountability, honesty and integrity and the Minister should
be prepared to stand up and tell the Parliament exactly what was his role in this mailer and
when he knew about the franking machine, for how long it had been in his electorate office
and the reason that Government moneys were incorrectly used for electorate purposes.
MR PEARCE (Armadale - Leader of the House) [10.13 pmn]: My position in this mailer
has been clear and simple all the way through. 1 have been subject to an investigation by the
police, which is not a pleasant thing for any person to go through. Given the way in which
the member for Applecross has behaved on a number of occasions in this House I have no
doubt that he or other members of the Opposition were behind the original complaint made
to the Corruption Commission. When the complaint was made by some person unknown to
me it was referred to the police and investigated by them. I cooperated with the police
authorities in their investigation of this matter and they reported to me and subsequently to
the Press that they had cleared me of any involvement in the matter about which complaints
had been laid; that is, the complaint made by the member for Applecross of illegal or
improper activity on my part involving a misapplication of public funds had been
investigated by the police who had publicly cleared me.
As far as 1, as the Minister involved, was concerned that was the end of the matter. I have
been through the process of a police investigation, instigated by the Corruption Commission
and I have been cleared. Unfortunately two members of my staff have not been cleared and
charges have been laid against them and their cases are before the courts. I am constrained
from any discussion about these matters because two of my staff, who I know and trust and
who I believe are not guilty of the charges facing them, have cases before the courts. They
are entitled to a fair trial without the Opposition using them as political scapegoats which it
invariably does to people connected with this Governiment and who find themselves before
the courts.
Members who have been in this place for as long as I have will never forget the debates
which took place in this House implying that Mr Brush was guilty of criminal offences.
Members will remember the debates and the urgency motions to try to have him found guilty
and that was after huge political efforts were brought to bear to make sure he was charged in
the first place. In the course of those debates I predicted two things: First, that he would be
charged with offences and that the Opposition, by raising certain issues in a political way,
was seeking to put pressure on the police to lay those charges. Second, I said before the
charges were laid that Mr Brush would not be found guilty of any of the charges laid against
him. The fact is that Mr Brush was found not guilty of the charges against him. My
prediction turned out to be absolutely correct.

Since I have a record of accurate predictions in debate, when we debated Teachers Credit
Society I made the point that the member for Applecross was trying to cause a run on the
TCS. He denied it at the time but it was brought out in evidence in another cowrt case only
last week.

Point of Order

Mr MacKfr4NON: The Leader of the House, the Premier and others have been waxing
lyrical about mailers sub judice. I remind the Leader of the House that the trial to which he
is referring is proceeding now and I would have thought that any reference to matters
involving those cowrt cases would be highly improper and the Leader of the House should
debate the motion and not matters currently before the courts.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The second point has a particular relevance and I was
about to suggest that the line the Leader of the House was pursuing had little to do with the
amendment before the Chair. Since I have drawn the Opposition's attention to that mailer I
feel obliged to do the same in the case of the Leader of the House. I want him against
discussing court cases which are current.
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Debate (on amendment to motion) Resumed
Mr PEARCE: fr highlights the infinite flexibility of the Leader of the Opposition in these
matters. I do not have any doubt that the Opposition, in raising these matters, is seeking to
bring pressure to bear on those people currently before the courts. I amn not able to canvass
all the issues because I will not put my staff in the position of having that pressure brought to
bear on them. After discussing the matter with them I am no: prepared to put another
pressure on them which would be unfair to them.
I refer to the comments made last week by Senator Tate which resulted in three people who
were charged for drug trafficking being released. If the member for Applecross were
allowed to speak publicly for 30 minutes he could abort any tria because of his foolish
comments. My staff are keen that their trials should not be aborted in this way. They believe
they are entitled to be cleared by a court arid they do not want to find that their trial will not
go ahead because of unconsidered comments by someone like the member for Applecross. It
is a fair and proper approach for those two people to take because they are entitled to their
day in court and to put their case and to be found not guilty of the charges brought against
them. After that time I will not be constrained in a debate on these matters and I will be
happy to point out to the member for Applecross the incomplete nature of his understanding
of the circumstances with which these people are confronted which is evident in the claims
he has made. That is the position as far as I amn concermed.
The motion to amend the Address- in-Reply refers specifically to failing to answer questions
properly put. That is untrue. One lengthy question was placed on the Notice Paper and was
ruled out of order by the Speaker, as everybody knows. Two questions without notice were
asked, which I answered. The first I answered by addressing the issues and indicating those
areas which were sub judice and upon which I would not trespass. In doing so, I merely
followed the warning given by the Speaker or Deputy Speaker at the time; that is, that the
question might be in order but that depended on the way it was dealt with and might also
impinge on the sub judice rule. Therefore, I answered those pants of the question that did not
impinge on the question of sub judice. The second question was answered last T'hursday
specifically because it did not relate to -

Mr Lewis: You usually say, "Where is your evidence?" Why have you not asked that
tonight?

Mr PEARCE: I have told the member for Applecross what to do with any evidence he has;
he should take it to the police. That is his responsibility as a citizen.
Mr Kierath: Do the police have jurisdiction over breaches of the rules or regulations of the
Ministry of Premier and Cabinet?

Mr PEARCE: Having gone through a proper police investigation -

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTrY SPEAKER: Order!

Mr PEARCE: I am not inclined to go through an investigation by Dick Tracey junior in this
place. If he has evidence of wrongdoing he should take it to the police and let them pursue
their investigations further. That is the proper course for him to follow. It was the people
opposite who wanted a Corruption Commission and wanted people dealt with by an
independent investigation from outside the political circus we have here. That is what they
got. That process prevailed in this case.

I refute the proposition put by the Opposition that I have not answered questions properly
put. I have answered questions properly put and declined to answer those which were
improperly put because they dealt with matters which were sub judice. If members have any
other claims to make in relation to matters before the court there are proper processes for
dealing with that. [ do not intend resigning or standing aside while I have the confidence of
my colleagues in this matter and the certain knowledge through public investigation that I
have done no wrong.

MR COWAN (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [10.23 pm]: There is always some
difficulty when debating matters in the Parliament which raise the question of the sub judice
rule and other questions about accountability; everybody recognises that. By the same token,
it pleases me greatly that at least we have had some opportunity, notwithstanding the
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constraints under which we have had to operate, to raise this matter and bring it into the
public arena in a somewhat limited way.

There is no doubt that a general preoccupation exists among electors in Western Australia
about accountability. Of course, everybody knows why the question of accountability is the
subject of this general preoccupation; it is because of the past record of this Government.
Whenever an issue makes headlines in a Western Australian newspaper, or is raised on a
television channel or in the other media, the public automatically asks the question, "Is this
yet another case of a Government demonstrating a lack of accountability?' For that reason it
was proper for this matter to be raised and debated in this Parliament.

Without question, some of the facts revealed in the newspapers or the electronic media, or in
some of the statements permitted to be made in this debate, and by other means, have shown
inescapable facts which must be answered properly and promptly by this Government. Many
of these facts relate to the revelation that certain property belonging to the Transport
Commission found its way from the commission's office to the Minister's office, as I
understand it. I think those questions deserve answers. Undoubtedly, if the Government is
to honour some of the promises it has made over and over again relating to accountability
and restoration of public faith in Government - and not only in Government but also in the
Parliament - it must answer the simple questions to which this amendment refers. Members
on this side of the House have some j .ustification for the claim - made with great accuracy, I
might say - that the Government's professed accountability and integrity ring hollow indeed
when matters such as those raised in this amendment remain unanswered. It does not matter
whether the Government wants to use the sub judice rule as an excuse; the perception held by
people in this State is that yet again the Government has failed to come up to the mark and
meet its own standards. Until it does, it will continue to get a hammering from the
Opposition pantics.

The Government can call these amendments cheap ticks, political stunts or whatever it likes,
but Government members understand that ultimately all they do by failing to answer the
questions raised in this amendment is cement forever in the minds of the electors of Western
Australia the fact that they do not deserve to govern because they are unable to keep the
promises they have made. That is the crux of this issue. A broad demand exists for both the
Parliament and its executive arm, the Government, to put into practice the promises of
accountability that have been made. This was a test where the Govemnment could have
indicated its preparedness to demonstrate its new found accountability as more than
promises. However, once again the Government failed to offer any realistic answers, hiding
behind the excuse that this matter is sub judice and therefore cannot be dealt with.

The Leader of the House, when referring to incidents not related to this matter, commented
that the House debated other cases such as the Brush affair. The Leader of the House said
that we made all sorts of allegations. My response is that quite clearly the pursuit of those
issues by members on this side of the House did not prejudice that trial.

Mr Pearce: That is only because we stopped you in exactly the same way we had to place
constraints on the debate this evening. I do not refer to the Leader of the National Party
personally but to other people in this place who protested against that happening and who
would have crucified Mr Brush if given the opportuitiy to do so. We did not give them that
opportunity and made sure that they stuck to the rules of this House.

Mr COWAN: The point I make is chat those issues did not prejudice that trial to the extent
that that gentleman was acquitted.
Mr Pearce: Because we took a very proper attitude, as we are doing this evening.

Mr COWAN: If that is the attitude the Leader of the House wants to take, it is his right. I
am just pointing out that in that case the debate in the Parliament did not prejudice the case.

Mr Pearce: As a result of our actions rather than the Opposition's actions.

Mr COWAN: The Leader of the House can make that claim.

Mr Pearce: I make it.

Mr COWAN: I know the Leader of the House does; I am saying he can.

Mr Pearce: I appreciate your approval; your permission to do that.
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Mr COWAN: The Leader of the House has an obligation to honour his promise to be part of
an accountable Government and to be accountable to Parliament. By avoiding this issue, or
hiding behind the sub judice rule, he has not met that obligation. Until he does, the question
mark which he is trying to erase will remain. I think it was the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition who said so aptly a few nights ago - there was some debate about this slogan of
the Government's, "A future you can believe in", which has now been replaced by a more
accurate slogan, "A past no-one can forget". No-one will forget that past until the
Government is prepared to demonstrate that accountability and openness will be its hallmark.
This is a test of that accountability, and the Leader of the House has chosen to hide behind
the rule of sub judice. For that reason a question mark will hang over this Government's
accountability, and the Leader of the House will have to wear it.

Having given that warning to the Government, which I am sure it will not heed, we support
the amendment because it raises the issue of accountability yet again, and this Government
has been found wanting in that department. That is unfortuate, because that is what the
public is demanding more than anything else in the State of Western Australia at this
moment.

MR CLARKO (Marniion) [10.32 pmn): This Government continues to avoid its
responsibility to be accountable, and that is a matter to which this amendment gives
considerable emphasis. The Government has taken an ordinary word, "accountability", and
debased it. The Concise Oxford Dictionary states that accountability means bound to give
account; responsible.

This Government promises accountability but it does not deliver. Th-is Government has
failed to be accountable. Even the fact that the Government should make accountability one
of its key words, almost its motto, highlights the fact that the Government itself recognises
that the public does not see it as being accountable. What the Government did concerning
WA Inc requires it to be accountable, but the Government will not appoint a Fitzgerald-type
comm-ission which is what is needed to make it accountable.

Today the Government is not being accountable over these matters which relate to the Leader
of the House, the member for Annadale. I asked him earlier if he had a franking machine in
his office, and he declined to answer. I think he had one, and he should welcome debate on
this matter to explain his position,
I have been in this place for 16 years and every time a censure motion has been moved the
person accused has always wanted the debate to be brought on at that very instant. They
have never tried to stifle the debate, but today that is what we have had. The man against
whom the censure motion is proposed, the man who one would think would want the debate
brought on -

Several members interjected.

Mr CLARKO: The word "accountability" means that the Government has a lot to hide and it
is trying to make itself acceptable by pretending the opposite to what is the true position.
The person accused today has done nothing but object. There have been very few occasions
when a person has called for as many points of order in a day as the Leader of the House has
done today.

We have had in this House of all places a deliberate attempt to hide the mruth. For over two
years the present Government has failed to govern in a positive way. For the last couple of
years in Western Australia the Government has been trying to defend itself against a vast
array of allegations, including the gross mnismanagement of the affairs of Western Australia.
Some people want to go further, but at the very least these arguments about whether we have
lost $850 million or $1 billion show a gross financial mismanagement. The Government has
adopted the monto of accountability when it has been completely unaccountable. It has made
a high point of covering up these acts of financial mismanagement at the expense of proper,
positive Government in Western Australia.

People might say that it is not good enough for the Minister to say, "I have been cleared by
the police."

Mr Pearce: I have been.

Mr CLARKO: Has the Commissioner of Police said the Leader of the House has been
cleared?
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Mr Pearce: The police announced it at the normal police conference five or six weeks ago.

Mr CLARKO: But has the Leader of the House been cleared of matters such as expenditure
on stamps and so on which the member for Applecross brought up? I do not remember the
question of his postal allowance and so on ever being considered by the police.

Mr Pearce: That is untrue.

Mr CLARKO: The police have considered the Leader of the House's ordinary electorate
postal allowances, have they? I would have thought they would have been interested only in
the franking machines.

Mr Pearce: You are talking about things you know nothing about.

Mr CLARKO: The Leader of the House can answer the question if he likes. The member
for Applecross referred to matters which I believe the police would not have investigated.
They may have investigated other things, but if the Leader of the House had been open today
I would not have had to pose these questions. If the Leader of the House had given the
House a frank description of the true position in regard to this mailer there would be no
problem whatsoever. In the 16 years I have been here, whenever a serious censure motion
has been moved against an individual, three things have always happened. The motion has
been brought on straight away. If the motion related to one of his Ministers, the Premier of
the day always gave a strong and clear account of the position. And the person accused
always went to great lengths to bring everything out into the open and to tell everyone about
the problem; he would seek to clear his name. But there has been no attempt today by the
Minister to clear his name. He has not uttered one word in an effort to clear his name.

Mr Pearce: The police have done it for me.
Mr CLARKO: The Leader of the House is one of the most lucid speakers in this House; a
man who can speak on any subject he likes. He has the skill to speak on either side of any
question; it does not matter whether he believes in it. The point is, he is a tremendously
loquacious person, who can speak on every subject without recourse to dictionaries and who
can just Jet the words spill out, but who today has made no attempt to defend himself. He
has not uttered one word to defend himself. He has not said, "Here is my explanation. Here
is why I should not be accused or censured."

Mr Gordon Hill: You must have been out of the House when he spoke.

Mr CLARKO: The Minister will live awhile. The Leader of the House has condemnued
himself by hiding from this House the details of this matter. This Government has tried to
keep this House in the dark and has tried to keep the people of Western Australia in the dark.
It has reached the point where one of the Government's key administrative measures is
holding its meetings at midnight, when it is well and truly in the dark. The former Premier
and the former Deputy Premier held their meetings in the dark. I believe that not only did
the Leader of the House not try to defend himself in this place by explaining the true
position, but also there was a complete reluctance on the pant of members on that side of the
House to speak in his defence. After some goading the Premier rose and uttered a few
words, which were very much qualified, as my colleague, the member for Applecross, would
say, in respect of supporting the Leader of the House. I certainly would not want to go over
the top of the trenches at Gallipoli with someone as indecisive as the Premier.
Mr Pearce: She made the Leader of the Opposition look pretty ordinary.

Mr CLARKO: We have seen this man, who can speak at great length on any subject one
likes, today remarkably silent except for points of order which were designed to shut up the
debate. His tactics were designed to stop this debate at any price.

Mr Kierath: Trying to cover up.

Mr CLARKO: That is the traditional phrase people use, but I would say that the Leader of
the House tried to keep the Opposition away from the truth. He spent an entire day trying to
prevent this matter being properly and openly discussed. The Government has retreated to a
Hitlerian-type bunker and I wonder when it will emerge. It is a classic example of a
Government running scared, but the Russians are corning. The Government may be in that
bunker, but Adolf did not get out of the bunker too well. He did not look too pink checked
when he left the bunker and the Leader of the House will not look too pink cheeked when he
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too comes out of the bunker. By preventing this matter from being fully aired, the
Government has left this Minister of the Crown with a great cloud over his head. The Leader
of the House is under suspicion. That suspicion could have been cleared today had he told
the House the truth and not tried to close everything off. The Leader of the House will
remain under suspicion; the Government will remain under suspicion and the Premier - Dr
Doolittle - will be seen not to have the leadership strength to say, "I am just putting to one
side this Minister until the matter is cleared up." She does not have the strength to do that.
However, I noticed today - and I find it highly offensive - that the Premier has been speaking
quite loudly. I know the Premier does not like that. It offends her greatly. I was
tremendously impressed when she said in the Daily News that we shoLd put amplifiers in
Parliament, because obviously she has some problems with her sight. Perhaps she should go
to OPSM.
The DEPUTlY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Marmion will return to the subject of the
debate.

Mr CLARKO: It is important to speak up in this place. The Leader of the House is normally
a great person for speaking up. He has not been accountable and a grave cloud of suspicion
hangs over his head. That is due to his unpreparedness to tell the House the truth.

Amendment put and a division taken with the following result -

Mr Ainsworth
Mr Bradsbaw
Mir Clarke
Mr Court
Mr Cowan
Mats Edwanles
Mr Grayden

Mrs Beggs
MrBridge
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Catania
Mr Cunninsham
Mr Donovan
Dr Gallop

Mr Hassell
Mr House
Mr Kierath
Mr Lewis
Mr Macinnon
Mr McNee
Mr Mensaros

Mr Graham
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr Gordon Hill
Mr Kobelke
Dr Lawrence
Mr Leahy

Ayes (25)

Mr Nicholls
Mr Omodei
Mr Shave
Mr Strickland
Mr Thompson
Mr Trenorden
Mr Fred Tubby

Noes (26)
Mr Marlborough
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr Ripper
Mr D.L. Smith
Mr P.3. Smith
Mr Taylor

Dr Turuibull
Mr Wat
Mr Wiese
Mr Blaikie (Teller)

Mr Thom as
Mr Troy
Dr Watson
Mr Wilson
Mrs Watkins (Teller)

Pair

Mr Minson

Amendment thus negatived.

Motion Resumed
Debate adjourned, on motion by Dr Turnbuill.

House adjourned at 10.49 pm

Mr Carr
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

PETROCHEMICAL PROJECT - WESTERN AUSTRALIAN GOVERNMENT
HOLDINGS LTD

Guarantee

65. Mr COWAN to the Premier:

(1) Was there a Western Australian Government Holdings guarantee in relation to
the petrochemical project?

(2) If yes to (1), when did the premier become aware of the guarantee?

(3) Was the WAGH guarantee guaranteed by the State Government or any of its
agencies?

(4) If yes to (3), who is the guarantor and when did the Premier become aware of
the guarantee?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(l)-(4)
The legal effect of arrangements entered into by WAGH in connection with
the petrochemical project is an issue in the current litigation instituted by the
Bond Corporation against WAGH and the State, and the Government has no
intention of prejudicing those proceedings by commenting on these matters.
Documents relevant to the arrangements were tabled in Parliament on
30 August 1989 and members concerned if they wish to do so can make their
own assessments of them.

RAILWAY STATI1ONS - PERTH RAILWAY STATION
Toilets

376. Mr COURT to the Minister for Transport:

What toilet arrangements are being made for the Perth railway station after
hours?

Mrs BEGGS replied:

Since the toilets servicing the station were closed for construction of the car
park and renovation of the station buildings, patrons have used the City of
Perth rest room toilets - open between 7.30 am and 7.30 pmo Monday to
Saturday - and the Forrest Place public toilets - open daily between 7.00 am
and 10.00 pm. Westrail is currently negotiating with the City of Perth to
extend the operating period of these facilities to cover the full period of rail
passenger operation until midnight. This would be a temporary arrangement
for a period of about two years until the proposed provision of additional
toilets at the station in association with the northern suburbs railway.

SCHOOLS - ASBESTOS REMOVAL

390. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Education:

(1) How many schools have had asbestos removed from their buildings?

(2) Of those schools from which the asbestos has been removed, how many have
had the work performed by private contractors and how many have had the
work performed by Building Management Authority day labour groups?

(3) What was the total cost of the work performed by the private contractors and
what was the total cost of the work performed by the BMA day labour
groups?

Dr GALLOP replied:

(1) There has been no record kept of the number of schools in which asbestos has
been removed.

(2)-(3)
As above, no records are available.
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GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES SUPERANNUATION BOARD - MINISTERIAL
RESPONSIBILITY

Minister for Finance and Economic Development - Treasurer

392. Mr TRENORDEN to the Premier:

(1) Is the Premier aware that the current Order-in-Council allocating portfolios
assigns responsibility for the Government Employees Superannuation Board
to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development?

(2) Is the Premier aware that the Government Employees Superannuation Act
assigns certain statutory powers and responsibilities to the Treasurer?

(3) Will the Minister for Finance and Economic Development, who is also the
Deputy Premier, be directing the Treasurer, who is also the Premier, in the
exercising of the Treasurer's statutory powers and responsibilities?

(4) Which Minister is accountable to this Parliament for the exercise of the
statutory powers and responsibilities assigned to the Treasurer by the
Government Employees Superannuation Act?

Or LAWRENCE replied:

Yes.

(3) No.

(4) The Treasurer.

CONSUMER AFFAIRS. MINISTRY OF - BUCKINGH-AM, MR
File Destruct'ion

408. Mr TUBB Y to the Minister for Consumer Affairs:

Further to question 32 of 1990 -

(a) has Mr Buckingham's file been destroyed;

(b) if ths file has been destroyed, when did this occur:

(c) if this file has been destroyed, why has Mr Buckinghamn been
continually advised, by the ministry or Consumer Affairs, that his file
has simply been mislaid?

Mrs HENDERSON replied:

(a) No.

(b) Not applicable.

(c) The file is stored at the State Repository and would necessitate a major search
to locate it. As the matter complained of does not come within the ministry's
jurisdiction, the file has not been retrieved. This matter has been examined by
the Parliamentary Commissioner for Administrative Investigations, and he has
advised that he is discontinuing his inquiry into the matter.

ASSET MANAGEMENT TASK FORCE - OLD ARMADALE POLICE STATION
SITE

Disposal

409. Mr TUBBY to the Premier:

Given the Premier's response to question 28 of 1990 regarding the
Government's commitment to decentralising departments to regional centres -

(a) why is the Government proceeding with the sale of a large block,
consisting of three separate lots, in the central business area of
Arrnadaie City;

(b) would the Premier agree that this site is ideally located for a
departmental relocation in Line with the Government's stated policy;

(c) does the Premier intend to take action to stop the sale of this valuable
asset;
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(d) if the Premier does not intend to stop the sale of this property, will the
Government then be in the market for another suitable site to meet its
policy objectives in respect of decentralisation?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(a) The Government's decision to dispose of the old Annadale Police Station site
was made after extensive investigation by the Asset Management Task Force,
which included close consultation with the Police Department, the
Department of Land Administration, the Office of Government
Accommodation and other relevant State Government bodies. As no other
Government use for the site was established, it was felt there was the
opportunity to generate funds for other ongoing Government programs. The
site was first offered to the City of Arrnadale for its purposes but, when
declined, the site was put on the open market by the Asset Management Task
Force.

(b) This site is not the only Government land in the Annadale locality. It has
been established that there is no Government use for the land in the
foreseeable future. As the site is zoned commercial and therefore of
considerable value, it is felt the funds from a sale of this property could be put
to good use, rather than allowing an idle asset to deteriorate over a number of
years.

(c) No, sale procedures are well advanced with a public auction scheduled for
17 May 1990.

(d) The Asset Management Task Force is continuing its review of the best use of
Government land and property assets, including those landholdings in
Armadale. The sale of the old Armadale Police Station site will not,
therefore, mean the end of any State Government presence as a landowner in
the region. It does not, therefore, indicate any lessening of the Government's
commitment to decentralisation to the Armadale region.

HOMESWEST - GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES HOUSING AUTHORITY
Moora Housing - Building Statistics

414. Mr McNEE to the Minister for Housing:

(21) Will the Minister advise the number of houses built in Moora by Homneswest
and the Government Employees Housing Authority in the financial years -

(a) 1988-89;

(b) 1989-90 to date?

(2) How many houses and what type of housing is proposed for -

(a) the remainder of 1989-90;
(b) 1990-91?

(3) How many applicants are on the waiting list for Homeswest accommodation
in the Moora area?

Mrs HENDERSON replied:

(1) (a) Homeswest: One x four bedroom single detached house.
GEHA: Nil

(b) Homeswest: Nil.
GERA: Two single detached houses.

(2) (a) Homeswest: Nil.
GElIA: Nil.

(b) Homeswese: Not yet determined.
GERA: Not yet determined.

Two houses have been requested by
department.
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(3) Seventeen applicants from Moora.
NOTE: It is not clear what the phrase "the Moore area" means. Total applications
held in the Moora office number 41 but this includes applications for other areas such
as Jurien, Gingin, Dongara, Perenjori, etc. The number quoted above includes some
who are dual listed and have Moora as second or third preference.

LEGAL AID - KIMBERLEY LEGAL AID OFFICE
Cutnbacks

415. Mrs EDWARDES to the Minister for Justice:
Is there going to be financial or personnel cutbacks to the Kimnberley Legal
Aid office?

Mr D.L. SM[ITH replied:
No decision has been made by the Legal Aid Commission to effect financial
or personnel cutbacks to the Kimnberley Legal Aid Office.

AGE DISCRI4iNATION BILL - NEW LEGISLATION
420. M~r MENSAROS to the Minister for Justice:

Is it the Government's policy to introduce an Age Discrimnination Bill as
reported to be under consideration by the Government in the 12 April 1990
edition of The Australian Financial Review?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:
Yes.

HEALTH - 'AUST7RALIAN INSTITUTE OF HEALTH CORPORATE
PLAN 1989-1990"

422. Mr HASSELL to the Minister for Health:
(1) Has the Minister read the report from the Australian Institute of Health

entitled "Australian Institute of Health Corporate Plan 1989-1990"?
(2) Does the State Government support all the proposals contained in this report?
(3) If not, does the Government intend to argue against their implementation?
Mr WILSON replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) No.
(3) The Government and the Executive of the Australian Institute of Health are in

a process of continuous discussion about the role of the Australian Institute of
Health, revision of its corporate plan and modification of its ongoing work
plan.

HOSPITALS - ROYAL PERTH (REHABILITATION) HOSPITAL
New Operating Theatres

424. Mr HASSELL to the Minister for Health:
(1) When are the new operating theatres at the Shenton Park Rehabilitation

Centre due to open?
(2) How many theatres are there?

(3) How long are the waiting lists for these theatres?

(4) Who will be given priority for operations in these theatres?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) On Monday, 14 May 1990, the theatre suite at Royal Perth (Rehabilitation)
Hospital, Shenton Park, will commence operation. This facility comprises
two refurbished operating theatres and one new additional operating theatre.

(2) Three.
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(3) The present waiting list for orthopaedic procedures at the Royal Perth
Hospital is 856; however, prior to the closure of the two previously existing
theatres for the construction and refurbishing program, the list had stood at
200. Delays in the building works have contributed substantially to the
increase, as operating theatre rime has been severely constrained. The Health
Department is currently negotiating with Royal Perth Hospital to implement a
special arrangement by which additional temporary resources will be made
available to assist in reducing the backlog of outstanding cases. When the
three theatres commence full operation it is anticipated that the waiting list
will be reduced.

(4) Priority is given to patients on clinical grounds. Individual specialists decide
on the clinical urgency and hence priority to be accorded to a patient. Within
levels of clinical urgency, priority is generally accorded to those who have
been waiting the longest.

HOSPITALS - ROYAL PERTH (REHABILITATION) HOSPITAL
Ward I Problems

428. Mr HASSELL to the Minister for Health:

(1) Is the Minister aware of the problems being experienced by Royal Perth
Rehabilitation Hospital and the care of the patients in ward I?

(2) What proposals, if any, has the Health Department considered to combat the
problems?

(3) Would the Minister consider developing the head injury unit to cater for the
same needs as did the now defunct Commonwealth Rehabilitation Centre at
Melville?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) Yes, RP(R)H has been undergoing an internal review of neurosurgery services
related to ward I1.

(2) The internal inquiry held by RP(R)H has resulted in the hospital appointing an
extra psychologist and a neuropsychologist to work predominantly on the care

- of ward 1 patients. Also, a rehabilitation registrar has been appointed as
further support for the ward. Discussions on the establishment of a head
injury services planning/advisory group is being sponsored by the Health
Department.

(3) No. Melville provided a centre-based service while the State head injury unit
provides services which are much more community and family oriented which
emphasise the use of normal community facilities where possible. The Health
Department is, however, developing a residential facility at Oats Street in East
Victoria Park which will make provision for people with head injuries.

ENVIRONMENTAL AND ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT
COUNCIL - ESTABLISHMENT

430. Mr WATT to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) Has the Environmental and Economic Development Council been formed?

(2) If so, who are its members and what organisation does each represent?

(3) How many times has it met?

(4) What development proposals have been considered by the council and with
what result?

(5) If not yet formed, why not and when will it be formed?

(6) Will consideration be given to broadening its membership to include
representatives of primary industry, secondary industry, conservation groups,
and commerce to consider the guidelines, methodology and conditions
required to achieve acceptable solutions to the environmental and/or
development problems encountered in many projects, particularly resource
development projects?
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Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) EEDC comprises -

Four Government representatives.
Four representatives of environment interests.
Four industry representatives.

Nominations to represent environmental interests were sought from
the Conservation Council of Western Australia. The nominated
members are -

Rachel Siewert, Coordinator, Conservation Council of WA.
Norma Calcutt, Member, Conservation Council.
Peter Robertson, Member, Conservation Council.
Neil Blake, Australian Conservation Foundation.

Nominations to represent industry were sought from the Confederation
of Western Australian Industry. The nominated members are -

Harold Clough, Chairman, Clough Engineering.
Trevor Eastwood, Managing Director, Wesfarmers Ltd.
Ian MacKenzie, Chief Executive, Bunnings Ltd.
Roger Vines, Managing Director, Alcoa of Australia Ltd.

Government representatives are -

Barry Carbon, Chairman, Environmental Protection Authority.
Syd Shea, Executive Director, Department of Conservation and
Land Management.
Bruce Sutherland, Coordinator General, Ministry of Economic
Development.
John Morhall, Coordinator-Chief Executive, Department of
Resources Development.

(3) Twice - 20 December 1989 and 28 March 1990. EEDC is scheduled to meet
again in June.

(4) No individual development proposal has been discussed.

(5) See answer to (1).
(6) Yes. The role and membership of EEDC is under review. Consideration is

being given to a number of proposals submitted by EEDC members, primary
industry associations, representatives of the mining industry and other groups
on an appropriate forum in which to discuss the fundamental issues affecting
economic development and growth and their environmental and social impact.

IJNDERGROUJND STORAGE TANKS - DISTILLATE LEAK, FREMANT7LE
PRISON

434. Mr WATT to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) What action is being taken to clean up the leakage of distillate which was
found underneath the Fremantle Prison in May 1989?

(2) Who was responsible for this leakage?

(3) Who is paying for the cost of the clean-up?

(4) Has the extent of the pollution caused by the leak been determined?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) The Environmental Protection Authority has supervised a clean-up operation
to recover 50 000 litres; of oil from the tunnels. Expressions of interest have
been called for a consultancy to determine the extent of further contamination.

(2) It has not been possible to identify the source of the contamnination as yet.
The consultancy mentioned above is also aimed at determining who is
responsible.'
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(3) The Stare Government has paid for all costs incurred to date. If and when the
source is identified, legal action will be initiated to recover costs from the
individual or organisation responsible for causing the pollution.

(4) The oil does not appear to have spread beyond the tunnel system; nevertheless
one aspect of the consultancy mentioned deals with defining the extent of the
pollution.

WATER RESOURCES - GROUND WATER
Environmental Protection Authority Bulletins - Urbanisation Opposition

437. Mr WATT to the Minister for Water Resources:

(1) (a) Is the Minister aware that the Environmental Protection Authority
released a bulletin, No 404, in which it states that it is opposed to
urbanisation of areas overlying Perth's major underground water
supplies?

(b) Is the Minister also aware that another bulletin, No 429, was released
by the Environmental Protection Authority in which it states that it
does not support urban development between public bore lines on the
Jandakot mound?

(2) In view of the widespread contamination of the underground water in
residential and industrial parts of the Perth metropolitan area, does the
Minister consider it appropriate to permit urbanisation to occur within the
borefields on the top of the Jandakot and Onangara ground water mounds?

(3) If no to (2), what action does the Minister propose to take to prevent further
pollution of Perth's underground water supplies?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

(1) (a) Yes.

(b) Yes.
(2) The "Geological Survey of Western Australia" by K.J. Hirschberg outlined

specific sources of degraded ground water quality resulting from industrial,
agricultural and waste disposal practices in some parts of the Perth
metropolitan area.

In the case of Jandakot mound zoned rural, the Water Authority of Western
Australia, in its report to the Minister for the Environment, indicated that
some urban development was acceptable within the bore field and would not
compromise the integrity of the ground water reserve for public water supply
purposes.
In regard to Onangara mound, the Water Authority considers that the
undeveloped part within the bore field - that is, State forest and natural native
vegetation areas - should be maintained.

(3) Not applicable.

WAGES - GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS
Breach of Payment Time

440. Mr KIERATH to the Minister for Productivity and Labour Relations:

What action will the Minister cake if a Government department is in breach of
a specified time for payment of wages?

Mr TROY replied:

I would direct the Department of Productivity and Labour Relations to liaise
with the relevant department to rectify the issue. If the member has specific
information about such a breach he should provide it to my office.
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REAL ESTATE AND BUSINESS AGENTS ACT - REAL ESTATE AND BUSINESS
AGENTS FIDELiTY GUARANTEE FUND

Moneys - Property Loss Reimbursement Claims

443. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Consumer Affairs:

(1) What is the total amount of moneys currently standing in the account in the
real estate and business agents fidelity guarantee fund, as provided in the Real
Estate and Business Agents Act 1978?

(2) How many claim for reimbursement for toss of property or moneys have
been made under pant V, 111 - fidelity guarantee fund of the Real Estate and
Business Agents Act in each of the financial years -

(a) 1985-80-;

(b) 1986-87;
(c) 1987-88;
(d) 1988-89;

(e) from 30 June 1989 to 30 April 1990?

(3) How many individual claims were paid out as settlement in part or full from
the fidelity guarantee fund and what was the aggregate amount of moneys
paid out of the fund in each of the years as in (2) above?

Mrs HENDERSON replied:

(1) As at 31 March 1990 - $9 995 769.96.

(2) (a) 34.

(b) 7.
(c) 45.

(d) 5.
(e) 2.

(3) Individual claims paid -

(a) 1985-86 - 20.

(b) 1986-87 -24.

(c) 1987-88 - 26.
(d) 1988-89 -6.

(e) 1989-90-1.
(to date)

The aggregate amount paid out was $426 050,

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES H4OUSING AUTHORITY -HOUSING UNITS
Sale Program

445. Mr LEWIS to the Minister fur Housing:
(1) Is the Government Employees Housing Authority currently pursuing a

program of selling units of housing?

(2) If yes to (1), what is the reason for such sales?

(3) How many GEHA homes have been disposed of in -

(a) the 1988-89 financial year;

(b) from 30 of June 1989 to 30 April 1990?
(4) If yes to (1), what are the scheduled number of housing units sold in which

towns?

Mrs HENDERSON replied:

(1) There is no specific program of selling units of GEHA housing. GEHA has a
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policy which permits the sale of single detached houses to long term tenants
in occupation and the disposal of surplus housing.

(2) Not applicable.
(3) (a) 17, of which one was to a tenant in occupation.

(b) 15, of which one was to a tenant in occupation.
4. Not applicable.

FIREWOOD - AVAILABILITY AND PRICING STUDY
454. Mr COURT to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) Has the Government carried out a study on the availability and pricing of
firewood available this year?

(2) If yes, will the results be made public?
(3) Has there been a large increase in the price of firewood this year?
(4) If yes, what are the reasons for this price increase?
Mr PEARCE replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) The royalty for commercial firewood was increased from $3.21 to $7 per

tonne on I January 1990- Domestic firewood, up to a certain amount, may
still be gathered for no cost by the user.

(4) The need at least to maintain the real value of the royalty, and increased costs
of supervision of the industry in the forest.

LEGAL AID COMMVISSION - CHILDREN'S COURT
Duty Lawyers - Juvenile Representatives

464, Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Justice:
(1) Can the Minister confirm that the Legal Aid Commission was unable to pay

for a duty lawyer to be at the Children's Court during the extra sessions,
leaving children, some with indictable offences, without legal advice before
appearing before a judge?

(2) If so. why?
(3) What is the situation regarding Legal Aid Commission duty lawyers

representing juveniles in country areas?
(4) Does the Minister support the call by the Legal Aid Commission to increase

funding to set up duty lawyers in Albany, Kalgoorlie and Geraldton circuit
courts?

(5) How much would the Minister estimate chat the provision of the above service
to the country centres would be?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:
(1)-(2)

The introduction of the new Children's Court legislation has significantly
increased the number of juveniles now being dealt with by the Children's
Court. As a consequent, the President of the Court, His Honour Judge
Jackson, has extended the sitting timne of the court, which has placed an
additional burden on Legal Aid Conmmission resources to provide a full and
comprehensive duty lawyer service during the extra sessions. The
commission was able to respond with effect from 5 April 1990 by providing
for an extra duty lawyer to be in attendance at the court on Wednesday
afternoons. Options to enable the provision of a duty lawyer during the
remaining and afternoon sessions are currently being considered.

(3) The commission is not currently operating any specific duty lawyer scheme to
meet the needs of juveniles in country areas.
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(4) The issue of funding a duty lawyer service in Albany, Kalgoorlie and
Geraldion is part of the broader issue of examining the feasibility of Legal
Aid Commission regional offices in country centres and this is being currently
evaluated by the commission.

(5) In accordance with the answer given to (4), this issue is still being evaluated.
BUS STATIONS - ESTABUISHMENT REQUIREMENTS

465. Mr NICHOLLS to the Minister for Transport:
(1) How much land is required for a bus terminus of general size?
(2) What is the capital cost to construct a bus terminus?
(3) What planning parameters impact on establishing a bus terminus?
(4) How many buses are catered for and use the Rockingham bus terminus?
Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) There is no general size that can be given in relation to a bus station because

the determining factors are -

(a) the number of services that would be catered for at the facility;
(b) the desirable number of parking bays for park 'n'ride patrons, which is

based on demand. Examples of the area required are -

Rockingham 10 000 in2

Warwick 44 000 mn,2
Innaloo 20 000 mn

(2) This is dependent on the size of the facility.
(3) Location: These facilities are placed to satisfy customer demand and optimise

operating costs.
Road access: The area must have easy access for both pedestrians and
vehicles.
Zoning: The zoning for the area must accommodate this type of facility.

(4) The station itself caters for eight buses at any one time plus a minimal amount
of space for bus layover away from the platforms. The station services 143
bus trips on each week day.

FERTILISER - TRANSPORT
Cessation

472. Mr McNBE to the Minister for Transport:,
(1) Has the transport of fertiliser in bags ceased?
(2) If so, why?
(3) When did it cease?
(4) When were the buyers given notice that it would cease?
Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1) Transport of bagged fertiliser has been suspended until June 1990. In the

meantime, road permnits are being issued by the Department of Transport on
request.

(2) Westrail resources are being devoted to clearance of a backlog of bulk
fertiliser following the engine drivers' stoppage last month.

(3) 20OAprilL1990.
(4) Westrail field staff conmmenced informing the 108 customers concerned

during the last week in April.
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CORPORATE AFFAIRS DEPARTMENT - DEPOSIT-TAKING INSTITIONS
Auditing Standards Report

486. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister representing the Attorney General:
(1) Has the Corporate Affairs Department yet reported on the auditing standards

as currently applied to deposit-taking institutions?
(2) If so, what were the conclusions contained in that report?
(3) If that report is yet to be completed, when is it anticipated that it will be

completed?
Mr D.L. SMITH replied:

No. The department has consulted with the Australian Accounting Research
Foundation, the State branches of the Institute of Chartered Accountants and
Australian Society of Accountants, individual members of the accounting
profession engaged in the audit of deposit-taking institutions and the Registrar
for Cooperative and Financial Institutions. The department is currently
considering their responses with a view to formulating a conclusion regarding
the appropriateness and adequacy of the existing statements of auditing
standards and practice promulgated by the accounting profession.

(3) About 30 June 1990.
BETTES, MR JOHN - MINISTER FOR POLICE

Ltter Response
493. Mr MENSAROS to the Minister representing the Minister for Police:

(1) Has the Minister for Police answered the letter directed to him by the Federal
member for Curtin, Mr Allen Rocher MP, on behalf of Mr John Bettes of
Floreat Park?

(2) When cant I expect to receive a reply to my letter in regard to the same
constituent and same subject, written to the Minister for Police on 6 February
1990?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Records at the Police Department indicate that all correspondence in respect

of Mr John Bettes of Florear Park has been answered. In fact the police are
waiting for Mr Bentes to respond to their earlier correspondence.
There is no record of the member's correspondence, the subject of this
question, having been received at the office of the Minister for Police.

ABORIGINAL MANAGEMENT AND ECONOMIC SUPPORT UNIT -
ESTABLISHMENT

497. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs:
(1) When was the Aboriginal Management and Economic Support Unit set up?
(2) Who set it up?
(3) What was the cost of setting up this unit?
(4) Who finances the unit?
(5) Who are the members of the unit?
(6) What are the dates of their initial appointment and when do their current terms

expire?
(7) Who determines the membership of the unit?
(8) Is the unit registered with the Department of Consumer Affairs?
(9) If yes, when; and if no, why not?
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(10) Does the unit prepare and release an annual report?
(11) If not, why not?

(12) Does the unit operate in competition with or support the Aboriginal
Enterprises Company's operation?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1) The Aboriginal Management and Economic Support Unit (AMESU) was
established in December 1987.

(2) The Minister for Aboriginal Affairs.

(3) $300000.
(4) The Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority (AAPA) with hinds from the

Aboriginal conmmunities development program.
(5)-(6)

Name First Term of Contract
Appointment

Mr A.T. Howard October 1987 June 1990
Mrs N.G. Crump 11I July 1988 11 July 1990
Mrs V.V. Thomson L August 1988 Ongoing
Miss C. Howard 17 May 1989 Ongoing
Mr M. Pitt 22 August 1988 Ongoing

(7) The unit's manager, Mr A.T. Howard.

(8) No.

(9) There is no requirement for it to be so registered.

(10) No.
(11) There is no requirement for it to do so. However, the AMESU fulfills its legal

obligations to present reports on each project and annual audited accounting
reports to the AAPA.

(12) It complements the Aboriginal Enterprises Company's (AEC) operations.
The AMESU provides corporate managerial and financial advisory services to
Aboriginal communities in the State. The AJEC provides loans and business
support to Aboriginal enterprises.

MIDLAND SALEYARD - FUTURE INQUIRY
Committee Members

458. Mr McNEE to the Minister for Agriculture:

(1) (a) Who are the members of the committee conducting the current inquiry
into the future of the Midland saleyards;

(b) would the Minister provide details of the inquiry brief-,

(c). would the Minister provide details of the cost of the inquiry to date,
and the expected costs on completion;

(d) when is a report expected;

(e) will the report be made public before the Government takes action
with regard to the development of new salcyards?

(2) (a) Prior to their sale to Pilsley Investments, did the Midland abattoirs
have any outstanding liabilities;,

(b) if yes to (a), what was the extent of these liabilities;

(c} how were these liabilities discharged upon sale of the abattoirs?

(3) (a) What was the purchase price of the Midland abattoirs and saleyards
site that was negotiated with Pilsley Investments in 1986;
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(b) what portion of this price has Pilslcy Investments paid to date;
(c) can the Minister conlinn that revenue from the demolition of the

abartoirs amounted to approximately $2 million?

(4) (a) Concerning the Midland saleyards, did the then Minister for
Agriculture, Hon Julian Grill state on 26 January 1989, "1 have a
longstanding comnmitment to the industry to secure a 15 year lease for
the salcyards and all of the details of the lease have been completed
and the yards secured legally until the end of the year 2001 ... The
agreed lease also provides for an extension beyond 2001

(b) if yes to (a), will the Minister table a copy of the lease;

(c) if no to (b), why?
(5) (a) Concerning the Midland saleyards, did the Minister state on 24 July

1989, "Producers can be assured that the saleyards are secure until
1993";

(b) if yes to (a), on what basis did the Minister make such an assurance?

(6) (a) Has the Minister been advised of concerns that the Midland salcyards
are for sale;

(b) will the Minister advise what are the precise circumstances as regards
present and future tenure of the saleyards;

(c) what steps will the Goverrnent take to ensure the saleyards are
available until at least 200 1, as indicated by the Minister's
predecessor?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

(1) (a) Chairman, Mr Hf). Evans; Mr A. Llewellyn, Country Shires
Association; Mr B. Gabbedy, Department of Agriculture; Mr F.
Goodchild, Meat and Allied Trades Federation of Australia; Mr L.
Taylor, Midland Chamber of Commerce; Mr R. Ward, Pastoralists and
Graziers Association; Mr J. Alexander, WA Farmers Federation; Mr 1.
Rlack, WA Meat Commission; Mr C. Cream, Livestock Transporters'
Association; Cr C. Gregorini, Shire of Swan; Mr D. Linck, Swan
Independent Chamber of Commerce; Mr R. Nussey, Department of
Agriculture - Secretary.

(b) The working graup was established by the Minister for Agriculture to
make recommendations concerning the long term provision of
livestock sales facilities in Western Australia.

Its terms of reference are -

(i) To investigate the long term needs of the livestock industry
regarding the provision of livestock sales facilities.

(ii) To consider, evaluate and report on all options for the
provision of livestock sales facilities and their implication for
the future needs of the industry, bearing in mind, but not
limited to, the following considerations -

(a) The present facilities.

(b) Whether it is advisable to have -

(i) a centrally located facility;

(ii) a series of regional facilities; or

(iii) another appropriate arrangement.

(c) Regional and local factors.

(d) Environmental impact.

(e) Economic and funding aspects.
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(Lii) To develop a strategy for the implementation of the group's
recommendations.

(c) $10 403 has been expended to date, comprising travel expenses.
advertising for submissions and chairman's allowances. A fthier
$2000 - $3 000 may be spent before the inquiry is completed.

(d) July L990.

(e) Yes.

(2) (a) Yes.

(b) $12374602.

(c) Following the approval of Cabinet to remove the liability for
outstanding borrowed funds relating to the Midland abattoir complex -

(i) The Governor approved the write-off of the outstanding
General Loan and Capital Works Fund debt on 4 August 1987.

(ii) The Treasurer approved the assignment of the private loan
liabilities relating to the Midland abattoir from the commission
to Western Australian Treasury Corporation, the settlement
date being 30 November 1987.

This assignment and waiver of the Midland debt involved the
following amounts -

Gene ral Loan and Capital
Works Fund 9 6301~46
Private Borrowings 3 295 265
Less Sinking Funds

invested 510808 2 744 456

$12 374 602

(Extract from the WA Meat Commission annual accounts [or
the year ended 30 June 1988).

(3) (a) $450 000.

(b) All.
(c) No.

(4) (a) I am not aware of the exact statement that may have been made by the
previous Minister.

(b)-(c)
Not applicable.

(5) (a) Yes.
(b) See reply to question 265.

(6) (a) Yes.

(b) See reply to question 265.
(c) I will await the recommendations of the working group before

committing the Government to any particular steps.
LAND - JANDAKOT BOREFIELD

Thompson: Lake Development - Environmental Protection Authority.-
Opposition

468. Mr KIERATH to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) Is the Minister aware that the Environmental Protection Authority is strongly
opposed to urban development within the public water supply bore field at
Jandakot?

(2) Was this opposition stated in EPA bulletin 388 and restated recently in EPA
bulletin 429?
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(3) Does the Minister propose to accept this advice and recommend to the
Minister for Planning that the Miniister not permiit urban development within
the Jandakot borefield?

(4) Is the Minister aware that LandCorp is the owner of the land within the
boretield which is currently proposed for rezoning from rural to urban?

(5) Is the Minister aware that the southern banksia woodland is one of this State's
most threatened ecosystems?

(6) What is the Minister proposing to do to protect the last remaining stands of
the southern banksia woodland?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1)-(3)
Upon advice from the Environmental Protection Authority the then Minister
for the Environment approved the Thomsons Lake development proposal
subject to a number of ministerial conditions. This approval was given in
October 1988. Condition 2 required a drainage management plan to be
developed. EPA bulletins 388 and 429 contain EPA's assessment of the
ministerial condition 2. EPA bulletin 388 detenmined that the EPA was not
satisfied that the proponent had not successfully demonstrated that the
drainage management plan would work. Based on a revised drainage
management plan, EPA bulletin 429 determined that the EPA was satisfied
with the drainage management plan and that ministerial condition 2 had been
met.

(4) Yes.

(5)-(6)
The Minister is aware of the importance of this ecosystem and the
Government is developing plans for a southern banksia woodland park.

REGIONAL PARKS - BEELIAR REGIONAL PARK
Establishment Study

469. Mr KIERATH to the Minister for the Environment:

(L) Did the Minister announce in July 1986 that he was initiating a planning study
to establish a Beeliar regional park?

(2) Did the Minister state at that time the Minister expected the report on this
study to be completed within six months?

(3) (a) Has the study been completed;
(b) if not, why not?

(4) When does the Minister now expect that this report will be released?

(5) On how many subsequent occasions has the Government announced that the
release of the report of this study was immidnent?

(6) Is the Minister aware that the Water Authority of Western Australia has laid a
main sewer through the System 6 area M93, to the west of Lake Kogolup?

(7) (a) Did the WAWA seek approval from the Environmental Protection
Authority before this sewer was installed;

(b) if not, why not;

(c) if so, was approval granted?

(8) Who authorised this work?
(9) Is the Minister aware that Homeswest is developing plans for a housing state

within this System 6 area M93, west of Lake Kogolup?

(10) Is the Minister aware that this land has high conservation value and was
intended for inclusion in the Beeliar regional park?

(11) Is this one of the reasons why the Beeliar regional park planning study report
has been delayed for so long?

877



Mr PEARCE replied:,

(1)-(2)
Yes.

(3) (a) Yes.

(b) Nor applicable.

(4) In the imtmediate future.

(5) The Government has actively pursued the finalisation of the report and all
statements have been made in this context.

(6) Yes.
(7) (a) No.

(b) I understand that the development was pant of the Western Australian
Water Authority's normal operational program.

(c) Not applicable.

(8) Answered by (7)(b).
(9) 1 am only aware of an MRS amendment (791/33A - 17 August 1989) to

enable urban development to the west of Kogolup Lake, outside the System 6
and Beeliar regional park boundary.

(10) 1 am aware that the System 6 and Beeliar regional park area in the vicinity of
Kogolup has high conservation value.

(11) No.

WATERWAYS COMMISSION - OPERATIONS EXPANSION PAPER

473. Mr McNEE to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) IHas the Waterways Commission published a paper seeking public and
departmental comments on a proposal to expand its operations beyond present
boundaries?

(2) If so. when was the paper released?

(3) To whom was it distributed?

(4) What is the closing date for public submissions?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) 29 November 1989.

(3) Local government authorities in the south west of Western Australia.
Local Government Association.
State Government departments.
Conservation, recreation and other interest groups.
Local waterways management committees.
AH land care groups in the south west.

Copies were also supplied on request.

(4) 31 March 1990.
WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANTS - BEENYLIP

Incinerator Closure

478. Mrs EDWARDES to the Minister for Water Resources:.

Referring to question 1467 of 1989, when is the closure of the incinerator of
the Beenyup wastewater treatment plant expected to take place?

Mr BRJDGE replied:

Commissioning is still continuing on the sludge digestion system which will
replace the incinerator and it is expected the incinerator will be closed in
approximately three to four weeks.
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LOCAL GOVERNMNT ELECTIONS - PSYCHIATRIC PATIENTS
Restrictions

481. Mr STRICKLAND to the Minister for Local Government:

(1) Are there any circumstances where people under psychiatric care are
restricted in their right to vote in local government elections?

(2) Are there any procedures, or is the Government giving consideration to
introducing procedures, which must be adhered to by local government
helpers of candidates who actively solicit postal votes from -

(a) hostels with psychiatric care patients;

(b) hostels and nursing homes for seniors?

Mr GORDON HELL replied:
(1) A person is disqualified from being on the State electoral roll if he or she fails

to mneet conditions set out in section 18 of the State Electoral Act 1907. The
person is consequently disqualified from voting in local government elections.
These disqualification criteria, which include being of unsound mind or being
detained in an approved hospital under section 47(1) of the Mental Health Act
1962, do not presently apply to electors on a council's owners and occupiers
roll. The discussion paper released on local government elections proposes at
section 4.05 to overcome this problem.

(2) Section 122 of the Local Government Act sets out the procedures to be
followed by electors, authorised witnesses, other persons and returning
officers where postal votes are applied for and cast. The discussion paper on
local goverrnent elections states that local government electoral procedures
will be comparable, as far as practicable, with State electoral provisions.

HOSPITALS - DERBY REGIONAL HOSPITAL PROJECT
Hospital Building and Equipment Trust Account Funds

487. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Health:

What funds are currently held within the hospital building and equipment trust
account to the credit of the Derby Regional Hospital project?

Mr WILSON replied:

$8.34 million.

WASTEWATER TREATMENT PLANTS - CHEMICALS
Reduction Instructions

495. Mr MENSAROS to the Minister for Water Resources:

(1) Have any written or verbal instructions been issued to wastewater treatment
plants, or decisions taken generally, to alter or reduce the amount of chemicals
used in order to save money?

(2) If so, would the Minister detail the nature of such instructions and/or
decisions?.

Mr BRIDGE replied:

(1) No. Staff involved with wastewater treatment plants are under instructions to
add sufficient chemnicals to optimise processes based on information gained
from chemical analyses.

(2) Not applicable.

DAMS - LANDSCAPE-ARCHITECTURAL WORKS
Victoria Vamn, Churchman's Brook. Harris Dam

498. Mr& MENSAROS to the Minister for Water Resources:

(1) What was the value of the landscape-architectural consultancy professional
fee performed in the recent past at -

(a) Victoria Dam;
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(b) Churchman's Brook;
(c) Harris Damn?

(2) Were submissions called for expressions of interest in any of the above
works?

(3) If yes to (2), how many interests were expressed for each of the works under
(1)(a) - (c)?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
(1) Value of consultancy work -

(a) Victoria Dam $9 210
(b) Churchman's Brook Dam $11 284
(c) Harris Dam $44 545

(2) Discussions were held with landscape architects and concepts explored. On
the basis of previous work and on the recommendations of organisations
which had recently used landscape architects, a letter seeking an expression of
interest was sent to a landscape architect for a proposal for the Harris Dam
project. On the basis of his performance, the same landscape architect was
retained for the Victoria and Churchman's projects.

(3) Answered in (2).
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - ELECTRONIC DATA

INTERCHANGE SERVICES
Auditor Genera/'s Inquiry

501. Mr TRENORDEN tothe Premier:
(1) Is the Auditor General currently investigating the current arrangements under

which the State Government is provided with electronic data interchange
services?

(2) If yes, has he engaged a private sector company on a consultancy basis to
assist him?

Dr LAWRENCE repiied:
(l)-(2)

The Auditor General has responsibility under the Financial Administration
and Audit Act to audit the accounts of Government. He also has a
discretionary mandate to undertake any examination or investigation that he
deems fit with respect to efficiency and effectiveness of Government
agencies. Insofar as the Auditor General would be required to examine such
issues with respect to financial aspects of such issues, nio doubt he is
undertaking that task in the normal course of business. It would be improper
for me to inquire of the Auditor General as to specific matters relating to the
exercise of his discretionary mandate.

SHEEP - LICE ERADICATION PROGRAM
Woolgrowers' Efforts

505. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Agriculture:
Regarding the Minister's reply to my question 13 of 1990 which stares -

"...further reductions will depend upon efforts made by wool
prowers mn this industry based program. .. "

will the Minister enlarge on what he feels needs to be done by the
woolgrowers?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
The sheep lice eradication campaign relies upon individual woolgrowers
establishing and maintaining flocks free of lice. Guidelines for woolgrowers
given by industry and the Department of Agriculture include -

Checking sheep for signs of rubbing and examining suspect sheep for
lice.
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Making sure that lice infestations are treated properly and that all
sheep are treated at the same time.
Preventing the spread of known infestations to other growers' flocks.

Ensuring that fences are adequate and are maintained.

Checking flocks regularly for stray sheep.

Treating and isolating introduced and stray sheep of unknown lice
status.

Only treating sheep when it is necessary.

I emphasise that this campaign is essentially an industry-based program. To
be successful, it will be necessary for all sheep producers and industry
organisations to cooperate to the fullest.

POLICE - SOUTH WEST SPECIAL PATROL SQUAD
506. Mr HOUSE to the Minister representing the Minister for Police:

(1) Does the Minister support the south west special patrol squad being given
permanent status in the Bunbury and surrounding areas?

(2) Is consideration being given to extending the patrols to other major towns,
other than the three officers patrolling Collie, Nannup, Pemberton and
Augusta?

(3) What are the most recent figures of crimes committed in the south of Western
Australia?

(4) Does the Minister feel that the current manning levels of the south west task
force and the patrol squad are adequate to deal with increasing crime levels in
the south of our State?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) The patrol squad referred to is an initiative of the regional police offlcer,
Bunbury, and comprises a sergeant and two constables in plain clothes
carrying out response duties in special areas of concern at locations within the
Bunbury police region. This initiative is an operational one taken at local
level and the permanency of the squad is at the discretion of the regional
officer. I support initiatives of this type.

(2) The squad can be utilised in any town in the Bunbury region.

(3) Offence reports recorded for Bunbury region over the past four years are -

1985-86 5 881
1986-87 5 870
1987-88 6312
1988-89 6024

(4) Yes, manning levels in the Bunbury region are monitored regularly by the
Commissioner of Police, who is responsible for the deployment of police
resources.

PAROLE BOARD - AUTOMATIC PAROLE SYSTEM
Cancellations and Releases

508. Mr HOUSE to the Minister representing the Minister for Corrective Services:

(1) What is the purpose of the "automatic" parole system introduced in June
1988?

(2) Can the Minister explain why seven per cent of Aborigines compared with
1. 1 per cent of other prisoners were denied automatic parole, as outlined in the
Parole Board report released last week?

(3) Can the Minister explain the grounds on which four murderers serving life
sentences and two habitual criminals - out of the 611 prisoners released - were
released on parole last year?
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(4) As the recently released annual report of the Parole Board revealed the
following -

(a) the number of prisoners who had their parole cancelled increased by
almost half;

(b) the board issued 23 more parole cancellation orders than the previous
year;

(c) the board made 658 more decisions than last year, though the number
of cases increased by 14,

can the Minister explain to the House the reasons for the above figures?

(5) How has the Parole Board increased the amount of information provided to
the media to help public understanding of its operations, as outlined in its
annual report?

Mr DL SMITH replied:

(1) The purpose, as outlined in the second reading speech of the Acts Amendment
(Imprisonment and Parole) Act 1987. was to redress the main points of
criticism of the parole system introduced in 1964. These were as follows -

There was a wide disparity between minimum terms and head
sentences which resulted in a disproportionate amount of "days owing"
to the Parole Board if an offender breached parole and long periods of
parole which were considered counterproductive;

the system engendered unnecessary uncertainty arnd tension,
particularly when in the great majority of cases the offender was
released on parole within a few days of his eligibility date;

there was no incentive for good behaviour on parole;

review periods for some indeterminate sentences were increased;

the period spent in custody by offenders convicted of serious offences
was generally increased.

(2) The percentages referred to in the member's question relate to persons
sentenced under the parole system in operation prior to June 1988. which did
not provide for automatic parole. Of the 37 Aboriginal offenders eligible for
automatic parole, no-one was denied parole.

(3) Matters to be considered in relation to the release of habitual criminals and
persons serving life sentences are to be found in sections 34, 40C and 40D of
the Offenders Probation and Parole Act. In each such case the statutory
requirements were fulflled.

(4) (a)-(b)
The explanation for the apparent increase in the numbers of parole
orders cancelled by the board lies mainly in a comparison with the
detail of the previous year's figures. In short, a higher number of
cancellations by imprisonment in 1988 obviated the board's need to
take action to cancel parole in a number of cases. This resulted in a
lower number of cancellations by the board. Consideration of the
1989 figure together with that of 1987 provides a better basis for
comparison. In any event, when considered in the light of the total
number of decisions made by the board - 2 730 - the difference
between 70 and 47 does not indicate a significant change in the
approach by the board.

(c) The figures indicate an average of 2.6 "decisions" are made in respect
of each offender. Approximately one-third of offenders are considered
only once. Reasons for offenders being reviewed more than once
include the following -

Wi The amended legislation provides that in certain cases -
deferral, denial, cancellation - the board is required to

882



(Tuesday, 15 May 1990]18

provide a notice of intent, and allow the offender the
opportunity to respond, thus increasing the number of times
a person is considered. When responding, the offender may
raise a further issue which requires investigation and further
consideration.

(ii) In respect of breaches of parole, the board has adopted the
approach in some cases of giving a formal notice of intent
to consider cancellation or suspension. This allows the
offender the opportunity to show cause as to why the order
should not be made.

(61i) The community based work release legislation requires the
board to consider the offender before approval is given for
work release and, if appropriate, for parole.

(iv) During the period in question, the board requested an
increased number of post-release progress reports for
selected offenders.

(5) Where interest has been expressed by the media in a particular case, the board
has provided a statement which included additional information of an
educative nature concerning the board's procedures and methods of operation.
In addition, the chairman has participated in a radio interview, and the acting
chairman has addressed interest groups.

ADOPTION - "A NEW APPROACH TO ADOPTION' DRAFT REPORT
Racist Recommendation

510. Mr CLARKO to the Minister for Community Services:
(1) Would the Minister agree that the recommendation of the draft report "A New

Approach to Adoption" that "every child placed for adoption - shall be placed
with adoptive parents of the same broad ethnic and cultural background" is
unequivocally racist?

(2) Is it correct that the adoption legislative review committee did not interview
any cross-cultural adoptees seeking their views on this issue?

(3) Would the Minister agree that, if intercountiy adoptions ceased in Western
Australia, it would dramatically reduce the total number of children adopted
outside the natural family by Western Australians?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:

(1) No.

(2) No, the committee invited individuals and groups to lodge written and/or
verbal submissions thus giving all interested people ample opportunity to
present their views. It has now invited written submissions on its draft report
and recommendations.

(3) Yes, if the Government were to adopt such a policy. However, this is not
currently Government policy. The adoption legislative review committee has
released only a draft report. Following receipt of community submissions and
public debate, the commuittee will complete a final report. The Government
will then consider that report, giving due weight to all aspects of the issue.

THOMSONS LAKE - POLLUTION
Arsenic and Organochiorophosphates Release - Government Acceptance

518. Mr KIERATH to the Minister for the Environment:

If the Government has significant reservations about developing a trade in
pollution rights - as stated by the Minister in reply to question 339 of 1990 -
despite recommendations for limiting pollution as set down by the
Environmental Protection Authority in EPA bulletin No 429, page 2,
recommendation 4, does this mean the Government condones the release of
arsenic from Yangebup Lake and the release of organochlorophosphates used
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for anti-termite treatment under the 8 000 proposed homes in the Thomsons
Lake area, further polluting Cockburn Sound and prejudicing environmentally
sensitive industries such as mussel farming?

Mr PEARCE replied:

No. There is no comparison to be drawn between the Government's
opposition to trading in the right to pollute and the management of the
chemicals referred to in the question.

In respect of anti-termite treatment, the Environmnental Protection Authority in
bulletin 429 provided advice from the CSIRO which indicated that "if
rermiticides are applied correctly, contamination of the ground water and
drainage water should not result". Appropriate action will be taken to ensure
pollution does not occur.

In respect of the release of arsenic, it is important to note that this problem is
associated with industrial activities adjacent to Yangebup Lake and is not in
any way associated with the proposed urban development. The EPA has
advised that it is investigating existing problems in Yangebup Lake. The
drainage management plan provides, as an additional benefit, a mechanism for
dealing with an existing water quality problem in Yangebup Lake. The
stormwater outfall would not prejudice any existing environmentally sensitive
industries.

OPTOMETRISTS - DRUGS
New Legislation

519. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for Health:

Does the Minister intend to introduce legislation to allow optometrists to use
certain drugs for diagnostic purposes which by current laws they are unable to
use?

Mr WILSON replied:

No.

POLICE STATIONS - WAROONA POLICE STATION
Upgrading

520. Mr B3RADSHAW to the Minister representing the Minister for Police:

(1) Are there any plans to upgrade and improve the Waroona Police Station?

(2) If so, what are these plans?

(3) When can these improvements be expected?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(I) Yes.

(2) (a) Relocation of the public counter to provide additional office space;
and

(b) provision of office air-conditioning.

(3) This is subject to the budgetary process.

PAPER RECYCLING PLANT - SOUTH WEST
Water Availability - Water Authority of Western Australia

522. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for Water Resources:

With regard to the proposed paper recycling plant in the south west -

(a) has the Water Authority of Western Australia been approached with
regard to the availability of water for such a project?

(b) if yes, what is the estimated consumption per year?

(c) where is the water expected to be drawn from?
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Mr BRIDGE replied:
(a) Yes.

(b) 0.5 milion cubic metres.

(c) Not yet determnined. The source of supply is dependent on the final selection
of the plant site.

ENERGY CONSERVATION COORDINATING COMMITTEE - MEMBERS

523. Mr WAIT to the Minister for Fuel and Energy:

(1) Who are the members of the energy conservation coordinating committee and
what organisation does each represent?

(2) What are its terms of reference?

(3) Are its findings and recommendations to be made public?

Mr CARR replied:

(1)-(2)
Details of the commnittee's membership and its terms of reference have been
tabled.

[See paper No.]

(3) Yes.

LOTTERIES COMMISSION - GRANTS
Distribution Delay

524. Mr BRADSH-AW to the Minister for Racing and Gaming:

(1) Has there been a change in the way money is distributed by the Lotteries
Commission when grants have been approved by the commission; that is,
there is now a delay in that money being forwarded to the recipient
organisation?

(2) If yes, why is there a delay?

(3) How long is the delay?

Mrs BEGGS replied:

(1) No.

(2)-(3)
Not applicable.

WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - SEWER AND WATER
HEADWORKS

Ewing Consulting Engineers, Subiaco - Doubling of Payments
525. Mr MENSAROS to the Minister for Water Resources:

(1) Has the Minister seen a memo from Ewing Consulting Engineers of Subiaco
and Mandurah to their clients in which they stare that the Western Australian
sewer and water headworks. payments are intended to be doubled?

(2) Can the Minister categorically deny that this is the intention of the Water
Authority of Western Australia?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

(1) No.

(2) Following a review of the current subdivision headworks contribution levels,
the Water Authority of Western Australia has forwarded a submission seeking
approval for an increase. Evaluation of the proposal has not been completed.
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MINING - PRIVATE LAND-HOLDER'S VETO
Mining Companies - Private Land Access Denial

530. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Mines:

Further to question 383 of 1990 -

(a) can the Minister table a list of the cases in each of the last three years
where a private land-holder has exercised his right of veto and
permanently denied mining companies access to private land;

(b) when the Minister states that the Government will not move for
legislative changes 'until all avenues for a satisfactory resolution to
the matter .. . have been exhausted" -

(i) what, specifically, ar the avenues the Minister refers to;

(ii) is there currently a problem in relation to the private land-
holder' veto and, if yes, what is it;

(c) as the answer provided by the Minister to question 383 of 1990 is
worded exactly the same as the answer supplied by the Minister for the
Environment, which Minister wrote the answer to both questions?

Mr CARR replied:

(a) No. This information is not kept by the Department of Mines.
(b) (i) Avenues involving voluntary action on behalf of the fanning and

mining industries, such as a voluntary code of conduct and a mediation
service which have arisen as a result of discussion between both
industry groups.

(ii) As chairman of the agriculture-mining discussion group, I am sure that
the member would be aware of the difficulties some miners have had
in gaining access to private land for the purpose of exploring for
minerals.

(c) I did.
NORTH WEST DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY - ESTABLISHMENT

531. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Regional Development:
(1) Will the Government be moving to establish a north west development

authority?
(2) If yes, when; and will the Minister for Regional Development or the Minister

for North-West be responsible for it?
Mrs BUCHANAN replied:
(1) There are no plans at this stage to establish a north west development

authority.
(2) Not applicable.

SOUTH WEST DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY - GERALDTON MID-WEST
DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

Great Southern Development Authorit ' - Minister for Resources
Responsibility-

532. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Regional Development:

On what basis was the decision made to take the responsibility for the South
West Regional Development Authority and the Geraldton Mid-West
Development Authority away from the Minister for Regional Development,
yet leave that Minister with responsibility for the Great Southern
Development Authority?

Mrs BUCHANAN replied:
The Minister responsible for Bunbury 2000 was also charged with the
responsibility for the South West Development Authority, the rationale being
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that SWDA was an integral part of Bunbury 2000 and the organlisation
responsible for achieving the identified objectives in that program.
Subsequently, where Ministers of the Crown have electoral responsibilities in
areas served by a development authority, it has been deemed expedient that
they should have ministerial responsibility for that authority. In other areas
the Minister for Regional Development has responsibility for the development
authority.

WESTRAIL - STUBBS TERRACE LAND
Service Industries Relocat ion

534. Mr COURT to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Is the Government planning to relocate the service industries located on
Westrail land in Stubbs Terrace adjacent to the Nicholson Road subway?

(2) If yes, what are these plans?

(3) What security of tenure can these businesses reasonably expect?

Mrs BEGGS replied:

(1) No.

(2) Not applicable.

(3) The land is currently under Westrail control and leased to these service
industries. There is no reason why these lessees could not expect to receive
new leases upon expiry of their existing contracts.

PORTS AND HARBOURS - FREMANT'LE PORT AUTHORITY
Whoarfage Fee Increase -Sand Handling

535. Mr COURT to the Minister for Transport:

(1) What increases in wharfage fees have been introduced by the Fremantle Port
Authority in the last twelve months for the handling of sand?

(2) What is the justification for these increases?

(3) Have these increases resulted in exporters using alternative port facilities?

Mrs BEGGS replied:

(04-3)
I refer the member to my answer to question 453.
ROYAL COMMISSION - FORMER PREMIER DOWDING

536. Mr COURT to the Premier:
(I) Had former Premier Mr Dowding commenced the administrative procedures

to establish a Royal Commission in the weeks before he retired?

(2) If yes. was the Premier aware of any derails of this Royal Comnmission?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(I) No.

(2) Not applicable.

STATE ENERGY COMNINSSION - ENERGY POLICY AND PLANNING BUREAU
539. Mr COURT to the Minister for Fuel and Energy:

(1) Does the State Energy Commission of Western Australia still have an energy
policy and planning bureau?

(2) If yes, who heads this bureau?

Mr CARR replied:

(1)-(2)
The Energy Policy and Planning Bureau is independent of SECWA.
SECWA's requirements for energy policy and planning are met within its
business development division, which is headed by P.3. Harvey, General
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Manager Business Development. The position of Director of the Energy
Policy and Planning Bureau is currently vacant; however, Mr Vince Walsh is
acting in this capacity.

CHEETHAM, MR BARRY - STATE ENERGY COMMISSION SHOP STEWARD
Appeal - Full Pay

540. Mr COURT to the Minister for Fuel and Energy:

(1) Has suspended State Energy Commission of Western Australia shop steward
Barry Cheetham been on full pay since November last year while his appeal
to the tribunal was to be heard?

(2) Has this appeal now been heard?

(3) If yes, what was the outcome?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) Yes, as ordered by the Western Australian Industrial Relations Commission.

(2) Yes.

(3) The Punishment Appeal Board confirmed SECWA's decision to dismiss
Mr Barry Cheechamn.

SEWERAGE - FUNDING SHORTAGE
Mdetropolitan Residential Development Delay

542. Mr COURT to the Minister for Water Resources:

(1) Is it correct that a shortage of funds for sewerage works is delaying the
development of thousands of residential lots in the metropolitan area?

(2) If yes. why has this situation been allowed to occur?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

(l)-(2)
The provision of sewerage services in new development areas is the
developer's responsibility and is developer driven. Between 1945 and 1965,
in particular, many of Perth's inner metropolitan suburbs were developed
when Government policy did not have the provision of sewerage as a
mandatory requirement. The Water Authority has ranked these suburbs into
priority areas and undertaken construction as funds permit.

549. Mr GRAYDEN to the Minister representing the Minister for Police:
(1) In view of the apparent ease with which members of the public are able to

purchase hard drugs in Western Australia, why is it that law enforcement
agencies have such limited success in apprehending the so-called "Mr Bigs"
of the drug trade?

(2) Are overseas techniques for apprehending drug traffickers fully utilised in this
State?

(3) Does the Police Department feel that it has the technology, equipment and
legal power to adequately detect drug trafficking offences?

(4) Is there a need to strengthen existing police powers in respect of drug
detection and, if so, in what manner?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) 1Tis assertion is disputed. Select targeting of drugs bosses in recent years, not
only by State police but also in joint operations with Federal police and the
National Crime Authority, has achieved significant results.

(2) Where suitable, techniques for apprehending drug traffickers have been
adopted not only from overseas enforcement agencies but also from interstate
counterparts. Constant intelligence is received from overseas via the
Australian Bureau of Criminal Intelligence in relation to drug trends and
operational matters.
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(3) Constant reviews of resources are made to ensure that drug investigation
maintains a place of priority for technology and equipment within the Western
Australian Police Department. The Misuse of Drugs Act 1981 has substantial
penalties and provisions to investigate and apprehend traffickers in ilicit
drugs, and the formation of the proceeds of crime unit ensures that profits
from crime are confiscated.

(4) Legislation is required to empower State police to intercept telephone
conversations and a Bill to provide that power will be introduced into this
current session of Parliament.

COMPANY REPORTS 'AUDITOR'S REPORTS
Corporate Affairs Department - Scrutiny

550. Mr GRAYDEN to the Minister representing the Attorney General:

(1) Are reports by auditors which are required in the annual reports of companies
subject to scrutiny by the Corporate Affairs Department?

(2) Have any proceedings been initiated by the Corporate Affairs Department
against auditors since the share market collapse in October 1987?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:

(I)-(2)
Yes.

SENIORS' WEEK - COSTS AND SPONSORSHIPS

552. Mr TUB BY to the Minister representing the Minister for the Aged:

(1) What was the total amount expended by the Government for the organisation
and conduct of Seniors' Week in 1990?

(2) What were die actual or estimated amounts contributed by corporate
sponsorship of Seniors' Week in 1990 -

(a) in cash;

(b) in kind?
Mrs BEGGS replied:

(1) The amount of $82 000 was allocated to the Seniors' Week program in the
Consolidated Revenue Fund estimates for the year ending 30 June 1990. As
Seniors' Week concluded on Saturday, 5 May 1990, it is too early to give an
accurate figure for the total amount expended by the Government. However,
it will be within the $82 000 allocation.

(2) The actual or estimated amounts contributed by corporate sponsorship of
Seniors' Week for events coordinated by the Seniors' Week Planning
Committee in 1990 were -

(a) in cash $7 800 (actual)

(b) in kind $12 600 (estimated)

FIRE BRIGADE - SELECT COMMITTEE INTO BUSHEIRES fIN WESTERN
AUSTRALIA

Vehicle Disposal Pool

561. Mr HOUSE to the Minister representing the Minister for Emergency Services:

(1) (a) H-as the recommendation of the Select Committee into Bushfires in
Western Australia (1984) regarding the establishment of a vehicle
disposal pool for the volunteer fire brigades been implemented;

(b) if not, why not?

(2) (a) What is the current procedure for local bushfire boards to obtain
vehicles;

(b) how long does the process take;



(c) how many Government departrnents/auchorities/boards are involved in
the procurement of these vehicles;

(d) are ex-Commonwealth Government vehicles used by the local
brigades, and if they are not, why not;

(e) can a local brigade purchase a vehicle, from funds wholly raised by
itself, from either a State or Commonwealth department;

(f) if not, why not?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) (a) No.

(b) Existing procedures are adequate to place all suitable disposal
vehicles. The supply of suitable vehicles is very limited.

(2) (a) Bush fire brigades place requests for notification with the Bush Fires
Board and are informed when vehicles become available. Brigades
purchase vehicles direct from the disposing authority.

(b) Varies, according to availability.

(c) All Government authorities having suitable vehicles are involved.

(d)-(e)
Yes.

(f) Not applicable

SHEEP - MUTTON
Middle East Market.

563. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Agriculture:

What steps has the Minister taken to find alternative permanent markets to the
Middle East for Western Australian mutton?

Mr BRIDGE replied.

As indicated in answer to question 562, market development for mutton is
largely in the hands of private traders, the WA Meat Marketing Corporation
and the Australian Meat and Livestock Corporation. Each year Western
Australian mutton is exported to some 40 countries around the world.
Markets are usually available but mutton is a low value product and the major
difficulty is with price.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY - CLERK AND DEPUTY CLERK
Governor-in-Council - Employer

566. Mr TRENORDEN to the Speaker

(1) Further to questions 106 and 393 of 1990, did the Speaker. on or about
I August 1989, sign a memorandum acknowledging that, for the purposes of
an industrial award, the Governor-in-Council is the employer of both the
Clerk and Deputy Clerk of the Legislative Assembly?

(2) Is the Speaker aware that the parliamentary employees' award, which
confirms that the Governor-in-Council is the employer of both the Clerk and
Deputy Clerk of the Legislative Assembly, came into effect on 27 October
1989?

(3) On what date were the appointments of the current Clerk and Deputy Clerk
made?

(4) On what date did the Speaker authorise the provision of cars as part of the
conditions of employment?

(5) In relation to the Speaker's answer to pant (1) of question 393. will the
Speaker list the precedents the Speaker refers to that justify' action in
authorising cars for these two officers as a condition of their employment,
without seeking the approval of their employer?
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The SPEAKER replied:
(1) A memorandum of 31 July 1989 noted that for the purposes of an award

"employer" in relation to the positions of Clerk and Deputy Clerk meant the
Governor-in-Council acting on the recommendation of the Speaker.

(2) The award was issued on 27 October 1989.
(3) Both current appointments were approved on 9 January [990 to apply from

17 January 1990. The first appointment following the advertising of the
positions was to the position of Deputy Clerk, made on 23 August 1989.

(4) 6 July 1989.
(5) While it is impractical to list all of the precedents, two examples are the

determination to apply the three per cent Public Service pay increase of
September 1989 to all officers, including the Clerk and Deputy Clerk, and the
determination of the Presiding Officers in 1985 to upgrade the salary levels of
the Clerks and Deputy Clerks.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

POSTAGE - ELECTORATE OFFICES
Salaries and Allowances Tribunal Ruling

56. Mr MacKINNON to the Premier:
(1) Is the Premier aware that on 6 February 1989 the Salaries and Allowances

Tribunal deterinined in relation to postage that -

The allowance has been expanded to ensure that every member of
Parliament, irrespective of any formal office held, receives a postage
entitlement for use in his electorate office. This has been introduced
to ensure that electorate mail is dealt with exclusively through the
electoral office and not through the office of any other position that the
member may hold.
Provision has been made in this allowance for the use by members of
Lettergrams?

(2) Has the Premier determined whether this ruling has been breached by any
Minister; in particular, the Minister for the Environment?

(3) If not, why not?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(l)-(2)
It has been drawn to my attention that this is precisely the wording of a
question on notice, and it will be answered in the normal course of events.

MOTOR VEHICLES - TAXES AND CHARGES
Interstate Commission Report

57. Mr MARLBOROUGH to the Premier:

(1) Will the Premier inform the House of the Government's attitude to the
recommendations of the Interstate Commission in its report on road user
charges and vehicle registrations?

(2) In particular, what is the Premier's attitude to the Commonwealth Minister's
warning that the Commonwealth is willing to use its Federal powers to push
through such changes?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1)-(2)
I am sure all members of the House will shame my concern at the attitude the
Commonwealth appears to be taking in relation to road funding questions.
We are all aware that there is a great need for improvement to the road system
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in Australia, particularly in those areas on the eastern seaboard that have been
deprived of funds. However, we are reluctant to see funds being siphoned off
from Western Australia, in particular, in order to achieve an outcome that is
desired by the citizens on the eastern seaboard.

Today's report by the Interstate Commission proposes a fairly radical
restructuring of taxes and charges on motor vehicles. Members should be
aware of the implications of those proposals. Some of the recommendations
have yet to be worked out in detail, and some of them should be considered
very carefully and, indeed, endorsed by Governments of all colours, but we
will be giving careful consideration to the proposals.

First, the Interstate Commission proposes the abolition of State motor vehicle
registration fees and State fuel levies, and their replacement by very sharp
increases in Commonwealth diesel and petrol excises. In addition, heavy
vehicles would be levied a mass distance charge. One of the important
implications of these recommendations is that the Comrmonwealth would have
a much greater say over the allocation of funds raised from fuel taxes and
charges on vehicles; this clearly could involve funds raised in Western
Australia being used to pay for improvements to roads in other States.

Members will be aware that in Western Australia at the moment the money
raised from motor vehicle registration fees is spent on roads, and the money
raised from the State fuel levy is spent on transport-related purposes, with the
majority being spent on roads. In addition, the Government recently
announced that families will receive a $20 rebate on motor vehicle
registration fees, as part of our family package; and while the Interstate
Commuission has stated that Western Australian motorists would be some $4 a
year better off - not a particularly impressive amount - we are concerned that
this figure might not represent the true situation for many motorists,
particularly in country areas. The $4 saving does not take into account the
rebate which we have already announced.

In responding to the Commonwealth we will certainly seek reassurance on a
range of matters, and we will jealously guard the State's rights in these
matters. It is significant that the Commonwealth is trying to achieve some
reasonable social changes in this area by using what I regard as bullying
tactics.

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT - SUBMARINE REFIT PROJECT

58. Mr COWAN to the Premier:

I note that the Premier's ministerial statement to the House earlier this
afternoon did not contain any reference to the Oberon class submarine refit
project. The Premier stated that one of her objectives in travelling to
Canberra was to secure that project for Western Australia. Why was that not
included in her statement?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

Mr Deputy Speaker -

Mr Taylor: They would all love to see it be lost!

Dr LAWRENCE: Yes. I am a little surprised at the question in relation to my
statement today, but it gives me the opportunity of indicating to the House
that not only have I been pushing on this front but so also has the Deputy
Premier. For example, today he has met a range of people on this question.
The Government has had discussions, and we have supported the trade union
movement and industry in pushing the Commonwealth Government to a far
better response to the State's case than has so far been suggested by the
Commonwealth's position. The industry, unions and Government in Western
Australia were led to believe that at least some of the submarine refits would
take place in Western Australia, and that the Federal Government was genuine
in attempting to improve the performance of the Navy in respect of refits.
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The eastern seaboard has a sorry history of industrial relations, with
significant delays and blowouts in costs.

We have been pressing the Federal Government very hard on this matter, and
we will continue to press it. To date we have achieved at least two things.
First, the Navy has now undertaken a comprehensive, but we hope to be
improved, assessment of local tenders. In addition, the Minister has agreed to
defer consideration of this matter to a Cabinet decision. Previously it looked
as if Eastern States' interests, and the Navy in particular, had a view that
would prevail, and the decision would have been made by a single Minister
without the scrutiny of the entire Cabinet.

A delegation of Government, industry and union representatives will be going
to Canberra again next week to push the State's case. We will do everything
that we can to ensure that the refit program comes to Western Australia. The
spin-offs to the economy are substantial, not only in terms of the immediate
benefits in employment and income to related industries but also in the
generation of jobs and the provision of infrastructure, which we would all
welcome.

Mr Cowan: Would you be prepared to put up the dollars to make relocation of the
refit program a possibility?

Dr LAWRENCE: A large number of dollars has already been put up by the State
Government in relation to infrastructure in that area. The very point of our
argument is that we have already made investments in that area, particularly
in relation to the ship lift facilities in the harbour, which would be wasted if
the refit program did not come to Western Australia.

ASSET MANAGEMENT TASK FORCE - PROPERTY DISPOSAL
Earisferry Hostel, Old Cottesice Police Station, Old Treasury Building

59. Mr CUNNINGHAM to the Deputy Premier:

In view of criticism in this morning's The West Australian, can the Deputy
Premier clarify the situation of the Asset Management Task Force's handling
of the disposal of Earisferry mansion and the old Cottesloe Police Station, and
the future of the old Treasury building?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

I am pleased to comment on this issue because it is once again a case of an
Opposition member's shooting off at the mouth and not knowing what he is
talking about. The Opposition member concerned is in fact the Liberal
heritage - if there is any such thing - spokesman, Hon Phil Pendal, who has
made a number of comments which, quite frankly, are wrong.

First of all, the Asset Management Task Force, in close consultation with
local authorities and the National Trust, has ascertained and moved to protect
the heritage value of both the Earlsferry hostel at Guildford and the old
Cotteslot Police Station. I am pleased to show the House the advertisements
in relation to both these issues. This is the advertisement for the old Cottesloe
Police Station, which actually highlights the very heritage nature of this police
station on the front cover. Inside it contains the comment that one of the
conditions of sale is that as the property has been classified by the National
Trust it is planned to register a covenant on the title to ensure the preservation
of the building's facade, and details of the covenant are available from the
agent. The old Cottesloe Police Station has been leased out as a private
residence for a number of years and has fallen into a serious state of disrepair.
The Earlsfenry hostel was extensively damaged by fire in May 1989 and has
been vacant since that time. The Asset Management Task Force, in liaison
with the National Tnust, has taken the initiative and arranged for the
registration of restrictive covenants on the cities of both properties to ensure
the future preservation of the buildings.

As for the old Treasury building, we do not have, never had and never will
have any intention of selling it. It is too precious a building in relation to the
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centre of Perth. What we have said is that we will consider, if we axe able,
same form of lease in relation to that building; but we will not in any way be
making that building available for freehold sale.

Mr Clarko: It is a giant clearance sale.
Mr TAYLOR: If the member for Marmnion wants to talk about clearance sales, his

mates- mn New South Wales, in their last year's Budget, raised $900 million
from asset sales. When we came into Government in 1983, the previous
Liberal Government did not even have a register of what was owned by the
Government. For the first time in the history of Government in Western
Australia at least we are aware of what assets are owned by the Government.
We have said that if those assets are no longer of use to the Governmnent, we
will dispose of them in a proper fashion, and make certain they are looked
after by the people who buy them.

UNITED NATIONS CONVENTION - RIGHTS OF THE CHILD
Abortion Clinics, Closure

60. Mr FRED TUBBY to the Premier:

Given the Premier's response to a question on notice asked by the deputy
leader of the National Party, in which the Premier indicated her Government's
support for the signing of the United Nations Convention on the Rights of the
Child, will the Premier indicate when action will be taken to close the
abortion clinics currently operating in Western Australia in contravention of
existing State legislation and the United Nations Convention on the Rights of
the Child?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
This is an extraordinary question. I have indicated, as I think every State
Government in this country has indicated, that we think the general principles
enshrined in that convention need to be supported. The second part of the
member's question does not relate at all to the first. I think it is important to
recognise in this State that there are very many women who from time to time
seek terminations of pregnancies and obtain them, and I have no intention of
taking any action that would prevent that.

CHEMICALS - DANGEROUS CHEMICAL EXPORTS
Third World Countries

61. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for the Environment:

Is the Minister aware of a proposal to export dangerous chemicals to a Third
World country?

Mr PEARCE replied:
I thank the member for some notice of that question. The Government of
Western Australia has had an approach by a person from a private company
acting individually, I Think, to see whether we would be prepared to make
available highly toxic chemicals - and highly stable chemicals, which would
stay in the soil for decades, if not centuries - which have been withdrawn from
use within Western Australia. I refer particularly to DDT emulsifiable
concentrate, heptachior and dieidrin, which were withdrawn from use in
Western Australia some years ago and which are currently held in storage
pending destruction. An approach was made to us to see whether we would
provide them to this individual for on-supply to Vietnam.
I might say that the Government did not take too kindly to ths approach and
we have no intention of taking it up. However, from the terms of the wording
of the communication sent to this Government it appears that this individual
or company has acted in this way before; that is to say, obtaining from
individuals or private companies, or maybe even from Governments,
cheicals which have been withdrawn from use inside Australia or the
States - in this case Western Australia - because of their danger to the
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environment or their unfortunate environmental impact, and providing those
to Third World countries, in this case Vietnam.
In moral trmos the Western Australian Government would be very much
opposed to the proposition that chemicals withdrawn from use in Western
Australia on environmental grounds should then be let loose on Third World
countries, whatever range of circumstances might apply there. This kind of
exploitation of Third World countries has happened in a number of
circumstances, as would be well known to many members. I hope the lead the
Western Australian Government will be giving in this case will be taken up by
other Governments.

POSTAGE STAMPS - UNION OFFICIALS
62. Mr COURT to the Minister for Productivity and Labour Relations:

(1) Has the Minister been approached by any union officials while he has been a
Minister to assist an official and/or their union by providing postage stamps?

(2) If yes, has the Minister supplied any postage stamps paid for by the
departments under his responsibility?

Mr TROY replied:

(1)-(2)
I understood the question to refer to "any union".

Mr Court: Union official.

Mr TROY: Certainly not, to my knowledge.

INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS - ECONOMIC REFORM
Cold Storage Association - Leader of the Opposition's Comments

63. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Productivity and Labour Relations:
(1) Is the Minister aware of comments made yesterday by the Leader of the

Opposition to the Cold Storage Association that there was no more important
area of economidc reform in Australia today than industrial relations?

(2) If so, could he outline the Government's policy in this area?

Mr TROY replied:

(1)-(2)
I am rather surprised at the giggle which came from the other side of the
Chamber because it reflects the complete misunderstanding the Leader of the
Opposition has of this subject, and I am quite surprised to see him even enter
the debate.

I am aware of comments that he made which were reported in The West
Australian today under the headline "Change to be forced: Libs". The use of
the word "forced" pretty well sums up the difference between the Liberal
Party's approach to industrial relations and that of the Government. I am
somewhat surprised by the Leader of the Opposition's entry into this area, for
I am yet to see any industrial relations document presented by the Liberal
Party since prior to the last election. Of course, members of this House will
be weUl conscious that the document on that occasion was prepared by the
member for Darling Range, who is no longer a member of the Liberal Party,
when he was shadow Minister for Industrial Relations.

This Government believes that improved productivity is the key to our
economic future and that it can be achieved only through what we see as the
development of cooperative labour relations that recognise the rights and
aspirations of both employers and employees. We also see it linked to a safe
and efficient working environment and a highly skilled and flexible work
force. That is a comprehensive approach aimed at securing our economic
future, unlike the shallow, quick-fix solutions proffered from time to time by
the Opposition on this subject; and I can say our approach is working.
Productivity is increasing and, importantly, it is being achieved -

995



Opposition members: Where?
Mr TROY: Which figures do members want me to quote? I can quote figures from

the Australian Bureau of Statistics, the Organisation for Economic
Co-operation and Development, or the Bureau of Industry Economics. What
is more, I can quote from an authoritative study undertaken in Western
Australia on a national comparison that puts Western Australia somewhere
between 2.5 and five times better than the national average; so if members
opposite want detail I am quite happy to provide it.

That clearly shows the improvement in productivity; but let us return to the
question of industrial disputation. Figures for working days lost per 1 000
employees in the seven year comparison periods from 1976 to 1982 and from
1983 to 1989 show that in the latter seven year period under a Labor
Government there was a 48 per cent decrease in that figure. The number of
disputes has also fallen by 24 per cent from the previous period, while we had
an increase of 74 per cent over the last seven years of the conservative
Government. While the Liberal Party continues to reject the notion that
cooperative labour relations, an optimal working environment and a highly
skilled and flexible work force are essential to improved productivity, it will
continue to be rejected by business and the unions. My portfolio
encompassed all these areas and so it is of concern that I must again ask the
Leader of the Opposition where is his policy?

Mr Court: Is that the finish?

The DEPUTfY SPEAKER: That is not a point of order.

Questions without Notice resumed
SPORT AND RECREATION - COMMUNIT Y SPORTING AND RECREATION

FACILmES FUND
Grants

64. Mr WIESE to the Minister for Sport and Recreation:

(1) Is the Minister aware that councils all over the State are currently preparing
their 1990-1991 budgets?

(2) Can the Minister give an indication to those councils as to whether funds will
be available to enable sports and recreation grants to be made during the
1990-91 financial year?

(3) When will applications be called for projects which councils may wish to
undertake during 1990-91?

MY GORDON HILL replied:

Two issues are involved. First, whether the Government will give support to
the community sport and recreation facilities fund which has been in place for
a considerable number of years. That fund was under consideration by the
task force chaired by my colleague, the member for Bunbury -

Dr Tumnbull: The South West Development Authority!

Mr GORDON HILL: Does the member want to answer the question or shall I
continue?

It was considered appropriate to review the way in which the scheme
operated. The task force has reported to me, and I will discuss the mat-ter in
Cabinet in the future.

The other issue related to whether it is possible to provide funds from other
sources. The Government does provide funds from other sources - tied up
with the sports lotteries fund. That is a mailer for the Legislative Council to
consider. I note that the Opposition and the member's party has suggested
that legislation in the upper House should be blocked and will be defeated.
The question is whether it will be possible to access the sports lotteries fund in
the way intended by the passage of the Lotteries Commnission Bill. In
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addition, we have the question of the tobacco tax. The money that would be
accessed by Government and available to sport and recreation will be as a
result of the passage of the Tobacco Bill. In both cases these matters are very
much in the hands of the Opposition.

CHEMICALS - AGRICULTURE CHEMICALS
Disposal

65. Mr READ to the Minister for Agriculture:

What is being done by the Government to address the issue of disposal of
unwanted agricultural chemicals?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

A working group has been set up by the Western Australian Municipal
Association to deal with this matter. The working group - including
representatives from the Department of Health, the Department of Agriculture
and the Environmental Protection Authority - will examine all relevant
matters.

I understand that a chemical collection will take place in September this year.
ALl metropolitan councils will be involved. Members of the general public
will participate and bring along chemicals which are -

Mr Omodei: Operation Noah!

Mr Pearce: That is a witty comment.

Mr BRIDGE: It is a witty comment from a fanner who cannot fix the problem with
apple scab in his own orchard. He wants to get a cattle man from the
Kimberley to sort out the problem for him. In the end we will have to move
out the apple trees and bring down bananas from the Ord River -

An Opposition member: In the pipeline!

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr BRIDGE: I was delivering a very important message to the House. I have

become sidetracked.

Depending on the success of the chemical collection day, it is anticipated the
scheme will be extended to rural regional centres at a later date.

QUEST-IONS - UNANSWERED
66. Mr HASSELL to the Premier:

(1) Is the Premier aware that as at the commencement of today's sitting over 130
questions - other than questions on notice for today - remain unanswered,
including 27 going back to the first day on which questions could be asked?

(2) Will the Premier direct herself and Ministers to adhere to her stated, but not
always practised, intention to improve Government accountability by
responding mote promptly to questions?

(3) Can the Premier assure the House that all outstanding questions will be
answered this week, or are the hard ones to be kept until after the by-election?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1)-(3)
That is a very cynical attitude portrayed by the member for Cottesloe.

An Opposition member: You can't find the answer?

Dr LAWRENCE: Not at all.

I appreciate that it is necessary for Parliament to be notified expeditiously
when a question is put on notice. However, the number and complexity of
questions which go to some Ministers inevitably means that unless we tie up
departmnental and agency staff totally -
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Mr Macainon: What is complex about answering questions about a stamp
machine?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Dr LAWRENCE: Unless we do chat, inevitably delays will occur. All members
appreciate that the rime of public servants and others ca be spent in a range
of ways, most of which go directly to the delivery of services. All staff in all
Ministers' departments and agencies rake parliamentary questions extremely
seriously. They are a matter of priority and are always acted upon as speedily
as possible. I cannot find an example in today's list of questions - that is why
I was leafing through them - but I recall, when Minister for Education,
receiving a question on notice of some four pages long, raking 50 pages to
answer and some 200 hours by the staff involved. That is the sont of question
that can gobble up enormous amounts of time, that does not throw any light
on the performance -

Mr Macinnon: The Premier is sounding more and more like Mr Burke.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Dr LAWRENCE: - and that does not help Parliament understand the operations of
departments or agencies. It clogs up the system with useless information
frequently as a result of members' not taking the time to look at available
records.

However, I will ensure, as has been the case to date, that Ministers and
departments respond as expeditiously as is reasonable to questions on notice.

COURT OF DISPUTED RETURNS - STATE GENERAL ELECTIO0N
Liberal Parry Complain:

67. Mr THOMPSON to the Minister for Parliamentary and Electoral Reform:

Is the Minister able to advise the House on the current situation with respect
to the several challenges before the Court of Disputed Returns following the
last State general election?

Dr GALLOP replied:

The member for Darling Range gave some notice of this question. I am the
Minister responsible for the Electoral Commission. In that sense, of course, I
can report to the House that the Electoral Comm-issioner decided on 23
January not to sake any further action on the complaint made to him by the
Liberal Party. The commissioner is independent in carrying out his functions.
I have no intention of interfering with the way in which he carries out his
duties. Some criticism has been made of his decision by members of the
Liberal Party and it is worth placing on record that at any time Opposition
members could have initiated their own prosecutions on that matter but they
chose not to do so.

The matter is also under the consideration of the Court of Disputed Returns, a
court for which I am not directly responsible, nor should I be, given the way
our political system operates.

It is worth recording that the Court of Disputed Returns sat last on 25 January
1990 and two things in which we have an interest happened. First, the court
ruled that the petitioners supply further particulars and copies of various
documents to the court, which was done during February. Secondly, it was
indicated by the petitioners that they would apply for a discovery of
documents from the respondents. That occurred on 25 January and they made
application on 30 April. That does nor indicate that they were trying to
expedite proceedings in this matter. It indicates, as is always the case in this
issue, that they were playing politics in order to cast a slur over the
proceedings of our political system. They did not attempt to expedite the
proceedings. If there is any delay, the responsibility clearly lies with the
Opposition.
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