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THE SPEAKER (Mr Barnett) took the Chair at 10.45 am, and read prayers.

PETITION - RENAL DIALYSIS UNIT
Fremantle Hospital

MR KIERATH (Riverton) [10.47 am]: I have a petition couched in the following terms -

To: The H-onourable the 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 that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 16 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

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

[See petition No 6.]

PETITION - GEOGRAPHE BAY
Trawling Opposition

MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [10.48 am]: I have a petition couched in the following terms -

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

We, the undersigned, strongly object to the Western Australian Fisheries Department
allowing trawling in Geographe Bay.

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

The petition bears 9 655 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of
the Legislative Assembly.

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

[See petition No 7.]
PETITION - KINGS PARK RESTAURANT

Lease Change Opposition
MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [10.49 am]: I have a further 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 totally opposed to any move by the Government to change
the lease period on the Kings Park Restaurant and Tearooms from 21 years to an
indefinite term and further we demand that any future lease be only held by
natural ised Australians.

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

The petition bears 335 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

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

[See petition No 8.]
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BILLS (3) - INTRODUCTION AND FIRST READING
1. Workers' Compensation and Assistance Amendment B ill
2. Industrial Relations Amendment Bill

Bills introduced, on motions by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House), and read a first
tune.

3. Freedom of Information Bill

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Hassell, and read a first rime.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY - THIRD DAY
Motion

Debate resumed from 2 May.

MR COWAN (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [11.01 am): It has been my
practice in the past to confine my remarks in this debate to what has been contained in the
Governor's Speech. While I will not stick strictly to that regime this time, I intend to take u
same of the issues that were raised in the Governor's Speech to the Parliament. I will point
out some of the areas of the Government's legislative package that the National Party regards
as ludicrous and deficient and which make no contribution whatever to the State of Westrn
Australia. I will also deal with national issues which relate to this State.

The first impression one gets when one reads the Governor's Speech is an impression of
having been there before. I do not know how many times we have heard the Government
make the claim that it proposes a number of measures designed to make the processes of
Government more open and more accountable to the people of Western Australia. That has
been the carchcry of this Government for some time. Again we have received a promise in
the speech that certain actions will be taken. I confess that we applaud some of the
proposals. We all applaud the proposal to introduce freedom of information legislation and
the need to deal with accountability. There is no doubt that those types of Bills will get the
full support of the National Party, provided they actually appear in this Parliament and
provided they have some substance.

The area in which I think this Government has made a complete mockery of Government is
regional development. The Governor announced in his speech that another regional
development authority will be established - the Goldfields-Esperance Regional Development
Authority. I have no objection to the division of the State into regions and the establishment
of appropriate regional development authorities. However, I am concerned that the
Government has been most selective in choosing the areas it proposes to divide from the rest
of the State and to which it will grant regional development authorities. At the moment,
there are three regional development authorities with a fourth about to be established. In
addition, we have the Department of Regional Development and the Office of the North
West. Very clearly, therefore, the State has been selectively divided into regions, some of
which are receiving appropriations for what is ostensibly regional development.

I am concerned, however, that regional development has no umbrella or overriding
organisational structure to coordinate regional development. It is bad enough to know that
only four regions of this State - if we exclude the north west - aire able to have a regional
development authority. The others have been either ignored or, if not ignored, they have
been offered some ad hoc decision allocating an officer as a coordinator, but very little in the
way of funding that is offered for regional development.

The thing that concerns me more than anything else about regional development is that the
responsibility for each of the regions has been given to a separate Minister. At the moment
in Western Australia we have a Minister for Mfid-West, including Geraldton -

Mr Gordon Hill: There is a Cabinet coordinating comm-ittee. It is chaired by the Minister for
Regional Development.
Mr COWAN: I think that Cabinet has better things to do. That should be the responsibility
of the Department of Regional Development, not of Cabinet. We also have a Minister for
South-West, a Minister is proposed for the Coldfields-Esperance region and, the best of the
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lot, we have two Ministers responsible for the north west and for regional development, yet
only one departnent. It would be interesting to know whether the Minister for Regional
Development or the Minister for Agriculture is responsible for the administration of the north
west.
Notwithstanding that, when one looks at the geographical locations of the regions, it comes
as no surprise to learn that the Minister responsible for each of the regional development
authorities is the Minister who resides in that area.
Mr Taylor: That is natural.
Mr COWAN: It is not natural.
Mr Taylor: Of course it is.
Mr COWAN: It is not; that is not regional development. It is not an exercise in regional
development; it is an exercise which allows Ministers who live in electorally precarious
areas, with the exception of the Deputy Premier -

Mr Taylor: Mine is precarious; I always treat it like it is.
Mr COWAN: Perhaps the Deputy Premier should. Perhaps that is why it is not. The point I
am trying to make is that these Ministers who occupy somewhat precarious seats are given
authority to spend taxpayers' money in their areas. I am sure that all members of this
Parliament would be delighted if they were given responsibility for the expenditure of sums
up to $4.2 million a year in their electorate. I am sure that their seats would be no longer
regarded as precarious and neither would mine. I would have difficulty convincing my
colleagues that I need access to Government expenditure above and beyond that which is
provided for the ordinary annual services in that area. My colleagues would not allow me
additional funds to secure my seat under the guise of regional development. I think that is
disgraceful.
Several members interjected.
Mr COWAN: I will repeat the point I made earlier for the Deputy Premier's benefit. The
National Party has no objection to the division of this State into regions or to the
establishment of regional development authorities. It takes strong exception to the way in
which the regional development authorities have been established by the Government and
then manipulated for electoral purposes. These authorities should come under the
responsibility of one Minister and Cabinet should not meet every time the Government wants
to organise something to do with regional development. A policy that requires Ministers
responsible for a regional development authority to meet in a Cabinet subcommittee is totally
inadequate.
The Government should establish a department of regional development to come under the
authority of one Minister who could take responsibility for all the regional development
authorities. The political stigma should be taken out of the structuring of regional
development in this State. In establishing the existing authorities the Government has clearly
set out the functions of each regional development authority. Those functions include the
provision of a framework within which local authorities, statutory bodies, representatives of
industry and commerce, employer and employee organisations, education and training
institutions and other sections of the community within the region may formulate coordinated
action for the economic and social development thereof. They are fine objectives and all
members applaud them, but the Government has forgotten these objectives and it has used
regional development as a means of securing precarious seats belonging to its party.

Several members interjected.
Mr COWAN: The South West Development Authority has embarked upon objectives which
it sees as being fine regional development concepts. The authority had $4.2 million to spend
this financial year; last year it spent $3.9 million which is a substantial amount of taxpayers'
money. Heralded by an announcement to the Press and other electronic media the South
West Development Authority allocated funds to a revamped school excursion scheme. Is
that regional development?I
Mr D.L. Smith: It is regional and social development. If you do not understand the
difference between social development, community development or industrial development
you should go back to your text books.
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Mr COWAN: No justification can be given for a regional development authority being
involved in something which the Ministry of Education or the Youth Affairs Bureau is
perfecdly capable of doing, except to massage the ego of the Minister for South-West. Why
should a regional development authority be given the task of undertaking exercises which
should be the rightful responsibility of other departments?
A critical issue in this State is that the decision makers - not only the Government, but also
Government departments - do not see past the Perth metropolitan area or some coastal areas
of the south west. I have witnessed the transfer of huge volumes of wealth away from the
areas in which it is created - the goldfields, Collie, the wheatbelt and the nonth west - to south
west coastal areas and the metropolitan area. Fundamental exercises could be put in place to
reverse some of the transfer of wealth. For example, last year this House debated the
prospect of amalgamating the University of Western Australia and Murdoch University. One
of the key areas of debate was the relocation of the School of Agriculture at the University of
Western Australia to Murdoch University. I accept this State needs a rationalisation of
agricultural sciences and tertiary education in respect of agriculture, but I cannot, for the life
of me, understand why the Government is so intent on spending $17 million to relocate a
farm from Nedlands to Murdoch: It will still be located in the metropolitan area. The School
of Agriculture should be situated in the agricultural area of Western Australia. The concept
of regional development authorities is a fine concept but it lacks direction, both politically
and in terms of what can be done to reverse the transfer of wealth.

Mr D.L. Smith: H-as the Leader of the National Party read the people's plan for the south
west?

Mr COWAN: We do not have sufficient knowledge to know what should be done. My
recommendation to the people who are involved in regional development and
decentralisation is that they should stop thinking about transferring an agricultural division of
the university from one part of the metropolitan area to another and start thinking laterally
about establishing a farmn in the agricultural area where it belongs. The Government should
try to expand the whole concept of tertiary education and research and perhaps establish a
school of rural studies at the Muresk Institute of Agriculture. The School of Mines at
Kalgoorlie, which has an annexe at Collie, is the only successful decentralised tertiary
education institution in this State.

Several members interjected.

Mr COWAN: TAFE colleges in different parts of the State do operate successfully.

It is time we looked realistically at regional development and decentralisation to find a
solution instead of using it as a political tool, which is what the Government is doing at the
moment and for which it should stand condemned.

I will deal with two other issues. Next month we will witness the annual Premiers'
pilgrimage to Canberra. If one examines what happened at previous Premiers' Conferences
one can predict what will happen this year, because every year it is the same. The Premier
traipses off to Canberra and is told by the Treasurer "You cannot have this, or that." We
have experienced cuts in real terms in grants to the States ever since 1986 and the moment
the Premier returns to Western Australia we will hear the shock, honror announcement that
charges will have to be increased.

In recent times, and for political purposes, Premiers of the day have invariably said that
charges for essential services such as power and water will not increase by more than the
annual inflation rate - provided of course one does not live in the country, where it is a
different story.

Mr Carr: Power costs the same all over the State as there is a uniform tariff.

Mr COWAN: The Minister for Fuel and Energy should look at the tariffs paid for
commercial power.

Mr Can: There are uniform tariffs throughout the State for electricity which were introduced
by the Tonkin Government and supported by all subsequent Governments.

Mr COWAN: The Minister should look at some of the increased charges outside the
metropolitan area. My point is that we will be told next month that the Premier had a hard

164 (ASSEMBLY]



[Thursday, 3 May 19901]6

time at the Premiers' Conference, so the Government is forced to increase essential services
charges. We might even hear the usual statement that they will not increase by more than the
inflation rate. It is important that the Government looks at charges as a whole and talks
about fixed charges, which form a substantial component of the overall cost of the provision
of essential services.
The Minister for Fuel and Energy must accept the fact that last year and in previous years
fixed charges, which are a component of any overall cost for the provision of essential
services, leapt by much more than the inflation rate. If he tries to pull tha: stunt again I can
assure him that it will not work because we will be campaigning vigorously and pointing out
the true extent of any increases in taxes and charges brought about as a consequence of the
failure of the Premiers to shift the Federal Treasurer away from his stated goal of cutting the
fat out of areas that do not hurt him; that, of course, is the States.

It is a matter of regret that we do not have a Premiers' Conference which operates in reverse
where the Premiers get together and make a determination about how much the
Commonwealth will get. It is unfortunate that we gave away those taxing powers in 1947, 1
think it was, because ever since we have been going cap in hand to Federal Treasurers who
over the years have become more and more clever in finding ways and mneans of reducing
funding to the States, saying to them, 'That is your problem."

I hope the Premnier is listening, because it is time that she put a proposal to the Federal
Government that the whole system of funding the States, in fact all forms of Government, be
changed so that as a right each State gets a percentage of GDP so that she, as Premier, no
longer has to go cap in hand to Canberra to bargain for what is rightfully the property of the
State of Western Australia; that is crucifying the system of federalism as we know it. We are
seeing a centralised bureaucracy gaining more and more power. I do not think any member
needs to be reminded that the concept of centralism is breaking down and being destroyed in
the whole of eastern Europe, yet here in Australia we are doing as much as we possibly can
through successive Governments to increase centralism. Until the Prem-iers break down
political barriers and get together as Premiers of States saying, "This is the way we want the
allocation of revenue from taxation to be distributed", we will get nowhere. I hope that the
Premier manages to start that approach, because it may be that her successors will achieve
something and she will be given credit for starting the process.

I turn finally to a matter which is not new, the impact of WA Inc on the State. We debated
this subject for most of yesterday, but I do not think many people could say anything new
about this issue. I believe this era will be recorded as one of the most turbulent times in the
political history of Western Australia- I do not recall a rime when a State or political party
saw the departure of its leader and deputy. I do not recall a time when a State has been able
to show such a loss of funds from Consolidated Revenue Fund in areas of development
which have gone awry. For those reasons alone there will always be a special place in
history for this era in Western Australia. There is a lot more to come. The Premier would
have to acknowledge that no matter what she has done, such as removing the Premier and the
Deputy Premier and finally making some admissions about the extent of losses incurred by
her predecessors and the Government of which she was a member, there will still have to be
a day of reckoning. That day of reckoning is yet to come.

It will never be regarded as sufficient for this Government to say, "We have had a cleansing
of our party." The sacrifice of the Premier and Deputy Premier will never be enough in the
eyes of the public, who want two other things: First, identification of where the money went
and who was responsible for it going in that direction; and, secondly, what are the prospects
of getting that money back?

Mr Hassell: The Government would have more prospects of getting the money back if it
tried to get it back, but no such attempt has been maide-

Mr COWAN: An attempt is being made in the form of an inquiry undertaken for the NCSC
by Mr McCusker. The Prem-ier can correct me if I am wrong, but I understand that is a part-
time inquiry taking two days a week.

Dr Lawrence: I am not aware of the number of days taken each week, but it is certainly not
full time. However, there are some 30 people involved in that investigation.

Mr COWAN: Perhaps there should be 100, as there is a growing feeling that the
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Government has been tardy in identifying where that money has gone, who was responsible
for where it went and how best it can be recovered. I suggest that money will only be
recovered through the courts; that is the only way we will ever get it back. Unfortunately,
the Government's endeavours to get a matter before the court to begi that recovery process
have not been successful. It is too slow. It is too late. The time has now come for the
Premier to do something else, because she must acknowledge that she is still tainted by WA
Inc.

The Government is Finding it difficult to move as comfortably as it might in a number of
areas; for example, the attraction of funds for the development of our resources. There is still
a lack of trust in the Government. That will be dispelled only by taking one of two courses
of action. The Government can either hold another election to clear the air in that way or it
can conduct a Royal Commission. The Government cannot do nothing. It cannot expect the
whole thing to go away. It cannot expect the Opposition to allow it to go away.
Dr Lawrence; The last election was fought on precisely the same issues.
Mr COWAN: The last election was fought at a time when, although the second rescue of
Rothwells was never seen to be a goer, the extent of the losses incurred by that debt for
equity transfer had not been fully calculated. They have not yet been fully calculated, but at
least now there is some understanding that instead of paying $150 million to the National
Australia Bank the Government tried to enter into a debt for equity scheme. In addition, not
only did the Government have to pay that money to the bank anyway - and it got all but
$22 million of it back - but it lost a substantial amount of money in the petrochemnical affair.
which loss has taken at least 12 months to come to light.
The Government will not clear the air until an election is held or until a Royal Commission is
called for, and the choice is the Premier's.
DR WATSON (Kenwick) [ 11.31 am]: In December last year my father went to Royal
Perth Hospital for major surgery. When he arrived there, his surgery was delayed because it
was deemed that my father, at 81 years of age and overweight, was a poor risk for an
anaesthetic. However, his pain was such that he thought he would submit to the operation
and anaesthetic, and if. in his words, he snuffed it, then he snuffed it; but of course I had to
put it to him that he would not be allowed to die. Fortunately he did not snuff it, and is doing
very well. The issue I bring before the House today is the choices people have when in
hospital and how their choices can be exercised. The definition of euthanasia is a gentle,
dignified and peaceful death, free of distress.
Mr Clarko: Did your father recover? Do you think euthanasia would have been a good
thing?
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! An increasing number of people in this place quite rightly choose
not to shout when delivering their address. I am very much in favour of that. It is much
more pleasant to listen to someone who is not shouting and it is a much better state of affairs
for the Assembly. I think it highly improper that members should hold discussions at a level
which precludes anyone else from hearing what another member is saying. It is also
improper and unfair for other members to choose to interject over the top of the member who
is speaking, and it is a practice which I want to see cease.
Dr WATSON: While some people want to live every day of their life, no matter what is its
quality, other people prefer an early death to a painful and limited existence. My views are
that people must be given the capacity to exercise that choice, and that all competent adults
should have a statutory right to refuse treatment; and if they make known that wish, through
a living will, and become incompetent, their wish should be heeded. We should establish a
central register of such wills.

There is no intrinsic moral difference between active and passive voluntary euthanasia. The
last act of care a doctor may give would be to actively assist his or her patient to achieve a
peaceful death. It is important to distinguish between those people who are competent and
those who are not competent to make such a choice. For example, a person who has cancer
may request that treatment be withheld. A person who is a Jehovah's Witness may request to
not receive a blood transfusion. Unfortunately a person may still be competent, yet suffer the
most horrid neuromuscular degeneration, where the only option for witholding life
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sustenance becomes starvation. The views of incompetent people, who were once
competent, though known may not be exercised, and it is most distressing for a person who
has Alzheimer's disease to think that the only option available is added starvation. Another
category of these persons is profoundly intellectually disabled children, who have never been
competent. We have, therefore, three categories of patients; those with neuromuscular
degeneration, who are competent; those who have been once competent, whose views may
well be known; and those who have never been competent and who are increasingly reliant
on their families, the community, and, I suggest, on legislators for their wellbeing and for a
peaceful and gentle death.

I do not want to canvas the legislation which is in place in Holland; suffice to say that
Dr Pieter Admiraal, who is an anaesthetist and a proponent of active and voluntary
euthanasia, said -

We never make a secret of it ... Euthanasia is an act of respect to an incurable
patient . .. and on his request is regarded in our hospital as a dignified last act of
medical care for a patient in his terminal phase.

The issue of ageing in Australia was canvassed in The Bulletin in 1988. In 1986 there were
1.7 million people in Australia aged over 65, but in the year 2025 we will have 3.8 million
people aged 65 and over. Currently there aire almost 1 500 nursing homes in Australia, and
the average age of their occupants is 81. This week we were reminded again that ageing is
indeed a women's issue. Professor Terry Dwyer, who was in Perth for National Heart Week,
said that women in Perth live longer than women living anywhere else; their average life
expectancy is beyond 80. The point I make about ageing is not about limited resources but
about the fear of losing control over one's physical and mental capacities and becoming
increasingly dependent on other people for physical needs, such as for nutrition and bathing,
and for making decisions which vitally affect us. A Morgan gallup, poll revealed that 73
per cent of Australians believe in euthanasia for an elderly person who is hopelessly ill and in
great pain. More than 18 per cent of people said they would want such a person to be kept
alive as long as possible. The figures were the same when Australians were asked whether
they would want to be left to die if they were hopelessly il, with no chance of recovery.
Men and women had similar views.

We fear our lass of faculties and our loss of independence. We fear living with nausea,
incontinence and paralysis. We fear and we do not want to be dependent on others for
decision making. In other words we know what we do not want. However, we must
distinguish between physical and social death or biological and biographical death, as Max
Charlesworth does. People do not want to be unrecognisable, unrecognised and
unrecognising. They do not want to be unapproachable or unreactive to their families,
friends and relatives; whether they are conscious as people with Alzheimer's disease are, or
whether they are comatose as people with severe brain damage are.

Mr House: I didn't think that people with Alzheimer's disease behaved like that.

Dr WATSON: In the early stages they often do. People fear a social or biographical death.
Alzheimer's disease should be recognised as a terminal and irreversible illness in the same
way that terminal cancer is. That has implications for the care that people receive in
hospitals. A patients' Bill of rights is long overdue, although it is exercised informally in
many hospitals. Everyone has a right to health care outside and within a hospital. Everyone
has a right to be informed, to consent to treatment, to refuse treatment, to confidentiality and
to compensation if anything goes wrong with their treatment. We have a right to maintain
our dignity, and to receive respectful attention and privacy. We have a right to receive
treatment only when we are fully informed and consent to that treatment. We also have the
right to die with dignity. Of course this raises a number of problems. This question raises
some professional dilemmas in the view of the proponents for resuscitating people in
hospital. I do not want to raise this issue today because other dilemmas are raised with that.
Competent individuals, people who are functioning normally - and this includes people who
are thinkinig, and making their own decisions and views known - should be able to direct
their care in the final stages of their lives. Therefore, a consenting person should be allowed
to die by refusing life-sustaining treatment. A Jehovah's Witness who refuses blood is
exercising that choice. A person with cancer who refuses antibiotics is exercising that
choice. It is their right to accept palliative support and the love and care of family and health
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professionals. If patients want no further treatment they should be supported in their
decision.

When competent individuals are afraid to challenge their treatment, problems arise. Who
dominates decision making in the health care system? When health care professionals
assume that competent individuals might not understand the information they are being
given, or where the person does not ask any questions, it might be assumed that they have
understood the full import of what they have been told. A doctor makes the judgment in the
end in the diagnosis, the prognosis and the treatment. However, increasingly, doctors will
have to rely on the predetenmined wishes of their patients so that appropriate and
compassionate care which is consented to has priority over the medical judgment. However,
in a range of conditions, such as degenerative neuromuscular disease and Alzheimer's
disease, recovery is highly unlikely and death is by no means imminent. These patients and
their families suffer to the point where they find further treatment is pointless and
.unacceptable. These people have as much right as terminally ill patients with cancer to
refuse treatment and to allow death to occur sooner rather than later. They also should be
allowed the courtesy of receiving care and support to help them to a peaceful death. The
withdrawal of their life sustaining treatment would involve the withdrawal of food, water and
medication and, therefore, their death is not dignified and that is not acceptable.
We need to look at people who are not competent in recognising their rights in the final
stages of their lives. They may not be capable of consenting to or refusing treatment. They
may not be capable of understanding the nature, consequences and risks of their treatment.
However, they should have the same rights as competent patients. They should have the
same access to treatment and care, the same respect, dignity and privacy and the same
compensation. They should have the right to a peaceful death. The legal situation needs to
be clarified so that decisions made pay regard to the pre-expressed wishes of incompetent
patients or those of their families. To die with dignity, without being subject to burdensome
treatment, as well as having suffering relieved, is a principle we must hold very dear. In
Time magazine of 19 March 1990 reference is made to two young women in America. These
women, Nancy Cruzan who is 32 years old and Christine Busalacchi, are in the same nursing
home. Christine's family describes her life as being like a 34-month long funeral since her
1987 car accident, where she sustained severe head injuries. The article states -

Nancy Cruzan, now 32, has done nothing for the past seven years. She has not
hugged her mother or gazed out the window or played with her nieces. She has
neither laughed nor wept, her parents say, nor spoken a word. Since her car crashed
on an icy night..

These cases will appear before an American court. Polls have been conducted in the United
States on this issue, the results of which indicate -

*... 80% of those surveyed said decisions about ending the lives of terminally ill
patients who cannot decide for themselves should be made by their families and
doctors rather than lawmakers. If a patient is unconscious but has left instructions in
a living will, 81% believe the doctor should be allowed to withdraw life-sustaining
treatment; 57% believe it is all right for doctors in such cases to go even further and
administer lethal injections or provide lethal pills.

The issues are not just legal or medical; they are moral ones. One of the questions which
will be thrown up by opponents is that life is a gift from God, and that God should detenmine
the time of death. In that case there is no logic in prolonging life, either through resuscitation
or through extraordinary life sustaining measures. If a patient wants active, voluntary
euthanasia, why should a doctor's religious views be imposed on that person's wishes? If
doctors induce birth by ruptured membranes, or by Caesarean section, why can they not help
us to our deaths? Doctors intervene in Cod's will in the birth process, so there is a logic in
doctors' intervening in the death process. Birthing and dying can be painful and distressing,
or they can be peaceful and satisfying, not just for the individual but also for their families.

If it is thought to be permissible to allow some patients to die, what could make it wrong to
help a person to die? Helga Kuhse, the Director of the Centre for Human Bioethics at
Monash, says, and I agree -

I do not believe that there is an intrinsic moral difference between active and passive
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voluntary euthanasia and in any case, health-care professionals have an obligation to
benefit patients through both interventions and non- interventions.- Hence, if
intention, motivation and outcome are the same, active and passive euthanasia are
morally equivalent.

Gaps which exist between the standards of medical care and attention provided to dying
patients and the standards that they need are initiated through medical curricula. These
emphasise science and technology at the expense, I still think, of humane care.

So what can be done? Medical education needs to be included with the needs of
contemporary society and contemporary views, as does that of other health professionals, law
people and legislators. The corollary, of course, is a community education program. We
should change the public's expectations that they can negotiate their care and treatment with
their health providers. We should use hospital bioethics committees comprising lay
members of the community, and not just religious, ethical views within our society.
Legislation which enables people to die with dignity and which gives the statutory right to
refuse treatment and to die should include provision for living wills which are legal, and
legal after the loss of competence. At the moment they are not.

We need also a central register, so that anybody who has made a legal, living will will be
known through a computer system in the hospital in which he or she may turn up. The right
to die gently and with dignity, actively or passively, but with consent, is the ultimate choice,
and it is the greatest care our doctors can provide for those who have made that chokce.

The Victorian Parliament has just passed the Medical Treatment (Enduring Power of
Attorney) Act. It received the support of all panties in the Victorian Parliament. One of the
points emphasised in that debate was the nature of competence and incompetence. Many of
my colleagues support the aims and objectives of the Western Australian Voluntary
Euthanasia Society, and I know that that society looks forward to similar legislation coming
before this House and being passed.

Mr Taylor: You think chat legislation should be voted on on the basis of individual
conscience?

Dr WATSON: If there is enough debate and education, it will receive bipartisan support.

Mr Taylor: You would suggest that members should have the opportunity to vote according
to their conscience on any legislation which comes up?

Dr WATSON: I think members' consciences would direct them to vote for it.

In my remaining few minutes I want to talk very briefly about the privilege given to a
number of us to meet the most dignified politician that I have ever met - Nelson Mandela.
We met him three weeks after he had been released from Victor Verster Prison in South
Africa on 11I February this year. We were privileged to be invited to a reception hosted by
the President of Zimbabwe, Robent Mugabe. It is coincidental that today Nelson Mandela is
meeting President F.W. de Klerk in South Africa to negotiate post-apartheid South Africa.
He reminded us at chat meeting that he is being released into the same South Africa in which
he was imprisoned. The ANC demands relate to the dismantling of those pillars of apartheid,
the oppressive legislation which separates black from white in the most extraordinary,
oppressive and horrible way. Troops have to be removed from South African townships and
political prisoners released. He is one of only 13 leaders who were released; there are still
3 000 political prisoners in South African gaols. The repressive laws must be repealed and
the state of emergency declared null and void.

Nelson Mandela made it very clear to us that Australia has played a significant role in
bringing South Africa to the point where it will meet the ANC leaders and where it has
declared the ANC to be a legal organisation. Our trade sanctions and our sanctions against
South Africa in sport have been a vital part of the ANC's bid to negotiate an apartheid-free
South Africa. But we all wonder how this man has managed to emerge from 27 years'
imprisonment as a strong, unbroken, upright, dignified person. I wonder how he sleeps, what
he dreams about, and what his private thoughts are; how his health is. He is a most
remarkable person.

I went to a prison for the first timne last week - Fremantle Prison - and I dreamt about that. I
could not sleep properly after one visit. I should imagine the conditions on Robben Island
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and in Victor Venster prison are much worse than those in Fremantle Prison. Nelson
Mandela was a charismatic leader for blacks in South Africa in the 1950s and the early
1960s, and he became an inspiration to his fellow prisoners who looked to him for strength,
guidance, and for some goal. From the dock at his trial he made a celebrated speech in
which he said he hoped to live to see a democratic and free South Africa. This was the ideal
he lived for and for which he was prepared to die. I do not think any of us in this House
would be prepared to die for our ideals.
I think all 11 of us were most impressed that Nelson Mandela could emerge from 27 years of
cruel incarceration to meet rallies of thousands of people, to meet with world leadens, and to
know, for instance, that we would be having an election on 24 March. He passed on, through
us, his best wishes to Bob Hawke for his success, and [thinkA he must take some part in that.
Through his dignity, Nelson Mandela's goal has been the freedom of South African blacks
and therefore the freedom of all people in South Africa.
In closing, I would like to say how wonderful it is to be a woman in a Government with a
woman leader. We are very proud of Carmen Lawrence. There are nine women in our
Caucus and we will soon be joined by a tenth. We are very happy that the Labor Party and
Labor parliamentarians can act as appropriate role models for women in our community.
MR MENSAROS (Floreat) [12.01 pm]: Most of the subjects I want to deal with during the
Address-in-Reply debate are connected with saving Government expenditure, which
nowadays becomes even more important and necessary than ever before, owing to the losses
incurred by the Government's incompetence - indeed, by the infantile behaviour of
individual members, particularly Ministers, who have tried to be in the personal league of big
business and participate in ostentatious high living.

It is interesting to observe that at the time when I had to conduct negotiations with business
such temptations did not even exist because we did not negotiate with modem tycoons and
high flyers. We negotiated with solid and longstanding companies and bankers whose head
offices were usually in old buildings in one of the suburbs of London, not necessarily in the
city, and the most they offered a Government Minister was a business luncheon, and we had
to negotiate with them while eating some of the food that was offered.

I do condone the Government's move if it really does want to reduce expenditure, but of
course it should be done in the least important areas. These areas individually might save
only a pittance but collectively quite a substantial amount could be saved; hence it is very
important that some thought be given to these individual, smaller areas and the savings
implemented.

There is no doubt that some savings will result in resentment by various groups, and
nowadays one observes that no Government, and no political party for that matter, wants to
be offside with even the least representative public opinion. However, the Government's
duty is to seek out the least important areas and to educate the public to accept these
necessary cuts. The Opposition, on the other hand, if it is genuine, has a duty not to criticise
every cut, particularly those which happen in the unimportant areas - not high priority areas
such as health - and thereby assist the Government so we can serve what is more important
than anything else; namely, the interests of the community.
In most departments, for instance, there are quite a number of internal, unnecessary so-called
services. Even the smallest sections sometimes have an information publication for the 20 or
30 people employed there. That takes unnecessarily the productive time of two or three
people, and in most cases it is ignored by the other employees, If they really wanted to
disseminate some important information, that could be done by a meeting and a considerable
amount of money could be saved.

However, I would like to come closer to home. I might have mentioned this matter before
but I will do so again, even if it might appear that this measure will save only a pittance.
Why can we not abolish this stupid system of tagging visitors to Parliament House? If
anybody can explain to me what we achieve by it - what we gain by this tagging other than
perhaps an undignified gesture to people such as a previous member Or Premier - and
whether we prevent anything which otherwise would happen, I would be the first to change
my view; but it is an unnecessary piece of bureaucracy which does not achieve anything. If
somebody wanted to put a bomb under the Speaker's Chair they could do it with or without a
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tag - it would not make any difference. It is only wasting money. As you well know,
Mr Speaker, in London there is a real danger of terrorism.
Mr Lewis: It might be a good idea!

The SPEAKER: Order! I am worried that in saying that the member might be putting ideas
into someone's mind -and I hear that he already has!

Mr MENSAROS: In England, where there is a genuine danger of terrorism, particularly by
the Irish Republican Army, if one goes into the House of Lords because someone has invited
one there, and one tells the attendant one wants to see Lord So-and-so, the attendant will give
directions but will not issue a tag at all. How childish can we get? Really there is no other
expression for it.

There is another all-embracing way of saving which not only guarantees results but also
gives the community a front end bonus which the taxpayer can receive via an influx of
capital. This, of course, would be shied away from by the present Government for- its
ideological reasons, if there are any ideologies left in any political party, and mainly because
of the adverse reaction of its principal shareholders, the trade unions. I am talking about
developing a new concept in Government so that the Government and most of its different
arms become enabling authorities rather than executive authorities. The essential feature of a
truly enabling authority is a body which vigorously promotes and encourages diversity
within its own sphere rather than tries to run everything itself. It is a body which, for
instance, encourages the development of many different providers of housing rather than try
to build and own all of the housing itself; it is a body which encourages the development of
various types of schools, built and run possibly by the non-Government sector; it is a body
which cooperates with the voluntary and private sectors in the provision of social services; it
is a body which cooperates vigorously with the private sector in economic and commercial
development and the provision of the necessary infrastructure; it is a body which welcomes
the stimulus of discipline in competition, not only where the competition is statutorily
prescribed, such as tendering for certain jobs, but also for other aspects of its work.

I am speaking not only of privatisation, which in itself sometimes is a bad definition and has
all sorts of adverse and different connotations, but of a Government not executing every
necessary service itself but enabling the private sector to do so in inevitably more efficient
and more cost beneficial and therefore cheaper, ways. The Government should only retain
its policy making and regulatory powers. If that idea could be implemented - I know it
would be difficult to start - the country would benefit. not only by tremendous savings but
also by a much more efficient execution of Government duties.

Also included in this field should be full privatisation in selected areas. This would provide
a front-end bonus through savings at the initial implementation because the various
Government enterprises would be sold, generating revenue for the Government. It is timely
to consider this privatisation because I have not heard from Government members, nor read
in a newspaper, nor wimnessed during my travels, that privatisation in the United Kingdom
has caused less efficient or more expensive services. A recent flotation of shares occurred
with 10 water authorities in England and Wales. The 2 183 million shares were
oversubscribed with applications made by 2.7 million people for 2 700 million shares. This
indicates how much interest and confidence the people have in this type of privatisation- In
the Australian Federal system, even with an enthusiastic Government, I would not
recommend every Government business or agency be privatised. I am not saying this for
business reasons but for local and constitutional reasons. I refer, for instance, to the
constitutional position of the R & I Bank. Some members will recall the ardent campaign
against the use of an identity card. When this card was proposed everyone would have been
compelled to present it when making a deposit in the bank or withdrawing money. However,
because of the R & I Bank's relationship with the State Governiment it would have been
exempted. This could have created a simnilar situation to that in Switzerland with the
R & I Bank. Despite regulations pertaining to other banks, the State bank would not have
been affected and one could have deposited or withdrawn moneys without an ID card. That
is why I believe that in our federation the Government should give selective consideration to
privatisation.

The standard and level of services in the overwhelming majority of Government departments
and agencies should be lifted, particularly in the most important field of health. To do so
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should not necessarily entail additional costs. We all know that most complaints from the
public relate to health services. A case was drawn to my attention recently and it is by no
means an isolated case, making it even more important that the Minister for Health - even
though he is not in the Chamber - take some notice of this issue and try to remedy the
situation. One of my constituents suffered the inevitable but sad experience of her father's
recent death. He lived with and was cared for by her for quite some time and died in hospital
of heart failure after being admitted for pneumonia. According to his daughter, the elderly
gentleman was treated rather carelessly, quite imnpersonally and with no compassion at all.
This was not denied by the hospital. My constituent attributed this to the fact that no
opportunity exists for doctors and nurses to acquaint themselves with a patient's personal
complaints. While in hospital, almost daily, my constituent was shifted from one room to
another, and even from one ward to another, without either the patient or his daughter or any
other relatives being notified. My constituent raised this serious grievance with the hospital
and received a very polite letter of apology from the director of medical services. However,
to her knowledge, nothing has changed regarding these conditions at the hospital.

Mr Hassell: Was the essence of her complaint that her father was shifted around?

Mr MENSAROS: He was shifted and received entirely impersonal service and attention. To
make sure this was not an isolated case I contacted the WA Council on the Age ing Inc and it
confirmed that the hospital's general laxness causes, in many cases, very grave damage.
Mnother case was brought to my attention by the chief executive of the Council of the
Ageing of an 83 year old lady who was taken to hospital with a heart condition and told to
take a shower by herself despite needing crutches. She did so, but on becoming exhausted
from the exercise, she tried to ring arn attendant by using the call button but it apparently did
not work. No-one came and she slipped on the wet floor, breaking some bones. She had not
only to undergo further treatment but she also occupied beds other people were waiting for
because she could not be operated on. until her heart condition improved. Again, the Minister
wrote a polite letter of apology to her nephew acknowledging the neglect. I mention these
cases because they are of great importance in an area which should receive priority of
funding and services. With the examples I mentioned the remedy did not involve reducing
costs but was rather a matter of better organisation and discipline in the hospital. I was asked
to speak about this in Parliament with the sincere hope that the Minister for Health and the
Government would take some action to remedy the situation. Apart from these examples,
the health situation in Perth is so appalling it has prompted me to move an amendment to the
Address-in-Reply.

Another subject connected with saving taxpayers' money - perhaps in a reverse way, and int
which I am involved personally - concerns the choice of members of Parliament to have an
outside electoral office. I did not consider applying for an electoral office for several good
reasons: Firstly, anyone from my electorate - almost an inner suburb - who wishes to see me
is very happy to come to my office in Parliament House. It provides ample parking and I can
discuss matters more efficiently and tackle parliamentary assignments without commuting. I
do not like subjecting myself to hypocrisy which every electoral office does because the rule
is that an electoral office should not be a political office. That is a gross hypocrisy to which I
simply do not like to subject myself. If anyone disagrees with me, they should say so
because that is the truth of the situation.

Finally I have two very good examples in front of me. Two former Premiers, Hon John
Tonkin and Sir Charles Court, despite the fact that they had the ight, to the end of their
parliamentary careers, did not choose to have electoral offices. I do not think anyone
complained that they did not serve their constituents in the highest and best deserving
manner. As a result of not having an electoral office I am, through some piece of
bureaucracy, treated in a much more inferior manner, despite the fact that I save the
Government $150 000 a year. That is not my figure; it is the Government's; it was given to
me via a question in Parliament. However, because of that, even seven years ago when we
became the Opposition, the Government did not want to give us a photocopier. There were
about six or seven of us at the time and Hon Mick Gay fer had to make a stinging speech in
the upper House before we received the photocopier because the contention was that every
secretary, after every letter, should run down two floors and they would have ample
opportunity to use the photocopier down there.

172



[Thursday, 3 May 1990) 7

Mr Pearce: Fair go. Your Government would not even give us electric typewriters in our
electoral offices.

Mr MENSAROS: I suggest the Leader of the House stop his stupid nonsense. Only
yesterday he said that we were talking about the future; now he is going back.

After seven years the photocopier became a bit aged. It took months of asking the Premier's
department before an undertaking was given that it could be replaced, despite the fact that it
needed repair every month. We have fewer facilities; I do not mind the lack of some of
these. For example, I share a fax machine with several other members, which is fair enough.
I do not have - neither do I need - a shredding machine. The only exception I make is that
for two months or so a year I cannot work in my office because it does not have an air
conditioner. My office could be air conditioned very simply and much more cheaply than an
electoral office outside this place. I asked the House Committee whether I could do it at toy
own expense, without any extrusions, and my suggestion was rejected.

Mr Lewis: What?
Msr MENSAROS: My suggestion was rejected. I called in an expert who said it could be
taken up to the roof and could be done. My suggestion was rejected as a result of the hatred
to which I am subjected because I have not given up my parliamentary office to extend the
bureaucracy according to Parkinson's law. That is one objection. The other objection was
that different departments deal with it. IfT different departments deal with it, that problem
could be overcome by giving this matter of all electoral office facilities to the Premier. I
remind the House that the figure 1 cited was not an imaginary one. In question 1669 last year
I asked what was the total cost of electoral offices, other than the equipment which we were
supposed to get but which we do not get. The reply was $1 193 342; that applied to the
remaining eighty-six and a half members. I say "half' because one of them retired after the
election and had his electoral office in Parliament House for half that time. When one
divides that figure by that number, $138 000 comes out for one, and when one includes the
provision of lesser facilities, such as additional telephones, which members in external
electoral offices have, and huge copying machines, which are not only given to them but also
offered even if they do not ask for them, as well as shredders and the rest of it, I think
$1t50 000 is a very conservative figure.
Finally I would like to refer again to a domestic matter. I think I am the second longest
serving member in this Chamber. During this time I have spent 10 years in Opposition and
three years on the Government benches. I have not taken out exact statistics but, counting
the number of sitting days and the average number of questions I submitted, during this time
I have asked 4 000 or 5 000 questions. I have some little routine experience and
understanding of the procedure involved. However, for the first time ever, at the end of the
last session of Parliament some of my questions were either simply rejected or printed
differently on the Notice Paper. Prior to this time, if I had offended any of the Standing
Orders - which could have happened - the Assistant Clerk with the greatest imaginable
politeness would come up to me and ask me to rephrase or redraft a question in order to
make it more acceptable. Mr Speaker, that is precisely what you do with questions without
notice which are out of order. However, now some questions are simply being altered with
no connection to Standing Orders at all; just a habit. For instance, if one goes through the
Hansard reports of the past 90 years, one will find many questions to, say, the Minister for
Fisheries, or whomever, commencing "Is he aware.., ." or "Is he going to support such and
such an organisation. . .". Now one cannot use that personal pronoun; one has to use "Is the
Minister aware. . .", apparently because some ladies were offended because the masculine
personal pronoun was applied to them. If that is indicative of their femininity I feel sorry for
them.

I rephrased one of my questions - something I usually do not do - following Mr Speaker's
instructions to a member who asked a question without notice. The Speaker very kindly and
politely reminded him that there are certain rules, and advised him that he should perhaps
commence his question by asking, "Is it a fact... .". I commenced my next question, 'Is it a
fact. ., but the Clerks threw it out because it was not according to the rules. I went to you,
Mr Speaker, and you very rightly overruled the Clerks. However, it is a very sad situation
that if members offend the Standing Orders - about which we should be reminded - the
questions should be printed in a different way on the Notice Paper without consulting the
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members. Only yesterday there were two questions without notice which illustrate my paint:
One was asked by one of the most experienced members in this regard - a previous Speaker
for two tenns - the member for Darling Range. That member by way of preface said, ". . . I
am aware that the Government is giving consideration to purchasing Araluen Park in
Roleystone." The Speaker agreed with this question; maybe very technically - if one wanted
to go through every word of the Standing Orders - it might have offended, but in order to
have a flow in the business of the House and because the Speaker knew the member did not
want to offend and nobody was hurt by it, he agreed to its being asked. Another question
was submitted by the member for Scarborough who asked, "Ini the light of the Premier's
statement.. .", and then he went on;, again the Speaker did not object. However, when I
asked the Premier on notice, "In view of her repeated commendable and no doubt sincere
statements since she took office as the Premier of Western Australia - viz. Government
involvement in business is over - when will the original vehicle of Government involvement
in business - the WADC - legally cease to exist?" the question printed on the Notice Paper
was simply, "When will the WADC legally cease to exist?' I think we had enormous service
from previous Clerks, including -

The SPEAKER: Order! I was prepared to accept the sont of comments the member was
making at the beginning, but in my view it is improper for the member to reflect on either the
Presiding Officer or the appointed officers of this place unless by substantive motion. The
member has not been to see me personally about this behind the Chair; I would have thought
that was a more appropriate way to address this matter. If the member takes that course of
action, I will do what I can to resolve the matter. If the member is not happy with that, I
suggest the proper course of action would be for him to attend to it by substantive motion,
but not in this way.

Mr MENSAROS: Thank you. Mr Speaker. We now have another precedent in that during
the Address-in-Reply we cannot debate any public matter because that is what your ruling
amounts to. So, that will be a new precedent in this place. All I wanted to do was commend
the previous appointed officers who served us in this place, such as Messrs Islip, Hawley,
Bartlett and Okely, and their respective deputies, who have all dealt with members in a polite
way rather than treating us as perhaps defendants in a courtroom.

As mentioned when covering the subject of health during debate, I intend to move an
amendment to the Address-in-Reply motion.

Amendment to Motion
Mr MENSAROS: I move -

That the following words be added to the motion -

But regret to inform Your Excellency that the State Government has -

(a) introduced rationing of public hospital services;

(b) failed to maintain an adequate hospital system in the State and has
misdirected resources;

(c) broken its promises to the public in relation to health and hospital
services;

(d) taken steps having the effect of removing country medical services
which have taken many years to es tabl ish;

(e) supported failed Federal Labor Government policies to the detriment
of the people of this State, and

(f) failed to support or advocate the necessary and essential changes to
Medicare and the health system which would enable it to work
adequately.

MR HASSELL (Contesloe) [12.32 pm): I second the amendment. There is no more direct
and immediate manifestation of the impact of WA Inc and its losses on the people of
Western Australia than the present parlous state of the health system. The health system is
breaking down as a direct result of wrong policies and the Government's squandering of
public moneys.
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Mr Taylor: That is rubbish; absolute nonsense. The member does not know what he is
talking about.

Mr HASSELL: Is the Deputy Premier saying that the losses of WA Inc have not affected the
health system?

Mr Taylor: Yes.

Mr HASSELL: I am glad the Deputy Premier has mentioned that because now I will
mention what his colleague, the member for Geraldton, said in an article in his local
newspaper a few weeks ago. The article reads -

MID-WEST Minister Jeff Canr has agreed chat problems with Medicare and WA Inc
losses have contributed to the Geraldion Regional Hospital's current budget blowout.

Mr Taylor: Medicare!

Mr HASSELL: The Deputy Premier fell into the hole nicely, did he not?

Mr Taylor: We have not made any cutbacks at all.

Mr HASSELL: The Deputy Premier apparently does not care about the fact that our health
system is failing. Mr Speaker, it is now official that health care is rationed in Western
Australia by this Labor Governiment. Does the Deputy Premier say that that is nonsense?

Mr Taylor: Absolutely.

Mr HASSELL: Well, let me tell the Deputy Premier the answer given by another Minister
yesterday. He said that rationing of public hospital services is necessary because demand
exceeds supply. He said that rationing should occur on the basis of urgency of need.

Mr Taylor: And I said "absolutely".

Mr HASSELL:. The Deputy Premier has fallen in the hole twice in two minutes. He does
not know what he is talking about. He is responsible for the State's finances and says that
this has nothing to do with WA Inc but the member who represents Geraldton and knows
what has happened to that regional hospital says it has something to do with WA Inc.

Mr Carr: I have been misrepresented by the Opposition.

Mr HASSELL: The Deputy Premier says there is no rationing but the Minister for Health
has said that there is rationing.

Mr Taylor: I did not say there was no rationing; do not put words in my mouth.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr HASSELL: Mr Speaker, the Hansard record will show what the Deputy Premier said.
The record will show in his speech to this House last night that he does not know what he is
talking about.

Mr Taylor: The member for Cottesloe should know; he is an expert on not knowing what he
is talking about.

Mr Shave: People waiting for major operations can go to Fremantle Hospital, wait all day
and be sent home. It is emotionally distressing when people are sent home and have to come
back five times to see whether they can have an operation. These are elderly people, and it is
a disgrace.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr HASSELL: The member for Melville is absolutely correct. Operating theatres have
been closed down and people axe desperately waiting for care but cannot get it. The
dishonesty of the Government is established on the public record by its statements - not by
anything the Opposition has said..
[ have here a photocopy of a pamphlet, the original of which I also have, put out by the
Government in June 1988 at the expense of the taxpayers of Western Australia prior to the
1989 election. In the lead up to that election when the Government knew it had problems
with the hospital waiting lists, the pamphlet referred to "Reducing hospital waiting lists", and
"A Health Policy Initiative for Western Australia". Premier Dowding stated that a major
effort was under way. The pamphlet has a picture of Perky Pete looking out at the side. On
the inside of the pamphlet is a picture of the Minister for Health teling us all about the long-
term and short-term strategies to get rid of waiting lists. But the waiting lists have increased.
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What has this Government done in response to the increased demand for health services?
How do we know there has been an increased demand? The Minister said there was. When
he was confronted with pressures on the hospital system and the shortages, he said there had
been an increased demand for health services, yet the Government's response to that demand
is to cut health services. The Government has stated not only that there is an increased
demand and that the demand cannot be met, but also that it will cut back and create more
shortages and delays and ever increasing waiting lists.
Mr Kierath: Why were those cutbacks made?
Mr H-ASSELL: Because the Government has ambushed the hospitals. The hospitals have
been told for the first time that they could not have the extra money required to get through
the financial year.
Mr Taylor: That is not right. Hospitals have been required to work within their budgets in
Western Australia for years and years.
Mr HASSELL: That is sweet! I will quote the member for Cleraldton again, from the
newspaper article -

Mr Canr said there was no single, simple solution to the current problem and nobody
could point to anyone and say they were entirely to blame.
He explained that in the past there had been a historical pattern adopted by State
Treasury of giving sums of money and then always picking-up the overrun when
over-spending occurred.

The third point down the drain. This is the man who has been appointed as Deputy Premier,
and in three out of three problems he is Wrong. He is not wrong because I said so, he is
wrong because one of his colleagues has said that he is wrong.
Mr Taylor: That is not ight.
Mr HASSELL: The Deputy Premier does not know what he is talking about.
Mr Taylor: The member does not know; he has no idea. He should take some more medical
records from the hospitals to make his story look better.
Mr HASSELL: Mr Speaker, do you not think that the Deputy Premier of this State should be
concerned about the hospital crisis? Do you not think that he should be concerned about the
fact that Bunbuiy is losing the services which it has taken years to establish?
Mr Carr: What services has Geraldton lost?
Mr HASSELL: Should the Minister not be concerned that old people are waiting literally
years for medical and health treatment? I give but one example of the dozens that I have: A
lady in my electorate wrote to me on 12 January as follows -

I am writing to express my concern over the length of' time my father-in-law has been
waiting for a hip replacement operation.
As an ex serviceman and volunteer for overseas service he is now largely confuned to
his home and has to stay in the car on family outings. His enjoyment of rifle shooting
has been reduced to that of a spectator, a great shame for a man who has always been
very active.
If you look into this matter it would be appreciated. Two years is too long for anyone
suffering a physically degenerative condition. May I point out that the other hip is
now showing similar symptoms.

The lady then gives her father-in-law's name. I wrote to the Minister in Febnuary and I
received a letter from the Minister dated 15 March. The letter stated -

Thiank you for your letter dated 8 Febnuary 1990 regarding Mr X of Mount Claremont
who is waiting for a hip replacement operation.
The Hollywood Hospital informs me that Mr X was seen by an Orthopaedic Surgeon
at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital in June 1989 when he was listed for hip replacement
surgery.

The waiting list for orthopaedic surgery is determined by the urgency of the patient's
problem and the waiting list of the particular surgeon who they see. A patient who is
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waiting for an operation may be brought forward if their local doctor arranges an
urgent review by their creating surgeon.
Apparently a review of Mr X was arranged for 28 February 1990, following a request
for a further appointment which was made in January 1990. Subsequent to this
review by the orthopaedic Surgeon on 28 February 1990, Mr X has been listed for his
operation on 5 June 1990.

On the Minister's own admission this disabled ex serviceman has been waiting a year for a
hip replacement operation. We saw the other day an article in the paper about the people
who came all the way from Esperance for surgery only to be sent home again. That is
happening repeatedly, so there is no guarantee that he will receive the operation on 5 June.

I could spend hours on this subject as I have collected more material on this subject than on
any other subject over a similar period of time. [ have my office maintain a register of
complaints and issues brought to me, and this register is broken up into districts and
categories. I will run through the categories as I cannot begin to deal with them in detail in
the nine minutes remaining. I will spend a couple of minutes dealing with what needs to be
done, and what has not been done. I have information about the Government's broken
promises in Albany. In two election campaigns promises were made that extensions to the
Albany Hospital would take place. I know that the situation is not as urgent there as it is mn
other places, so we will not make too much of that - nevertheless, promises which were made
for political purposes have been broken.

Mr Kierath: Is that called pork barrelling?

Mr HASSELL: The Government thought it was trying to buy the seat, but the people of
Albany knew that they had a good representative and they stuck with him.

Everybody knows what a scandal has taken place in Bunbury and we will hear more about
that during this debate. I have been advised by a Donnybrook doctor that he is having
difficulties in gaining access to hospitals.
Mr Blaikie: I am surprised that the Minister for South-West has not done something about it.

Mr H-ASSELL: He was too busy mining the hospital site.
I have a host of items about Geraldton, and in Onowangerup hospital beds have been lying
empty for a long rime because the former Minister for Health - the Deputy Premier - has
been too busy playing politics rather than doing something for the hospital. I have many
complaints listed - the list is as long as a waiting list. The complaints I have received in
other categories include ward closures in hospitals all over the State. I could go on for hours
on this subject, but my colleagues will raise specific examples of these complaints.

The Government has officially agreed that it is rationing the public hospital service. I
emphasise that because the Minister is accepting the words "the rationing of the public
hospital service". In this day and age, in a State of plenty and at a time when the
Government tells us that things are going well economically and that this State is progressing
better than all others in Australia, the hospital service is rationed. In this State we have all
the necessary medical skills, hospital beds, nurses, operating theatres and equipment - in
many cases it is the latest technology available - to allow the medical service needs in this
State to be fulfilled as required. However, we have rationing. Old people are suffering and
being subjected to indignities. As the member for Floreat indicated in his example, people
are not being cared for - both old and young people. The system is operating wastefully and
inefficiently. Resources are being misdirected.

Mr Taylor: Don't just generalise, give examples.

Mr HASSELL: All that Mr Daube can talk about is smoking. That is a problem, but the real
problem at the moment is the breakdown of the health care system.

Mr Taylor: Do you support the tobacco lobby?

Mr HASSELL: I expect the Deputy Premier to start flinging abuse because he does not like
it when we apply pressure to him; he does not like these sorts of issues. He could not explain
last night the $105 million discrepancy in the Government's figures over three years with the
State Superannuation Board. He cannot explain the disaster in the health system which must
be put right by his colleagues in the Ministry. He would be better off if he kept quiet.
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The Health Department is being run by a number of zealots who have particular interests.
The Minister should call together those people and say to them that we must have a plan to
improve the situation. I made a suggestion to help the situation in a material way, yet the
Minister for Health took it in the wrong way and released a Press statement saying what was
incorrect. I suggest that we should be saying to the Federal Government that the premiums
paid for private health insurance should be tax deductible. That would encourage people to
go back to private health insurance and would relieve the pressure on the public hospital
system. This would allow available resources to be used properly.
Dr Watson: Nationalise the doctors!

Mr H4ASSELL: The member for Kenwick should go to Canada and see what is happening
there because that issue is prevalent there. I ask the Minister for Health and his department
to formulate some changes to the system that will make it work so that we can persuade
Canberra to make the right sort of changes. If' the Stares do not put up workable solutions,
we will see the zealots in Canberra pursuing the Canadian solution.

The Canadian solution is to ban all private insurance and to take total control of private
hospitals. In other words, instead of having a two-tiered system as we have here, the
Canadian system is a unitary system. What do the Canadians do when they cannot get
treatment under their medicare system? They go to the United States at personal cost. They
have to go to another country. Do we want to get to that situation? Do we want to force
people to go to Singapore for their health care? That is the way we are heading. The
Government must put up positive solutions, including modifications to Medicare to make it
work- We must get people back into the private health system by encouraging private
insurance and getting the figures for those insured up again to 70 per cent where they were
when this Government came into office. 'The figure is now below 40 per cent and it is
falling. All of the soft advertising by Medibank Private will not solve the problem. The
Government has to recognise the structural problem with Medicare and until that is settled
the problem will not be solved.

I urge the Minister to get his department working on the positive solutions and not to simply
run around after the pop issues of the day.

Siring suspended from 12.S2 to 2.15 pm
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House).

ACTS AMEN DMENT (RESOLUTION OF PARLIAMENTARY
DISA(;REEMENTS) BILL

Second Reading
DR LAWRENCE (Glendalough - Premier) [2.18 pm]: I move -

*That the Bill be now read a second time.

The year 1990 is a significant one in the history of the Western Australian Parliament
because it is the centenary of self-government, responsible Government and the proclamation
of the State's Constitution establishing two Houses of Parliament. For members of this
Parliament who have the privilege of being members in the year of our centenary it is an
appropriate time to reflecton our Constitution and to consider proposals that will prepare our
Parliament for the challenges of the twenty-first century.

Although our Constitution Acts do not explicitly state that it is the Legislative Assembly
which forms the Government it has always been the case, and for good reason. Control over
laws about money is the constitutional foundation for the majority in the Legislative
Assembly to form the Government. Section 46 of the Constitution Acts Amendment Act
indicates that the Government is formed by the Assembly by expressly limiting the powers of
the Council over money and by requiring that the Governor's Message recommending
Appropriation must go to the Assembly. This, of course, is the basic principle of the
Westminster system of democratic government.
Ever since 1890 there have been occasions when the two Houses have disagreed with one
another. These conflicts, especially those involving money Bills, raise the question of the
meaning of responsible government in a bicameral system. It is fair to say that the issue of
conflict between the two Houses has become a matter of significance in this Parliament. We

178 [ASSEMBLY]



[Thursday, 3 May 1990117

have had to contend with repeated threats that Opposition members may combine to prevent
the Legislative Council from passing a Supply Bill. In addition the historic pattern is being
repeated in which an increased number of Bills are blocked when these are proposed by a
Labor Government. In such a context of disagreement and uncertainty there is a need to
clarify and institutionalise, once and for all, the system that ought to govern relations
between the two Houses. The Parliamentary Disagreements Bill will achieve that objective.
It is appropriate that this proposal be put before the electors at a special centenary
referendum.

Members will be provided with a set of committee notes. The second and third readings of
this Bill must be passed by an absolute majority in each House.

In 1985 a Bill containing similar principles to the current Bill was proposed to Parliament.
Like the 1985 Bill this Bill follows the recommendations made by Professor Eric Edwards in
his Royal Commnission report into parliamentary deadlocks. Since then, however, there have
been some changes to our political system.

The adoption in 1987 of proportional representation within multi-member regions for
Legislative Council elections is likely to lead to results similar to 1989 where the balance of
power is held by members elected to represent a smaller party. Indeed, experience in the
Senate and other upper Houses indicates that smaller parties will play a greater role, thus
increasing the volatility of the political process. The Bill makes no proposals for change to
the existing arrangements in the Standing Orders under which disagreements over
amendments to a Bill may be referred to a Conference of Managers. The Government
believes that formal arrangements for meetings to see whether common ground exists are
essential when the Houses disagree. However, when a disagreement persists because it
cannot be referred to a conference or it cannot be resolved by a conference, the Government
also believes that the Constitution should provide further avenues.

The Acts Amendment (Resolution of Parliamentary Disagreements) Bill amends four Acts,
but the substance of the two proposals is in amendments to the Constitution Acts
Amendment Act 1899. Bills are separated into two categories and the proposed handling of
a disagreement over a Bill is different for each category. By far the smaller of the two is the
category of Bills for the ordinary annual services of the Government. Typically this category
involves only three Bills in a year: A Supply Bil ina the autumn session proposing a
temporary grant of money for the period from July onwards until such time as the two main
annual Appropriation Bills - the Appropriation (Consolidated Revenue Fund) Bill and the
Appropriation (General Loan and Capital Works Fund) Hill. - are passed in the spring session.

Under the proposals in the Resolution of Parliamentary Disagreements Bill it could become
rather important to be sure that a Bill is a Bill for ordinary annual services and that it is a
matter only Parliament may decide. A practice similar to that which operates at Westminster
is therefore proposed under which a Bill for the ordinary annual services of the Governiment
will leave the Legislative Assembly endorsed with a certificate from the Speaker. This
certificate, which cannot be questioned in any court of law, will verify that a Bill deals only
with the ordinary annual services of the Government. State Parliament has an established
practice and in the past has been able to agree on what is proposed in a Bill for the ordinary
annual services of the Government.

Attempts to exploit the essential nature of a BUi for the ordinary annual services of
Government by "tacking" on proposals for unrelated things are ruled out by this Bill and by
the Constitution Acts Amendment Act. Blackmail-style threats not to pass Supply unless this
or that is done amount to the same thing as the constitutionally prohibited practice of
"1tacking".

A disagreement between the Houses over a Bill for the ordinary annual services of the
Government would arise if the following proposed conditions are met -

the Legislative Council has rejected the Bill;

the Legislative Assembly first records that it will. not make or amends an amendment
requested by the Legislative Council; or

after a period of one month from the day the Bill was transmitted from the Legislative
Assembly the Legislative Council has otherwise failed to pass or return the Bill to the
Legislative Assembly.
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If a disagreement does arise over a Bill for the ordinary annual services, the Governor may
assent to the Bill if the Legislative Assembly resolves to request this action. The meaning of
this proposal is clear: The two or three Bills a year that are absolutely essential for the
survival of a Governm-ent, because they allow a Government to pay its accounts, may be
passed into law without the consent of the Legislative Council, provided the conditions have
arisen as outlined above.

For almost 100 years the Legislative Council has passed the annual Supply Bills. The
Resolution of Parliamentary Disagreements Bill proposes to enshrine this well established
constitutional convention in its appropriate place in our Constitution Acts.

The Government proposes that it should not be possible for an Opposition with a majority in
the Legislative Council to be able to attempt to force the Legislative Assembly to an early
election by withholding parliamentary approval for money to meet the financial obligations
of Government. Section 5A of the Constitution of New South Wales has contained a similar.
and as yet unused, provision since 1933. It is significant that the Legislative Council of the
New South Wales Parliament has not been hindered in the performance in its review fuinction
by section 5A. It is also significant that the Greiner Liberal Government of New South
Wales has made no proposal to abolish section 5A, which was enacted by a previous
conservative Government and endorsed by voters at a referendum.

I believe it is the responsibility of Parliament to confirm its special role by adopting
measures to further civilise the struggle for power. Uncertainty is created when the very
existence of a properly elected Government can be threatened. It is confusing when, having
elected different parties to a majority in either House, those elected to a majority in the upper
House then turn on those elected to form the Government and threaten forcing the voters to
choose again at a premature election of the lower House.

To contemplate the blocking of Supply is to contemplate action which would cause a
constitutional crisis and bitter division in the community. This is the opposite of the special
role that Parliament ought to play as a forum for fair play and free debate. Constitutional
theory maps out a useful role for an upper House which covers many aspects of maintaining
an overview of parliamentary. Executive and administrative behaviour of Government. I
believe that a power to block Supply held by an upper House confuses the issue about which
House has the right to form the Government. Our Constitution should be clear about the
functions of each House. We should be able to tell people clearly that the Assembly is the
basis for Government and the Council is for legislative and administrative review.

Disagreements between the Houses over Bills other Than Those for the ordinary annual
services for the Government are dealt with by proposals based on section 57 of the
Australian Constitution. Since Supply has never been blocked in the State Parliament and
we are all aware of the frequency of disagreements over other Bills, it is the proposals to
resolve disagreements over Bills other than Supply Bills that are more likely to be called
upon. The range of Bills is wide and would include some money Bills and Bills requiring an
absolute majority to be passed. Certain constitutional and electoral matters, for example,
require an absolute majority.

It is worth noting that 18 Government Bills and four private members' Bills have been
blocked in the Legislative Council since 1983. This compares with one Bill blocked by
mistake in the nine years of the Court-O'Connor Governments. Vote weighting which has
guaranteed a conservative majority in the Legislative Council has encouraged this partisan
approach on the part of the Legislative Council. On most occasions this has simply meant
blocking ordinary Labor legislation. For some it now means forcing a Labor Government to
the polls. A fairer electoral system and a clearer understanding of the roles proposed for the
two Houses embodied in the State's Constitution would lead to a more evenhanded review
function by the Legislative Council.

A disagreement over a Bill other than a Bill for the ordinary annual services of the
Government would arise if any of the folowing proposed conditions are met twice with an
interval of not less than three months between the two events -

the Legislative Council rejects the Bill;

two months after the day on which the Bill was transmnitted to the Legislative Council
it has not been returned to the Legislative Assembly;,
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the Legislative Assembly first records that it will not agree to an amendment or
amends an amendment that has been either requested or made by the Legislative
Council; or
the Legislative Council has failed to pass by an absolute majority a Bill that requires
to be passed in that special way.

When the conditions of the disagreement come into existence for the second time, the Bill
proposes that the Governor in Executive Council may dissolve the whole Parliament. Writs
for all the resultant elections could be issued within three weeks of dissolution.

Professor Eric Edwards recommended an improvement on the Commonwealth Constitution
which allows a Government to leave the dissolution of Parliament to resolve a deadlock until
a time that suits its purposes. Professor Edwards recommended that a dissolution to resolve a
deadlock should be held within three months of the second emergence of a disagreement.
This proposal meets the deadlock with the election called to resolve it. The Bill also
proposed that no dissolution that is a consequence of a disagreement may occur in the last six
months of the term of the Legislative Assembly.
Like the Australian Constitution the Bill allows for the possibility that even after a
dissolution and election the Houses may still find themselves in disagreement. If the
conditions of disagreement again occur the Bill proposes that a joint sitting of both Houses
may be held to finally resolve the matter. At this special joint sitting the whole Parliament
may vote on the Bill or Bills which brought about the disagreement. It is proposed that the
joint sitting may also vote on amendments to the eml which have been agreed upon between
the Houses. In addition, if amendments have been made or requested by one House and not
agreed to by the other, it is proposed that the joint sitting may also vote on these.

An absolute majority of the total number of the members of both Houses will be required to
pass any Bill or amendment at a joint sitting, If passed at a joint sitting it is proposed that a
Bill will be regarded as having been passed by an absolute majority of each House of the
Parliament. In making a submission to the 1985 Royal Commuission into parliamentary
deadlocks as the Leader of the National Party, Mr Hendy Cowan persuasively argued for
provisions remarkably similar to those that were recommended. Those recommnendations are
the substance of this Bill. It is my belief that the very existence of these proposals to resolve
disagreements would have a beneficial effect on the operation of the Parliament. Failure to
pursue a disagreement would expose a Government to the charge of making token gestures if
it proposed laws that were certain to be defeated. Willingness of the Legislative Council to
obstruct a Government would be tempered by the knowledge that such action could lead to
an election of both Houses.

Preservation of the existing pattern of the election timetable is the theme of the proposals
relating to the terms of Parliament. Following an election called to resolve a disagreement
the Legislative Assembly will be elected for a tenm based on four years which will continue
to expire on 31 January. Parallel arrangements are proposed for the term of members of the
Legislative Council which will be lengthened or shortened so that they continue to expire on
21 May. These proposed arrangements will ensure that the ordinary general election
following a deadlock resolution election will return to the traditional time early in a year and
that elections to both Houses will be kept in phase. This is another area in which the
Government believes this Bill is superior to the Australian Constitution under which terms of
the House of Representatives can only be reduced to keep elections to both Houses in phase.
Other amendments in the Resolution of Parliamentary Disagreements Bill are a consequence
of the two main proposals. Existing provisions which maintain the President of the
Legislative Council in office between elections need to be recast to allow for both ordinary
general and deadlock resolution elections. Proposals are included which maintain for
superannuation and salary purposes the member status of members of the Legislative Council
through a deadlock dissolution election period. Parallel arrangements already exist for
members of the Legislative Assembly.

This Bill contains a coherent set of proposals for arrangements which would allow
disagreements over emls between the two Houses to be resolved in accordance with modem
constitutional practice. If adopted, these proposals would become a model other States
would seek to follow. Parliament should seize the opportunity of our centenary, give this
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Bill bipartisan support and ask the electors for their approval at a referendum on these
excellent proposals to resolve disagreements between the Houses.

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

LAND TAX ASSESSMENT AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie - Minister for Finance and Economic Development) [2.34 pm]:
Imove -

That the Bill be now read a second time.

Recent Commonwealth Government amendments to the legislation controlling the operations
of a number of Commonwealth statutory authorities including Australia Post and Telecom
rendered these authorities liable for State taxes and duties. However, the present provisions
of the Land Tax Assessment Act confer exemption on an agency of the Crown, an
instrumentality of the Crown or a public statutory authority, whether created by State or
Commonwealth legislation. Thus, the Commonwealth's intention of making these
authorities liable to State taxes, ete, has been negated by the exemption provision in the Land
Tax Assessment Act. This position was confirmed by Crown Law advice.

This Bill therefore provides for the exemption in the Land Tax Assessment Act to be
confined to agencies. instrumentalities and authorities which are created by State legislation.
As with the bulk of Commonwealth authorities, what they give with one hand they take away
with the other. The Bill will apply for the 1989-90 assessment year which is consistent with
the intention expressed in the Commonwealth legislation. It is anticipated that these
Commonwealth authorities will make an annual contribution in the order of $1 million to
land tax revenue in 1989-90 and subsequent years. Unfortuately, 90 per cent of this
revenue will be offset by a reduction in the Commonwealth's payments to the State as part of
the arrangement for making these authorities Liable to State taxation.

I commend the Bill to the House.

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

TRAVEL AGENTS AMENDMENT ACT

Second Reading
MRS HENDERSON (Thomldie - Minister for Consumer Affairs) (2.36 pm]: I move -

That the Bill be now read a second time.

This Act deals with an amendment to the definition of the business of a travel agent and
deletes the word "activity" wherever it occurs and substitutes the word "business".- The
Travel Agents' Act is a largely untiform Act, the provisions of which have been agreed
among all participating Stares and Territories of Australia, This amendment aligns the
definition of the business of a travel agent with legislation Of the other States. It removes any
ambiguity that might suggest that the Act applies to activities which may nor be construed as
business, such as social clubs which may organise occasional travel for their members.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Fred Tubby.

A DDRESS-I N- REPLY - THIRD DAY

Amendment t'o Motion

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the sifting.

MR MINSON (Greenough) [2.38 pml: It gives me no pleasureto see the State's health
system in such a state that I have to rise to speak to this amendment to the motion that the
Address-in-Reply to His Excellency's speech be agreed to. The first part of the amendment
refers to the rationing of public hospital services. I will inform the House of what is
happening in the Geraldton region, because there we are seeing one of the worst examples of
rationing of hospital services in this State.
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There are two hospitals in Geraldton, a private 72 bed hospital and a large Government
regional hospital of 126 beds. It is normal chat all beds are not used because allowance has
to be made for contingencies such as large scale casualties - bus accidents and that sont of
thing - and for the fact that some patients will leave and rooms have to be cleaned, beds
changed and so on. Therefore, there is always a percentage of beds not in use at any time
and one would expect that not all of those 126 beds would be available, and the hospital
normally operates with less than that number.

Recently, a 23 bed surgical ward was closed because of funding problems. That closure cut
available bed numbers to 85. This means, of course, that no elective surgery can be carried
out. Elective surgery involves such things as joint surgery for hip or knee, cataracts and those
sonts of things.

Mr Car:- Did the member say chat no elective surgery has been carried out?

Mr MINSON: Not all elective surgery can be carried out. I will get to that later arid point
out the sorts of inconvenience being inflicted upon the people of Geraldton. I will briefly
recount results so far. The hospital had a visiting urologist who is no longer coming to the
Geraldton hospital because of the constraints placed upon him.

A visiting ear, nose and throat specialist is no longer coming to Geraldton. Three surgeons
are resident in Geraidron. We have in Geraldton a very good orthopaedic surgeon. I
understand that at the end of the month he will take a serni-permanent holiday until the
situation improves, as long as he can hold our, because he does not particularly want to leave
Geraldton. However, he is very worried about the situation for the simple reason that the
same thing midght happen again next year and he might finld himself unemployed. Another
general surgeon who has not been in Geraldton for very long has a particular interest in
vascular surgery. He believes the future for his interest is not very good now and he is
contemplating leaving.

Geraldton has very good surgeons; they are not second rate surgeons who could not set up in
practice in Perth or in any other capital city. They have come to Geraldton because they like
it. What is worrying most of us is that we will lose those surgeons. It is not reasonable to
expect a person who has spent so many years studying to become a specialist to sit by and
watch this situation develop so that he is looking to a future where it may deteriorate and he
may not be able to operate at all. The incomes of these surgeons are already being affected.

Another thing which concerns me as a health professional - I know not all health
professionals are good - is the future of those surgeons in Geraldton. Good health
professionals tend to attract other good health professionals, particularly when they are
expanding their practices. I amn concerned that we might lose these good surgeons and attract
others who are not so good. Last week a lady took her holidays and booked an operation.
She fronted up for admnittance the night before, and she was told to go home because she
could not have her operation. She is now confronted with a month's holiday which she took
to have the operation done. That holiday is now wasted; her husband and family are working
and she cannot have the operation she wanted done.

Mr Blaikie: Those people do not have a future they can believe in.

Mr MJNSON: The member is not wrong.

An Opposition member: It is a past you cannot forget.

Mr MINSON: It is a past she will not forget. Mnother example concerns a war veteran in
considerable pain needing orthopaedic surgery. He also fronted up and was sent home
because no bed was available for him. In a hospital with 126 beds, many of which are closed
down - specifically 23 surgical beds - that is a disgrace and smacks of using the system for
rationing.
One may say that the patients' assistance travel scheme is available for those who cannot get
surgery or specialist treatment locally. If one had been watching the Press of late, one would
have seen that that scheme has been curtailed; considerable restraints have been put upon it.
It is no good telling an 80 year old ex-citizen of the year with back problems that she must sit
up in a bus all the way to Perth because the system will not allow for her air fare. The PAT
scheme is such a disincentive to some patients to travel that they put uip with the pain instead.
That too is used as a means of rationing.
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Mr Wilson: If the doctor recommended the patient required air travel she would get it.

Mr MJNSON: That is not the case.

Mr Wilson: It is the case.

Mr MINSON: I wish it were. The clerk in the Geraldton Regional Hospital refuised to sign
the travel formn.

Mr Wilson: There is a space on the form for the doctor to tick.

Mr MINSON: That is right. But the clerks do not accept it. I can produce at least three
examples for the Minister.

Mr Wilson: Right; give them to me.

Mr MI1NSON: I shall give the Minister those examples and I hope he will act on them. I
have a very interesting piece of paper here which is a fax from a Mr Jones, the
Administrator, to Stephen Kelsey, Regional Director or something like that.

Mr Wilson: He is the Regional Director; do not denigrate him.

Mr MINSON: I cannot remember his title; it is not on this fax. HeI says -

I think the doctors have launched their counter-attack about keeping 4 East closed
after 1 July. They are probably worried that we carn in fact keep 24 beds closed
without the dire consequences they predicted.

I suggest that those dire consequences are already upon them. He goes on to say that some
areas are inappropriate for something or other patients - I cannot read that bit. He goes on -

...e.g. Medical Ward, males on maternity ward (toilets), and some of our beds in
Children's Ward are actually cots. Also, we are trying to make up $400,000 by 30th
June and we have to bring the bed average down. ... 62.

1 put it to the House that 62 beds in a 126 bed hospital works out at 49.2 per cent use of the
available resources. I can only assume that it is being used as a method of rationing.

Mr Blaikie: With the very close ties which the Premier has with the Geraldton region one
would expect her to have been sitting in on this debate listening to what is happening.

Mr MINSON: One would feel that, but never mind. I notice she ducked her responsibility
last night as well.

The second part of the anmendrnent to the Address-in-Reply refers to the fact that the
Government has failed to maintain an adequate system; it has misdirected resources. The
fact that the Government has failed to maintain an adequate system is fairly obvious, not only
from what I have said but from what the member for Cottesloe has said. With respect to the
misdirected resources, a building program is going on in Geraldton for some $23 million.
That would provide a much needed, upgraded casualty department, accommnodation for
ancillaries, and, as always, there will be much more room for administration. Stage 1 is now
well under way, and I understand that the expenditure is in the vicinity of $8 million. It
occurred to me that it would be better in the short term to curtail that building activity and to
put some of that money into keeping the surgical ward open to make sure that local people
have proper access to elective surgery.

Mr Bradshaw: They won't be able to afford the staff anyway.

Mr MINSON: That was the next point I was going to make. There seems little point in
building these facilities if the hospital cannot afford to run what it has. However, after
spending $23 million, how many beds will we have?

Mr Bradshaw: None.

Mr MJfNSON: Exactly right. I was told the other day, although I cannot verify it, that we
will actually have one fewer bed, If that is not m-isdirecring resources, I do not know what is.
Mr Bradshaw: Spend $23 million and have one bed less!

Mr MINSON: That is right. The third pan of the motion refers to broken promises. We saw
a photocopy of this little glossy pamphlet, which is not so glossy now after the photocopy has
been used. It made a number of promises.
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Mr Court: Broken promises!

Mr MLNS ON: The member is not wrong there.

Mr Court: Is that funded by taxpayers?

Mr MINSON: It certainly was. It talks about the Government of Western Australia reducing
hospital waiting lists and says that during 1988 a major effort is under way.
Mr Blaikie: Are they to recycle that again?

Mr MINSON: I do not know.

Mr Hassell: They will have to change it for the next election.

Mr MINSON: They will have to change the photo too. Some of the euthanasia about which
the member for Kenwick was talking could well be used on some former Premiers, because
that would do us a favour. The first paragraph of that glossy reads -

Providing appropriate and affordable medics] and hospital treatment for the sick and
disabled is a fundamental responsibility of the State Government.

Mr Clarke: The reason they are promoting euthanasia is to create a bit of space in the
hospitals.

Mr MINSON: That is right. They are getting onto it. They use it in New Zealand - where
they call it "fal-ling off the perch" - to rationalise' the health budget. The Government
promised to cut waiting lists. The glossy reads in part as follows -

It is a matter of major concern to the Government that some people are having to wait
an uncomfortable length of time for remedial surgery...

I am sure the old veteran who is having orthopaedic problems would hardly disagree with
that. Members will be glad to know that the Governiment has "developed short and long-tern
strategies to tackle the problem. . ." I am not too sure what 'long" and "short" mean because
that glossy was produced in 1988. and we are now in the middle of 1990 and it is a lot worse
now than it ever was then. The glossy continues -

These short-term plans axe aimed at reducing the numbers on waiting lists, while the
longer-term plans we are developing will prevent a recurrence of the problemn.

I ask the Minister for Health: Where are those plans? We are still waiting and so are the
people of Geraldion. Although I would like to read all of the glossy to members, the final
section I will quote reads as follows -

The Government will establish a working party to examine. continually new
initiatives to make optimum use of the hospital system in Western Australia.

Mr Kierath: The working party has been subject to restrictive work practices.

Mr MIlNSON: The member for Riverton probably is not wrong. The Government is not
doing too well because Geraldton is working at only 49.2 per cent of capacity, or it will be as
soon as it can get rid of the other 14 beds.
Of particular interest to me is the fact that services to country people are being severely
curtailed. I think Geraldton is one of the most important areas outside the metropolitan
region.
Mr Blaikie: Do they not have a Minister who represents Geraldton? I thought he would
have come to the fore and saved the day.

Mr MINSON: He did not even come to the march. Another policy document is much along
the lines of this one. However, I have misplaced that document; I think it is at my office in
Geraidton; I did not know this motion was to be dealt with, It refers to what the Labor
Government is to do for country people. It says in effect that country people deserve access
to medical services and the Government will make sure they have it. I admit I am
paraphrasing that document because I do not have it with me. The Government is doing
exactly the opposite - 49 per cent in Geraldton and a PAT scheme which is being tightened
up - and it is not as though the Government did not know about it. I[refer members to the
Geraldton Mfid-West Regional Development Authority study into education, health, welfare
and Government services, which reads in pant as follows -
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In the coastal subregion of the Geraldion Mid West natural population growth has
been occurring and this is expected to continue. This trend will place additional
demands on the region's health and welfare services and accommodation situation as
also will the growing senior citizen population.

That was printed by the predecessor of the Geraldton Mid-West Development Authority in
1987, so I do not think the Government can use lack of planning as an excuse, or the fact that
it was not alerted to the problem. The fifth part refers to that fact that it supported a failed
Federal policy. I believe that was adequately pointed out by the member for Contesloe.

Finally it points out that the Government failed to support change as advocated by some
people and also to advocate change itself. One obvious change would be to go private. One
72 bed private hospital in the region usually has only 35 per cent to 40 per cent bed
occupancy. It is obvious that if this Government were to push the Federal Government to
allow tax deductions for private health insurance, we could make much better use of that
facility. I urge the Minister to rake that on board, Ir is not elitist to allow people to insure
privately because by not doing so the Government is failing the wage earner, country people,
seniors, veterans, the family man, and the Aborigines. All of those groups live in Geraldton
and all of them have been failed by this Government as far as I am concerned. The
Government has also failed all those people who took notice of glossies lie this booklet.
It is not as though the local doctors are not trying to do something. Certainly they have
attracted a bit of flak; whether there is any truth in that I do not know and I am not prepared
to comment on it. They recognised good operating facilities were available at Geraldeon
Hospital and that patients could convalesce at the St John of God's private hospital where the
operating facilities were not as good or were not available for the operations being
undertaken. They said, "There are four beds in the basement which are used in emergencies
to allow people to recuperate. Why don't we bring people in and allow them to use those
beds on a daily basis; take them up to the operating theatre, bring them back down,
resuscitate them there and then take them to the private hospital where they could
convalesce?" They went to the hospital administrator about that; he had not realised the beds
were there and he said. "Oh good, you have found four more beds." In response he closed
down another five beds on the main wards. That is the absolute truth.

[ support this motion and I believe some people on the other side of the House would also
like to do so. I only hope they have the guts to do so.
MR OMIODEI (Warren) [2.57 pm]: T support the amendment to the Address-in-Reply and
concur with the member for Greenough: There is a serious situation in relation to hospital
accommodation and services throughout this State.

I am disappointed that the member for Bunbuiry and the Minister for South-West - the
member for Mitchell - are not in the House today. If they are in the House, I hope they will
come into the Chamber and listen to my concerns.

Mr Hassell: Do you think they will sir there silent as they did through the whole of the
debate on WA Intc and never raise a voice in protest?

Mr OMODEI: It would not surprise me in the least. However, I want to bring to the
attention of the House the current untenable situation which exists at the Bunbury Regional
Hospital. Members who represent south west electorates would realise that three doctors
have resigned from the Bunbury Regional Hospital; they are eminent doctors who have
provided an excellent service in that area. They resigned because of the restrictions imposed
by the Health Department, and in order to attempt to convince the Government to fund the
Bunbury Regional Hospital to a greater extent. The blow-out in the budget for the Bunbury
Regional Hospital is $400 000 and services have been severely curtailed.

Mr D.L. Smith: It is a lot more than $400 000; it is $1.85 million, of which the Government
funded $1.45 million.

Mr OMODEI: So the loss is currently $400 000?

Mr D.L. Smith: The amount we were not prepared to fund is the shortfall, which was
$400000.

Mr OMODEI: I am pleased that the Minister for South-West has returned to the Chamber.
Put it this way: At the moment the situation in Bunbury is that one operating theatre is being
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closed, a 20 bed ward has been closed and a limit has been set on the amount of elective
surgery which can take place at Bunbury Regional Hospital. A number of country people are
referred to the Bunbuiy Regional Hospital. In fact the Mayor of the City of Bunbury has
called for an urgent meeting with the Minister for Health to discuss this serious issue because
he believes the present situation in Bunbury is dangerous. As recently as 25 April an article
in The West Ausstralian was headed "Surgeons Resign in Cutback Protest" and referred to the
situation at the Bunbury Regional Hospital. The article states -

A third of specialists at Bunbury Regional Hospital have resigned in protest at budget
cutbacks in the public health system.
The resignations have halved the number of general and orthopaedic surgeons, but
leaves one gynaecologist and three eye specialists.

These people service the whole region.

Mr D.L. Smith: Have you sought any information from the Minister about the growth in the
budgets?

Mr OMODEI: Has the Minister attended the meeting with the Bunbury City Council?
Mr Wilson: I only just received the letter, my friend.

Mr OMODEI; This has been going on for more than a week.

The situation is so serious one doctor described the West Australian Health Commaissioner's
comments as not being honest regarding the reasons for the cutbacks. A serious lack of
communication exists between the Health Department, the hospital administrations and the
concerned doctors. The accusations that the doctors are over utilising the facilities is not
true. At the moment the doctors working at the Bunbury Regional Hospital are working
above and beyond the call of duty, without pay, to deal with emergencies which occur in the
area. From what I can gather they are no longer willing to support the situation.

While this has been taking place it appears that an explosion has occurred in the
administrative sector. A sum of $71 000 was spent on the facilities alone for the Western
Australian regional director. Bunbury Regional Hospital is in danger of losing its specialists,
and there is no guarantee that the people who replace them will stay for long under the
current system.

The bare facts are that each surgeon performs three operations per fortnight in the Bunbury
Regional Hospital, and for a facility of that size that is certainly not good enough. Every
time one of those emergency operations takes place somebody drops off the waiting Fist. At
the moment the wait is anywhere from four to 12 months, and that is a situation that should
not be tolerated. A few weeks ago a man from Augusta was in danger of losing his arm and
as it was an emergency a surgeon operated and the man was taken care of. I heard the
member for Kenwick this morning refer to the risk to patients while under anaesthetic. A
long time constituent of my electorate was transferred to the Bunbury Hospital for a serious
cancer operation to find a four to six week waiting period for a mastectomy. She had to be
transferred to the St John of God Hospital and had to foot the bill for the extra costs involved
with a private hospital.

Another example is that of a patient suffering a third degree tear from a difficult birth and the
obstetrician and gynaecologist at Buribury Hospital had to turn her away to St John of God
Hospital. Once again, this patient faced the huge cost of going to a private hospital. Another
example is that of a young child from Pemberton who was suffering from a grumbling
appendix. Normally he would be referred to the Pemberton District Hospital and sent to the
Bunbury Regional Hospital for the operation, but in this case he was sent to St John of God
for the operation. How would members opposite like their child with appendix problems to
be ordered to be held in observation in a hospital 200 kilomerres away?

Mr Trenorden: That is country life.
Mr OMODEI: There seems to be a law for the city and another for the country.

Another example from my daybook dated 30 March 1990 is that of a pensioner awaiting an
operation for cataracts. Thbis patient was losing his. sight and was unable to drive which was
causing great hardship. Another case from my daybook dated 10 April is that of a home
birth gone wrong in which an emergency Caesarean was required. The patient was
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transferred to the Bunbury Hospital but die operating theatre was closed down. Once again,
the patient had to foot the bill to have the operation at a private hospital. On L9 April a
10 year old child had a compound fracture. He was sent to Bunbury Hospital but as it had no
room he was sent on to Princess Margaret Hospital for Children. These are just a few
examples that are causing concern among residents in the south west

Mr Court: It is a pity that more members opposite are not listening to what you are saying.

Mr OMODEI: I am concerned that those doctors who are frustrated in Bunbury could
consider alternative employment, and that would be a great shame for the district of
Bunbury. Bunbury has an excellent facility with an excellent team; it was a model regional
hospital that compared with any in this State if not Australia. We had a team of doctors,
orthopaedic surgeons, gynaecologists, and ear, nose and throat specialists who could all
provide a service to the community that was second to none in this State. They are being
fragmented because of the negligence of this Government. One surgeon at the Bunbury
Hospital has been providing three operations a fortnight, yet his normal capacity is three
operations a day. This surgeon has been forced into a situation where he cannot operate
when other doctors are on leave or sick leave. That is how much the Health Department
cutbacks have cost the Bunbury Regional Hospital. The Premier has said that health will not
be cut back as a result of WA Inc, yet we have a situation in which the Minister is
recommending to surgeons - dedicated people who have spent a lifetime in their chosen
career - that they should perform operations in their offices. Can members imagine having
skin cancers or melanoma and being told that one has to either wait or have it done in
somebody's office, possibly with terrible consequences.

The Bunbury Regional Hospital is a good hospital. It has provided a good service in the past
and this should be allowed to continue. These problems at the hospital are due to the fact
that its budget is too small - I am sure the Minister for South-West would agree. Due to the
computerisation, the amendments in the nursing career structure and other factors
overspending is occurring at the hospital. Will the Government allow people to die? That is
the present situation.

I refer now to the "Reducing Hospital Waiting Lists" pamphlet referred to by other members.
In the pamphlet, the Minister for Health states -

I am pleased to be able to say that the wait for surgery in the most pressing areas -
cataract extractions and joint replacements, with improvements to come in the ENT
area - will be much shorter as our programmes begin to take effect.

The back page of the pamphlet that was provided in 1988 states the following -

WA Government initiatives to reduce waiting lists

IN THE SHORT TERM:

A "BLIT' programme on specific areas of concern such as cataract and joint
replacement surgery.

My experience in the time that I have been the member for Warren is that a number of people
have been waiting for joint replacement operations - be it hip or knees - and heart bypass
operations, and some of them have been waiting for two years. Some of these people are
suffering from kidney problems caused by the drugs administered for pain relief. These
people have been made to wait; these people have served our community well in the past and
should not be made to suffer.

The other part of the amendment refers to the ordinary health service, and I will relate this to
the Warren area. As I have raised this issue before, members will be aware that the Warren
District Hospital was on the Capital Works Program in 1988. Of course, it did not receive
priority in last year's Budget but some futnds were allocated for plans and specifications. The
hospital is old and has been added to over the years. The layout and structure are such that
the hospital is not well suited to good staffing and efficient servicing of the district. There
are major problems with the operating theatre and the toilet and shower facilities are poor.
The kitchen at the hospital is something to behold. The door on the freezer has flaking rust
on it. Facilities such as these in any other public building anywhere else in this State would
be condemned.

I heard recently that the Government proposes that, rather than build a new hospital, it will
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put in a transportable kitchen. The electrical wiring is old and the electricity supply is
inadequate.

Mr D.L. Smith: What is the occupancy rate?

Mr OMODEI: Nor good. What would the Minister expect -in a hospital like chat? The
Bridgetown hospital down the road has a full occupancy rate for obvious reasons. What does
the Minister think the morale of the staff should be like in a hospital that should have been
updated 10 years ago?

Allied health staff, including a podiatrist and occupational therapist do their work in the
boardroom of the hospital. One other small thing, the nurse call system, does not work
properly. How would members like their child, wife, mother, father or grandmother in that
hospital in the middle of the night with an illness and requiring life-saving treatment when
the nurse call system does not work?

No areas are available for specialists or clinics. The outside stores and workshops have been
condemned by the local health and building inspector. The patients in the wards have no
privacy, and the lighting is poor, not only in the wards, but also in access and emergency
areas. No fans have been provided to circulate air in the good section of the hospital that was
built in the time of Sir Charles Court's Government. More circulation and heating is
required. The C class section of the hospital which houses the elderly is very hot in summer
because no equipment is provided to circulate the air or to cool the section. The old
galvanised water supply system needs replacing. The gutters are falling down.

The hospital is in such a state for a special reason. Six years ago the Minister for Health
promised the board that it would get a new hospital. The board agreed to defer repairs and
rehabilitation because it was getting that new hospital. A series of coninxitnxents have been
made over the years, including a commitment by the former Minister for Health, Barry
H-odge, and another commiitment has been made by this Minister. Usually they are made just
before an election. A letter written to the hospital board chairman on 15 September 1988
states -

It is with great pleasure that I am able to confirm that the Government is to make
available Capital Works Funds in excess of $8m. to undertake the redevelopment of
the Warren District Hospital.

I would like to place on record my appreciation for the co-operation and input that
has been provided by the Board, and Hospital Executive in resolving an appropriate
strategy for the redevelopment. I look forward to your further assistance as the
project is developed.

Please do not hesitate to contact me should the need arise.

Yours sincerely

Keith Wilson, MLA
NMSTER FOR HEALTH.

Mr Bradshaw: Was a Press release issued at the same time?

Mr OMODEI: Yes, with great fanfare.

The new hospital was to be built at a cost of $8.4 milion. An important thing to remember is
that $679 000 was spent on plans and specifications and the contract documents have now
been completed for more than 12 months. We are therefore waiting for some priority for this
hospital in the Budget. It is a serious issue. The Minister for South-West supported me last
year in this House by saying that we would get a new hospital this year. I amn aware that
other hospitals are competing for funds. However, the situation at the Warren District
Hospital has become untenable. My greatest fear is that the amount of almost $700 000
which has been spent on plans and specifications will double if nothing is done. Twelve
months of the 18 months has already gone and another $700 000 will be added to the list of
losses of WA Inc unless something happens soon. I would not like to see that happen. If the
hospital does not receive funding this year, perhaps even $1 million will be added to the cost
of plans and specifications.

I implore the Minister opposite to do all he can to give a high priority to the Warren District
Hospital. The whole town is dismayed that the people have been put off for so long. I am
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nor suggesting that that has been the fault only of the current Government. I believe that
successive Governments are at fault for not upgrading the hospital. However, this
Government has been in power for the last six or seven years and in those years the priority
has increased to such an extent that the hospital has become dilapidated. [ do not want to see
an ad hoc approach adopted with a little money being put here and a little there. If the
Bunbury Regional Hospital and the Warren District Hospital need money, the two projects
should be funded in tandem and people made aware of a timetable of what wdJ happen in the
fture.

I impress on the House that the three most important priorities as far as Iamn concerned in
representing my electorate and the other people of this State are health No 1, health No 2 and
health No 3. 1 thank members for their attention.

DR WATSON (Kenwick) [3.17 pm]: I am intrigued by the way the amendment was
written because it smacks of tremendous hypocrisy when one thinks that the Liberal Party
went to the Federal election without a health policy.

Mir Lewis: That is not true.

Mr Bradshaw: That is not true.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Wellington will come to order. The
Speaker has already drawn attention to the practice of shouting over speakers. I cannot
imagine a worse example than that which I have just witnessed. He was shouting so loudly
that he could not even hear me when I called him to order. It is not just a case of observing
the niceties of the debate. That was appalling, not just from the member for Wellington.
Admittedly, the member for Kenwick made a comment which may have promoted such a
response.

Dr WATSON: It touched a raw nerve.

Mr Fred Tubby: At least be honest.

Dr WATSON: Members opposite supported it. Mr Tuckey told us that his policy was
unacceptable even to the Liberals because it meant old people would pay higher premiums -
the older they got the more they paid. Where was the money to come from?
Mr Kierath: Have you seen a copy of his policy?

Dr WATSON: Yes.

Mr Kierath: Then you are better than our leadership team.

Mr Bradshaw: Do you believe that older people should pay more?

Dr WATSON: I said it was unacceptable even to members opposite.

Mr Kierath: She wants to put them out of their misery.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Kenwick should address the Chair and
members on the opposite side of the House should desist from their continual interjecting. If
they do not, I will have no choice but to follow the Standing Orders and take appropriate
action.

Dr WATSON: The shadow Minister presented seven pages of blancmange because he could
not cost the Liberal Party policy. The amendments presented today are hypocritical and
members opposite must all acknowledge that.

Point of Order

Mrt BLAIKIE: [ am having difficulty hearing the member for Kenwick and I ask you, Mir
Deputy Speaker, to give consideration to requesting the member to raise her voice or to
permit her to address the Chamber from the Table of the House. I am quite serious in my
request, and I am aware that this practice is permitted in other Parliaments in Australia. I
believe the member should be heard.

The DEPUJTY SPEAKER: That is not a point of order. The Speaker may give permission
for a member to speak from the Table, if requested by the member, but that practice has not
been frequently adopted in this House. The point of order of the member for Vasse might be
more valid if it were not the case that Opposition members, despite warnings on dhe
occasions, have continuously interjected. An occasional interjection is always permissible
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and may add to the flavour of the debate but the member for Kenwick has been subjected to a
barrage of interjections. It may be that on occasions the microphone system which aids
speakers does not work as well as it should; I have experienced that myself and I have a
louder voice than some members. I would not suggest that a member speak from the Table
of the House without a request being made by that member. The comments of the member
for Kenwick are audible provided her voice is not drowned by disorderly interjections.

Debate Resumed

Dr WATSON: With regard to the Federal election, it must be remembered that Medicare
was endorsed by more tha 70 per cent of the Australian populace. It is tremendously
important to note that according to surveys on satisfaction with Medicare, more than 70
per cent of the populace endorsed it.

Mr Lewis: It is niot working and you know it.
Dr WATSON: I know that it is working. The Labor Party is proud of Medicare;, it underlies
its political philosophy. It has been underined since 1984 by the Australian Medical
Association, right-wing medical groups and the Liberal Party. Those groups argue against
any proposal to control scheduled fees. Doctors can charge what they like over and above
the scheduled fee.

Mr Hassell: No, they cannot because patients will not pay if they charge too much. There is
a marketplace operating.

Dr WATSON: All members will have read this morning's newspaper and the article in it has
touched a raw nerve.

Several members inteijected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I will not warn the member for Wellington again.

Dr WATSON: George Gear has proposed that doctors, consumers and insurers work
together to establish what doctors may well think is a reasonable scheduled fee, and the State
Governments seek to implement legislation so that any doctor exceeding that fee will be
subject to penalty.

Mr Hassell: I challenge you to introduce that legislation in this House.

Dr WATSON: I think it is a good idea. I know the Opposition will not support it because
we are talking about two different ideological propositions.
Mr Hassell: I challenge you to introduce a private member's Bill, and you will see how fast
your Government runs away from it.

Dr WATSON: How does the member for Cortesloe know what the Government will do?

Mr Hassell: You are advocating that legislation; introduce it and let us see.

Dr WATSON: People in the Labor Party and Labor Governments around Australia are
happy to know that one of the planks of its social reform and social justice is the Medicare
policy.

Mr Hassell: Pensioners are waiting in agony for years before they get the medical treatment
they need -

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Coatesloe -

Mr Hassell: You are supposed to be a caring person.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I ask the member for Cottesloe to come to order.

Dir WATSON: This amendment has been moved for party political reasons and not for the
people who are involved with Medicare. We must look at the whole system, the way the
health system is funded and the contribution that levies make. Above all, we must consider
the services provided and why Australia, particularly Western Australia, has the highest rate
of hospitalisation in the western world.

Mr Hassell: Talking about George Gear, he is an electrician and it is cheaper to call out a
doctor than an electrician any day of the week.

Mr Court: Even Dr Charlesworth told Gear to shut up.
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Dr WATSON: Members opposite are not being fair to the Hansard reporter and they are
certaiuly not being fair to me.

Our world is changing and, as conservatives, members opposite cannot acknowledge that
things will never be as they were in the 1950s and 1960s. The population is ageing.
Increasingly, new technologies are introduced before they are properly evaluated. We have
more efficient hospital systems and people do not stay in hospital for the same length of time
they did in the past. Community care services are available, including the Federal Labor
Government HACC system, which are making provisions to care for people in their own
homes.

Mr Hassell: You are typical of the people who defend this stinking system and the damage it
does to people.
Dr WATSON: I am proud to defend it.

Mr Hassell: You have no solution to offer.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Before the member for Cottesloe entered the Chamber I
warned members about persistent, loud and unruly interjections. The member for Cottesloc is
guilty of the same offence. I am perusing the Standing Orders, with which I am sure he is
familiar, and certain courses of action are available to the Chair. I am sure we all want this
debate to continue but if interjections persist at this [evel, I have one or two choices: Either
the members who continue to disregard the Chair and behave in an unruly manner will be
named, or I will be Cowced to suspend the sitting. Members have the choice.

Dr WATSON: This issue separates members of the Labor Party from members of the
Liberal Party. Members will recall that I said Australia has the highest incidence of
hospitalisation in the westemn world and the rate in Western Australia is higher than that in
any other State in Australia. It is not patients who control their entry and exit from hospitals
but doctors. It is not for patients to determine the technology that will be used but for the
community to debate the kinds of technologies that it wants and needs.

Mr Lewis: We are talking about people who are sick, not technology.

Dr WATSON: The debate about technology has been stimulated in the last 18 months since
the fortnation of the Select Committee on Reproductive Technology. People had no idea of
the costs, failures, difficulties and side effects of reproductive technology.

Mr Court: What does that have to do with waiting lists?

Dr WATSON: We are tailking about costs. Mnother new technology is coronary artery
bypass surgery. People are being diagnosed earlier because of the improved technologies of
investigation, and they are being placed on waiting lists at an earlier stage. The technologies
of hip replacement surgery have improved enormously. Th~e improved technologies of
cataract surgery mean that people can be in their own home at an earlier stage, with the
provision of a person to look after them under a Government subsidised tax scheme. The
member for Riverton wants the establishment of improved technology in the Frmantle area,
but we have to debate whether that is appropriate. I do not think it is the people who want it
but the doctors, who want to establish yet another empire.

Mr Court: Why don't you use that statement in the Fremantle by-election campaign and let
the people decide whether they want that technology?

Dr WATSON: Sure; that is fine.

Mr Court: I hope H-ansard will record what you said just then.

Dr WATSON: I hope it does too. The resources for dialysis, neurosurgery, for sophisticated
CAT scanning and its consequences, and for neo-natal. intensive care must be rationalised to
make the best use of taxpayer's money.

Mr Court: Do you want all that technology to be centralised in Canberra?

Dr WATSON: I am talking about rationalisation, not centralisation, but the debate is really
about privatisation because that is what members opposite want. Members opposite want to
see people in private hospitals, but private hospitals do not want elderly people.

Mr Trenorden: Who said that?
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Dr WATSON: That is the ideological policy of members opposite. Elderly people are ill.
more frequently, and for longer periods, and they need a greater amount of care.

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTTY SPEAKER: Order!

Dr WATSON: Patients comprise one component of our commitment to the health system.
We have also maintained our commitment to proceed with the north block at Royal Perth
Hospital. That project was put into mothballs by the previous Liberal Government. We have
kept our commitment to increase the salaries of nurses and hospital doctors and workers.
Those commitments have been realised after years of neglect by a Liberal Government.

There have been no cutbacks. Hospitals have run over their budgets. We are asking them, as
members opposite are always asking us, to be more accountable. We must look at the
provision of private medicine. We must look at the cost of educating one medical
practitioner, and multiply that cost throughout the system for postgraduate workers also. We
know that they rake a lot from the community, but what do they give back? Medical services
in country areas should be subsidised by making people work in those areas; not just raw
recruits but people who have had experience as hospital registrars. We should have a register
of migrant doctors and nurses who have experience in their own countries. The Australian
Medical Association and the Nurses Registration Board have acted lie closed shops. We
should allow doctors to advertise their skills and specialities.
Doctors want to have guaranteed incomes. A doctor will not go to Newman unless he is paid
$100 000 a year and provided with a house and car. Who else earns $100 000 a year?

Mr Omodei: What are you doing to encourage doctors to go to country areas?
Dr WATSON: Doctors should be bonded to the Government, and made to go!

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I remind the member for Peel that he cannot interject
when he is not sitting in his normal place. That is a minor sin compared with the others I
have heard this afternoon, but it is persistent.
Dr WATSON: Doctors control admissions to hospitals. We have more than enough hospital
beds. While we continue to have doctors who are not under our control, they will continue to
fill up those beds, and to introduce technologies before they can be properly evaluated. I do
not deny that there are problems when people lose their faculties because of loss of sight, for
example, but we must acknowledge the steps that have been taken to improve our hospital
and health services through Medicare and through a platform which we will all be proud to
call our own.
MR TRENORDEN (Avon) [3.38 pm]: We have just witnessed a very entertaining speech
from the member for Kenwick, but the most important part was her statement that we have to
bring doctors under our control. Lenin would have been proud of her!

Several members interjected.
Mr TRENORDEN: There are regulations right through our system, but that is not what the
member for Kenwick was alluding to. She wants the system to be socialised so that we have
absolute control of doctors. Socialism is dying all over the world but it is alive in Western
Australia!

I wish to raise some areas of great concern in my electorate. Some of them have already
been mentioned in cameo by other members, but I anm very concerned about the large number
of elderly people in my electorate who are on long waiting lists for elective surgery. I see the
Minister is raking notes. He is a very cooperative Minister and I appreciate that. A few
months ago he interceded and put an elderly pensioner on the elective surgery list. The
problem is that in many cases the surgery is not elective. When an elderly person living in
his home cannot get around, the surgery is not really elective. That is where many of my
constituents experience problems with the system.

It is right to encourage people to stay in their own surroundings, but it is important for those
people to have security of tenure. They can still water their lawns, get to the toilet, not worry
about falling out of bed, get to the shower and that sort of thing, but it is not being able to do
4S 7.
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those sorts of things about which old people living alone are concerned. A large number of
people in my electorate are concerned about the availability of health services.

Residents of the Shire of York are also very concerned about the midwifery section being
taken away from that hospital. York has a high population growth - one of the highest of any
community in the State. The people there are very concerned about services being taken
away from the hospital. It is a very emotional issue for local women to be able to go to the
hospital and give birth; they want to have their families involved. To have to travel 100
kilometres to the metropolitan area, or 30 kilomnetres to the Northam Regional Hospital, is
something some of them do not wish to do. The Minister will point out, and that is his right.
that a large percentage of those people elect to go to the metropolitan area anyhow. My point
is that those who do not, go to the local hospital for the reason that they want their families
there. The husband who works locally can visit the mother and the new child in the hospital.
Those are very important issues in any community, and I want to bring the deep concern felt
in the community of York about this matter to the Minister's attention..

Another problem concerns the PAT scheme. I can see that any system will have hiccups, and
where people travel to Perth for specialist medical attention and that transportation is paid
for, that is fine. But in a number of cases people are not reimbursed for the trip back. Wives,
in-laws and those taking people to Perth do not get the return trip. The meason for the system
not paying is that alternative transport is available. Only last week a person in my electorate
who has athritis problems throughout his body, particularly in his wrists and knees, told me
that he can catch the Prospector to Perth and a taxi to the hospital, but who is going to carry
his bags? That person and others have difficulties. The system must be flexible enough to
deal with the situation where patients are delivered to the hospital and the spouse or
somebody else is returned in the system. I know there am problems with all systems. Once
we draw circles people fall over the line, but this is one area which must be looked at. For
many there is no problem, but for others theme is. Their medical condition may be made
worse, particularly if they are going to hospital for a joint problem, a heart problem or blood
pressure treatment.

One of the things the Government does not wish to talk about is the $60 000 a day being paid
by the State on interest on losses. That is $100 million a year for services which are not
being delivered to Western Australia, whether in this area or in other areas that we are all
concerned about. That is not only money lost this year. One can talk about other losses such
as those of the Superannuation Board and the State Government Insurance Commurission.
Even though the member for Kenwick spoke straight from the heart, as she always does, she
still cannot escape the fact that she was sitting in her seat during the last six years when
$1 billion went out of the door and $1 million worth of interest must now be met. She can
talk about doctors and other points in the system, but she is responsible, as are all members
opposite, for the loss of that money, and what that money is nor delivering in the way of
services to Western Australia.

MR WILSON (Dianella - Minister for Health) [3.46 pm]: The only surprising thing about
this motion is that it has taken so long for it to come before this Parliament. We came into
this new Parliament at the beginning of last year and the Opposition has only now moved it.
I am surprised that this motion has not been moved long before now.

Mr Bradshaw: Has it been warranted?

Mr WILSON: Yes. I begin by saying that I believe that the Opposition has been negligent
in its duty in taking so long to bring this matter before the House.

Mr Lewis: I cannot believe this!

Several members interjected.

Mr WILSON: I say that because what we are not going to get and what we need most of all
in this debate, and in any debate on this issue, is a rational approach. We badly need a
rational debate in this House and in the community on the issue of health fuanding and what
constitutes adequate health funding for public hospitals.

I do nor blame members of the Opposition, because I have been in Opposition too, for
seeking to make points about the way in which, as a result of problems in health funding,
their constituents are being adversely affected. I do not deny that some of their constituents
are being adversely affected, as are some of mine. While it is our duty as members of
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Parliament to bring attention to those cases which warrant our concern and about which we
see action needs to be taken, we wil not resolve this issue on a case by case basis. We will
not resolve this issue by taking up the understandable emotional concerns which are
associated with it. That is inescapable. We cannot get away from that. People's health is
something dear to them. The health of a person's family and the health of elderly people is
near and dear to them. We should not be surprised about this. It is an emotional issue and
one on which people make representations to their members. They complain to their doctors,
to their hospitals and so on and so forth about it. That is completely understandable; it would
be very strange indeed if that were not so. The problem is that we will never really come to
terms with the issue simply by addressing it on a case by case basis, even though we have to
do that as well. This is not only a problem for our State, because it cannot be resolved in our
State ultimately. We need a thoroughgoing national debate about what constitutes adequate
funding for public health care in our nation. The nation must decide what the limits are.

Mr Omodei: Are you saying that Medicare -

Mr WILSON: I will come to that - I will not duck that issue. The nation must decide what
constitutes an adequate level of funding for public health care. This is not something which
is occurring only in our State. Every public hospital in the whole of the nation is undergoing
the same cost and demand pressures as is our public hospital system in Western Australia,
and as is almost every public hospital system in the western world. I know that is not the
concern of the people of Western Australia or members of this Parliament necessarily, but it
must be taken in context. It is not a problem just in Western Australia, ir is an Australia-wide
problem at least. Therefore we cannot become caught up in a debate about this being another
element of WA Inc. If that were so, why is it just as much a problem in New South Wales,
Queensland, the Northern Territory and South Austalia as it is in Western Australia? We
cannot be sidetracked by that rhetoric.
Mr Omodei: Why can't we be different? If everyone else jumps in the fire, do we have to
do that too? The sum of $850 million would go a long way towards helping to fund health
care in Western Australia.

Mr WILSON: All I am asking the member for Warren to do is to try to follow a line of
argument which I believe is rational and is the basis for the necessary national debate that
must take place about the adequacy or inadequacy of funding for public hospitals in Western
Australia and throughout the nation.

Mr Lewis: Why don't people on your side want to debate it?

Ms WILSON: I am debating it now.

Ms Lewis: But none of your colleagues seem to be interested.

Mr WILSON: I chink they are, but obviously only one person can speak at a time.

We need only look at the bastion of the private system, the United Stares of America, to see
just the degree to which the problem has become entrenched. The United States Congress
has actually legislated for regulation of the funding of Medicare, which is its public system
for assisting the elderly and the disadvantaged.

Mr H-assell: I do not think anybody wants the United States system to apply here.

Mr WILSON: I am not saying it should; I amn saying that the United States Congress has
legislated to ensure that in its Medicare system for the disadvantaged, which is limited to the
disadvantaged in the United States, payments to primary care providers - that is, mainly
general practitioner services and community based services - be increased by 40 per cent,
and payment to medical specialists offering tertiary care services - surgeons in tertiary
hospitals - be decreased accordingly by 40 per cent. In other words, that Parliament has
legislated to ensure that the majority of public funding for the disadvantaged actually goes to
the primary health care providers, because it has come to the decision that as a nation it
cannot afford the cost of an open cheque for increasing areas of medical technology.

Ms Omodei: It is a pity you did not wake up to what this State could afford a long time ago.

Ms WILSON: The member for Warren should try to follow this argument because this is an
important issue. In this current year the gross expenditure on public hospitals and associated
services will amount to $993 million; that is, approximately 80 per cent of the Health
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portfolio budget. we are being told by the Opposition and by others in the community that
that is not enough. Nobody is saying what is enough. Some people are saying, 'You should
assist the hospitals to cover all their expenditures above their budgets", but I do not think
even those people are saying that if' we did that, that would be enough.
Mr Oniodei: It would if people had private cover and could insure for the gap. Those
hospitals you are talking about are underutilised.

Mr WILSON: It is not as simple as that, and the member for Kenwick was correct in saying
that the problems with health funding have to be faced up to. What we have to face up to, as
a community and as a Parliament, is the sort of debate which allows us to respond in a way
which the comnmunity can accept as an adequate level of funding for public health care;
because there will never be an open cheque. I am always reminded of the words used by
Senator Peter Baume, who at one stage was, I think, Minister for Health in the Federal
Liberal Government. He said that because of resource constraints in health care everything
that ought to be done is not done, has never been done and will never be done. There will
never be an open cheque; there will never be a time when we can say there will be no waiting
lists or waiting times.

Mr Hassell: Are you promising waiting lists forever?

Mr WILSON: I am saying that unless the member for Cottesloe and the community are
prepared to say there is an open cheque to fund health services -

Mr Hassell: I can remember a time in my lifetime when there were no waiting lists, when we
had a different system.

Mr WILSON: The member for Cottesloe can probably remember a time when he sucked a
dummy and wore nappies.
Mr Hassell: I can't, actually.

Mr WILSON: The member's memory is not that long. I think his memory is geared to the
things he wants to gear it to. Just because there was a time in the life of the member for
Cotteslee when that was so, it does not mean it will always be so.

Mr Hassell: No, it does not, while we persist with wrong systems and wrong structures.

Mr WILSON: Everybody can determine what is a wrong system but nobody can determine
what is a right system; at least, nobody can determnine and nobody is prepared to agree how
much a system that they think is right will cost. Nobody could say that, not even the Liberal
Party at the Federal election could say that. The Liberal Party espoused numbers which it
said could be proved about the health care system. Those figures were talked about for 12
months but in the end, when the sumns were done, the Liberal Party found itself $2.5 billion
short. They wanted to keep Medicare.

Mr Hassell: Keep Medicare for those who need it.

Mr WILSON: They would not dismantle it?

Mr Hassell: Yes. And use Medicare and the private system for those who ought to use it so
that all available resources are applied to the needs - which is not happening now.
Mr WILSON: I agree that funds should be applied to the needy.

Mr Hassell: To the needs. We say that all the available resources should be applied to the
needs. At the moment, we have empty hospital beds, yet people cannot get in for treatment.
Ultimately, I think the Minister is right in that not everything can be paid for at the end of the
day, but that argument is good only when all available resources are being used - and they
are not being used at the moment.

Mr WILSON: I agree. I do not think anybody could disagree, but it is not so simple. People
can talk about solutions but when costs are taken into account it does not always work out as
simply as one would think. A number of private hospitals that might have available beds
will not necessarily be able to deal with the patients requiring care. That is why we have
supported the development of larger private hospitals. We believe that hospitals such as St
John of God and the Mount Hospital have occupancy rates in the order of 80 per cent, which
is very good for any private hospital. That is why we think one of the ways we can come to
terms with a better evening out of services between private and public hospitals is to
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encourage the development of larger, more sophisticated private hospitals where people will
feel thac the range of services needed is available.

Mr Hassell: But people would not go there unless they have insurance cover. The
Government should submit good policies to Canberra, otherwise Canberra will receive the
wrong ones.

Mr WILSON: Let us deal with the pant of the motion which accuses the Government of
having supported failed Federal Labor Government policies to the detriment of the people of
this State and having failed to support or advocate the necessary and essential changes to
Medicare and the health system which would enable it to work adequately. That section of
the motion is not true. The Government has been making continuous representations -
certainly I have been, since becoming Minister for Health, because in that year we were
renegotiating the Medicare agreement. Western Australia was the last State to agree to sign
the Medicare agreement. The New South Wales Labor Government caved in long before
Western Australia agreed to sign the agreement. We were holding out for a better deal for
Western Australia because we believed that Western Australia was short changed. Our-
submission has already gone to the Federal Government.

Mr Hassell interjected.

Mr WILSON: The member should know what it is like making representations to the
Federal Government. We have been making those representations.

Mir H-assell: I know that. I also know that we own the hospitals. At the end of the day, the
Commuonwealth does not own the hospitals. The Commonwealth has to be broken on these
issues.

Ms WILSON: I anm as eager as the member to do that.
Ms Hassell; There is not much sign of that.

Ms WILSON: [ have not necessarily shouted from the roof tops about these measures but I
have been - of all State Health Ministers - the greatest thorn in the flesh of the Federal
I-kalth Minister.
Mr Hassell.: He has been replaced!

Mr WILSON: He has, but that Minister has not suffered me too easily because I have
continuously made representations on behalf of the people of Western Australia to whom I
believe I have my first and most onerous responsibility to ensure that Western Australian
public hospitals are funded according to their fair share of the tax cake.

Mr Hassell: Why did the Government put out a pamphlet that said that is a fundamental
responsibility of the State Government? That was when the Government wanted to be re-
elected.
Ms WILSON: It is the fundamental responsibility of the State Government, but we are
partners with the Commonwealth which controls this area.

Ms Hassell: The Minister did not tell us that he had to ask the Commonwealth first, when he
warned to be re-elected.

Mr WILSON: I have made plenty of statements to that effect. If the member has not been
listening I cannot help that.

Mr Hassell: You said that, when you wanted to get elected.

Ms WILSON: We have taken measures to help the waiting lists and to stop them blowing
out further. Waiting times are more significant than waiting lists, and we have been able to
reduce waiting times in public hospitals.

Mr Kierath: How can you justify that by closing beds in hospitals?

Mr WILSON: I have already said we have had to close beds in the same way to comply with
budgetary constraints as do the hospital systems in other States in Australia. It is not
unusual. We have to have a rational debate on this matter, and I am sorry I do not have more
time today.
Mr Hassell:. The Minister should make a statement about waiting lists and waiting times.
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Mr WILSON: I am agreeable, and I have always been so.

DR TURNBULL (Collie) [4.07 pm]: It is with great sadness that I rise to speak on this
subject. I have been a medical practitioner in this State for almost 25 years. Western
Australia has a worldwide reputation for having a high standard of medical care, and a high
standard of expertise and facilities. These have been established over many years.
When I began medical practice it was with the idea that medicine would be a service to my
fellow men and women but over the years I have discovered a factor which comes between
the medical practitioner and the patient who is now called the client; that is, the Medicare
system. The Medicare system was introduced by a Labor Government under Gough
Whirlani; it is a system which places a third person into the determination of the care which
is given from the ca-regiver to the patient. This fundamental area has become a sorry state of
affairs for Western Australia.
I congratulate the Minister for Health; he has certainly done what is needed for Western
Australia. Hie has said that he wants rational debate. In March this year, I called for rational
debate. I put out a general statement when everybody else was calling the situation a disaster
and all the rest of it. I said that the situation would not be fixed on 1 July. I said that this
situation would stay with Western Australia - just as the Minister has pointed out that it is a
situation which exists throughout the world.
We must consider where our services are, to whom they are directed, and who receives them.
The Western Australian Government is making a fundamental mistake - or more likely the
Minister is making a mistake, and probably through advice from his department. Perhaps he
is making a mistake because the problem is so great that no-one knows how to deal with it.
They are allowing the decisions which should be medically based decisions to be made by
accountants. The decision to have a Medicare system in the first place was made by
Drs Deeble and Scorten, who were cold, calculating accountants. That is the trouble with the
system. The Government of Western Australia is ignoring its responsibilities to the people
of Western Australia.

Mr Gordon Hill: What did they charge?
Dr TLURNBLULL: They have cost Australia an enormous amount.
The problem is that, in the new plan for medicine as in the new plan for education proposed
by this Government. there will be a devolution of responsibility to regional areas. The
people involved have been told that they will have responsibility for making decisions but
that only certain amounts of money will be available. The accountants will then decide
where the money stops and decide whether they will have to close orthopaedic wards or stop
cardiac surgery or chop some other aspect of health. That is why we need rational debate in
Western Australia.
Mr Wilson: They will have put forward the budgets, too.

Dr TUJRNBULL Yes. The Government has given the responsibility for making medical
decisions to accountants. The budgets go from the accountants to the Health Department, to
the Treasury Department and to the Federal Government, which is the underlying problem
with Medicare and a free system for all. If the Government wants its system abused, it
should offer free treatment to all. The people in Western Australia suffering most are the
underprivileged, including the aged, those with long term illnesses, those in pain and
suffering, people with arthritis and people who need hip replacements. All of those people
have a rightful place in the public hospital system. However, they cannot find a place in that
system because everybody else has given up their private insurance. How many of the great
ALP supporters and people who are on more than adequate wages - union representatives -
still carry private insurance?
Mr Omodei: How many members opposite carry it?

Dr TURNBULL: I believe members opposite are privately insured because they know that
they cannot afford to get caught up in the public hospital system because of the long waiting
lists and the wrong decisions being made by the bureaucrats.
Dr Watson: Why should we pay twice?
Dr TURNBUJLL: We should not have to pay twice. That is why people need incentives to
take out private insurance.
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Mr Wilson: That will mean that some people will have to pay more.
Dr TURNBULL: Yes, some will have to pay slightly more because if they want urgent,
rapid attention they will have to pay.

The Minister referred to the United States Congress. However, in his reference he used a
word which many members may have missed. He referred to public funding to the
"disadvantaged". The Australian system under the Labor Government does not provide
assistance to the disadvantaged. Anybody who walks into a hospital and wants to take
advantage of a freebie can do so. Members know as well as I do that Australians are just as
susceptible as anyone else in the world to a freebie. Our system is creating disadvantaged.

1W Wilson: But that American proposal distinguishes between the disadvantaged.

Dr TURNBULL: It does. It is very limited. The Americans know that they cannot afford to
have open-ended funding. That is part of the rational debate that we must have in this nation.
The problem is a nationwide problem, but unfortunately Western Australia is caught up in a
worse situation. One of the reasons for that is that we had a very good high class system.
Many private and public beds were funded by the State and good services were provided
throughout country areas with good country hospitals.

Mr Wilson: That is what the Federal bureaucrats say. They say our system is gilt edged.

Dr TURNBULL: We have built that system up with years of hard work. Why should it be
sacrificed because of Federal Government statistics? Why should Western Australians not
be able to continue to have the type of care they have had in the past? One of the greatest
advancements that I have seen in my 30 years since finishing medical school is that we are
now mn front of the problem. We do not cost the Medicare system an enormous amount of
money for the after hours segment. That is because we do not have as many after hours calls.
The reason is that the management of medical cases in Western Australia is so professional
and services such as the home and community care program (HACC), Silver Chain, diabetic
nurses and cardiac nurses have helped to develop an extremely good system. Why should we
sacrifice that?
I believe we will have to find the solutions within this State. We are going to have to find
the strength from within Western Australia to improve our services. All Governments,
including Sir Charles Court's Government and this Government, have had to fight the
Federal Government for this State's share of cake for the hospital and medical system. I do
not think Dr Lawrence will get anywhere when she goes to Canberra with a specially
prepared plea for more money to fund our health system in Western Australia. Australians
voted in a Labor Government for another thre years and there is no way that I can see Paul
Keating giving our esteemed Premier extra money for our health care system, especially after
the amounts that were blown by WA Inc. Budgets will have to be restrained in certain areas.

I believe Western Australia has three options. The first, which was referred to by the
Minister and which I called for in March, is a wide-ranging debate. That debate should not
be runi by accountants. Administrators of hospitals should not be told by accountants that,
because they have gone over budget, they will have to cut services. Accountants look at their
budgets and because they see that the most expensive items are the operating costs of
theatres and payments to doctors they decide they should be chopped. Chopping them to
July will not solve the problem because all of the people who do not have surgery between
now and July will have it next year.

I refer to the State Government's mammography service which involves a survey of the
women in the member for Kenwick's area and those in the south west, pant of which is in my
electorate. It is anticipated that from the population of women in the south west one to 1.5 a
week may. be picked up as possibly having breast cancer, and another 10 to 20 will need
further investigation. These four women picked up each month will not necessarily have
cancer but because the mammography test has picked up certain factors further investigation
will be necessary. A senior surgeon has just resigned from the Bunbury Hospital because he
has been allotted only 1.5 hours operating time each week on Friday afternoons. If the four
women a month who possibly have breast cancer undergo exploratory surgery, following the
mammography screening, they will take up the whole of the surgeon's allotted time each
month. The follow-up treatment for such patients includes an X-ray to ensure that the
operation has been done in the right area, the provision of a frozen section from the
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pathology department, an examination of that frozen section by the doctor, and a further
X-ray of the patient to ensure the section has been taken from the right space.
Accountants should not be making decisions such as this. They should not be condemning
any woman found on the mammography screening to have a suspicious item - which has
been provided at great expense by the Western Australian Government, through the Federal
Government system - to join a long queue for the public hospitals in Perth because the
doctors in Bunbury are allotted only 1.5 hours operating time a week. It is ludicrous.

Mrs Beggs: Before surgery those women would have an ultrasound.

Dr TURNBULL: I am referring to those who require exploratory surgery to determine
whether they have cancer.
Mrs Beggs: Not all of them would necessarily need surgery.

Dr TURNBULL: Each of those four women per month will need investigatory surgery
which will take at least one to 1.5 hours.
Mrs Beggs: Why?
Dr TURNBULL: The Minister does nor understand the situation.

Mrs Beggs: I do understand the situation because I have been through it. If amamnmography
screening reveals anything suspicious, the person does not necessarily require investigatory
surgery. I have been there and done that.

Dr TURNBULL: The personal experience of the Minister does not qualify her to make a
decision on how much rime is allotted in this area.

Mrs Beggs: The whole idea of the mammography service is to avoid unnecessary surgery,
that is why mammography screening is carried out and a whale range of steps are taken long
before it is necessary for investigatory surgery to be carried out.

Dr TURNBULL: The Minister does not understand the situation at all. Following the
mammography screening, one woman a week from the south west area will require a very
careful procedure to determine whether or not she has early cancer. The idea of a
mammography is to try to identify any area that may become cancerous before it becomes
apparent. It is an area that cannot be felt, it is not a lump, a cyst or anything that shows up in
any other way. The Minister does not understand that this investigatory surgery is necessary
because a small area of tissue must be removed for testing. A frozen section must be
available, and if no cancer is present it is not necessary to operate. That procedure takes at
least one hour, possibly 1.5 hours, and that would take all the time allotted to the senior
surgeon at the Bunbury Hospital.

There is another solution. I ask the Premier and Treasurer and the Government to give
serious consideration to the essential services in Western Australia, which are health arid
education. I am sure the whole population will agree with that comment. Some cost cutting
of the Slate Government's Budget will be necessary. The Premier has already announced
some of those measures. I make a plea to the Premier and Treasurer, and the Minister for
Health, on behalf of all The people in Western Australia, including the elderly, disadvantaged,
those in chronic pain, those with chronic conditions and those on long hospital waiting lists,
to ensure that the Government does not cut the health budget. Itris no goad putting off the
problems of today until next year. Those problems will not go away; they will be there next
year and the waiting lists will be longer.

MR Blaikie: Mr Acting Speaker -

MVR D.L.Smith: Mr Acting Speaker -

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Standing Orders provide that the Speaker will give the
call to the person who first caught his eye. The member for Vasse was the first to stand, so I
give the call to the member for Vasse.

Mr Pearce: That is setting a precedent.

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! Nor at all. I take some exception to that remark by the
Leader of the House. The report of the Parliamentary Standards Commnittee, which has just
been presented in this Parliament, has rightly recommended that all Chairmen of Committees
should be rotated in the Chair. I gave a perfectly valid explanation as to why I gave the call
to the member for Vasse, and [ take exception to the remark made by the Minister.
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MR BLAIKIE (Vasse) [4.28 pm]: It is not always a disadvantage to be big, and I suggest
that if the Minister were to increase his size he would be more readily recognised when
asking for the call in this House!

There is a crisis in hospitals in Western Australia and I will address my remarks to the
problems in the south west, an area which I not only represent but which I know very well.
The crisis in the south west has arisen because the Government has reduced the expenditure
and services available to Western Australia. The taxpayers of this State, the aged, the sick
and infirm will pay for this Government's misdemeanours with WA Inc and its loss of
hundreds of millions of dollars of taxpayers' funds. The Bunbury region is the fastest

growing area in Western Australia - and possibly in Australia - and health services are the
most important of all the services and facilities in any region in providing people with some
security. There is a great deal of concern within the region about the Government's health
policy. I am disappointed that the member for Bunbury is not in the Chamber at the moment;
as the Bunbury Regional Hospital is within his area I expected him to be involved in the
debate.

Mr D.L. Smith: The Bunbury Regional Hospital is in the electorate of Mitchell, and I will be
speaking.

Mr BLAIKIIE: That is no excuse for the member for Bunbury to not be here. In due course
he will have to answer to his electors about why he is not in the House and why he is
apparently not prepared to take part in this debate. It is pleasing to see that the Minister for
South-West is here. In recent weeks he has been very short of friends since he upset all the
farmers in Western Australia. He is now going to take away their right to oppose land-
pegging. We have seen the Minister for South-West's stand in this House. We all know
what he would have said about this issue had the circumstances been reversed and had he
been a member of the Opposition. He will soon have the opportunity to make comments. Of
course the circumstances would not have been reversed because we would have ensured that
funding was provided, but if by some quirk the beds at the hospital were to be closed I know
what the Minister for South-West would have said. The people in the south west know what
the Minister would have said. The Minister for South-West has offered only a fleeting
apology, which has not gone over very well because the people in the south west are very
mindful of the fact that only a few months ago the Minister was able to move the proposed
silicon plant from Picton to Kemen~on, at a cost of $14 million of taxpayers' money.

The cost involved in retaining the 20 beds at Bunbury Regional Hospital is $365 000, which
is a mere bagatelle when compared with the $14 million which the Government provided -
for purely political purposes - to shift the silicon smelter to a more desirable location. There
was not a State election in the offing when the Government decided to close down the 20
beds at the hospital.

Mr D.L. Smith: There was a Federal election in the offing.

Mr BL.AIKIE: Yes, and the Labor Party got done absolutely in the Carey Park area, and if
similar figuires had applied to a State election the member for Bunbury would have lost his
seat. The Government changed the location of the silicon plant in order to win votes, at a

* cost of $14 million, yet it is unable to keep open 20 beds in the Bunbury Regional Hospital,
which has already seen the resignation of a series of doctors. There is no doubt that those 20
beds would be taken up tomorrow if operations were performned.
I now want to indicate the concern. that is felt, believed and known in the south west. The
Minister will know of the South Western Times because he has had a lot of communication
with that newspaper. The South Western Times of Tuesday, 27 March, had on its front page
the banner, "Bunbury 2000 dead - Mayor". Members will be aware that the Mayor of
Bunbury, Dr Em Manea, was the first chairman of the South West Development Authority.
He championed the cause of the South West Development Authority and did a very good job,
and if Dr Manea had not taken it on I doubt that the South West Development Authority

* would have been the success that it has been. Dr Manea is quoted as saying that -

..the WA Government's commitment to develop Bunbuiy as the State's major
* regional city was dead, following the announcement of major cost-cutting measures

at Bunbury Regional Hospital.

lHe said that the Government had failed to provide facilities to match the big
* population growth in Bunbury and the South West.
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Members have already indicated what those cost canting measures are. The article
continues -

Dr Manea, who is a partner in Bunbury 'a biggest medical practice, condemned the
strategy. The standard of health care would be affected and Bunbury could lose
highly-trained surgical specialists.

I ask members to read the whole article because although I am reading selective quotes from
it, they are relevant to the whole article and there is nothing to hide. If members wish to go
further, they should phone Dr Manea or Dr Leachman, and ask them about their views. The
article continues -

Dr Manca says the hospital problems are another nail in the coffin of Bunbury 200-0,
the State Government's successful regionalisation strategy. The commitment that
started in 1983 under former Premier Brian Burke was "dead", he said.

I want to acknowledge, as I have already acknowledged publicly in a Press release, the
courage that Dr Manea demonstrated in making those comments, bearing in mind my
understanding of Dr Manea and his fervour for the success of the South West Development
Authority. The South West Development Authority would probably have been dead some
years ago were it not for the involvement of Dr Manea. He was an important catalyst in
making certain that it operated successfully. He is now saying, a few years down the track,
that the concept is dead. The Government used Dr Manea to give credence to the South
West Development Authority because it intended from day one to use the Bunbury 2000
concept mna political way, but it has been caught out.

Mr Kierath: Is that like the father of the child now saying that the child is dead?

Mr BLAIIE: It certainly is. That is the tragedy of it all.

Mr Pearce: Bunbury has benefited enormously from the Bunbury 2000 concept. One has
only to go there and look around to see that is true.

Mr B LAIKIUE: It is all very well for the Leader of the House -to say that but if he were to go
to Bwibury and make inquiries of people he would see that is not the case. I am pleased that
the member for Bunbury has now resumed his seat. I look forward to hearing how he
believes this problem can be alleviated. It is also a tragedy that the member for Kenwick is
not here because what Dr Manea had to say flies in the face of what she said. Dr Manca said
also that -

...general practitioners and surgeons could not be blamed for the problems because
their income from attending the hospital had not increased in 10 years. Bunbury
doctors were advised of the decision late Friday afternoon in a letter from hospital
administrator Ian Gorton, but the Health Department has not made an official public
announcement.

The member for Kenwick admitted there is a bit of a problem but said it was the fault of
doctors because they were charging too much. However, Dr Manea said that doctors'
incomes had not increased in 10 years- The member for Warren indicated that doctors'
salaries represented only 10 per cent of hospital budgets.

There is widespread concern in the whole region. I want to publicly acknowledge the
courage of Dr Manca in making the statements he has. He would have been mindful of the
position of influence he holds within the medical fraternity; he is also Mayor of the City of
Bunbury, but still he made the statements. This issue affects 100 000 people within the south
west region -

Mr D.L. Smith: Try 130 000.
Mir BLAIKIE: All right, 130 000 people. It is not a matter that is related only to the
Bunbury Regional Hospital - people throughout the entire region are affected. Whether they
live in Manjimup or Augusta, any decision to reduce the level of services at that hospital will
impact on those people. I have written to all the shire councils within that region expressing
my concern and asking that, rather than my becoming involved with them in a political way,
they raise the matter with die South West Shire Councils Association. The information that
camne back to me is that the shires are concerned and will raise it with the association. It is a
matter of great concern and the Government is to be condemned not only for its lack of
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understanding, but also because when one considers what the Government has done with
taxpayers' money - and I have cited the Kemerton silicon plant, where it was quite easy to
find $14 million to shift that plant - it is disturbing to find it is not prepared to find some
$400 000 to keep the Bunbury Regional Hospital functioning properly.

I support the amendment.

MR D.L. SMITH (Mitchell - Minister for South-West) [4.41 pm]: The first thing I should
do is agree with the member for Warren that the issue before us is one of extreme importance
to us all, and I agree with him that in terms of my priorities in fulfilling the needs of my
constituents and the people of this State the interest of their health is paramount.

The next thing chat needs to be said, however, is that in my view the only speech of any
substance made this afternoon was that of the Minister for Health, who has outlined the real
issues that concern us all in trying to determine what is good for our constituents and the
public's health in this State. We all know that the cost of medical treatment is escalating all
over the world. Every time a new drug, cure or operative procedure is found, and every time
there is a technical advancement in the medical Field, it means enormous extra cost on the
demands, and we all know the demands that have been placed on that system by the ravages
of alcohol and tobacco and all those other things which have been sold in recent years.

In Britain, Margaret Thatcher's solution to the problem is to ration the services available to
people over 65 years of age. Her argument is that those people do not get the cost benefit
from certain operative treatments so she has withdrawn those treatments from them, making
certain things available for older people and other treatments available for younger people.
That is her style. In New South Wales Premier GJreiner's solution has been to close most of
the country hospitals, and I am not sure whether the member for Warren will be looking at
Nannup Hospital and a few others to see whether they should be kept open in terms of the
Greiner policy.

I want to direct my remarks primarily to the issue of the health services in the south west.
First I want to draw some attention to the expenditure in the south west in 198 1-82 and 1982-
83 by the previous Liberal Government. In those areas in capital terms in 1981-82 there was
a gross expenditure of $20 million. With eight per cent of the population in the area, one
would have expected expenditure in 198 1-82 of $1.6 million. In fact, in terms of capital
works in hospitals in the south west $45 000 was spent on the Donnybrook Hospital and
$21 000 on the kitchen at Collie Hospital for a total of $66 000; so instead of eight per cent
of the gross amount, less than one per cent was spent. In the following year there was
expenditure of $23 million and the amount expended in the south west in that year was
better - $301 000 for a day care centre workshop at the Warren District Hospital; but again,
that is approximately a $1.3 million shortfall on what we could have expected on a
population basis.

Under this Government we have not only built a new hospital at Mandurab; rebuilt the Collie
Hospital; substantially rebuilt the Augusta Hospital; built a new hospital at Margaret River;
spent extensive sum on the Busselton Hospital; built the South Bunbury Community Health
Centre; established psychiatric services in the south west for the first time; and, as the
member for Collie indlicated, established mammography services in the south west for the
first timne; but also we, more than any other Government in the history of this State, have
promoted the development of health services in the south west, including a contribution of
$500 000 for the reconstruction of the St John of God Hospital in Bunbury.

As to the current crisis, the only reason this issue has been raised in the way it has today is
that members opposite would like to persuade people that somehow or other the problems
that occur today have something to do with WA Inc or with expenditure in previous years,
which has nothing to do with cost overruns or Budget expenditure this year. When trying to
develop a budget for anything, one must look at last year's expenditure compared with the
previous year and try to get some measure of the level of growth in the need for services in
that institution. For the Bunbury Regional Hospital, the figures for occupied bed days in
1987-88 as compared with 1988-89 were 48 542 and 48 515, actually a reduction in occupied
bed days of 27, hardly a reason for calling for a substantial increase in expenditure.

Mr Fred Tubby: What percentage is that?

Mr D.L. SMITH: Whatever it is, it was a reduction of 27 on the previous year. Figures for
casualty department visits were 11 809 in 1987-88 and 12 041 in 1988-89, a growth of 232,
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or two per cent. The figures for newborn deliveries for those years were 376 and 38!1, an
increase of five, or less than two per cent. The figures for admissions to the hospital rose
from 6 345 to 6 785 in that period, a growth of seven per cent; and the figures for operation
procedures increased from 4 176 to 4 517, admittedly a growth of eight per cent.
Mr Blaikie: Are you saying Dr Manea was wrong?

Mir DL. SM[ITH: I am saying that on those figures the Health Department, when planning a
budget for the Bunbury Regional Hospital, would have planned the budget for this year on
the basis of actual expenditure in 1987-88 and the growth and expenditure that occurred in
1988-89, and projected the Budget expenditure on that basis.

I will run through the figures for the benefit of members opposite, who I do not think have
done any research at all on this matter. In terms of the actual growth in expenditure, in
1988-89 the Consolidated Revenue Fund Budget allocation for Bunbury Regional Hospital
was $lO.101 million which was arrived at after an estimated gross expenditue of
$11.6 million and an estimated internal revenue of $1 .5 million. The Budget allocation for
this year - 1989-90 - was $11.82? million, an increase of $1 .726 million or 16.8 per cent.

Turning to the outcome for this year. the subsidy that would have been required if
expenditure had gone unchecked was $13.521 million, which was arrived at from an actual
expenditure of $14.79 million, a revenue of $1.2 million and an expenditure of $13.5 milion.
The amount which would have been spent on Bunbury Regional Hospital compared with the
Budget allocation the previous year, if the expenditure were left unchecked, would represent
an increase of 35 per cent.

Mr Omodei: What was the money increase?

Mir D.L. SMITH: It was from $10.1 million to $13.52 million. We budgeted for an increase
of 16.8 per cent; the actual expenditure increase would have been about 35 per cent. Of the
extra $1.7 million, we decided we would fund all but $400 000 of that expenditure increase.

Mr Omodei: We should have an inquiry into the Ministry of Health.

Mr D.L. SMITH: The problem was that the $400 000 had to be found between the end of
March and the end of June, and that has led to the dramatic cuts which we have experienced.
Mr Hassell: Have you made cuts?

Mr D.L. SMITH: There have been serious cuts.

Mr Hassell: The Deputy Premier said there had been no Cuts.

Mr D.L. SMITH; I became aware of the need for those cuts as early as January this year, in
response to which I wrote to the Minister and arranged a meeting with him, the
Commissioner of Health, the Director of Country Operations and the Regional Director at
Bunbury.
Mr Blaikie: And the local doctors?

Mr D.L. SMIT H: I asked those people to consider ouir needs and to start planning for the
sorts of problems we would need to overcome. Their proposal was for cuts, at that stage,
which [ thought were draconian. I entreated them to go to Bunbury, talk to the local medical
practitioners and advise them about the proposals, and seek their cooperation and advice.
The Commissioner of Health and his director went to Bunbury to meet the medical
profession. They outlined the Budget problem and sought the medical practitioners'
cooperation in a decision-making process in an attempt to make appropriate adjustments to
manage what was a real problem.

The private medical profession responded by saying that it is a Health Department problem
and not one which concerns them. They said that we should not come to them for support or
advice on how to manage the problem. They maintained it was a Budget problem and not
one for the private medical profession. So instead of leaving Bunbury with some advice on
how to manage the problem, those officers returned to Perth to say that in the view of the
private medical profession in Bunbury we would need to approach the problem on the basis
that we can allow a 75 per cent overrun on a Budget excess but we cannot allow the balance.
The hospital must learn to some extent to live within its budget. The situation highlighted a
couple of problems which are different at Bunbuiy compared with elsewhere.
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Mr Omodei: Are the people in Bunbury interested in all these statistics and percentages?
Mr D.L. SMITH: We, who are responsible for decisions, ought to be. One of the points
which the hospital admnistration and the Health Department made to me is that in Bunbury
each doctor is allocated an amnount of operating time. The hope was that if one doctor was
going on leave, he might say to other doctors that he has spare operating time and offer that
time to them. In fact, the doctors do not do that. Out of the allocated operating time for
Bunbury for theatre usage, only 65 per cent of the time is used even though the hospital
administration has to maintain staffing levels on the basis of 100 per cent usage.

I have outlined the kind of cooperation we were seeking from the medical profession. If they
had said to us, "We can do better in terms of allocation of theatre time to make sure we get
100 per cent of the allocation instead of only 65 per cent", then we could do something about
it.

The hospital administration of this State has made an important point regarding patients
using hospitals - whether they are in critical care or need hospital beds. Compared with other
hospitals in the State, Bunbury hospital has an undue number of cases in admissions which
are not of an acute kind but which occupy acute beds. If doctors choose to admit non-acute
patients to hospital they can expect that beds will not be available for acute patients. It is not
good enough for doctors to stand back and say that this is a problem for the Health
Department when the Bunbury Regional Hospital has been run for a number of years on the
basis of a mix of public and private medical care. The doctors make the admissions, carry
out operations, and manage casualty, and they impact very much on the demand for services
in the hospital. If doctors say, when a crisis occurs, that it is not their problem and that it is a
Health Department problem they should not make the complaints they are making now.

Mr Omodei: The Minister is saying that the doctors created the cnisis.

Mr D.L. SMITH: Even when the crisis occurred, and we were unable to allocate operating
time for acute cases, we went to the private medical profession. We stated that we needed to
ensure that all emergencies were catered for; that is, if an acute case needs treatment that
case should take priority over an elective surgery case. We asked the doctors to help set up a
committee to assess cases, to ensure all cases of the kind indicated by the member for
Warren were catered for, but the response by the medical profession was once again that it
was not for them to decide what is acute. They stated that if they decide a case is acute they
have to take an elective case off the list and they did not want to be placed in the position of
telling an elective patient that someone else is a more serious case.

Unfortunately, as the daybook indicates, during the initial crisis period, doctors were being
uncooperative and telling all patients they could not be treated - to turn up the political heat.
After a while the doctors did recognise their Hippocratic oath and responsibility for patients.
Since about the second week in April doctors have been assessing all acute cases and treating
them. That is the reason why the member for Warren will finid the number of complaints
about admissions of acute cases, since the days he mentioned in his speech, have fallen off
dramatically - as they have in my office.
The real issue before us is not how the problem relates to WA Inc. Itris how we will provide
a proper system of health care that the taxpayers can afford on a continuing basis, one which
provides a level of care to the disadvantaged and elderly and which we would all like to see
maintained.

The Bunbury Regional Hospital is no longer a regional hospital. It cannot be compared with
the other regional hospitals in the State because of the number of specialities available in the
south west. If one went from the period when the Liberals were in office to the present time
and measured the increase in services, the fact that we now have a local obstetrician, a local
eye specialist, three orthopaedic surgeons when we used to have one, and four general
surgeons where we used to have one -

Mr Omodei: That represents patient growth, and the Minister knows it.

Mr D.L. SMITH: All the things I have mentioned are things which are making the system of
care necessary at Bunbury - as the centre of the south west - different. The more long-lasting
issue is how we will manage the changing character of the hospital rather than attributing
blame to WA Inc. If we had a problem with WA Inc, what excuse did the Liberals have for
the abysmal way they treated the health system in the south west in 1981, 1982 and 1983?
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Mr Qmodei: A small proportion of the $850 million loss would go a long way towards
solving the problem in Bunbuiy.

Mr D.L. SMITH: The member knows that this year the allocation for WA Inc is nowhere
near that sum. It was distributed across the State's expenditure in general, with $55 million-
odd allocated this year, and that would not go anywhere towards solving the sorts of
problems the member is trying to attribute to WA Inc. The longer members opposite focus
on WA Inc and the less time they spend debating the real issue of improving the health
system, the longer they will stay on the Opposition benches and the longer we will go on
carrying the real burden of responsibility for trying to resolve the problems that confront this
State.

Mr Clarko: You will have to cut back on health.

Mr D.L. SMITH: We have not cut back on health. We have increased expenditure in the
order of 20 per cent in Bunbury. The reason for the cost overrun in Bunbury this year is not
that of doctors' surgery costs or operating theatre costs, but of staff costs. Those costs have
increased by $1L.7 million. The member for Wellington knows that the primary reason for
that has been the career restructuring of the nursing profession which impacts not only on the
public health system, but also on the private health system. The member for Wellington
knows that the problems at the Bunbury Regional Hospital are directly reflected at the St
John of God Hospital. He may wonder why the administrator of the St John of God Hospital
has been changed and why the hospital is worried about its financial situation. It is worried
because, apart from the declining numbers, its system is suffering from the same cost
increases, staff restructuring costs and new procedural costs from which the public system is
suffering from. Until we carry the fight to the Federal Government as our Minister has for a
number of years, much to the chagrin of our Federal counterparts, we will not solve the
problems and this sont of debate will continue.

Health is of paramount importance to everybody in this State, especially to the people in the
south west. Unfortunately, members opposite did not pay any attention to it when they were
in office and they are not paying serious attention to it now. AUI they are trying to do is to
generate it as part of WA Inc.

MR THOMPSON (Darling Range) [5.03 pm]; The last comments by the Minister for
South-West are true. Health care is a very significant problem for us all. I had a large
family, by today's standards, of four children. My most significant responsibility was to
ensure that [ made adequate provision for health services for my family. I am sure that if we
all reflect on it, we will come to the conclusion that each of us has a very significant
responsibility.

When Medicare was first introduced, I, with many people in the community, gave
consideration to what I should do about ensuring that my family would have the most
appropriate health care services. I was tempted to accept the suggestions made by members
from the other side of this House and their Federal counterparts and not continue my private
insurance and rely on the State system to provide care for me and my family. I am extremely
pleased that I did not follow that inclination. Although I recognise that I am paying double
for health care insurance, I believe I have a responsibility to ensure that my family has the
widest range of options available to it for access to health care.
Many people in the community did not adopt that approach. To their cost, many found that
they were disadvantaged. In relation to that, I will recount to the House my mother's case.
At my insistence, my father had carried private health insurance until he retired. When he
retired Medicare had been introduced and he decided not to continue with his private health
insurance but to rely on the Medicare system. All went well until almost overnight my
mother's hip collapsed and she was diagnosed as requiring a hip replacement. She was in
excruciating pain and went through all the procedures at a Government hospital only to find
that she had to join a queue on a two year waiting list to have her hip repaired under the
Medicare system. It so happened that, although my father was an ordinary working man
throughout his working life, my parents had saved a few bob and were able to pay for my
mother to have the operation.

Many people in the community are not in that position and this Parliament should be giving
serious attention to solving that problem. The irony of the problem is that, while there are
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queues of people waiting to get into public hospitals for elective surgery, there are unused
beds in the private system. I believe that the community cannot afford to have unused
resources when there is a demand for services that those resources can provide.

A little earlier, the Minister suggested that the private facilities available could be put to use
if more people had private health insurance. I accept that. However, where is the equity in
people who, through taxation, are paying for a health care system, doubling up and paying
for private insurance so that they can obtain access to private health facilities. I predict that,
as public hospitals bulge at the seams and waiting lists continue to grow, the community will
react and force the State and Federal Governments to adopt policies that will ensure total
resources, including private hospital resources, are available for health care.
Mr Wilson: Does that mean some people will have to pay more? Do you accept that?

Mr THOMPSON: They may have to pay marginally more, but not double. At present,
people are paying almost double.

Mr Wilson: They are not paying double because the Medicare levy, being paid through
wages and salaries, covers only 30 per cent of the cost of running public hospitals.
Mr THOMPSON: Whatever the level of contribution, it is inequitable for people who opt to
have the widest possible choices available to them by paying the maximum level of private
insurance to also be obliged by law to pay whatever they pay for insurance for public
hospitals. I accept the Minister's point that the amount of money collected by the levy does
not cover the total cost. However, that money does not come from out of the sky; it comes
from the same people who are paying the levy so the people who elect to stay with the
private system are paying twice.

Mr Wilson; It is not a question of their paying twice; it is a question of their paying the cost
of the care that is provided and the cost is increasing with the amount being allocated not
increasing.

Mr THOMPSON: I will come to that in a moment. First, I want to respond to a point made
by the member for Kenwick. I thought her proposition about curbing advancement in
medical science as a means of reducing the cost impact on the community was a very novel
approach. The member will recall that when she made that comnment I interjected and asked
if she wanted us to go back to the days of Florence Nightingale. If she wants the cost of
health care services to be reduced then the standards that applied in the days of the horse and
cant should be applied. That is a preposterous suggestion.
Dr Watson: Without dramatically reducing the costs and debts. That is what I said.

Mr Wiese: The member also gave another alternative of euthanasia.

Mr THOMPSON: I heard that too. The member for Kenwick said that some problems can
be detected earlier and that this is increasing the waiting list. I am glad that medical
scientists are using technology to come up with some new device or procedure to improve
diagnosis. I hope they continue to do that because failure to do so would be a step backward.
It would be against the whole thrust of civilisation if we adopted that approach and we would
still be living in caves.

Dr Watson: The member wants the health system of the 1950s.

Mr THOMPSON: I know there is a problem with funding these things and decisions have to
be made on how widespread these facilities will be. The community has to accept that if it
wants higher standards of care - if people want newfangled gadgets with whistles and bells -
it will have to pay for it. However, society has demonstrated that it is prepared to pay for the
facilities and benefits of advanced technology. The member for Kenwick was suggesting
that we put the brakes on technology because it might cost more money to provide an
upgraded service and, therefore, we should have accountants making the decisions.
Dr Watson: I was talking about evaluation of the effectiveness and I used the instance of
reproductive technology.

Mr THOMPSON: The member also went on to talk about people who are having treatment
for blocked arteries. Many people in the community are faced with the prospect of open
heart surgery and hope that technology will be advanced soon in this area to eliminate the
risks associated with open heart surgery. Having been down that track myself I appreciate
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the thoughts of those in the community who have high cholesterol and problems associated
with that condition. Those people hope that they will not have to undergo open heart surgery
but may be able to have their arteries cleared by another system. This is one advance in
technology that is on the horizon and should be encouraged. The procedure of clearing
blocked arteries is simple and requires less hospitalisation than the alternative - open heart
surgery. This would free up the hospital system.
Mr Wilson: You have now changed your lifestyle.

Mr THOMPSON: Yes, I have changed my lifestyle. However, my problem was not blocked
arteries but a congenital defect that had not been picked up earlier. I wish that they had had
the technology years ago to detect congenital heart problems because my life may have been
a much brighter one, although I have enjoyed every moment of it.

Mr Omodei: Axe you saying we should allow for technology in advance or arrears?

Mr THOMPSON: Yes, in advance. There is no question that we as a society, as human
beings, will go under if we do not continue to expand our knowledge and our capacity to
handle the things that confront us. As the Minister for Justice said at the conclusion of his
speech, the provision of health care is one of our most serious responsibilities. The fact that
the Commonwealth has taken mare and more of a role in the delivery of health care has been
to the detriment of the nation generally, and to this State in particular. The centralisation of
decision making in the health care area has had a dramatic impact on Western Australia
because of the sparsity of settlements here. It is inappropriate for Ministers to be sitting in
Canberra making decisions about what happens in the Derby Regional Hospital, the Augusta
and Margaret River Hospitals or other country hospitals. Full responsibility for health should
came back to the States and they should not be dictated to by the Commonwealth. Unless
even more responsibility for this very important area is given to the States, the people of this
State will be disadvantaged.

MR BRAD)SHAW (Wellington) [5. 19 pm]: I support the amendment, It is regrettable that
we must bring the issue of the health system of Western Australia which is in chaos - an
absolute shambles - to the notice of the Governor. It should not be necessary. I challenge
the statement made by the Minister for South-West that Bunbury Regional Hospital's budget
has overrun. He is trying to say that the administrators are incompetent in running that
hospital and should not be costing the peoplc of Bunbury the chance to use it. I reject his
comments because I do not believe they are true.

A couple of years ago this Government agreed that nurses should receive a pay increase and I
agree that that increase should have been made because they had been kept down for too
long. In making that decision, the Government did not include the necessary additional
fuinds; in the hospital budget. Therefore, the hospital budget has had a complete blow out.
Not only did the nurses receive an increase in pay, but also they added to the costs through
their career structure changes and the reduced number of hours they work. These were cost
factors incurred in the running of hospitals for which the Government has made no
compensatton. It is not good enough to say that a cost overrun which must be taken into
account has occurred.

Over the last few years the number of people in private health insurance has decreased, as
was predicted in 1983 when the Government was considering the legislation for Medicare.
Since the introduction of Medicare the number of people with private health insurance has
declined resulting in a huge increase in the pressure on the public hospital system.
Adniinistrators are complainting because people with private health insurance are admitted to
hospita as private paying patients. Any person who tells a public hospital that he has private
health insurance cover has rocks in his head because these people leave the hospital with a
bill without having received any better service. When the legislation was brought into the
State Parliament in 1983 the Minister at the time, Mr Hodge, said -

The State will ensure that care and attention, of a kind specified in an agreement
between the Commonwealth and the State, will be available to all eligible persons
without charge, as public patients, in recognised hospitals. Recognised hospitals will
be public hospitals which provide acute care services and these will be listed in the
agreement. Nursing homes are not included.

He was saying that it was not necessary to have private health insurance. In fact, the Prime
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Minister wrote to all householders in Australia ceiling them what a good thing he was doing
in introducing Medicare.

Mr Hassell: He did not mention that we would have rationed health care in this State.

Mr BRADSHAW: He said we would all be better off, and everybody requiring medical
treatnent would be admitted to hospital. The fact is that at that stage everybody requiring
treatment could get into hospital.

Several members interjected.

Mrs Beggs: Your brother's horse spent a bit of time in hospital, free of charge!

Mr BRADSHAW: It was not my brother's horse but somebody else's horse.

Mrs Beggs: Harvey Hospital has never been the same since.

Mr BRADSHAW: The Minister is right. It was a sad day when it left, and I can tell her the
people in Harvey were not impressed.

The SPEAKER: Order! Can we change back to the right honse.

Mr BRADSHAW: In 1983, when the Medicare legislation was introduced, the Minister for
Health, Mr Hodge, is recorded on page 5617 of Hansard of 30 November as saying -

The member for South Perth predicted that long waiting lists would occur at
Government hospitals as a result of Medicare. I am not sure whether the member for
South Perth said that at the moment there were, or in the future there would be, long
waiting lists for elective surgery in Government hospitals and that queues would
build up as is apparently the case under the scheme in Britain.

Firstly, I make the point that if the member for South Perth is saying there are long
waiting queues for elective surgery in Government hospitals at present, he is not
correct.

In 1983 there were no waiting lists in Western Australian hospitals; however, within a very
short time we saw people queuing up for elective surgery.
I would like to take the Minister for Health to task. About three or four years ago, when he
first became the Minister for Health, I had to attend the Hospitals Association's annual
general meeting at Royal Perth Hospital. The Minister was a guest speaker, and he indicated
that there were problems with Medicare. I was quite pleased to hear the Minister say that
because he was the first Labor person whom I had ever heard say there was something wrong
with Medicare. Dr Blewett, who introduced 'mediocre care' to Australia, keeps saying that
the failures in Medicare rest with the doctors, the nurses, the ageing population, and the
introduction of new technology. However, we did not all age overnight, nor did we see the
introduction of new technology take place overnight, yet we did see queues develop within a
year in Western Australia for elective surgery.
It is interesting that the Labor Party and the Government of the day have no compassion for
those people who are waiting for elective surgery. I will not go through the case histories of
people who are waiting for cataracts to be removed so that they will not go blind, or for hip
replacement surgery, because those have been mentioned today, but the Minister is saying
we should have a rational discussion about the matter. Three or four years ago he said there
was a problem with Medicare, yet he has not done a thing since except put out a glossy
brochure prior to the last election, stating that the Government will fix up the waiting lists.

Mr D.L. Smith: Do you think he should have talked to Mr Shack about it?

Mr BRADSHAW: He did get it wrong.

Mr D.L. Smith: So did the Liberal Party.

Mr BRADSHAW: The member for Kenwick got it wrong also. She will probably get the
same deserts chat he got..

Mr D.L. Smith: Blame it on the Minister; it is all his fault.

Mr BRADSHAW: It is not all his fault; he had a good policy; but at least we had the
foresight to try to find a new system for health care. All we got out of the Government was
more of the same.

209



210 [ASSEMBLY)

Mrs Beggs: We were re-elected.

Mr BRADSHAW: Not because of that. It is time we had a rational debate about the health
system. Over the years we have had many summits on wages: It is time to have a summit on
health care. The Labor Party has put on blinkers and said, 'This is what we want; let all the
people in Australia suffer. We have our philosophical ideology in respect of Medicare, and
will stick with it." The Minister is correct in saying it is about rime we had a discussion
about health care to sort out where we are going wrong.

Amendment put and a division taken with the following result -

Mr Ainsworth
Mr Bradshaw
Mir Clarto
Mr Court
Mrs Edwardes
Mr Grayden

Dr Alexander
Mrs Beggs
Mr Bridge
Mrs Buchanan
Mr Caff
Mr Catania

Wr Cunningham

Mr Hassel.]
Mr Kieratb
Mr Lewis
Mr Maclinnon
Mr McNee
Mr Mensaros.

Mr Donovan
Mr Graham
Mr Grill
Mrs Henderson
Mr Gordon Hilt
Mr Kobelke
Dr Lawrence

Ayes (23)
Mr Miason
Mr Nicboils
Mr Omodei
Mr Strickland
Mr Thompson
Mr Trenorden

Noes (26)

Mr Leahy
Mr Marlborough
Mr Pearce
Mr Read
Mr Ripper
Mr D.L. Smith
Mr P.J. Smith

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

Mr Taylor
Mr Troy
Dr Watson
Mr Wilson
Mrs Waikis (Teller)

pairs

Mr Shave
Mr House'

Amendment thus negatived.

Di Gallop
Mr Thomas

Motion Resumed
The SPEAKER: The question is that the Address-in-Reply be agreed to.

Mr COURT: [ move that the debate be adjourned.

The SPEAKER: The question now is that the debate be adjourned.

Mr DONOVAN: Mr Speaker, I was on my feet.

Mr COURT: I am sorry, that is fute. I just did not want the Address-in-Reply to collapse.

Mr Pearce: We had already organtised it - we were not trying to trick you.

The SPEAKER: We will start again. The question is that the Address-in-Reply to His
Excellency's Speech be agreed to.
Mr DONOVAN: Thank you, Mr Speaker. I was hoping to get a word in this afternoon, and
I am going to have it. I intend to move that the debate be adjourned.

Point of Order
Mr HASSELL: Mr Speaker, has the member for Morley in fact made his speech?

The SPEAKER: 'The member for Cottesloe and I have been here for a long time and we are
both aware that in certain instances any member who has made that length of speech in his
adjournment of the debate has actually been ruled to have made his speech on the Address-
in-Reply; but in this case I will not do so.

Motion Resumed

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Donovan.

(Questions without notice taken.J
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PERSONAL EXPLANATION - MEMBER FOR RIVERTON
Parliamentary Letterhead - Election Candidate Endorsement Allegation

MR KIERATH (Riverton) [6.00 pml]: During the course of the first question without
notice the member for Eyre alleged that I had used my parliamentary letterhead to endorse a
candidate in the local government elections. I totally refute his comment as a complete
maisrepresentation. I have not as a member of Parliament used my parliamentary stationery
to endorse candidates for local government elections.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE - SPECIAL
On motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House) resolved -

That the House at its rising adjourn until Tuesday, 8 May at 2. 15 pm.
House adjourned at 6.02 pm



QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

CRANES - OVERHEAD CRANE MANUFACTURE
2. Mr COURT to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development:

(1) How many companies in Western Australia are involved in the manufacture
of overhead cranes?

(2) IHas the Government provided financial assistance to any of these companies?

(3) If yes, which companies have received assistance, and are they Western
Australian owned?

(4) What is the extent of this assistance?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) Five companies.

(2) Yes, financial assistance has been provided under the Industry (Advances)
Act.

(3) Vetter Trittler, 49 per cent Western Australian owned.

(4) Government loan guarantees. $2 million.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN MEAT MARK ETING CORPORATION -WESTERN
AUSTRALIAN MEAT COMMISSION

Industrial Advocate - Office of Industrial Relat ions

14. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Productivity and Labour Relations:

(1) Are the Western Australian Meat Marketing Corporation and the Western
Australian Meat Commission required to use the Office of Industrial Relations
as their industrial advocate?

(2) If so, under which Act of Parliament is this required?

Mr TROY replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) There is no legislation which requires these organisations to use the
Department of Productivity and Labour Relations as its industry
representative.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN COLLEGE OF ADVANCED EDUCATION -
CHURC1-LANDS CAMPUS

Stephenson H-ighway Road Reserve -Parking Land

2 1. Mr MENSAROS to the Minister representing the Minister for Lands:

Could the Minister give information as to whether and when the Western
Australian Callege of Advanced Education Churchiands Campus will be
allowed to use part of the Stephenson Highway road reserve, being on the
north west boundary of the present campus. to turn it into a parking area, thus
alleviating the parking problems which cause considerable difficulty to
neighbouring residents and primary schools?

Mrs BEGGS replied:

The present lessees of the road reserve have been served with a three months'
notice on the partial termination of the lease so as to allow for the construction
of a parking area. This three month period expires on 4 July 1990. On
expiration it is intended to grant WACAE right-of-entry so that construction
may proceed as soon as possible.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMIENTS AND AGENCIES - DECENTRALISATION
POLICY

Wanneroo, Rockingham. Midland, Arnzadale Regional Centres
28. Mr TUBBY to the Premier:

(1) Has the Government abandoned its policy of decentralising its departments
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and instrumentalities to the regional centres of Wanneroc, Rockingham,
Midland and Armadale?

(2) If not, what progress has been made on this objective since 1983?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1) The Government maintains a strong commnitment to the decentralisation of
Government services to regional areas of Western Australia and the
subregions of the Perth metropolitan area.

(2) The relocation of Government agencies and instrumentalities to subregional
centres is based on justifiable need and on economic visibility.

In recent years there have been a number of major initiatives provided in
subregional centres. Same of these include the northern region of WA Water
Authority Office at Joondalup, the relocation of Joondalup Development
Corporation from the central city, new courthouses and police stations at
Armadale and Midland, a new Ministry of Education office at Joondalup and
Armadale and a new TAFE college at Midl and.

The Government is presently considering the relocation of the Department of
Land Administration to Midland.

MINERAL SANDS - BEENUP
Bill Proposal

33. Mr MacKJNNON to the Minister representing the Minister for Resources:
(1) Is the Government proposing to introduce into the Parliament an agreement

Nil for BlIP-UTAH's Beenup mineral sands project?
(2) If so, when is it expected that the Bill will be presented to the Parliament for

consideration?
Mir TAYLOR replied:

(l0-(2)
Consideration is being given to the need for a State agreement.

STATE TAXATION DEPARTMENT - AUDITOR GENERAL'S REPORT
Inadequate Asset Records

34. Mr MacKfNNON to the Deputy Premier:

(1) Is the Treasurer aware of comments made by the Auditor General in his report
on the State Taxation Department of 24 October 1989, which stated that -

... the controls over the recording of property, plant and equipment
owned by the State Taxation Department are inadequate insofar as not
all assets purchased axe recorded in the asset register and no formal
procedures exist for recording these assets as required by Treasurer's
Instruction 4 10?

(2) Why is it that all assets purchased have not been recorded in the asset register
as per Treasurer's Instruction 410?

(3) Who was responsible for this oversight?

(4) What action has been taken to overcome this problem since it has been
pointed out by the Auditor General?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) I am advised by the Commissioner of State Taxation that some assets were

not recorded because established procedures were not fully observed.
(3) The Financial Administration and Audit Act places responsibility for the

establishment and maintenance of registers of public property on the
accountable officer, who in this instance is the Commissioner of Sate
Taxation.
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(4) 1 am advised that procedures have been modified to ensure a reconciliation
between assets recorded in the register and purchase records.

ASSET MANAGEMENT TASK FORCE - ASSET DISPOSAL
Site Sale

37. Mr MacKENNON to the Deputy Premier:

(1) Would the Treasurer please list the assets disposed of to date by the Asset
Management Task Force and the value received for the sale of those assets?

(2) Would the Treasurer list the other sites that the Asset Management Task Force
has identified for sale and which are currently for sale?

(3) If not, why not?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1)-(3)
The Asset Management Task Force (AMT) has, to date, completed 74

projects, of which it has sold or has under contract of sale 68 properties valued
at $27.6 million.
A complete list of the property assets disposed of through the A.MT program
in 1989-90 will be provided when the 1989-90 State Budget results are tabled
in Parliament.

Major properties currently on the market under the AMT program include the
Railway Institute building, Wellington Street, Perth; Aston Clinic Building,
West Perth; surplus Fremantle Hospital property; 772 Hay Street, Perth;
Earisferry Hostel, Guildford; old Cottesloe Police Station; old Armadale
Police Station; and surplus land adjacent to Nulsen Haven, Belmont.
Details of properties identified for possible sale by the AMT cannot be made
available until a thorough examination of each has been undertaken and a
decision taken by Governiment. Any disposal will be announced publicly and
sold through the AMT's standard open, public and fair process.

RURAL & INDUSTRIES BANK OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - LEGAL AND
GENERAL INSURANCE LICENCE

39. Mr COURT to the Deputy Premier:

(1) Is the Rural and Industries Bank of Western Australia applying for a licence
to deal in legal and general insurance?

(2) If yes, has the bank applied to the Legal and General Insurance Commidssioner
in Canberra for this licence?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) 1 assume the member means "life" rather than "legal" insurance.

The R & I Bank has no intention of applying for a general insurance licence.
No formal application has been made for a life insurance licence at this time.

(2) See (I).
PACIFIC RIM CONFERENCE - LOCATION

40, Mr COURT to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development:

(1) When and where will the next PacRim Conference be held?

(2) What is the budgeted cost to the Western Australian Government for this
conference?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) San Francisco, 9-12 September 1990. PacRim 90 will be hosted by the City
of San Francisco and corporate sponsors, and leading politicians such as the
Hon R.J.L. Hawke AC, MP, Prime Minister of Australia; Lee Kuan Yew,
Prime Minister of Singapore; and Data' Seri Dr Mahathir Bin Mohainad,
Prime Minister of Malaysia have confirmed their participation. President
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Bush is expected to officially open the event and, in addition, leading
international business exectives will be participating as speakers and
delegates.

(2) The conference is planned by EventsCorp to be self-funding through
corporate sponsorship and delegate registration fees. There is no specific
allocation of funds from the Government for PacRim 90.

TECHNOLOGY PARK - FOUNTAIN CONSTRUCIION
41. Mr COURT to die Minister for Finance and Economic Development:

(1) Has the Government paid for the construction of a fountain at Technology
Park?

(2) If yes, what is the total cost of the fountain?

(3) When did construction start?

(4) When will construction be completed?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) No. A major retaining wall was necessary to expand the outdoor catering area
of the Technology Centre. A small water channel and pond were included on
top of this wall to add to the amenity of the park.

(2) The total cost of the retaining wall and associated works was $46 800.
(3) Construction of retaining wall commenced in mid-November 1989.
(4) Practical completion was reached on 9 March 1990.

COOGIE INDUSTRIAL STRIP - REDEVELOPMENT

45. Mr COURT to the Minister for Finance and Economnic Development:

(1) At what stage are the Government's plans to redevelop the Coogee industrial
strip?

(2) How many proposals have been put forward for residential and industrial
developments in this area?

(3) Who put forward these proposals?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) The redevelopment of the Coogee special industrial area is proceeding in
accordance with the five year agreement - signed 13 December 1988 -
between the State Government and the Cockbumn City Council.

(2)-(3)
(a) A fashion leather park as outlined in parliamentary question 1663 of

14 November 1989 is proposed for North Coogee by Gosh Leather.

(b) A concept proposal for a residential/marina complex is under
consideration for South Coogee by Consolidated Marine
Developments.

(c) The agreement provides for an assessment of the residential potential
of part of the South Coogee regional open space. This is currently
being undertaken by the Department of State Planning and Urban
Development.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN EXIM CORPORATION -TRACTOR MARKETING
DISPUTE

Settlement Payment
46. Mr COURT to the Deputy Premnier:

(1) How much did the Government have to pay to settle the dispute between Mr
Don Zanetic, Exim Corporation and the National Australia Bank in relation to
Exim's involvement in marketing tractors produced at Merredin?
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(2) From what source of funds within Government has this settlement been paid?

(3) Are there any other outstanding legal disputes in relation to Exirn operations?

(4) If yes, what are they?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) The details of the settlement were to remain confidential at the request of the
parties concerned in the dispute.

When this question was asked previously, we sought approvals from the other
parties to release this information, but they were not prepared to grant such an
approval.

(2) The settlement was paid from the assets to Exim.

(3) Yes.

(4) A dispute with a Mr Fermanis on a matter of an agreement between the parties
and the payment of a fee.

RURAL & INDUSTRIES BANK OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - PRIVATE EQUITY

50. Mr COWAN to the Deputy Premier:

(1) Has the Rural and Industries Bank of Western Australia sought approval from
the State Government for it to be partially privatised?

(2) What is the State Government's policy on private sector equity in the R & I
Bank and is that policy currently under review?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) Informal discussions have taken place with the R & I Bank on the subject of
introduction of private equity but no specific proposal on private equity in the
bank has been considered.

(2) The Board of the R & I Bank has been invited to make a submission to the
Government on the question of private equity if it so wishes and this will be
considered at the appropriate time.

ARMSTRONG JONES FR[ME INVESTMENT FUND - RURAL &
INDUSTRIES BANK OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA

Board Representation

51. Mr COWAN to the Deputy Premier:

Has the Armstrong Jones prime investment fund requested representation on
the board of the Rural and Industries Bank of Western Australia?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

Not to my knowledge.

PULP AND PAPER MILLS - GOVERNMENT REFUSAL
Conservation and Land Management Department Study

70. Mr MENSAROS to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) When making the announcement of the decision not to allow the
establishment of any paper and pulp mill, did the Government consider the
views expressed by the head of its own Department of Conservation and Land
Management in his study entitled "The Australian Forestry and Forest
Products Industry - Potential, Constraints and Future"?9

(2) In particular, were the following excerpts from the study taken into
consideration -

(a) "there are various proposals for significant investments in major pulp
and paper mills";

(b) "there is a significant area of existing native forest which has the
capacity to produce a range of products on an indefinitely sustained
basis";
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(c) "the significant importation of paper and pulp could be replaced by
Australian mills',

(d) "with respect to export of wood fibre or pulp, Australia has a
significant transport cost advantage relative to likely competitors";

(e) "the inability to provide a secure resource of raw materials to the
industry is in turn a consequence of the inability of the community via
its politicians to agree on the appropriate balance between timber
production and non timber production areas";

(f) "it is possible that plantations could provide the basis for a significant
expansion of the forest resource base in the longer term"?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(l)-(2)
The Government has not made any decision which would not allow the
establishment of any paper and pulp mill in WA.

CENTRAL PARK DEVELOPMENT - GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES
SUPERANNUATION BOARD

75. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development:

(I) What is the expected completion date of the Government Employees
Superannuation Board's Central Park Development?

(2) How much of the 67 000 square metres. of lettable floor space in the
development has been preleased as at 30 April 1990?

(3) Have any of the tenants who signed a prelease. agreement been granted rent
free terms?

(4) If yes to (3), who are the tenants, what are the periods of the rent free ternms
and how much lettable floor space is involved with each tenant?

(5) In view of the expected glut in office space within the Perth Business District,
has either the Government or the Government Employees Superannuation
Board bad the commercial feasibilities, rental projections and fintished value
of the development reappraised within the six months preceding 30 April
1990?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) The building is to be handed over progressively from October 1990 to

February 1992, with some siteworks extending to May 1992.

(2) 8 000 square metres.

(3)-(4)
This information is subject to commercial confidentiality clauses in the lease
agreements.

(5) Yes.

NORTH WEST SHELF GAS PROJECT - CONTRACTS
Goodwyn Platform Construction - Government Financial Package

82. Mr HASSELL to the Minister representing the Minister for Resources:

(1) What are the details of the package of financial measures agreed to by the
State Government in connection with the retention of North West Shelf
contracts in Australia relative to the GJoodwyn platform construction?

(2) What is, the estimated annual cost, projected forward over the life of the
contracts, of the package of support measures?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) The State has offered to Press Offshore/Clough an assistance package of -

$1.4 million in payroll tax rebate. This payroll tax would not have
been payable in any event if the project were not carried out in
Western Australia.

217



$1.3 million waiver of site lease payments at Jervoise Bay. As the site
has remained empty since the North Rankin modules, the waiver of
these lease payments represents a notional rather than real cost.
$4.9 million which will be spent on infrastructure and permanent site
facilities at Jervoise Bay. These will remain the property of die Stare.

(2) Estimated annual cost -

1990-91 $5.9 million
1991-92 $1L7million

$7.6 million
CROWN LAW DEPARTMENT - DRUG SQUAD DETECTIVE AND PRIVATE

INVESTIGATOR
New Trial Failure

87. Mr HASSELL to the Minister representing the Attorney General:
(1) Was it correctly reported in The West Australian of Friday, 30 March 1990

chat the Crown failed in its attempt to obtain a new trial of a drug squad
detective and a private investigator because the appeal papers were not lodged
within the permitted rime?

(2) If not, what is a correct statement of the position?
(3) If it is correct that the Crown failed to lodge appeal papers within the correct

time, why did that occur?
(4) Does the Attorney General view such failure as a serious breakdown in the

work of his office?
(5) What Crown Law officer or officers were responsible?
(6) What action has been taken by the Attorney General in relation to the matter?
Mr D.L. SMITH replied:

No. The precise reasons varied between the three judges. The Crown's
application was not granted because senior counsel - briefed to prosecute at
the original trial - failed to challenge the application of the decision of Pense -
v- Henry (1973) WAR 40 to section 82 of the Criminal Code, and failed to
adduce the Crown's evidence after the tria judge indicated he would apply
Pense -v- Henry. These considerations led the court to refuse an extension of
time because the cowrt considered no retrial could or should be ordered having
regard to them.

The appeal should normally have been cornuenced by 9 October 1989. It was
filed and served on 12 and 13 October 1989. Had it not been for the matters
mentioned above, an extension of time to cover this short delay would have
been granted.
The delay was due to an unusual combination of circumstances. The Crown
Prosecutor needed approval to appeal, which is normally given by the
Solicitor General. As the Solicitor General was due to be in Canberra, the
Crown Prosecutor sought approval from the Attorney General, both by fax
and by forwarding the original together with the supporting papers.
The Attorney General received the fax. By then he knew that the pilots' strike
had prevented the Solicitor General from travelling to Canberra so he
endorsed the fax back to the Crown Prosecutor with a note to "..-. deterine
further action in the usual way". The Attorney General never saw the original
request and supporting papers because when they arrived at his office they
were filed in the belief that the matter had been dealt with by the fax.
The confusion which followed resulted in the papers not reaching the Solicitor
General's office till 10 October. He had gone home ill on 9 October, and
approved the appeal when he recovered. The papers were then filed.
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The above unique circumstances led to a breakdown in procedures which
normally work without difficulty. All concerned are very conscious of this
breakdown and no further action is called for.

It should be noted that the proceedings were not without value as passages in
the reasons for decision provide a basis for not applying the decision of
Pense -v- Henry to future prosecutions uinder section 82 of the CriminalI Code.

BELL GROUP SHARES - STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE COMMISSION
Sale

94. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Finance and Economidc Development:

(1) How many of the Bell Group shares has die State Government Insurance
Commiss ion sold?

(2) What was the selling price and to whom were they sold?

(3) How many Bell Group shares are still held by the State Government Insurance
Commission?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) 64 159 346 -all of the shares.

(2) All shares were sold on the Australian Stock Exchange with an average price
of 1.30 per share.

(3) NV.

STATE ENERGY COMMISSION - EMPLOYEES
Blizzard Allowance

96. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Fuel and Energy:

() Do some State Energy Commrission of Western Australia employees now
have a blizzard allowance in their award?

(2) If yes to (1)-
(a) when was the allowance granted and by whom;

(b) what is the amount of the allowance;

(c) which SECWA employees are eligible to receive it?

(3) As there has never been a blizzard in Western Australia, what is the rationale
behind the granting of a blizzard allowance?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) NO.

(2)-(3)
Not applicable.

SUPERANNUATION - TH4REE PER CENT PAYMENT

98. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Productivity and Labour Relations:

Where an industrial award provides for an employer to make a three per cent
superannuation payment on behalf of his employees -

(a) is there any requirement for the superannuation fund to provide either
the employer or the employee with a regular statement of account and
a commentary on the fund's performance;,

(b) is there any requirement for the fund to detail to the employer or die
employee its charges for managing and/or establishing the account;

(c} is there any limit to the proportion of the three per cent superannuation
payment that may be absorbed by the fund in management or other
charges?

219



Mr TROY replied:
(a)-(c)

No, not within the industrial awards; the conditions of operation for
superannuation funds must comply with the Federal Occupation
Superannuation Standards Act 1987.

PASTORAL LEASES - ABORIGINAL AND TORRES STRAIT ISLANDER
COMMISSION

Government Transfer Plans
107. Mr COWAN to the Minister representing the Minister for Lands:

(1) Does the State Government plan to transfer any pastoral leases to the
Aboriginal and Tonres Strait Islander Commission?

(2) If yes, what are the properties to be transferred and what are the expected
dates of the transfers?

Mrs BEGGS repl ied:.

(1) No.

(2) Not applicable.

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE CORPORATION - INSOLVENCY
Former Minister's Statements

Ill. Mir TRENORDEN to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development:

(1) Were all the statements made by the Minister's predecessor in this House on
26 September 1989, in response to my statements about the State Government
Insurance Corporation's insolvency, factually correct?

(2) If not, which ones were incorrect?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1)-(2)
To the best of my knowledge.

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE COMMSSION - STATE GOVERNMENT
INSURANCE CORPORATION

Minister for Finance and Economic Development Responsibility
112. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development:

To what extent does the Minister accept responsibility for the activities of the
State Government Insurance Commission and the State Government
Insurance Corporation before he became Minister?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

I am pleased to accept responsibility for the SOIC from the time that I was
appointed responsible Minister. I have pointed out to the commission - see
letter below - that I expect it to operate in an independent manner.

DEPUTY PREMIER
Minister for Finance and Economic Development;
the Goldfields
April 1990

An Open Letter to All Staff

As the new Minister responsible for the activities of the State
Government Insurance Commission, I welcome the opportunity to
explain to all staff the Government's policy on the SGIC.
It is the Government's intention that the SOIC should be a truly
autonomous organisation.

Having already met members of senior management of the
Commission I have no doubt that they have the professionalism and
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ability, along with the support of a talented staff, to ensure that it
continue to provide a vital service to the people of Western Australia.

It is unfortunate that the Commnission does at times come under
political attack, often for no other reason than an attempt to score a
few cheap political points.

I can assure all SGIC staff that in the event of these attacks, I will be
doing my utmost to defend the professional integrity of the
commission and its employees.

Ultimately, we must all be accountable for our performance and there
can be no doubt that the SGIC's performance in what has been
difficult times, has been commendable.

Ian Taylor
Deputy Premier and Minister for Finance

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE COMMISSION - REPORTS
Independent Reviews

113. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development:
(1) H-as it been the practice in recent years for the Minister to have the reports

made to the Minister by the State Government Commission checked
independently?

(2) If not, why not?

(3) If yes, by whom and will the Minister table those independent reviews?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) It is unclear from the question to which reports received from the Insurance
Commission the member is referring.

(2)-(3)
See above.

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE CORPORATION - FINANCIAL
STATEMENT

Retrospective Capital Adjustment
114. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development:

(1) Is the Minister aware that the State Government Insurance Corporation made
a retrospective capital adjustment in its 1988-89 financial statement?

(2) Was the retrospective action taken to maintain the corporation's solvency
ratio requirements?

(3) Is the Minister aware that this is not normal commercial practice elsewhere in
the insurance industry in Western Australia?

(4) Does the Minister regard this as being consistent with the requirement that the
corporation maintain competitive neutrality?

(5) Can the Minister assure the House that there will be no retrospective capital
adjustment in the corporation's 1989-90 financial statement?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) Yes, it was a capital adjustment relating to the distribution of a dividend to the
shareholders.

(2) No.

(3) [ am advised that the practice of distributing dividends through the issue of
share capital is a normal practice within the financial industry.

(4) Yes.

(5) The corporation will abide by normal commercial practice in the conduct of
its operations.
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STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE CORPORATION - SOLVENCY RATIO
Deputy Premier's Statement

115. Mr TRENORDEN to die Minister for Finance and Economic Development:

(1) Did the Deputy Premier state publicly two weeks ago that in his view the
State Government Insurance Corporation was solvent?

(2) As the Deputy Premier is not the Minister responsible for the State
Government Insurance Commission, how does the Deputy Premier know
whether the SOIC is solvent or not?

(3) What advice, other than from the SOWC itself, did the Deputy Premier take
before proclaiming its solvency?

(4) Will the Deputy Premier table that advice?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

The member's question confuses both the State Government Insurance
Corporation and the State Government Insurance Commission. However, I
did put forward the view that the SGIO is solvent and I am the Minister
responsible for the SOIC. I am advised by the SGIC that the SGIO is solvent
and I have no reason to doubt that advice.

STATE GOVERNMENT ENS URANCE CORPORATION - SOLVENCY RATIO
Ratio Calculation

116. Mir TRENORDEN to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development:

(1) How does the State Government Insurance Corporation calculate its own
solvency ratio?

(2) What has been that solvency ratio for the Cast four quarters?
Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) In accordance with the provisions of the Commonwealth Insurance Act 1973.
(2) The purpose of section 33 of the Stare Government Insurance Commission

Act 1986 was to ensure the corporation competed on an equal footing with the
private sector insurers and in that the provision of such information was not
published by the Commonwealth insurance Commissioner, and section 3 3(4)
of the State Government Insurance Commission Act 1986 states -

Paragraph (a) of subsection (3) shall be deemed to have been complied
with if the accounts and statements referred to therein are laid before
each House of Parliament within the rime specified in that subsection
to the extent and in the form that comparable information is
customarily published in the annual reports of the Insurance
Commaissioner appointed under the Insurance Act 1973 of the
Comnmonwealth, and the Life Insurance Commissioner appointed uinder
the Life Insurance Act 1945 of the Commonwealth, respectively.

What the member is asking seeks to disadvantage the corporation by
comparison with the private sector insurers as quarterly solvency margins are
not published by the Insurance Commissioner. In any event, the solvency
margins are provided below -

Date%

30 June 1989 20.6
30 September 1989 20.6
3L December 1989 20.9
31 March 1990 35.0

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE CORPORATION - QUARTERLY REPORTS

117. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development:

(1) Does the State Government Insurance Corporation supply to the Minister
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quarterly accounts and reports on its performance, its solvency ratio and the
valuation of its assets?

(2) If yes, will the Minister table the quarterly reports of the SCTC since its
establishment?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) The corporation provides this informauion to the Insurance Commission under

section 33(2) of the SGiC Act 1986.
(2) Not applicable.

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE CORPORATION - SOLVENCY RATIO
Requirements Compliance

118. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development:
(1) Is it the Minister's view that the State Government Insurance Corporation is

and has always been complying with the mrinimum solvency ratio
requirements as prescribed in section 33 of the State Government Insurance
Commission At

(2) What advice, other than from the State Government Insurance Corporation
itself, has the Minister sought to satisfy himnself that the SGIC is and always
has been solvent?

(3) Will the Minister table that advice?
Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) Yes, on advice from the State Government Insurance Commission.
(2) 1 have sought advice from the State Government Insurance Commission.
(3) This advice is tabled in the annual report of the State Government Insurance

Corporation each year.
GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES SUPERANNUATION BOARD - PRUDENTIAL

STANDARDS
120, Mr TRIENORDEN to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development:

(1) What are the prudential standards that the Government Employees
Superannuation Board compied with prior to July 1989?

(2) How were these standards improved after July 1989?
(3) Is the Minister aware that the new investment guidelines still do not address

the questions of risk and return?
(4) Will the Minister now instruct the GESB to adopt the prudential standards that

are accepted as normal elsewhere in the superannuation industry?
Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1) General standards applicable to trustees of superannuation funds.
(2) By the introduction of Treasurer's guidelines which are comprehensive and

set out in detail a strict regimen for prudential investment practices.
(3) No.
(4) I consider the current guidelines are generally adequate to meet acceptable

standards. However, I intend to revise downwards the weighting given to
property within the asset allocation, to reflect a more balanced investment
flux.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES SUPERANNUATION BOARD - PROPERTY
INVESTMENTS

Inadequate Information
121. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development:

(1) Is the Minister aware that Mr Peter Williamson, the new Chairman of the
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Government Employees Superannuation Board, is quoted in the 1990 report
of the Auditor General as saying that "in contrast to many of the other
managers, GESB provides little information on its property investments"?

(2) Will the Minister instruct the GESB to provide more information on its
property investments for the past four financial years?

(3) If not, why not?

(4) If yes to (2), will the Minister table that information?

(5) Will the Minister instruct the GESB to provide detailed information in its
annual report for 1989-90 on its property investments?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) Yes.

(2)-(5)
The board is aware of the deficiencies in its past reporting and I am advised
that it will provide more information on its property investments in its annual
report for 1989-90. However, the extent of detail provided is more properly
left to the judgment of the board in the light of its fiduciary responsibilities
and statutory reporting obligations.

PETROCHEMICAL PROJECT - WA GOVERNMENT HOLDINGS LTD
Funding Advice - Treasurer's Advance Facility

123. Mr TRENORDEN to the Deputy Premier:

(1) Was Crown Law advice sought prior to the use of the Treasurer's Advance
facility as an interim means of funding WA Government Holdings Ltd's
involvement in the petrochemical project on whether such action was legal
under the Treasurer's Advance Authorization Act?

(2) If no, whose advice was sought?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1)-(2)
Treasury considered that the use of the Treasurer's Advance was appropriate
as an interim funding facility under section 5(1) of the Treasurer's Advance
Authorization Act. The facility was discharged on 27 January last year.

STATE GOVERNMENT [NSURANCE CONMSSION - ACCOUNTS
Uncertain Matters - Favourable Outcome Assumptions

124. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Finanice and Economic Development:

(1) Does the Minister agree with Coopers and Lybranid's and the Auditor
General's comments that the State Government Insurance Commission's
accounts have been prepared on the assumption of favourable outcomes for
matters that are stil most uncertain?

(2) H-as the State Government Insurance Comrmission prepared another set of
accounts on the assumption of less favourable outcomes for these
uncertainties?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) No. The Coopers and Lybrand report the member is referring to has-been
provided to the Legislative Council Select Committee on State Investments
and was released to the public in the Select Committee's interim report. That
committee has not concluded its findings and has yet to hear evidence from
corporations and persons named to rebut any evidence given.

The Coopers and Lybrand report is extensively qualified by the writer both in
terms of the infonmation used to compile the report and in the assumptions
made in reaching the conclusion it does. The member is using considerable
licence to suggest the Auditor General's comments about the Insurance
Commission are in agreement with the Coopers and Lybrand report.

224 [ASSEMBLY)



[Thursday, 3 May 1990125

The Auditor General states in the 1988-89 audit opinion for the Insurance
Conmmission that he is unable to determine the valuation and ability to recover
amounts in relation to certain investments due to several factors. This is to be
expected when the companies in which the investments referred to are in
liquidation and have similar qualifications on their accounts.
Based on the above information I do not agree with the suggestion implied in
the member's question.

(2) No. The Auditor General has audited the annual accounts of the Insurance
Commission. In issuing his opinion he has made certain qualifications as
mentioned in reply to question (1), and subject to these the Auditor has
found -

(i) the controls exercised by the State Government Insurance Commission
were sufficiently adequate to provide reasonable assurance that the
receipt, expenditure and investment of moneys and the acquisition and
disposal of property and the incurring of liabilities have been in
accordance with legislative provisions; and

(di) the General Revenue Account, Balance Sheet and Statement of
Sources and Applications of Funds and the notes thereto are based on
proper accounts and records and have been properly drawn up so as to
present fairly the transactions for the period, and the financial position
as at 30 June 1989.

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE CORPORATION - INVESTMENT
DECISIONS.

State Government Insurance Commission Responisbility
125. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development:

(1) Are the investment decisions of the State Government Insurance Corporation
made, either directly or indirectly, by the State Government Insurance
Commission?

(2) What is the difference in the current respective memberships of the Board of
Commuissioners of the State Government Insurance Commission and the
Board of Directors of the State Government Insurance Corporation?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) State Government Insurance Commission.

Chairman W. Rees
Deputy Chairnan F.A. Saville
Commissioner F.P. Michell

W.Martin
R. Boylen
R. Bowe
M. Lewi

State Government Insurance Corporation.

Chairman F.P. Michell
Deputy Chairman W. Rees
Director W. Martin

F.A. Saville
R. Boylen

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE COMMISSION -ASSETS

Higher Cash Proportion
126. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Finance and Economnic Development:

Why does the State Government Insurance Commission bold a much higher
proportion of its assets in cash than other funds?
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Mr TAYLOR replied:

It is unclear as to what the member means by "other funds".

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE COMMISSION - ASSETS
Investment Performance

127. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development:

(1) What was the investment performance of the State Government Insurance
Cornnission in each of the years since its establishment for each of its asset
categories, namely -

(a) Australian shares;

(b) property;
(c) fixed interest;

(d) investments net of capital profits?
(2) Can the Minister assure the House that similar information for the 1989-90

financial year will be included in the commiss ion's annual report?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) The overall investment performance of the Insurance Commuission is detailed
in its annual report each year. The investment performance in each of the
years since its establishment has been -

6 months to 30 June 1987 20.2 per cent pa
12 months to 30 June 1988 17.4 per cent pa
12 months to 30OJune 1989 11.4 per cent pa

The Insurance Commrission does not publish the performance of individual
sectors within the investment portfolio and to do so would place it and the
corporation at a commercial disadvantage to the insurance industry.

The Insurance Commission's investment portfolio is structured to relate to the
projected liability structure and associated risk factors and as such the figures,
had they been provided, could not be compared with other organisations
unless they had the same liability projections and risk factors.

(2) The information in the Insurance Commission's antnual reports is prepared by
the Insurance Commuission in accordance with Australian accounting
standards, the Financial Administration and Audit Act 1985 and prudent
commercial practices.

BELL GROUP SHARES - STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE COMMISSION
Sale Loss - 1989-90 Annual Report

128. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development:
(1) Can the Minister assure the House that the full amount of the loss accruing

from the sale of the Bell Group shares will be identified in the 1989-90 antnual
report of the State Government Insurance Commuission?

(2) How wil that loss appear in the financial statements?
(3) At what stage will the loss be considered a write-off?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(I) Yes.

(2)-(3)
This will be dealt with at 30 June 1990 and the annual accounts will be
audited in the normal manner.

BELL GROUP CONVERTIBLE NOTES - STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE
COMMISSION

Sale Loss - 1989-90 Annual Report
129. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development:

(1) Can the Minister assure the House that the full amount of the loss accruing

226 [ASSEMBLY]



[Thursday, 3 May 1990] 2

from the sale of the Bell Group Ltd convertible notes will be identified in dhe
1989-90 annual report of the State Government Insurance Commission?

(2) How will that loss appear in the financial statements?

(3) At what stage will the loss be considered a write-off?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(I) The State Government Insurance Commission has not sold its Bell Group Ltd
convertible notes.

(2)-(3)
Not applicable.

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE CORPORATION - SOLVENCY RATIO
Requirements Compliance - Minister's Responsibility

130. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development:

(I) Does the Minister accept die responsibility for ensuring that the State
Government Insurance Corporation complies with the minimum solvency
ratio and valuation requirements referred to in section 33 of the State
Government Insurance Commission Act?

(2) If not, who is responsible?

(3) If yes, from whom does the Minister get advice, other than the SGIC. on
whether the corporation is complying?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1 )-(3)
The State Government Insurance Commission is responsible for complying
with minimum solvency ratios and valuation requirements.

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE COMMISSION - ANNUAL REPORTS
Assets and Liabilities Omission Powers

131. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development:

(1) Does the Minister have the power to require the State Government Insurance
Commission to omit certain assets and liabilities from its financial statements?

(2) Has the Minister or any of the Minister's predecessors ever exercised that
power?

(3) If no to (2), why not?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(1)-(2)

No.

(3) Irrelevant.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES SUPERANNUATION BOARD - WESTERN
RESORTS MANAGEMENT PTY LTD

Northern Lights and Overland Hotels Management Agreement
132. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development:

(1) Is the Minister satisfied that the State Employees Superannuation Hoard
entered into an agreement with Western Resorts Management Pty Ltd, in
relation to the management of the Northern Lights and Overland Hotels, on its
own initiative and that it was not pressured into doing so by or on behalf of
any former Minister?

(2) Does the Minister concur with the Auditor General that the agreement with
Western Resorts Management Pty Ltd had an 'adverse impact on the ultimate
value received by the Board"?

(3) Who were the members of the Government Employees Superannuation
Board - or its predecessor - at the time of -
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(a) the purchase of the Northern Lights and Overland Hotels;

(b) the management agreement with Western Resorts Management Pty
Ltd;

(c) the sale and realisation of a significant loss on the investment?
Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) It is my understanding that the State Superannuation Board - the Government
Employees Superannuation Board's predecessors - made the investment on its
own initiative.

(2) Yes.

(3) (a) The board members were -
Mr L.K Brush
Mr 83I. Markey
Mrs W.E. Scott

(b) Agreements were entered into with Western Resorts Management Pty
Ltd for the management of the board's north west hotels/motels
between October 1985 and October 1987. The composition and
structure of the board changed during that period and at various times
members included -

Mr L.K. Brush Mr AJ. Lloyd
Mr BJ). Markey Mr W.F. Rolston
Mrs W.E. Scott Mr M.C. Kingsmdl
Mr M.H. Helm

(c) The board members were -
Mr W.F. Rolston Mr M.C. Kingsmill
Mr M.H Helm Mr W.C. Heron
Mr 0.8. Mansfield Mr O.S. Middleton
Mr J.A. McGinty

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES SUPERANNUATION BOARD - CENTRAL PARK
Investmene Decision

1331 Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development:

(1) Is the Minister satisfied that the decision of the Government Employees
Superannuation Board to invest in Central Park in May 1985 was its own
initiative and not made under pressure from or on behalf of a former Minister?

(2) Who were the members of the Government Employees Superannuation Board
at the time of its decision to invest in Central Park?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) It is my understanding that the State Superannuation Board - the Government
Employees Superannuation Board's predecessor - made the investment on its
own initiative.

(2) The board members were -

Mr L.K. Brush
Mr 81J. Markey
Mr R.W. Yorg

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES SUPERANNUATION BOARD - WESTRAUIA
SQUARE

Investment Decision
134. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development:

(1) Is the Minister satisfied that the decision by the Government Employees
Superannuation Board to invest in Westralia Square in December 1985 was its
own initiative and not made under pressure from or on behalf of a former
Minister?
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(2) Who were the members of the Government Employees Superannuation Board
at the time of its decision to invest in Westralia Square?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) It is my understanding that the State Superannuation Board - the Government
Employees Superannuation Board's predecessor - made the investmnent on its
own initiative.

(2) The board members were -
Mr L.K. Brush
MrB13J. Markey
Mrs W.E. Scott

COMPANY DIRECTORS - CORPORATE MISCONDUCT
Legislation Changes

142. Mr GRAYDEN to the Minister representing the Attorney General:

(1) What action, if any, is being taken to strengthen existing legislation in respect
of company directors who engage in corporate misconduct by -

(a) enriching themselves with large fees;

(b) transferring assets between companies;

(c) attracting investment with unrealistic prospectus figures?

(2) What action, if any, is being taken under existing legislation against directors
who have offended in the above areas?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:

(1) Existing legislation in relation to a company director's duties has recently
been the subject of extensive reviews including -

(a) Report on the Social and Fiduciary Duties and Obligation of Company
Directors by the Senate Standing Comnmittee on Legal and
Constitutional Affairs (November 1989).

(b) Report on Directors Statutory Duty to Disclose Interests (Companies
Act S.228) and Loans to Directors (Companies Act s.230) by the
Companies and Securities Law Review Committee (November 1989).

(c) Discussion of and Proposals on Reform in Principle of Australian Law
Relating to Loans to Directors, Loans to Related and Connected
Companies and Executive and Intra-Group Remuneration by the
Companies & Securities Advisory Commnittee (December 1989).

Legislation governing the above matters is presently subject to the formal
agreement constituting the cooperative scheme for companies and securities.
The Commonwealth Government has stated its intention to replace the
cooperative scheme legislation with Commonwealth laws. Until the future of
the cooperative scheme has been settled, it would not be practicable to move
to amend the existing legislation.

(2) Civil and/or criminal action may be taken under the appropriate provisions of
the existing legislation where this is warranted.

STOCK EXCHANGE - LISTING RULES UPDATE
145. Mr GRAYDEN to the Minister representing the Attorney General:

(1) Is the Government monitoring the foreshadowed updating and rewriting of the
Australian Stock Exchange's listing rules which are currently being
undertaken in an effort to clean up Australia's tarnished business reputation?

(2) If so, is it satisfied with the progress to date?

(3) When is it anticipated that the updating and rewriting of those rules will be
completed?
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Mr D.L. SMITH replied:
(I) The task of reviewing and monitoring the listing rules is being conducted

jointly by the National Companies and Securities Commission and the
Australian Stock Exchange. The Securities Industry Act does not give power
to the Ministerial Council to recommend, amend or implement ASX listing
rules on its own motion. The only power is one of disallowance. This power
has been delegated to the NCSC. The purpose of the review is to settle the
principles on which the existing rules are based, reviewing them for adequacy
and formulating new principles where appropriate.

(2) The Government is satisfied with the progress to date.

(3) The NCSC has been informed that the ASX hopes that the national listing
Committee and ASX board will agree to a set of listing rule principles by June
1990 and chat following such ratification public exposure of the principles and
any new or amended rules would occur.

FINANCIAL INSTITUTONS - FRINGE FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS AND
ACCOUNTANCY STANDARDS

Legislation Amendments
146. Mr GRAYDEN to the Minister representing the Attorney General:

What action, if any, is being taken to tighten control over fringe financial
institutions and accountancy standards following the Rothwells Ltd collapse?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:

Amendments are proposed for the Building Societies, Credit Unions and
Friendly Societies Acts. Such amendments will be directed towards increased
officer responsibility, disclosure and heavier penalties. The proposals have
been circulated and industry comments are expected by the end of May 1990.
In addition, upon completion of outstanding actions with respect to the Swan
Building Society and Teachers Credit Society and investigations into the
collapse of Rothwells Lcd. the Corporate Affairs Department, in conjunction
with other relevant bodies, will further examine the standards of reporting and
conduct of deposit-taking institutions and the need for altered or further
legislation.

ROTH WELLS LTD - AUDITORS
Audited Report Discrepancies

147. Mr GRAYDEN to the Minister representing the Attorney General:
(1) Is any action being taken against auditors in respect of alleged discrepancies

inherent in Rothwells Ltd audited reports?

(2) If yes. what action?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:

As I have indicated on many previous occasions, questions of this nature are
improper. Inquiries, whether by police, Corporate Affairs or any other
investigatory authority are inappropriate for public comment unless
proceedings are initiated, or, when proceedings are not initiated, the matter is
the subject of official report.

CORPORATE AFFAIRS DEPARTMENT - NATIONAL COMPANIES AND
SECURITIES COMMISSION

Australian Securities Commission - Dispute
148. Mr GRAYDEN to the Minister representing the Attorney General:

What is the current Western Australian Government stance in respect of the
wrangle chat has developed between the Western Australia Corporate Affairs
Department, the National Companies and Securities Commnission and the
Australian Securities Commission?
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Mr D.L. SMI1TH replied:

I intend to make a detailed ministerial statement on this matter this week.

WAGES - MAXIMIUM PAYMENT TIME

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

(1) What is the maximum amount of time chat can elapse before an employer
must pay an employee?

(2) What resource does an employee have if an employer fails to pay the
employee for work done eight weeks previously?

Mr TROY replied:

(1) This depends on the time period specified in the relevant industrial award. If
the employment is not subject to an award the period for payment is by
mutual agreement.

(2) An employee who is owed wages under an award or agreement can seek
enforcement of the award or agreement before the industrial magistrate. Such
an application can be taken by the individual employee or by a union or the
industrial advisory and inspection personnel of the Department of
Productivity and Labour Relations on the employee's behalf. Where an award
does not apply, an employee may personally make application pursuant to
section 29(b)(ii) of the Industrial Relations Act to the Industrial Relations
Commission for non-payment of a contractual entitlement.

ASSET MANAGEMENT TASK FORCE - MIMSThRIAL RESPONSIBILITY

150. Mr COWAN to the Deputy Premier:

(I) Does the Minister accept ministerial responsibil-ity for the Asset Management
Task Force.

(2) If not, which ministry is responsible?

(3) If yes, will the Minister undertake to report to this House on the performance
of the task force for the 1989-90 financial year?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) See answer to (1).
(3) Yes - when the State Budget results for the 1989-90 financial year are

presented to Parliament.

TAXES AND CHARGES - INFLATION RATE
Western Australian Family Promise

152. Mr COWAN to the Prem-ier:

(I) Does the Premier stand by the promise of the Premier's predecessor that State
Government taxes and charges paid by Western Australian families will not
increase by more than the inflation rate?

(2) Does this promise to families include families in small business or fanning?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1) Yes. In fact, increases in charges to families for electricity, gas, water,
drivers' licences, public transport and car registration in the last year have all
been below the inflation rate.

(2) Yes. The benefits of the Family Pledge will continue to apply to the relevant
domestic and personal costs of all families in WA, including those in small
business or fannring.
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COMPANIES AND SECURITIES LEGISLATION - AUSTRALIAN SECURITIES
COM[MISSION

Federal Proposal - Stare Debate Assurance

156. Mr COWAN to the Minister representing the Attorney General:

Can the Minister assure the House chat the Attorney General will not agree to
any compromise with the Commonwealth over its proposed Australian
Securities Commission without submitting it to the Western Australian
Parliament for a full and informed debate?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:

Any compromise that may result is likely to require facilitating State
legislation. There will be an opportnity for ful and informed debate of
compromise proposals at that time.

WESTERN AUSTRALI.AN DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION - NEW STAFF
161. Mr COURT to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development:

(1) Has the Western Auscralian Development Corporation employed any new
staff in the last six months?

(2) If yes, who?

(3) If yes, what positions?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) Yes.
(2)-(3)

Kerrie Lyn Russell - Executive Secretary (WADC)
Lucy Anne Musumeci - Clerical Assistant (LandCorp)
Deidre Anne Smart - Clerk/T' ypist (LandCorp)
Robert Vincent Boggs - Financial Controller (WADC)
Linda Marie Perkins - Secretary (EvenrsCorp)
Sandra Lee Symes - Computer Operator (EventsCarp) casual to full time.
Linda Maria Hall - Secretary (EventsCorp).

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN - FORMER PREMIER
Retirement Advice

163. Mr COURT to the Premier

(1) Was the Premier informed by the former member for Maylarids when the
former member was the Premier that it was his intention to retire when he had
sorted out the WA Inc problem?

(2) If yes, when did the former member for Maylands inform the Cabinet?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

The details of private conversations or any matter between me or any member
of this House are, and will remain, confidential as a matter of propriety and
courtesy.

TECHNOLOGY PARK - LAND SALE

170. Mr COURT to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development:

(1) What was the total amount of land available for sale at Technology Park when
it was initiated?

(2) How much land has been sold and for what return?

(3) What land is the Government currently crying to sell?
Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) 17.2 hectares.
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(2) 7.4 hectares for $2 408 033.
(3) 9.8 hectares, of which 0.9 hectares is currently under offer.

RURAL & INDUSTRIES BANK OP WESTERN AUSTRALIA - ADDITIONAL
CAPITAL, 1990-91

174. Mr COURT to the Deputy Premier:

(1) What Government Minister approached the Government Employees
Superannuation Board to direct the board to deposit $50 million with
Rochwelis less than four months after the October 1987 Government-backed
rescue took place?

(2) Will the CESB lose any of these funds as a result of the fmnancial transactions
that took place?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) 1 am advised that no such direction was given.

(2) Currently no loss expected.

UNDERWATER WORLD - SENTOSA PROJECT. SINGAPORE
Cost

180, Mr COURT to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development:

(1) What is the total expenditure to date on the construction of the Sentosa
Underwater World project in Singapore?

(2) What was the budgeted cost of this project?

(3) When will it be completed?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) Total expenditure to 30 April on the construction of the Sentosa Underwater
World project in Singapore is $15 541 660 - A$IO 417 025.

(2) The budget cost of this project is $26.5 million.

(3) The current forecast completion date is 30 September 1990.
GOVERNMENT CONTRACTS - SENIOR PUBLIC SERVANTS

Premier Dowding Period

184. Mr COURT to the Premier:

(1.) How many senior public servants, or heads of departments, were signed up
under contracts during Mr Peter Dowding's period as Prem-ier?

(2) For what period were those contracts?

(3) How many senior public servants or heads of departments have been
transferred to lower positions since the present Premier took office?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1) Eighteen.
(2) 13 x 5-year contracts

4 x 3-year contracts
1 x 2-year contract.

(3) One.

RURAL AND INDUSTRIES BANK OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - ADDITIONAL
CAPITAL

1990-91 Financial Year

187. Mr COURT to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development:

(1) Will the Rural and Industries Bank of Western, Australia require an additional
injection of capital by the Government during its 1990-91 financial year?

(2) If yes, what will. be the extent of the new capital required?
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Mr TAYLOR replied:

The R & [ Bank of Western Australia is among the best capitalised banks in
Australia. I am advised that the rate of growth planned for the current year
can be achieved without an injection of capital by the Government.

RURAL AND INDUSTRIES BANK OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - LA ROSA
AFFAIR

Premier's Accountability

194. Mr HOUSE to the Premier:

(1) Is the Premier aware that her predecessor declined to answer a series of
parliamentary questions from me relating to the so-called La Rosa affair on
the ground that it was a matter for the Rural and Industries Bank of Western
Australia to comnment on?

(2) Under the Premier's new accountability guidelines, does she acknowledge
that she, as Premier, is accountable to this House for the perform-ance of the R
&lIBank?

(3) If yes to (2), will the Premier answer questions 1945-1947 of 1989?
(4) If no to (2), who will explain to this House how much money has been lost

and what action the R & [ Bank has been taking in the aftermath of that loss?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) The Deputy Premier is responsible as follows -

In terms of the general operation of the bank - yes.

In terms of individual banking business - no.

(3) These are matters for the bank to comment on.

(4) Crown and civil action is continuing in relation to this matter.

UNITED NATIONS CONVENTION - RIGHTS OF THE CHILD
Signing - Government Support

195. Mf HOUSE to the Minister for The Family:

(1) Does the State Government support the signing of the United Nations'
Convention on the Rights of the Child?

(2) Which of the articles of that convention are niot al-ready recognised under
Western Australian law?

(3) Has the Minister secured a guarantee from the Commonwealth Government
that it would not use the signing of the convention as an excuse to legislate in
areas that are the constitutional responsibility of the States?

(4) If no to (3), will the Minister do so?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(1) Yes.

(2) This involves an examination of legislation which is being undertaken by
State Government departments to identify any provisions inconsistent with the
convention.

(3)-(4)
Matters concerning the ratification and implementation of this convention are
currently being carried out in accordance with the principles and procedures
for Conmmonwealth/State consultation on treaties adopted at the 1983
Premiers' Conference . It is impractical to seek such guarantees in view of the
Comnmonwealth's constitutional power in this area.
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PULP AND PAPER MIILLS - SOUTH WEST
As/hcroft. Mr Noel - Forest Resource Projects Responsibilityv

200. Mr COURT to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development:

(1) Is Mr Noel Ashcroft still responsible for the coordination of forest resource
projects, with the first priority being the development of a pulp mill in the
south west?

(2) If yes, has the Ministry of Finance and Economic Development received
formal notification of the Premier's stance on this matter?

(3) In view of the Premier's position, will the ministry continue its work in this
area?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) Mr Noel Ashcroft is responsible for coordination of forest resource projects.
One of these projects involves an examination of the options available for
sustainable development of paper pulp production in Western Australia in the
context of the Governiment's economic, social and environmental strategies.

(2) Yes.

(3) The ministry will continue to examine ways of adding value to our forest
resources where such development is sustainable and acceptable to
Government. As different technologies require different levels of resources
and since there is a lot of research and development work being carried out in
the area of wood pulping, the ministr will continue to monitor the situation,
assess options and advise Government accordingly.

ABORIGINAL AND TORRES STRAIT ISLANDERS CONMSSION - PASTORAL
LEASES, KIMBERLEY REGION

Purchases

201. Mr COWAN to the Minister representing the Minister for Lands:

(1) Has the Aboriginal and Tonres Strait Islanders Commission purchased any
pastoral leases in the Kimiberley region?

(2) If yes, which leases has it purchased and what were the dates of the
purchases?

(3) If not, does the commrission intend to purchase any leases in the future?

Mrs B EGGS replied:

(1.) Not to my knowledge.

(2)-(3)
Not applicable.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES SUPERANNUATION BOARD - INVESTMENT
PERFORMANCE

Mercer Campbell Cook and Knight - Three per cent Ranking

202. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development:

(1) Is the Minister aware that the investment performance of the Government
Employees Superannuation Board has been identified by Mercer Campbell
Cook and Knight as having an average ranking in the bottom three per cent of
superannuation funds over the last five years?

(2) What is the reason for this performance?

(3) What does the Minister understand to be the board's explanation of its
performance?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) The Government Employees Superannuation Board's below market avenage
performance over the last five years can be attributed firstly to the
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conservative nature of its investment portfolio in the early pant of the period,
when a significant pant of its investment was in low yielding, fixed interest
public sector loans. The subsequent diversification of the portfolio to improve
performance led to losses associated with the October 1987 stock market
crash and to involvement in major property developments which were non-
income producing in the short term. More detailed reasons are outlined in the
board's annual reports.

(3) See (2).
MINISTERS OF THE CROWN - RESIDENCES

Security Installation Expenditure
207. Mr HASSELL to the Premier:

(1) How much was spent on the installation of security measurers on Ministers'
residences?

(2) In view of this expenditure, who benefits from the sale of a property should it
be sold?

(3) What, if any, provision has been made for the amount of the security costs to
be recouped if the property is sold or if the Minister ceases to be a Minister?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(I) Costs of the installation of security measures at Ministers' residences are the
responsibility of the various host departments and therefore the total figure is
not readily available.

(2) It is not considered that there would be a significant benefit derived from the
security expenditure in any sale of a Minister's property.

(3) There is no provision to recoup the costs; however, any security devices
which can readily be removed without damage to the property are removed at
the appropriate time.

FOXES - CONSERVATION AND LAND MANAGEMENT, DEPARTMENT OF
Biological and Ecological Research Allocation

233. Mr GRAYDEN to the Minister for the Environment:

(I) Have funds been allocated to the Department of Conservation and Land
Management to carry out ecological research as a corollary to research by the
Commonwealth Scientific Industrial Research Organisation on methods of
biological control of foxes?

(2) If yes -
(a) how much money has been allocated for this purpose;

(b) has the research commenced;

(c) what form will such research take?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) (a) Approximately $150 000 per annum.

(b) Yes.

(c) Research is designed to provide the basic biological and ecological
information necessary to implement any biological control program.

HODGE, HON B.). - FORMER MEMBER
Government Employment

237. Mr HASSELL to the Premier:

(1) Is the former Minister and member, Hon B.J. Hodge, employed as a
consultant by the Government?

(2) If so, in what capacity and on what terms and conditions?
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(3) Is it proposed that Mr Hodge be further employed as a consultant in relation to
an environmental conference regarding Shark Bay?

(4) If so, what is the purpose of the conference, and what will be Mr Hodge's
role?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1)-(2)
I refer to answer to question 1861 dared 29 November 1989.

(3) No.

(4) Not applicable.

ARALUEN PARK - NATIONAL PARK ACQUISITON
Letter Response

238. Mr TUBBY to the Premier:

(1) Does the Premier intend responding to my letter of 1 March 1990 regarding
the acquisition of Araluen for a national park?

(2) If a response is to be forthcoming, when can I reasonably expect this to occur?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) 1 expect to be in a position to reply early next week.

STATE ENERGY COMMISSION - WANGARA-WANNEROO INDUSTRY
Power Supply Complaints

252. Mr COURT to the Minister for Fuel and Energy:

(1) Has the State Energy Commission of Western Australia received many
complaints from industry in the Wangara-Wanneron area in relation to the
provision of a reliable power supply over the past 12 months?

(2) If yes, what are the reasons for this problem?

(3) Does SECWA notify large users before any load shedding takes place in a
particular area?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) No.

(2) Not applicable.

(3) Yes, when SECWA has prior notice of potential generation problems.
SECWA has an underfrequency load shedding system that automatically
sheds customer load to prevent a power system collapse. Under these
circumstances large users cannot be notified.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN - MINISTER FOR POLICE
Security Equipment Expenditure

286. Mr MacKINNON to the Premier:

(1) Is it correct that $9 326 was expended on security equipment installed at the
residence of Hon Graham Edwards MLC, the present Minister for Police?

(2) If not, what was the amount expended on this security equipment?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1) An amount of $9 329 was expended on security improvements installed at the
residence of Hon Graham Edwards, MILC on the recommendation of the
Police Department.

(2) Not applicable.
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POWER STATIONS - WYNDHAM
Blackouts - Upgrading

290, Mr' COURT to the Minister for Fuel and Energy:

(1) Is the Minister aware that Wyndham often experiences blackouts as well as
fluctuations in its power supply?

(2) If yes, what steps are being taken by the State Energy Commnission of Western
Australia to upgrade the power station at Wyndhamr?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) SECWA is planning to either replace the existing generating plant with a
compact modem plant on an alternative site or to interconnect Wyndhain with
the Kununurra electriiy supply system.

LAKE CRONIN - A CLASS RESERVE
Conservation and Land Management. Department of - Increase

Consideration

302. Mr COURT to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) Is the Department of Conservation and Land Management still considering
increasing the size of the A class reserve presently covering Lake Cronin from
approximately 10 kmn to over 1 000 kmn?

(2) What consultation has been made with the mining industry in relation to this
matter?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1)-(2)
This question is identical in wording to question '159 asked by the member
yesterday. The answer has not changed.

SMALL BUSINESS DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION - WOMEN
Skills Development Assistance

303. Mr COURT to the Minister for Small Business:

(1) Is the Small Business Development Corporation funded to assist women to
develop skills which will lead to successful business commencement and
operation?

(2) If yes, what are the main services provided in this area?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) The Small Business Development Corporation is funded to assist the
development of effective small business enterprise in Western Australia.
Women are not excluded from its services.

(2) The main services provided by the Small Business Development Corporation
are information, advice, management, education and research.

ENERGY -NEW GENERATING SETS
Isolated Areas -Government Grant Policy Changes

309. Mr COURT to the Minister for Fuel and Energy:

(1) Has the Government changed its policy on providing grants for new
generating sets in isolated areas?

(2) If yes, what changes have been implemented?

Mr CARR replied:

(1) No.

(2) Not applicable.
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FAMILY - HOMOSEXUAL COUPLES
Government Recognition

331. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for The Family:

(1) Are there any circumstances in which a homosexual couple, either male or
female, is recognised by the Government as a family?

(2) If yes, under what circumstances?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

The Government recognises that homosexual couples may take on some of
the functions of families; for example, caring for dependlants.

Government services are not necessarily supplied on the basis of family
compensation, but on individual need for the service. In the provision of
set-vices the Government does not discriminate against people on the grounds
of sex, sexual orientation or marital status.

There is no uniform definition of "family" which has been adopted across
Government. The defiition used by the Australian Bureau of Statistics
focuses on members of a household who aire related by blood, marriage or
adoption.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

MEMBERS OF PARUIAMENT - MEMBER FOR PEEL
Electors - Council Candidates Support Letter

18. Mr MacKINNON to the Premier:

(1) Is the Premier aware that one of her key supporters, the member for Peel, has
sent a letter to electors in Parrnelia and his general electorate area dated
30 April on parliamentary letterhead urging electors to support council
candidates?

(2) Is she also aware that many people have complained about this action along
the lines of this letter, from which I will quote, which is one [ have received -

I think that the state has enough worries and costs to meet and try to
reduce without this type of thing going on.

(3) Does she believe that this is an appropriate use of taxpayers' htinds?

(4) if not, will she instinct the member to desist from such activities in the future?
(5) Is the Premier also aware that the letter appears to have been stamped by a

franking machine, either in the post office or at some other location?
(6) Will she therefore launch an immediate inquiry to ensure that the machine and

hence the postage is not being funded by taxpayers?
Dr LAWRENCE replied:

I did suggest to members opposite yesterday that, in order to facilitate the
proper business of the Parliament, when matters of this kind that require a
detailed reply are required to be answered it is helpful to have some notice;
but I can tell the Leader of the Opposition that I was not aware that the
member for Peel had sent out a letter of support for council candidates.
However, I would have to say to members opposite that it is not the first time
that members of Parliament have urged people in local governm-ent elections
to support one candidate or another.

Mr Hassell: Not on parliamentary letterhead.

Dr LAWRENCE: I am talking about first principles. Indeed, I seem to recall that
one of the Opposition's own candidates at various times has done that, and
some of its- own members have done that.
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Mr Macinnont: Who did it? Tell us.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Kierath: It was not me - that is a lie.

The SPEAKER: Order! Would the Premier please resume her seat. There are two
reasons why the member for Riventon is out of order. Firstly, I have called
order and he refused to come to order. Secondly, he used that very naughty
word. I hope that I do not hear that word again in this place during this
session.

Dr LAWRENCE: Thank you, Mr Speaker. Firstly, it has always been pant of the
Opposition's mythology that members of Parliament are not involved in local
government elections and that there are no politics in local government.

Mr Clarko: Cut it out, it is all politics.

Dr LAWRENCE: No parry politics. I suggest that is part of the Opposition's
mythology.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Dr LAWRENCE: The Leader of the Opposition asked a question which had five or
six separate parts. If members expect me to answer them all in one sentence,
they axe expecting the impossible. What I suggested was related to first
principles. Let us not be naive about the involvement of party politics and
party politicians in local government. Secondly, I believe it is inappropriate
for members of Parliament to use letterhead for that purpose, but the member
for Peel would not have been the first to make an error of that kind. Thirdly, I
understand by way of inform-ation which is coming to me along the bench -
and it is the best I can say at this stage - that the member for Peel actually paid
for the stamps required. I will certainly say to him in (his forum, and [ have
already said, that I do not believe it is appropriate that members on either side
of the House should use their letterhead for that purpose, but I am reassured -
and I will certainly investigate - that stamps have not been paid for by the
taxpayers but by the member. I would hope that members opposite, taking the
high moral ground on this question, wil abide by the principles they seem to
be espousing.

NATIONAL PARTY - GOVERNMENT LEGISLATION
Consideration Refusal

19. Mxi DONOVAN to the Premier:

(1) Is the Premnier aware of allegations that members of the National Party in
another place intend to vote against all Government legislation before that
House?

(2) What is the Government's response to this proposal?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1 )-(2)
1 thank the member for the question. I have been advised today, admittedly
not by the National Party or its leaders, that the National Party has gone on
strike. The National Party has decided to withdraw its parliamentary labour
and one might ask whether perhaps the National Party should be deregistered
under those circumstances.

However, it is a serious matter when members of Parliament of whichever
House indicate that they will, for one reason or another, refuse even to
consider legislation. I understand that the Leader of the National Party in this
place has gone on the record indicating that his members in the upper House
will simply adjourn debate in that House, effectively bringing their
parliamentary contribution to an end. In doing that the National Party would
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clearly not be representing the interests of its electors. and I wonder, for
instance, whether its members would seek to deny water rebates to Seniors, or
the passage of the tobacco tax funds for sport and health promotion; or,
indeed, whether they would seek to deny the people of Western Australia
legislation such as freedom of inform-ation legislation or that which will
facilitate the appointment of the Director of Public Prosecutions. The three
National Party members in the upper House are not entitled to attempt to
govern this State in that way and to deny Western Australians the benefit of
legislation.

It is worth reminding members opposite, and particularly members of the
National Party, that at the most recent election where we tested the vote in this
State the Senate vote for the National Party fell below three per cent. In other
words, something less than 27 000 voters - fewer than the informal votes in
this State - were prepared to vote for the National Party, and these people are
now telling us that the business of this Parliament shall be held in abeyance
while their members go on strike and have a small holiday from the
Parliament,

I have indicated on previous occasions in this House and in public that what
the Leader of the National Party seeks to achieve has not been ruled out. The
Leader of the National Party is saying in very many venues what I gather is
sumnmarised succinctly as "No Royal Commission, no legislation." It is a very
simple equation but a totally irresponsible one. I have indicated before in this
House that there are serious legal impediments to the holding of an inquiry
such as the Opposition has proposed.

Mr Hassell: You are protecting your mates.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Dr LAWRENCE: Members opposite are not prepared to examine seriously the
difficulties of holding a Royal Commission under the circumstances we now
face.

Mr Hassell interjected.

'The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Cottesloe should come to order, please.

Dr LAWRENCE: There are two important principles that members in this House
should abide by. and the Government certainly intends to do so. They are,
firstly, that nothing should be done to hamper the prosecution of those who
may have undertaken wrongdoing.

Mr Hassell: The $850 million is gone and not one person is in gaol, so do not cry
those crocodile tears about prosecutions.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Dr LAWRENCE: People who aspire to Government, as I suppose members opposite
do - although from time to time we could doubt that - should recognise that
the second important principle is that we should not place in jeopardy the
finances of the State -

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Dr LAWRENCE: The Opposition would compound the earor. I have not denied, nor
has this Government that money has been lost. Indeed, in answer to a
question on notice today from the member for Cottesloe, I indicated in detail -

Several members interjected.

Dr LAWRENCE: The Opposition would seek to use the Parliament as its plaything.
It seeks to blackmail the people of Western Australia by withdrawing its
labour. I find that totally unconscionable. The Strate needs to be governed
and governed stably. Members of the Opposition are without principle.

Several members interjected.
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The SPEAKER: Order! I draw members' attention to two points on which I seek
their cooperation. A habit which seems to be creeping into this session is one
where members in this place are being referred to by name on both sides of
the House and by both groups of people. This is a bad practice. Our Standing
Orders request that members be referred to by their electorates, and in certain
instances by their atinisterial portfolios - for example, the Premier is referred
to as the Premier and the Leader of the Opposition is referred to as the Leader
of the Opposition. I ask for members' cooperation.

Question time is very important. I have no intention of curtailing it
unnecessarily, but it is bad practice when members interject in the way they
have during the recent answer. Whether members like it or not, the Minister
on his or her feet - whoever it is - has the option to answer the question. If
members do not like that, remedies are open to them. I ask for members'
cooperation, firstly, because the practice looks disgraceful and, secondly, it
prolongs answers and precludes other members from asking questions.

WORKERS COMPENSATION - INSURANCE COMPANY COLLAPSE
Unpaid Claims

20. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Finance and Economic Development:

(1) Is the Minister aware of the collapse of an insurance company leaving
workers' compensation claims unpaid in this State?

(2) Can he guarantee this House that the State Government Insurance
Commission will meet future compensation claims?

(3) If so, what independent assessment can he give that guarantee?

Mr TAYLOR replied:.

(IL)-(3)
Is the member suggesting that the State Government Insurance Commission
should pick up the responsibility for the claims of the company which
collapsed?

Mr Trenorden: No. Will the claims be met?

Mr TAYLOR: There has been one collapse. Is the member talking about the claims
made on a United Kingdom company?

Mr Trenorden: One company has collapsed.

Mr TAYLOR: Is the member trying to draw a longbow?

Mr Trenorden: I will make the question simple: Can the SOIC meet future workers'
compensation claims? How will the Minister arrive at an assessment?

Mr TAYLOR: I thought that may have been the very longbow which the member is
attempting to draw.

In my opinion, the member for Avon is acting on behalf of others in the
insurance industry in seeking to bring down the SGlO in Western Australia,
Some of the smaller insurance companies would love nothing more than to
see the destruction - through the activities of people like the member for
Avon -of the SGIO.

The SGlO is one of the biggest general insurers in this nation. I am pleased
and proud to be the Minister responsible for the SGO . One of the reasons for
my pride is that the SGlO had its origins in relation to workers' compensation
in Kalgoorlie, which is my electorate. Its activities commenced there because
no other insurance company was prepared to take up the cudgel and insure
miners for silicosis and pneumnoconiosis. That tradition started in the 1930s
and continues to this day.

No-one in this House should be in any doubt, despite the longbow drawn by
the member for Avon, about the standing, competence, ability and solvency of
the 5010 to meet those requirements.
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SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE - REDUCTION ALLEGATIONS
21. Mr KOBELKE to the Leader of the House:

Is he aware of a recent claim on ABC radio by a former research officer for
the Institute of Public Affairs that the sitting hours of this House have been
reduced by 65 per cent in the last seven years? Is this statement correct?

Mr PEARCE replied:

It is not correct. But it is an interesting exercise in how to lie with statistics. I
understand that the gentleman concerned, who is a former research officer for
the Institute of Public Affairs, is now seeking a degree from the University of
Melbourne. I trnst that his honours thesis is a touch more accurate.

The figures have been produced as follows: His sitting figures for 1989 are
wrong - he has diminished them by a week. I have checked that with the
Parliamentary Library. Mr Smith, the gentleman concerned, claimed that we
sat 284 hours, 37 days, last year. The truth is that we sat for 40 days, a total of
320 hours. He compared those figures with the first year of the incoming
Burke Government. He did not recognise, or did not own up to, the fact that
in the flrsc term of the Burke Government we only had two parliamentary
sessions. Prorogation took place half way through 1984, and three years of
sittings appear as two parliamentary sessions which makes the first year
appear to be longer, It is in fact 50 per cent longer than the parliamentary
sittings, if one were to take only a single year.
Why would he pick those dates? I picked the year 1977, which is the year I
camne to this place, and compared the 1977 sitting times with the 1989 sitting
times. The figures are quite comparable because in both cases that is the year
after the election of a continuing Government. In those circumstances, we
find the figures are different; although both Houses sat for about 40 days in
both 1977 and 1989, in fact the number of sitting hours had increased from
less than 280 under the Liberals to 320 under Labor; that is, a 14 per cent
increase over that period.

Sitting days and hours vary dramatically from year to year depending on the
business which happens to be before the House. Across all times there has
been a substantial fluctuation;, but there is no truth in the proposition that this
Government has diminished the sitting times of the House. The opposite is
the truth. I was sorry to hear these matters put forward on Mr Guilfoyle's
program as he is nonmally very sharp to catch people out on those kinds of
inaccuracies. However, he let that particular ball slip tough to the keeper.

WA INC - ROYAL COMMVISSION
Appointmenh Refutsat - Ongoing Investigations Details

22. Mr MacKEINNON to the Premier:

(1) Can the Premier confirm that in answer to a question without notice which I
asked on I May, opening day, regarding the appointment of a Royal
Commuission she indicated that one of the reasons for not agreeing to the
appointment of such an inquiry was the "'potential conflict between ongoing
investigations and court cases"?

(2) If she can, will she detail for me the ongoing investigations which she
considers would cause conflict to such an inquiry?

(3) Will she also detail the court cases which she considers would cause conflict
to such an inquiry?

(4) Will. she also detail this evening the prosecutions that a Royal Commission is
likely to place in jeopardy?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1)-(4)
1cannot detail all of them. I do not believe the Leader of the Opposition
would expect rne to.
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It is important to indicate just how much the time of this place has been taken
up on this matter since the collapse of Rothwells in 1987.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER; Order!

Dr LAWRENCE: We came into this House on I May expecting to have a new
session of Parliament with an opportuntity to debate legislation, an opportunity
to go forward, Some 760 questions of that kind have been asked by the
Opposition; 2 000 pages of Hansard debate, and so on. We have had 33
separate calls for a Royal Commission on eight separate matters. I can go
through chapter and verse the questions which have been asked, the debates
which have been held, and the motions the Opposition has put forward.

If the Opposition wishes to refer to matters that are or might be the subject of
contempt or conflict between the Royal Commission and other inquiries, it
should be aware - it was announced in today's paper - that two individuats,
Mr Edwards and Mr Lloyd, will go before the courts on 1 August. That is one
inquiry and that is enough. There are others as well. The Opposition's Royal
Comm-ission. could cover matters from 1983. The Leader of the Opposition's
Bill seeks to cover events that date from March 1983. There is - I referred to
this a moment ago - a very substantial action for damages against the State
amounting to $500 million.

Mr Lewis: Come on!

Dr LAWRENCE: If the member is suggesting that that is not serious, he should talk
to Mr Bond and ask him to withdraw it. There is a severe prejudice to the
State's interests when there are claims of that magnitude. The Opposition
knows also that there arc other cases in which large amounts of money are in
dispute between the SGIC and the Bond Corporation.

Mr Hassell interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Dr LAWRENCE: I reiterate the words I spoke on I May. I indicated then that
Latham's decision was a very significant one. It has been backed up by
fanner Chief Justice Gibbs of the High Court of Australia and by the present
Chief Justice Mason. The decision states that while the prosecution for an
offence was taking place the establishmnent of a Royal Commission to inquire
into the same mailer would almost certainly be held to be an interference with
the course of justice and consequently to constitute a contempt of court.

Mr Hassell interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Dr LAWRENCE: Through that decision, it is not possible under the present
circumstances for this Government to hold any Royal Commrission except if it
were totally in camera and did not report until all these matters were
completed.

STATE SUPERANNUATION BOARD - LOSSES
Halls Head Jnvestnent - Lump Sum Superannuation Scheme Changes

23. Mrs WATKINS to the Deputy Premier:
I will commence my question after the member for Cottesloe has quietened
down.

The SPEAKER: Order! I know that the member for Cottesloe is very concerned
about these matters. I do not necessarily blame him for that. However, I
blame him for taking absolutely no notice of my calls for order. That is not
appropriate, If I have to call the member for Cottesloe to order again, I will
take some action against him or I will cancel question time.
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Mrs WATKINS: Yesterday, the Minister referred to the losses made by the State
Superannuation Board on its Hails Head investment and also to the savings to
the State as a result of the change to the lump sum superannuation scheme.
Will the Minister indicate the size of the amounts involved?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

I am pleased to do that. As I indicated last night, the Halls Head deal was a
cosy deal. The Leader of the Opposition and the member for Cottesloe were
Ministers at the time the then Government decided to become involved in that
arrangement. Despite what the Leader of the Opposition said about the loss
being in the order of $2 million, I found out today that the loss in that
transaction totalled $12 837 916.
I mentioned also how important were the changes to the State of the State's
liability under the old pension scheme and suggested that the amount involved
saved the State many billions of dollars.

Mr Hassell interjected.

Mr TAYLOR: The member would have allowed it to float along. I anm indicating
chat we are prepared to make hard decisions on these issues.

In 1986, the State's liability under the pension scheme was assessed by the
board's actuary at no less than $5 billion. At 30 June 1988, the State's
liability had reduced to $3 billion. It has been estimated that, as a result of the
transfers to the lump sum scheme, there has been a saving to the State of
approximately $1 billion. The important factor is that we were prepared to
make hard decisions.

I refer also to the comments made by the member for Cortesloe about an
amount of $105 million that the Government had to put in as a result of the
losses made by the superannuation fund. That comnment, which was based on
knowledge gained from a parliamentary question asked at an earlier time,
indicated a fundamental lack of understanding of superannuation and the way
it works. The investment performance of the Superannuation Board has little
if any impact on the contribution made by the State Government. The only
contribution made by the State Government which impacts on that area is the
indexation of the existing pension schemes.

There are approximately 14 000 existing pensioners compared with 27 500
existing members, 60 000 non-contributing members and pension scheme
members totalling approximately 2 500. The extra $105 million relates to a
greater than expected transfer to the fund. We expected that about 40 per cent
would transfer to the new fund. Instead, the figure totalled 76 per cent. Also,
the 1987 estimates were based on how much we would have to put in, but did
not take into account the noncontributory membership because at that time
there were few, if any, noncontributory members and we have also had a
higher number of retirements than was expected by the actuary at that time.

The $105 million which the member for Cotesloe attempted to equate with
the poor performance of the Superannuation Board had no relevance
whatsoever to that board.

INFLATION RATE - PERTH
Highest Rate

24- Mr COURT to the Premier:
(I) Why has Perth's inflation rate jumped to the highest level in Australia?

(2) What are the main factors contributing to that increase?

(3) To assist in lowering the rate of inflation, will the Premier give a commitment
that increases in taxes anid charges will be kept below this high rate of
inflation.

The SPEAKER: Order! That question is technically improper. I ask members to
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give consideration to the phraseology of their questions without notice.
However, in this case I will allow it.

Dr LAWRENCE replied:.

It is irnpontant for us not to be complacent in this area. It is unacceptable that
Perth has a very high rate of inflation. My understanding is that the principal
contributors are mortgages and fuel costs. However, it is also important to
recognise that the State and local government contributions to that inflation
rate were the lowest in Australia - they were negative.

(3) Yes, that is our intention.

MINING AND EXPLORATION - PRIVATE LANDOWNER'S VETO
Removal Proposal

25. Mr COWAN to the Minister for South-West:

(1) In relation to the Minister's recent remarks in the Press advocating the
removal of what is popularly known as the private landowner's veto over
mining and exploration, is the position expressed by the Minister the position
of the Government?

(2) If so, is he able to advise when the Goverment will seek to amend the
Minting Act to achieve his stated policy?

(3) Is he further aware that four months ago the Western Australian Farmers
Federation established a committee to facilitate a conflict resolution between
miners and farmers and that not one complaint has been referred to that
committee?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:

(04-2)
I said that I thought the issue should be placed on the debating table. The
Government has made no decision on the matter. I emphasised at the time
that I had no Cabinet responsibility in that area. I said it was a matter that I
should weigh up as Minister for South-West.

(3) 1 am aware of the committee set up by the Western Australian Farmers
Federation and I am also aware that no references have been made to it over
the last four months. I do not think there are likely to be because I do not
think the mining industry sees that committee as a means of resolving what is
a vety important issue for the State. The issue should be debated in the
commuty and a decision made in the community's interests.
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