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THE PRESIDENT (Hon Clive Griffiths) took the Chair at 3.30 pm, and read prayers.

MOTION - APPROPRIATION CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND BILL
Rothwells Ltd - Treasurer's Advance Account Payment - Papers Presentation

H-ON JJVI. BERINSON (North Metropolitan - Leader of the House) [3.35 pini: In
anticipation of Notice of Motion No 2, which the Government supports, I present the papers
referred to. These are under the cover of a memorandum by the Under Treasurer in the
following terms -

Following receipt of the proposed motion by Hon George Cash relating to the
payment of $22 539 415.07 from the Treasurer's Advance account. I have examined
Treasury files and I have attached copies of the relevant documents.

[See paper No 750.)

HEPBURN HEIGHTS RESERVE BILL

Introduction and First Reading
Bill introduced, on motion by Hon Reg Davies, and read a first time.

Second Reading

HON REG DAVIES (North Metropolitan) (3.36 pm]: I move -

That the Bill be now read a second time.

This Bill seeks to achieve positive reinforcement of the Government's stated commnitment to
the environment. Legislation is sought which realises the preservation of native parkdand in
the northern suburbs, in its natural state, for the benefit of future generations of Western
Australians. Over several months public meetings have occurred in an attempt to preserve
Hepburn. Heights. The culmination of these meetings was a mass rally at the site in
November. 1, together with Hon Barry Macainon and my colleagues Hon Jim Clarko, the
member for Marm-ion and Mrs Cheryl Edwardes, the member for Kingsley, an adjacent area,
joined over 500 concerned citizens at this rally. A prominent local, Mrs Norma Rundell,
together with other local residents, formed the Hepburn Heights preservation group. This
action group was formed to let the Government know that Hepburn Heights should represent
an unequivocal demonstration of the significance that the Government places on its
ecological responsibility. The activities of this group have clearly shown that the
constituency demands responsible behaviour from the Government. It seeks an illustration
that destruction of the environment will be confronted, even if it occurs at some financial
cost; in fact, an 4 February of this year this issue came very close to having political costs as
well with a Minister's seat coming perilously close to falling.'
In the huge locality of Wanneroo presently no reserve is dedicated to the conservation of
flora and fauna. From the roadside it looks as though the area north of Perth is but an endless
perpetuation of the monotony of bricks, mortar and bitumen. When one is driving along the
freeway north of Perth. one is met by an endless sea of roof tops. This area, with the fastest
growing population in Western Australia. represents a concentration of housing unequalled in
this State. Mistakes were made in the past by large corporations which gave no thought to
the environment, and desire for profit was the sole motivating factor behind wanton
destruction of land, rivers and oceans throughout the entire world. Now LandCorp, the State
Governmrent instrumentality which is devoutly pursuing the destruction of this beautiful tract
of virgin bushland, unmasks any pretence on the part of the Government to substantiate itself
as conservation conscious. We are only too aware that those who are being asked to pick up
the tab for the mistakes of the greedy minority are our children, and even their children and
so on for many generations to come. As a small yet relatively wealthy developed nation, we
have progressive institutional and political structures. We are ideally placed to take positive
action to reverse the effects of wanton destruction.

Hepburn Heights represents over 53 hectares of natural bushland. When LandCorp lodged



the initial housing development plan with the City of Wanneroc, 14 000 people - ratepayers
of the council and taxpayers of this State - voiced their abjection to the Government's
proposal to reap a few million dollars worth of profit at the expense of residents of the area.
By and large the submissions from residents opposed the urban zoning of Hepburn Heights in
the metropolitan region scheme, Naturalists from Kings Park also spent time in the area on
the weekend observing rare and wonderful species of flora and fauna, some of which do not
exist in Kings Park. Unbelievably, the State Government is trying to ignore any commitment
espoused in respect of saving our environment and is on the verge of a further housing
development. In the name of progress LandCorp is effectively assisting in the further
destruction of this beautiful asset.

Hon John Halden: You may be exaggerating a little!

Hon REG DAVIES: The residents of the City of Wanneroo are the unwilling victims of this
progress. By their protestations the constituency is expressing the belief chat the Government
and ethics are cohabiting as strangers. It has made it quite clear that the residents
surrounding the area do not want another housing estate developed in this unique bushland
area. At the same time it has to be acknowledged that there is an ongoing need to cater for
current and future housing needs. Land must be made available for housing purposes while
concomitantly seeking to preserve our natural heritage,

I am aware of an area of some 4 hectares of land in relatively close proximity to the city
which I believe is long overdue for development as a housing estate. Here I refer to the
contentious 6WF transmitting station which is located at 601 Wanneroo Road, in East
Hamersley. The area has long existed in antagonism with local residents who cry out to have
the area developed as a housing settlement. The Government would be well advised to focus
its attention on relocation of the radio station because facilities for community groups already
exist together with appropriate functional services such as water, power, schools and arterial
roads. By doing this, equivalent funds as involved with the ocher site would be achieved by
the sale of the 44 hectares without the need to provide comnmunity facility acreage. This
legislation does not ask that the Government forgo funds in the name of the environment;
instead, it offers an alternative arrangement which will attract little, if any, disputation. In
conclusion, the Government has a great opportunity to demonstrate to the public that it is
truly comm-itted to the preservation of our environment and our natural heritage. At the same
time, a chance exists to save both lost funds and face.

I commend the Bill to ihe House.

HON JOHN HALDEN (South Metropolitan) [3.46 pmj: I was a member for the North
Metropolitan Province around the time when this matter was of some controversy in that
electorate. Continued attacks have been made on the Minister and the Government over the
desire to provide. reasonable housing throughout the metropolitan area. Currently, not one of
the Government proposals to develop reasonable cost housing is not under attack. However,
this attack by this group of people is probably the most outrageous.

Hon Reg Davies: Do you mean by the whole 8 000?
Hon George Cash: Are you supporting the Bill?

Hon JOHN HALDEN: No, I am opposing the Bill as it is scurrilous.

Hon George Cash: You should state that three times and get it into Hansard so I can
distribute it throughout the northern suburbs.

Hon JOHN HALDEN: The member can say it for mt if he likes, and I will. make my speech.

The history of this site needs to be clearly. enunciated to the House and for people who may
wish to refer to this debate. The 53 hectares referred to was set aside in 1975 for the purpose
of a tertiary education site, but at that time no great problem was expressed in the community.
In fact that proposal was put forward by conservative members both in local government and
State Government. As circumstances changed in the north west corridor it became obvious
that there was a surplus of land for tertiary education development, and that this land was
superfluous. In m-id 1987 Cabinet agreed that the land should be freed up for the first home
buyer, aged persons' accommodation and single residential developments. In October 1987
the metropolitan region scheme amendment was initiated to rezone the land from public
purpose, to special use to urban. The amendment was advertised for two months
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between 23 October and 24 December 1987. Ninety submissions were received with
86 objections from individual residents, and one submission from the Whitfords Senior
Citizens' Club supported the proposal. Two other submissions from the Water Authority and
the City of Wanneroo provided information. For the interest of members, the Ninox Wildlife
Group gave an opinion about the conservation value of the land; this opinion will recur
during my speech this afternoon and needs to be clearly enunciated and should be taken in by
all members. The opinion states that the area -

..is too small to function as a nature reserve, but it is still of valuable remnant of its
bushland type containing particular flora and fauna species.

The Minister for Planning sought approval to rezone the area in February 1989. and the
rezoning of the area to urban was gazetted in March 1989. The City of Wanneroo initially
supported that rezoning, but reversed its decision. The situation is still pending, and, of
course, considerable community debate has taken place on this issue. As is his duty, Hon
Reg Davies has taken up the matter. However, it was not necessary to raise the issue in the
highly emotive and cliched manner that he did when he spoke about what the Government
was or was not doing, and how irresponsible it had been. The environmental issues were
raised by independent experts in the field. The site was not identified in the System 6 report
as an area of environmental significance.

Hon P.G. Pendal: You blokes are environmental vandals.

Hon JOHN HALDEN: Is the member calling the independent experts, bandits? I am
presenting the facts and if the member learnt to do that we would all be better off. The
Environmental Protection Authority, as an independent assessor of environmental
considerations, determined that the area did not require a full environmental assessment and
in July 1988 it dealt with the matter internally.

Hon Derrick Tomalinson: Why? Did it have a good reason?

Hon P.G. Pendal: The greenies will catch up with you blokes.

Hon JOHN HALDEN: I am happy to show the letter to members opposite - it has only just
come to my attention. I am even happy to table it if menmbers want me to. The
Environmental Protection Authority commissioned an internal report which was undertaken
by Mr WOG. Mantinick. It is important for the House to consider those matters which were
highlighted in the report regarding this area. A summary of Mlr Martinick's report is as
follows -

The vegetation of Reserve 33286 was examined for its conservation and aesthetic
values. The vegetation was mapped into eight units. All of these are common and
typical of widespread dune systems on the coastal plain, and are conserved in various
reserves.

The vegetation is in good condition but has no unique conservation values. Its main
conservation value derives from its urban location. The bushland has high aesthetic
value by any criteria.

Further on the report states -

The vegetation has been affected by excessive burning, timber cutting, track making,
rubbish dumping, rabbits and particularly the burying of large pipes.

Again, the conservation value of this piece of land is eroded by the opinions of experts: It is
not my opinion, but the opinion of experts. If Mr Penidal wants to argue that he can go right
ahead, but it is not my opinion.

Hon PCI. Pendal: You are destroying Leda in the same way.

Hon JOHN HALDEN: The report continues -

Exotic plant species are common, particularly along tracks and other disturbed
ground ...

Taken as a whole, the vegetation is in good condition and comparable to that of other
areas of remnant bushland .. .
All of the vegetation units described are common and typical within their land units
along the Swan Coastal Plain.
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Various types of flora are common and there is no unique type of species of flora or fauna
within this area.

Hon Reg Davies: What are you quoting from?

Hon JOHN HALDEN: I am quoting from Mr Martinick's report.

Hon Reg Davies: Dated?

Hon JOHN HALDEN: It was commissioned in July 1988 and it continues -

The total area of vegetation is small and regionally it does not have a high
conservation value.
Similar vegetation is conserved in Bold Park, Star Swamp and Neerabup National
Park.

Why has this issue been blown up over such a long period?

Hon P.G. Pendal: Because 14 000 people think it is important.

Hod JOHN HALDEN: It was not 14 000 people; it was 9 057. The member should not let
facts get in the way.

The issue at point is the social argument. We have heard the environmental arguments and,
on the opinion of environmental experts, they have been laid to rest. The area is not unique.
The problem did not start when the proposal for this area was to develop it as a tertiary
education institution - the community did not mind that. However, the problem started when
the Government of the day said that it might be prepared to allow the community to build a
mosque on that site. From that day the problem started and there were letters to the paper,
phone calls to local politicians and leaflets distributed in letterboxes. There was, if one likes,
a racist campaign; a campaign against religion.

Several members interjected.

The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon JOHN HALDEN: I say to members opposite that they are allowed to say what they like
and, as the President often says, "You have made your speech, let the member on his feet
make his speech."

The PRESIDENT: Order! I will make those comments.

Several members interjected.
Hon P.G. Pendal: When are you going to start?

Hon JOHN HALDEN: Whenever the member is ready.

The PRESIDENT: Order! 1 suggest to the honourable member that he cease directing his
comments to other members and that he address the Chair.

Hon JOHN HALDEN: Thank you, Mr President, I will do that.

At the same time, the Government put forward a proposal for 180 units of accommodation
for aged persons on that site. Aged person's accommodation is one of the resources mn the
northern suburbs which is in high demand. However, the proposal for this resource was also
condemned. People who argued that this proposal was appropriate and that it was reasonable
for a Government to try to plan for a community were given short shrift. They were
criticised if they publicly enunciated any point of view other than that which was acceptable
to those people who did not want that sort of development.

The proposal for the land included one in 10 units for public housing. Those people who live
near the site have told me that they do not want public housing in the area. The issue is not
one of conservation; it is one of prohibition. The people in the area do not want people of a
different religion practising that religion in the area; they do not want aged people in the area;
they do not want public housing, and, furthermore, they do not want the land to be sold
cheaply to first home buyers. That has been stated in pamphlets which have been distributed
throughout the surrounding suburbs. It has been stated that if this land is to be made
available to first home buyers and to Homeswest clientele the value of the surrounding land
would decrease. It has been a prohibitionist argument and it has nothing to do with
conservation. This campaign has continued over a long period of time and I am
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flabbergasted that same senior politicians could take to heart the obvious sham that has been
perpetrated in the northern suburbs. I excuse Mr Davies for his presumed naivety to this
matter, but to Liberal Party members and others, Hepburn Heights is likce Mecca because they
have had public displays of solidarity there, but they have been talking about the wrong
issues. They are putting up smokescreens.

Hon Reg Davies interjected.

Hon JOHN I{ALDEN: I have no idea what the member said, but it must have been an inane
comment.
The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon JOHN HALDEN: The environmental argument is obvious and we should surely look at
the real issues which are before us. It has been argued that the necessary infrastructure is not
in place to provide the facilities for the famnilies that may move to this area. I would like to
know what infrastructure is not available? It is an area which is well serviced by shopping
centres, medical centres, haspital facilities at Wanneroo and existing bus services and a rail
service is proposed. It has a high school which was specifically built to cater for the area. I
ask members what facilities are not available? I stress that it is not an issue about
conservation; it is an issue about prohibition.

I have already said that the issue of Hepburn Heights has been highly politically charged.
The people in the electorate of Whitford had the relative issues presented to them during the
last election and they have made their decision. The Liberal Party candidate ran heavily on
this issue. In spite of 14 000 signatures - which Hon Phil Pendal mentioned, but I believe
there were 9 057 signatures - to a petition the people in the electorate made a decision and re-
elected the sitting member.

Hon Reg Davies: That was after they were well fed, wasn't it?

Hon P.G. Pendal: The odd sausage and steak.

Hon JOHN HALDEN: Does the member want to make that a furphy - I will make it a
sausage if he thinks it is more relevant to the debate: Of course it is not.

The situation is that a residents meeting was called and 400 people attended. The result was
for the development to proceed, so when people had to front up physically they made their
statement, both at the ballot box and at a public meeting. It is not a matter of 14 000 or 9 000
names on a petition but results that are evidence of this. This is a sham and somebody has
been conned, but I will not name anybody.

Hon Peter Foss: Does Mr Berinson agree with you on that?

Hon JOHN HALDEN: I am sure he does.

Hon Max Evans: HeI is North Metropolitan, so he might agree or disagree.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: He can make his own speech, but I am sure he would agree.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon JOHN HALDEN: The proposed development has been sensitively planned with
vegetation appropriate to the area and in such a way as to minimise what Hon Reg Davies has
mentioned - a sea of red roofs. Sewers will be laid in such a way as to minimise impact on
the natural environment. Open space area left aside will amount to 14.4 per cent of the total
area. This concept which LandCorp has developed, and which Hon Reg Davies has
criticised, is probably one of the most sensible and sensitive developments ever proposed by
a land developer. The tragedy, if we want to talk about tragedies, is not about this piece of
land, which has little conservation value, but about the cost of the land. The cost of
developing that land in 1988, had it not been obstructed by a whole range of events, was
$20 000 a block, so it would have obviously provided land appropriate for first home buyers
or the bottom end of the marker.

That figure has now been grossly inflated, not because of any presumed valid reason but
because of a smokescreen which has been raised. It is apparent that this situation is a sham.
The issue did not come to public attention as raising any great concern until such time as a
mosque was proposed in the area. Also, there was to be a Baha'i faith religious institution.
There was also to be accommodation for aged persons and for Homeswest tenants. That is
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when this land was put on the agenda and that is clearly the concern that has emanated from
small factions in the community which have been able to run amok. The Minister, my
colleague the member for Wh-irford, Pam Beggs, has performed in a superb way in this
matter.

Hon P.C. Pendal: An absolute dud.

Hon JOHN HALDEN: I am sure that the tolerance and patience thar she has shown is
something that Hon Phillip Pendal. would never show and is proof of the concern we are
prepared to show for people in the community. We cannot sit by while the debates based on
spurious and fallacious grounds continue. The facts are there that they are just that. I cannot
resume my seat without going through some of these issues again because it is important that
they be nailed up. Some things have been said for so long that some people think they are
facts when they are far from that.

The issue raised that this is a unique ecosystem and one of the few remaining examples of
such a system in the northern suburb is wrong, as I have said before. A number of national
parks in the area have the same flora and fauna, the same dune development and so on. This
is not a unique area on those grounds and the people who say it is are wrong, not because I
say that but because independent experts say it.

Hon Derrick Tomlinson: The independent experts disagree.

Hon JOHN HALDEN: I am glad Hon Derrick Toinlisson raised that matter because
Hon Reg Davies referred to the Kings Park and Botanic Gardens report and I will quote from
that to apply a balance to this argument. I will give a balanced interpretation of this report,
not the interpretation given by Hon Reg Davies. Point four states -

The concept of urban development within a natural bushland setting is to be
commended. However, the practical implications and long term management of small
renmant areas is in same professional doubt.

Point six of the report states -

Natural systems as small as the proposed reserves are not considered to be self-
sustaining and therefore contradict the subdivsion's principle of a 'harmonious'
bushland setting. At best these areas can only exist as bushland 'gardens' which
require expensive daily maintenance or unreasonable demands on local community
help. Even with constant maintenance this measure is a salvage not a preservation
exercise.

This comes from the letter quoted by Hon Reg Davies in support of his argument, yet it is
saying that the area is not manageable. Those are not my words, and I am happy to table this
document.

Hon Derrick Tarnlinson: Are they arguing about conservation or preservation?

Hon JOHN HALDEN: They are arguing about preservation.

Hon Derrick Tomlinson: That is different, isn't it?

Hon JOHN HALDEN: A little.

Hon Derrick Tomldinson: It is mare than a little.

Hon JOHN HALDEN: Point eight of the report states -

Bushland areas in the metropolitan region of similar size to the proposed reserves
have been found to be ineffective as biological reserves.

This contradicts what Hon Reg Davies said when referring to this report, because in the first
line it says - and I would hate to bring into public disrepute the people who compiled this
report -

Following a brief site visit to the above areas and discussions with relevant officers
we submit the following general conunents:

This was not an extensive examination as was commissioned by the Environmental
Protection Authority and done by Mr Martinick. The other issue is the recreational value of
the proposed area which has been claimed from time to time. The independent people who
assessed this land say it has limited recreation value in its present state. In fact, if it were to
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have high recreational attractiveness, the consequential impact on the area would be quite
significant and, in fact, would erode its aesthetic value, which is the only thing it has at the
moment. That is really a self-defeating argument.

I say again that the area is limited in terms of its viability as a conservation or preservation
zone. Arguments put forward have not been about that but really about prohibition. I cannot
sit down without raising the fact that Hon Reg Davies had to have a free political swipe in the
first line of his second reading speech about the Government and its comnntment to the
environmlent.

Hon P.G. Pendal: Or lack of it.

Hon JOHN HALDEN: I would expect that from Hon Phillip Pendal.

Hon P.G. Pendal: With all your PR gestures and gimmickry, look what you are doing to the
Leda land.

Hon JOHN 1-ALDEN: If I can continue, the situation is that this Government's record in the
area of conservation is second to none and is a mile ahead of that of members opposite when
in Government.

Hon P.G. Pendal: The trouble is you keep reading your own Press statements.

Hon JOHN 1-ALDEN: I not only believe my Press statements, but know them to be fact. I
have seen the sorts of things this Government has done in the area of conservation and
environment, and particularly in regard to the environment. Conservation issues have been
dealt with in an efficient, honest and effective way. The Environmental Protection Authority
has looked at this matter but it does not feel a review with the findings documented for
everyone is warranted. The issue is one of conseration. The people have chosen that they
do not want a particular type of social development which is unique and is highly desirable in
the northern corridor. The northern corridor needs those 180 units for aged people. Those
aged people want to live near their families ar.'J near reasonable community resources. The
opportunity of developing Hepburn Heights a.,, a residential development will give 180 of
those people that opportunity. If those 180 uni:s were built, we would still have a waiting list
far in excess of that number, probably 10 times that number, wanting to live in that area, and
they must be accommodated by any Government.

Hon W.N. Stretch: Is that the only possible site?

Hon JOHN HALDEN: Mr Davies said that site is a possibility. T'here is so much demand
we could build the units anywhere. There would still be a demand because the northern
suburbs form the biggest family growth area in this State.

Hon W.N. Stretch: You do not have to use that specific site to accommodate those people.

Hon JOHN HALDEN: People are crying out for it.

Hon W.N. Stretch; But not necessarily there.

Hon JOHN HALDEN: I am sorry, it is there. The Hamersicy site could be used as well, and
there would still be a demand for more.
Hon Max Evans: Would you move out to relieve the housing pressure?

Hon JOHN HALD EN: Even if we were to build at Hepburn Heights and at Hamersicy, there
would still be ample conservation arid environmental zones in the northern suburbs.
Hont Max Evans: But there are not many there now.

Hon JOHN HALDEN: Members should think about The reserves being created around Lake
Goollelal and Lake Joondalup, and the Neerabup National Park, Star Swamp and Bold Park -
they are all there.

Hon Max Evans: Bold Park is disappearing rapidly.

Hon JOHN HALDEN: They are major resources. Some of those plans have been
commitments by this Government to these issues. I am surprised at the Opposition wanting
to run on the so-called green issues. It has burnt itself very badly, and this is probably the
worst example of how to con an Opposition on the basis of cheap support. Members of the
Opposition have run up there in droves, listened to arguments and believed them to be facts.
A careful examination of the record shows that they are not facts. An Opposition which
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purports to be responsible should not be involved in grotty little tricks Like this. It is
incumbent upon an Opposition to be responsible.
Hon Reg Davies: We are Listening to the electorate; we do not disregard them.

Hion JOHN HALDEN: Enough is enough. We have to have a balanced social approach to
issues. We must consider environmental issues, but the evidence suggests that we should not
listen to fallacious arguments. A minute examination of the records suggests that that is what
has happened here. This was a cheap plunge to grab a few votes around the edge.

Hon Reg Davies: Who is grabbing a few votes up there?

Hon JOHN H-ALDEN: The honourable member definitely is.

Several members interjected.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon JOHN HALDEN: This has been a cheap exercise to gain votes in the northern suburbs.
If that is the aspiration of the Opposition, so be it, but members should not come into this
House and make speeches as they have done this afternoont and not expect Government
members to get up and put the correct perspective on what has been said and what is to be
done. The comments today were just waffle; trite cliches which have been trotted out in the
northern suburbs for the last 12 months. They are distasteful to people who have worked
there for the resolution of this problem. The resolution will come only when people are
prepared to own up to what the real issues are, or knock back those who purport to present
certain arguments to which they are not really committed. When those who have legislative
capabilities see through that they will not try to gain the 30) or 40 extra votes and say that
enough is enough.

In the northern suburbs, more than 53 hectares of marginal land from a conservation
perspective is involved. Those in the area say, "That is not what we want; we require that
aged people should be suitably housed; people who require cheap accommodation should be
suitably accommodated and first home buyers should likewise be able to fulfil their
aspirations." We should not have what has been described as a rubbish tip or rabbit infested
area maintained by a small group of people hell-bent on this development not going ahead. It
might be nice for people to have an open bushland area at their backyards, and it may be nice
to have a buffer zone between every suburb; but we cannot have that, as the Opposition
knows. We would have people north of Quinns Rock now if that were the position. The cost
factors would be enormnous. The Government must be responsible. if this was a unique
conservation area I would be demanding its protection, both inside and outside the forum of
this Parliament and the Australian Labor Party. I have probably had more arguments about
conservation than many people in the Labor Party, but this is not one of those places. It is a
sham; it is not an argument about conservation, it is an argument with the ultimate aim of
prohibiting certain groups in the community from an area within our - metropolitan
environment. I have no sympathy for Hon Reg Davies being sucked into this. This Bill
should be dispensed with as quickly as possible.

HON SAM PIANTADOSI (North Metropolitan) t4.17 pm]:. It is obvious that Mr Davies is
somewhat embarrassed by some of the comments of Hon John Halden.

Hon P.G. Pendal: We were all embarrassed.

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: He wants to close the debate without giving anybody else an
opportunity. I am rather disturbed that a member who has represented that area for some six
years, and who, as a member of the Government then, was partly responsible for creating the
northern suburbs, has not seen fit to get on his feet.

This Government has been trying to protect certain areas within the northern metropolitan
area, and they are Neerabup National Park, Lake Goollelal arnd Lake Joondalup, and those
reserves. Those reserves are important not only for the few people in the area of Hepburn
Avenue, the Mitchell Freeway and Whitfords Avenue, but for all in the northern suburbs and
the lakes area. Even the Opposition should look at this as an area which it is most important
for us to preserve. In turning part of that area into national park, the Labor Government is
heading in the right direction. Members opposite should consider the question of water,
which is most important to the northern suburbs, and the problems associated with it. The
lakes area is a most important area from this aspect. In summer 60 per cent to 70 per cent of
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the water that serves the northern suburbs is ground water. Only so much water can be
pumped out of the ground and unless those areas are protected not much will result from the
Hepburn Heights proposal. The surrounding areas of Lake Goollelal, Lake Joondalup and
Neerabup National Park are big areas that can accomnmod ate the Dlora and compensate the
people of the northern suburbs.

Hon Reg Davies: Didn't you bum that out during the sausage sizzle?

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: That just shows the strength of Hon keg Davies's intelligence,

Hon P.C. Pendal: Didn't somebody put cockroaches in the water supplies?

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Not in the water supplies but in the sewerage system. I would
love to take the honourable member down the sewers for a tour. That reminds rme that I
extended an invitation to some members of the Opposition, including Mr Court and Hon R.
Pike and a few others, when they were in Government to go on a conducted tour of the
sewerage system, but they declined the offer.

Hon R.G. Pike: We certainly could not go there with you.

Hon SAM PLANTADOSI: The members of the Opposition were just not aware of what was
happening in that situation.
I-In P.C. Pendal: We certainly wouldn't go with you. There is enough there already.

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: We would want to make sure that Hon R.G. Pike stayed in the
sewer,
The PRESIDENT: Order! [ will say it only once today, as I did yesterday: I will not tolerate
members embarking on these unruly interjections to each other across the Rouse. If any
member wants to continue I can assure him. that I will be taking some action. There are to be
no interjections during the course of this debate. I recommend that Hon Sam Pianradosi
ignore interjections when and if they come and direct his comments to the Chair from where
he will get no interjections.

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Thank you, Mr President, I will certainly try my best but I think
that even you would agree that trying to educate certain members about-

The PRESIDENT': Order! I will1 not agree at all and I suggest that the honourable member
talk about this Bill.

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: The point that has been made by Hon Reg Davies virtually
pertains solely to the freeway. I agree that it is the only thing that he has said that is correct.
If one drives along the freeway all one can see is tree tops. Hon Reg Davies makes a
statement that presently in the locality of Wanneroo there are no reserves dedicated to flora
and fauna. That is totally misleading because I have just pointed out those areas. Members
who represent that area should be aware of them. I am most disappointed that they have not
tried to clar@f the matter for Hon Reg Davies. Itris obvious that he has nor ventured out of
Balga and has not looked at the north metropolitan area. In other areas beyond the freeway
there are many parks, the lakes area has parks that are much more important to Western
Australians, particularly to the people of the north metropolitan area.

One just has to look at the water problem that Western Australia has. It is common
knowledge that Australia is a dry country and Western Australia is, second to South
Australia, the driest State in Australia. There are real problems here. Unless those areas are
given first priority and protected - and this is what the Labor Government has done in
protecting those water resources - the only way one can fully realise the extent of the problem
is by venturing into the Wanneroo water treatment plants in summer. During those very hot
spells one would realise the problems which that plant has in supplying the northern suburbs
with good quality water. If one was aware of what the water looks like when it first comes
out of the ground and what is needed to treat that water to feed the north metropolitan area,
one would then fully support the Government's actions in protecting those areas and turning
them into national parks, which have double benefits for the people of Western Australia and
the northern suburbs.

One area in particular had virtually dried up because so much water was drawn from that
supply. This was a park that had attracted many people to it; people used to ski on Lake
Onangara and that is no longer possible because so much water has been drawn out of it.
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Bores have had to be metered and market gardeners have been restricted in their use of water
in this area. People who have hobby farms in the area have found their lifestyle curtailed
because of the lack of water. If the people of Hepburn. Heights were asked to weigh the
importance of a water supply against the alternative they would not like the quality of their
life to falter because of the tack of supply of water. I am sure many young people who have
children would not appreciate their lifestyle being altered because they do not have a good
supply of water.

Hon W.N. Stretch: The recharge area is very important too.

Hon SAM PLANTADOSI: But the recharge of Hepburn Heights is far removed from those
areas. If an area similar to Kings Park were considered it would need to draw on
underground supplies, which are most vital, for the benefit of few people. What about the
people east of the fireeway who are away from that pocket?

Hon Reg Davies: We were talking about natural bushland.

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I have been talking about natural bushland around the lakes as
well that can complement the lifestyle of The people of Hepburn Heights and the people of the
City of Wanneroo. Hon Reg Davies said there were no such reserves in the north
metropolitan area.

Hon Reg Davies: There is no region dedicated to flora and fauna in the whole City of
Warineroo at this stage.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: What about Neerabup National Park. That is in the locality of the
City of Wanneroo, unless it has shifted.

Hon George Cash: What about Yanchep National Park? It is not too far away?

Hon 3.M. Berinson: That is not what Hon Reg Davies said.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: If the Leader of the Opposition would like me to quote again
from what Hon Reg Davies said Ilam quite happy to do so.

Hon George Cash: I will rake you to Yanchep one day.

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Neerabup National Park, Lake Goollelal and Lake Joondalup are
not very far away. Those facilities exist there and they are aimed at people west of the
freeway. What about access for people east of the freeway? H-ow far would they have to
travel to gain access to these areas? They would probably have to go the same distance as
they would to Lake Joondalup, Neerabup National Park and Lake Goollelal. One has to take
into account the importance and value of these areas.
I was approached three years ago by the Hepburn Heights group through a Mr Di Camillo.
This group was not in my area at the time and I made suggestions as to who they should see
within the area.

Hon Reg Davies: Pamn Beggs.

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: It was not Pamn Beggs. For the information of Hon Reg Davies I
expressed my views as to what I considered to be important to them. I am quite happy to
meet that group with the member as well. I gave my reasons as to what I thought was more
important to service the people of the northern suburbs. I would challenge any member of
the Opposition to check those other areas which are currently dedicated to the conservation of
flora. The record of the Labor Government needs to be looked at in comparison with the
record of the Liberal Government. Who opened up those areas?
I agree in pant with the statement made by Hon Reg Davies that in the past mistakes have
been made by Planning Ministers without any thought about the environment when the
expansion of the northern suburbs wentt ahead willy-nilly. I am concerned not only about
environmental matters but also services which the Labor Government over the last six years
has been striving to improve; it has been attacking the problem of pollution of the
underground water supplies due to lack of sewerage schemes in the northern suburbs. Past
mistakes have already destroyed our underground resources and have compounded the
problems we now face. We desperately need co protect our water resources; the conservation
parks in the vicinity of underground water supplies in the northern suburbs should be
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protected and retained in order to protect the local fauna. These matters will affect the future
of the people in the northern suburbs.
The PRESIDENT: Order! One hour has elapsed since the time set down for the sitting of the
House, and a most peculiar situation has arisen. It will be necessary to give leave for this
debate to continue; it starred off as a motion and it is now a second reading debate of a Bill.
This is a result of the suspension of Standing Orders that allows for a Bill to proceed through
all stages in the one sitting. It is not within our province to interrupt debate on a second
reading debate; however, I interrupt only to bring the matter to the attention of honourable
members because on the Notice Paper is another motion which automatically will not be
proceeded with unless leave is granted at this point to deal with it at the conclusion of dealing
with the present second reading debate.

[Resolved, that business be continued.]

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: The Government is heading along the right path in the northern
suburbs. By its actions the Government will preserve the lifestyle that many people in the
northern suburbs enjoy. The Governmnent has earmarked national parks and conservation
areas, not only for the people of Hepburn Heights but for all people in the North Metropolitan
Region. I am disappointed that some of my colleagues in that area have failed to grasp the
reality of the needs of the people. I hope that [ have been able to give those members enough
information to help them in their deliberations on this Bill.

HON R.G. PIKE (North Metropolitan) [4.35 pm]: This Bill proposes to set aside 128 acres
or 53.32 hectares as an A Class reserve. We are retreading debate which took place when
Sir John Forrest set aside Kings Park. AUl the arguments put forward by the Labor Party in
opposition to that very worthwhile proposition are similar to the arguments against this Bill.
Let history and the electors of the North Metropolitan Region judge the Labor Party and its
attitude accordingly. The Bill states that the land described in the schedule is to be created as
a reserve of Class A vested in the municipality of the City of Wanneroo. For purely political
reasons we have a not too well informed number of upper House members, led by Hon John
Halden the member for South Metropolitan Region who has no connection with the electorate
whatsoever.

Hon J.M. Berison: That member knows the area lie the back of his hand.

Hon T.G. Butler: Which is more than we can say for Mr Pike.

Hon R.G. PIKE: I-on T.G. Butler has all the-attributes of a tailor's dummy; he has no head
and some other essential parts are missing.

Hon J.M. Berinson: Very droll.

Hon Graham Edwards: Kindergarten stuff.

The PRESIDENT: Order! I remind honourable members that it does not matter fromn which
side an honourable member is addressing the Chair, the same rules apply in regard to the
proposition I submitted earlier; that is, there are to be no interjections across the Chamber. I
recommend to Hon R.G. Pike, as I have recommended to the previous speaker, that he direct
his comments to the Chair and not to other members in this Chamber.

Hon R.G. PIKE: Thank you, Mr President. I will ignore the Labor Party interjections.

Hon T.G. Butler: Just as we ignore your speeches.

Hon R.G. PIKE: Ilam sorry, [ cannot hear the member's interjection.

Hon T.G. Butler: You are not supposed to.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon ROG. PIKE: I repeat that this is a retread of the type of debate which took place when
Sir John Forrest set aside Kings Park. The Government is denying the people of North
Metropolitan Region an area of land to be set aside for all the people in the area in the form
of an A Class reserve. Hon Sam Piantadosi stated earlier that Liberal Parny members have
failed to grasp the realities.

Hon T.G. Butler: Don't take any notice of interject ions.

The PRESIDENT: Order! I warn Hon TOG. Butler for the first time. If he interjects again I
shall make no further warning.
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Hon Rfl. PIKE: The Liberal Party -

The PRESIDENT: Order! I am quite capable of controlling debate and of advising any
honourable member when he ought or ought not to be doing something.
Hon ROG. PIKE: I repeat - and I am sure Labor Party members will be delighted to hear this
repetition - Hon Sam Pianradosi said that the Liberal Party has failed to grasp the realities of
this question. Mr President, the reality is that the Liberal Party through the excellent
proposition put forward by Hon Reg Davies has grasped the relevance of the proposition and
is attempting to set aside an area of 128 acres - that is, another Kings Park in the northern
suburbs. The socialist Labor Party is declaring itself to be a dedicated opposition to this area
as has the Minister, Hon Pam Beggs, in the other place. She has the attributes of a Benedict
Arnold in regard to the environment in Western Australia. I will explain chat.
Hon J.M. Berinson: Which book of quotes are you currently using?

Hon R.G. PIKE: It is all in my head.

Hon S.M. Berinson: I recommend the book, in that case.

Hon ROG. PIKE: I am sorry, I cannot hear the interjection.
The PRESIDENT: Order! If Hon Robert Pike pursues that course I will sit him down. I
have said already that there will be no interjections. Hon Robert Pike's attempts to defy me
by endeavouring to induce members to interject will bring him nothing but problems.
Hon R.G. PIKE: In many cases, this matter is similar to the proposition known as the
Whitford Nodes. I think, with the wisdom of hindsight, that the Liberal Party, which was in
Government, made a mistake on the Whitford Nodes. Its relevance to this matter is that it is
in a similar area and is the same type of reserve. The Government consulted with town
planning experts, local authorities and others for developing the Whitford Nodes for parks
and housing. The Labor Party, spearheaded by a number of people, one of whom was the
Minister, Hon Pam Beggs, argued strongly and, I think, retrospectively, correctly that the
totality of the Whitford Nodes should be preserved for posterity. What do we have here
today?

Hon Mark Nevill: What about Star Swamp?

Hon R.G. PIKE: This mailer is a reverse of the attitude taken by that Minister on that
occasion and that is why I refer to her as having the attributes of a Benedict Arnold in regard
to the Western Australian environment. She, and many others at that time, strongly
supported the total reservation and setting aside of the Whitford Nodes area, which happened.
I think we have to be fair to this Government and acknowledge, now that we are in
Opposition, that we made mnistakes. That was a mistake. I thought the proposal put forward
then by the Labor Party was a proper and reasonable request and is what happened in the end.
I ask members to contemplate the manifest hypocrisy of this Minister on this issue, because
she is being guided by her overzealous socialist advisers in all departments, including the
Department of Planning and Urban Development. One has only to mention the name of
McKenzie and the mind boggles in relation to the other people who have been parachuted
into positions by the Labor Party. The Minister has taken the attitude of "Damn the people in
North Metropolitan Region; the Government has decided and it will thrust its decision down
the people's throats whether they like it or not.' The Government's hypocrisy is exposed by
comparing its attitude on the Whitford Nodes which is in the same geographic area as this
area. These matters need to be kept in the minds of members of this House. I therefore ask
them to support the Bill.
HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Leader of the Opposition) [4.44 pmn]:
Mr President -

Hon Sam Piantadosi: Their consciences are getting the better of them.

The PRESIDENT: Order!

Hon GEORGE CASH: In supporting this very worthwhile Bill introduced by Hon Reg
Davies I offer my congratulations to him as a fellow member of North Metropolitan Region
and make it known to the House that Hon Reg Davies has earned a very high reputation in
the region as a very strong proponent -
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Hon Graham Edwards: Grandstanding!
Hon GEORGE CASH: - of the views expressed in this Bil. Not only as a member of this
Parliament but also as a member of a leading local authority in Perth he has been a very
strong advocate for the people in the northern suburbs who have, for many years, proposed
that this area of land be set aside as an A Class reserve.

I listened with interest to the comments made by the Labor member for North Metropolitan
Region, Lion Sam Piantadosi, and the former member for that area, Hon John Maiden. 1 can
say only that both appear to be clearly out of touch with reality and with the people who
currently live in the immediate area of the proposed A Class reserve. Further, Hon Graham
Edwards and Hon Joe Berinson have not, in this debate, declared whether they support this
land being turned into an A Class reserve. Before this debate finishes, I hope that they will
state, not just for the parliarnentary record but for the record of those who are keen to know
their position, just where they stand.

Hon Graham Edwards: The people who have corresponded with me know my position.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon D.J. Wordsworth): Order!

Hon GEORGE CASH: Perhaps the Minister will let those he has not corresponded with
know his stand. I do not know whether he supports this Bill. I take it from his snide remarks
that he opposes the Bill. I hope he will explain his reasons why.
Hon J.M. Berinson: I am happy to go on the record and say that I support the comments,
made by Hon John Halden.

Hon GEORGE CASH: Which clearly indicates that the Leader of the House opposes the Bill
before the House.

Hon J.M. Berinson: Yes.

Hon GEORGE CASH: I thank the Leader of the House for placing on record the fact that he
is not prepared to support the proposal moved by Hon Reg Davies. That will come as a great
disappointment to the people in the northern suburbs. I will make sure that they understand
the positions of the Labor members who purport to represent them in this Parliament.

There is no question that the Liberal Party has a very proud record of protecting the
environment in the northern suburbs.
Hon Graham Edwards: Tell us about Star Swamp? A massive failure!

Hon GEORGE CASH: I will tell the House about Star Swamp. I am glad Hon Graham
Edwards raised that issued because if members had done any research on Star Swamp they
would see that Hon Jim Clarko, my parliamentary colleague in the other place -

Hon Grahamn Edwards: What a joke!

Hon GEORGE CASH: - for years pressed both the Liberal and Labor Governments to ensure
that Star Swamp was created and developed into the magnificent reserve it is today.

Hon Fred McKenzie: Which Government was responsible for that?

Hon GEORGE CASH: Both the Liberal Government and the Labor Government. [cthink the
Court Government was originally involved.

Hon Graham Edwards: It was a commitment by this Government.

Hon GEORGE CASH: This Government extended it later when it came into off ice. Hon Jimn
Clarko is on the record as having supported all moves, including the moves for the original
rea to be set aside and the extensions to it by the curtent Government. Hon Bob Pike
recognised the work that the Labor Government did in that area. I take nothing away from
the Labor Party when it is prepared to act constructively on environmental matters.

Hon Graham Edwards: You were attacking our record.

Hon GEORGE CASH: I am concerned that we have -

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon D.J. Wordsworth): Order! For those members who were
not present when the President was in the Chair, I point out that he objected very strongly to
the interjections and has already warned one member. Two other people since then have
gone well beyond what that member had done. I warn members to let the person on his feet
speak.

6051



Hon GEORGE CASH: I will support at all times the very positive and constructive moves
made by either a Labor or Liberal Government when it comes to protecting the environment.
That is one of the reasons I am prepared to wholeheartedly endorse the Hepburn Heights
Reserve Bill. I congratulate Han Reg Davies for taking the initiative to introduce this Bill. It
is interesting to hear the comments from the Labor members who currently represent that area
and formerly represented that area. From their comments, it is clear that they do not now
relate to the people living in the vicinity of the Hepburn Heights proposed reserve. Both Mrs
Beggs and Mrs Watkins, Labor members in that other place who represent that general area
in the northern suburbs, have been approached by many people seeking their support for the
creation of the reserve that lHon Reg Davies is now proposing. It is also interesting that
before the February 4 election, the Labor Party was most undecided about what it would do
with this land. It was to- ing and fro-ing but was not prepared to commit itself to opening up
that area for housing development. The reason the Government continued to deceive the
people in the area was that it knew all along - particularly the local members, Mrs Watkins
and Mirs Beggs - that it intended that this land should be used for housing development.
Before the last State election a number of public meetings and a number of rallies were held
by people in that area asking the Government to make its position clear so that people could
make a proper judgment when it came to the election. The Government, particularly the local
members, conned the people in that area.

Hon John Halden; Rubbish! Our position was always clear, it is a shame yours wasn't.

An Opposition member; In fact, a lot of people left that area and went south.
Hon GEORGE CASH; Firstly, I was surprised Hon John Halden was to be the lead speaker
on this Bill since he was the very person who abandoned the people in the northern suburbs.

Horn Graham Edwards: As you abandoned the people in Mt Lawley.

Hon GEORGE CASK; In the three years that Hon John Halden represented that area he
failed dismally to understand what the people were looking at.

Hon J.M. Berinson; You were not going to go for the swing of two per cent.
Hon GEORGE CASH: As to my position, I am glad the Leader of the House should raise it.
I happen to still represent the very area I represented when I was a member of the other place,
so I really do not know what the Leader of The House is getting at.

Hon J.M. Berinson; Everyone else knows.

Hon John Kalden: And you tried to go to Floreat too.

Hon GEORGE CASH: I suppose [ should not raise this in the House, but I have an electorate
office at Dianella Plaza Shopping Centre and the Leader of the House's sister has a shop
there also. I exchange the usual pleasantries with that lady when I see her in the shopping
centre.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT; Order! I hope this is relevant.

Hon GEORGE CASH; This matter is very much related to the Bill. Recently, Mr Berinson's
sister came into my office, which happens to adjoin lHon Keith Wilson's office, and asked if I
would be good enough to help a constituent. My secretary said, "Surely Mr Berinson, your
brother, the Attorney General can help you," to which she said, "You must understand, he is
too busy." The Leader of the House's sister and I get on particularly well and I was delighted
to be able to assist her. It is a salutary note that perhaps the Leader of the House himself,
under pressure of his ministerial portfolios, is now unable to get out and meet the people in
the North Metropolitan Region. Perhaps that is one of the reasons he is not supporting the
Bill today. I urge him to go into that area and talk to the people because I believe he will
change his mind if he listens to them. Had the Leader of the House attended that public rally
held only two weeks ago by the people in that area to again register their views on Hepburn
Heights, he might have learned something. The Liberal Party has a very proud record when
it comes to environmental matters, particularly in the northern suburbs. When it comes to the
southern suburbs, let us not forget that Hon Phillip Pendal has introduced a Bill into this
House called the Leda Reserve Bill which covens the Kings Park of the south.

Hon John Halden; We are left to deal with it.
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Hon GEORGE CASH: It is interesting that the Labor Party has not declared its position on
that Bill. Hon Sam Piantadosi raised the question of water conservation and generally related
those comments, as I recall, to the area east of Wanneroo Road.
Hon Sam Piantadosi: East of Wantneroo Road?

Hon GEORGE CASH: East of Wanneroc Road. That is the general area.

Hon Sam Piantadosi: Lake Gootlelal doesn't extend east of Wanineroc Road.

Hon GEORGE CASH: The land that needs to be preserved in that general vicinity of Lake
Goollelal, is partly west but mostly east of Wanneroo Road. The Labor Party has a policy of
developing much of that land east of Wanneroo Road against the express wishes of residents
in that area.

An Opposition member: The lakes axe not east of Wanneroo Road, Mr Cash.

Hon GEORGE CASH: The public utterances of the Labor Party on environmental matters
and the practical situation when it comes to work on the ground are often miles and miles
apart. The Labor Party is very good at producing glossy brochures but it is not too good at
producing the goods when people request it of it. The community is recognising this in the
Government. I have said before that it is desperate for revenue and I suggest that one of the
reasons the Leader of the House and his colleagues who represent the North Metropolitan
Region are not prepared to support this Bill is that they want that land cut up into housing*
blocks and sold so that the Government can get some more desperately needed revenue to
pay off the debts incurred as a result of its very poor business dealings.

Hon John Halden: Are we going back to that argument? That is a red herring.

Hon GEORGE CASH: At times we hear the Government claim that Opposition comments
are negative but is it not interesting that when an Opposition member puts forward -

Hon John Halden: That's a fallacy.

The DEPUT Y PRESIDENT: Order! I warn Hon John Halden. This is about the fifth time
he has interjected in the last five minutes.

Hon GEORGE CASH: - not only a very constructive initiative that will benefit the
community of today, but one which will benefit communities for all times, all we have heard
from the Labor Party is negative comments? Hon Reg Davies proposed a solution to the
problem of revenue forgone. He talked about the 6WrF transmitter, which is located in
Waimeroo Road, Balga. Admittedly that is land under the control of the Commonwealth,
which may require the State to enter into negotiations with it to become the owner. It might
even cost some money. However, the fact is that a constructive proposition has been put
forward by Hon Reg Davies and I ask honourable members opposite to reconsider their
comments and give this Bill the support it deserves.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Fred McKenzie.

[Questions without notice taken.J

MIOTION - APPROPRIATION CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND BILL

Rot hwells Ltd - Treasurer's Advance Account Payment - Papers Tabling

HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Leader of the Opposition) [5.33 pm]: I
move -

That in respect of the payment out of the Treasurer's Advance Account of the sum of
$22 539 415 or thereabouts itemnised in Schedule 2 of the Appropriation
(Consolidation Revenue Fund) Bill 1989 and headed as "Rothweils Limited
(Provisional Liquidators appointed) - Indemnity and Associated Expenses", Hon J.M.
Berinson, MLC, Attorney General and Minister for Budget Management produce to
and table in the Council the following papers not later than 3 sitting days following
the resolution of this motion by the House -

(i) each and every certificate issued by the certifying officer under the Financial
Administration and Audit Act 1985;

(ii) each and every determination of the Treasurer under the Financial
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Administration and Audit Act 1985 or any other Act that the expenditure of
the said sum should be made from the Public Bank Account or any of the
Treasurer's accounts;

(iii) each and every authorisation by -

(a) the Governor, or

(b) the Treasurer;
that the expenditure of the said sum should be made on the authority of the
Treasurer's Advance Authorisation Act 1988, the Industry (Advances) Act
1947 or any other Act;

00v any other certificate, determination, authorising or approving warrant by the
Governor, the Treasurer, the Premier or any other Minister or Officer
requesting or authorising payment to be made of the said sum under any Act.

I acknowledge that when the House commnenced this afternoon the Minister fo; Budget
Management tabled certain documents, but I have not bad the opportunity to check to see
whether the documents tabled correspond with the documents requested in this motion.
However, that is something that can be done in due course. Clearly the Governrrent has
agreed in principle with the tabling of the documents - I use the word "principle" because,
again, I have not checked whether all the documents are there.
I need not mate a long speech, but it is important that members recognise that this House has
had considerable difficulty obtaining information from the Government in respect of
questions raised. An example is the matter of the $33 million which has been paid to the
provisional liquidator of Rothwells.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon J.M. Brown): Order! There is too much audible
conversation and the Mansard reporter is having a great deal of difficulty hearing the debate.
Members are well aware of the Standing Orders of this Chamber.

Hon GEORGE CASH: Thank you, Mr Deputy President.

The $33 million has been paid to the provisional liquidator of Rothwells, yet in the order of
$22.5 million is provided for in the Budget for that payment. It is true that on a number of
occasions the Minister has tried to explain that the $10.5 million will be recouped from the
National Australia Bank; this $10.5 million and the $33 million paid to the provisional
liquidator are separate entities, yet we see in the Budget papers $22.5 million recorded as
payment to the Rothwells l iquidator.

The lack of information that this Government has provided to this House has almost created a
constitutional crisis - using those terms does not put it on a higher plain than it actually is.
There is no doubt that unless the Government is prepared to provide members of this House
with information required to endorse the Budget there is every possibility that the Liberal
Opposition will continue to move to adjourn debate on the Budget pending that information
being supplied. More than that, if the information is not provided, a fresh election will be
called for. Therefore, the very fact that the Government is reluctant to provide infonmation
could in itself cause a constitutional crisis in this State.

Whether certain items contained in the Budget are within the ordinary service of Government
is a mailer that will be explored in due course. I tag this issue as one that has not been settled
to my satisfaction. Members would be aware that the Legislative Council carried a resolution
the other day requesting an amendment to the Appropriation Bill in the Legislative Assembly,
and the Legislative Assembly declined to accept the request. After some debate in this place
it was decided not to press that amendment.

The Government has made certain comments regarding the provision of information and I
refer to the comnments made by the Minister when he was discussing the requested
amendment not being pressed by this House. He stated the following -

The best place to do that is in the Committee stage and as a practical way of
approaching the likely demand for detail I invite any member who is seriously
pursuing the facts to provide me in advance with the questions which he or she would
want to have answered.
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Later on he stated -

Please, let me have the questions; I have undertaken to answer them in full. Earlier
today, we had every indication from the Leader of the Opposition that he might be
tempted to pursue delay as a matter to be achieved for its own sake. The issue is too
serious for that.

This House should hold the Minister to his stated position in that he has provided certain
information and it is now up to members of this House to ask the questions of the Minister. I
advise the Minister for Budget Management that, having already acknowledged to the House
that he is prepared to provide chat information, he should recognise and also acknowledge
that if the information is not provided he will, firstly, have breached the undertaking he gave
to the House and, secondly, will be inviting the House to take whatever action that it
determines appropriate given the lack of information that might be forthcoming.

I am aware that other members may wish to speak on this motion and I shall be as brief as I
can. I want, in pant, to refer to the recent decision taken by the Solicitor General which was
provided in respect of the Appropriation (Consolidated Revenue Fund) Bill and handed to
some members of this House. On page 10 of the Solicitor General's opinion he makes the
following commnent -

In addition, I am instructed that the items in the Bill have been made as advances
under the Industry Advances Act. Such advances are made under powers expressly
conferred in the scheme which was established by the Parliament. As such they are
properly included in the ordinary annual services of the government and a review of
past Appropriation Acts confirms that this is the practice with advances of this type.

A look at page 9 and then page 8 reveals that the items the Solicitor General is referring to
are the Swan Building Society, the WA Teachers Financial Society Lid, WA Government
Holdings Ltd and Rothwells Ltd. In answer to a question yesterday the Minister made it clear
that the Rothwells' payment was not made under the provisions of the Industry (Advances)
Act. He has now confirmed that by the documentation he has tabled today and I invite him,
in due course, to explain why the Solicitor General should have stated that he believed he had
been instructed -

Hon J.M. Berinson: That is a misreading of what he said.
Hon GEORGE CASH: I invite the Minister to read it again. I have asked my colleagues to
carefully read the Solicitor General's opinion and they confirmed my reading of it and that he
is referr ing to the four items I have mentioned. If that is not right, perhaps in due course -

Hon J.M. Berinson: He has indicated to nme that it is not right.

Hon GEORGE CASH: His opinion certainly does not confirm that. The time has come for a
full and frank disclosure by the Government of all its dealings if it expects its Budget to be
passed. If it is that the Government wants to stonewall and refuse to provide members with
the information which they are entitled to; if it is that it is now to be the requirement of
members to give notice of motions to require that certain documents be tabled as the only
way of eliciting information from the Government, we will have reached a very sorry state in
the parliamentary system in Western Australia. More than, that, members on this side of the
House are not prepared to continue to operate under those parameters and will clearly have to
take matters into their own hands.

HON J.M. BERINSON (North Metropolitan - Minister for Budget Management)
[5.44 pm]: This is rather a strange debate. My impression was there would be no need to
have it. Earlier today I tabled the very papers which are requested in this motion. To proceed
from that point to talk about the Government's having to come clean and make full and frank
disclosure and the dreadful consequences that will happen if it does not, seems somewhat
inconsistent with what happened a bare hoar or an hour and a half ago.
H-on P.G. Pendal: If you sit down I will give you another example.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon .M. Brown); Order!

Hon J.M. BERINSON: How about me giving an example? I do not know how one could
have fuller and franker disclosure or more ready disclosure than by the procedures which
were adopted earlier today; namely, the provision of papers simply on the notice of motion
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and without even looking to the motion being carried. If we proceeded to the motion, as I
indicated when I tabled the papers, the Government would have supported it. There is
absolutely no reason why it should not support it. To proceed with a speech which must have
been prepared in anticipation of a different Government response does not seem to me an
altogether useful exercise or a proper use of our limited timne and resources.
The Leader of the Opposition quite correctly referred us back to a debate last Wednesday
which was initiated by Hon Eric Chariton's move to make certain requests of the Legislative
Assembly. He quoted me absolutely correctly in saying that we were prepared to answer
questions, but that has to be a two way street. It is very difficult to answer questions that
have not been asked. The point I made at the time was that if we were to approach these
matters on a serious basis then we should not leave it to the ordinary way in which we deal
with Bills during the Committee stage, with members taking advantage of their 10 minute
speaking time to put questions and the Minister at the Table doing his best, with his own
knowledge, to respond or otherwise relying on an adviser to assist him. The Budget Bill is a
huge measure - and I might add that in all my years in this Parliament we have never had a
real Commnittee stage on this Bill because in past years the Committee stage has gone through
on the nod.

Hon George Cash: Let us do it differently and have a good Committee stage.

Hon J.M. BER.INSON: Absolutely. We will go to the Committee stage. I am suggesting
that if members are really interested in getting proper answers to questions they will provide
notice of their questions, in writing. We have had the first instalment of that today and!I refer
to the questions listed on the Notice Paper from H-on Eric Chariton, starting at question 867.
They are very far reaching and thorough questions. I believe the responses to them are
appropriate to the inquiry which Mr ChaiIton has made. As we found in question time
tonight, if a similar question were to be asked by a member jumping up during questions
without notice or, in the case of a Bill, during the Commnittee stage, I would not be in a
position to respond in the comprehensive way I have been able to do in this case and as I will
do on further matters which have been put to me by the National Party. It is simply
impossible.

We have spoken about delay before and Hon George Cash has suggested that maybe my
reference to the need to get advice is a delaying tactic. That is the furthest thought from my
mind. I do not want delay; it is really putting the boot on the wrong foot. What has
concerned me are the suggestions of quite unwarranted delay in the processing of this Bill.
We will avoid delay if we approach the matter of questions and answers on a proper basis;
that is, members should present their questions in a way that would give us an opportunity to
receive the appropriate advice which is required for a comprehensive reply. I again issue that
invitation to all members. I do not know how long the second reading stage of the
Appropriation Bill will last , given the length of the first reading stage. I would think there is
little left for the second reading debate, but I am not in a position to anticipate that, or the
length of the Committee stage of the Bill. All I am saying in both respects is that if members
are serious about their wish to have detailed information they will indicate that by reflecting
it in detailed questions in advance and in writing. T issue that invitation again today as I have
done previously. The runs are on the board in respect of the first batch of questions. They
are in the Supplementary Notice Paper today in response to detailed questioning by Hon Eric
Charlton. I am happy to continue in that way. I will be assisted in that - and more
importantly the House will be assisted - by members adopting the procedure I have suggested
to them.

The object of this motion having already been achieved in advance, we would be better
devoting our time to the substantive debate on the Appropriation Bill to come. It is not for
me to suggest that other members should not speak to this motion, but there is little or no
point to be served by it, given the events that preceded it.

HON P.G. PENDAL (South Metropolitan) [5.51 pm]: Notwithstanding the hope expressed
by the Minister for Budget Management that there would be no more debate on this matter, I
underline to himn the difficulty the Opposition has had in getting information, even in light of
the guidelines he has issued in the past couple of miinutes. He told us that if members give
advance notice in detail they will be given appropriate information. The point of the motion
moved by Hon George Cash is, to use the words of the two previous speakers, to achieve a
full and frank disclosure of the facts.
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I will give the House one example, and no more, of information that has been withheld from
this Parliament that may well involve criminal negligence on the part of one Minister who
refused point blank to give information, and Mr Berinson, as Minister for Budget
Management, was party to that action. I asked question on notice 645 on 17 October to do
with a $50 million payment by State Treasury in January and February of last year. That
$50 million was made over to the State Superannuation Board in order that the board could
then onlend that money to Rothwells. Members should bear in mind that was about 10 weeks
after Rothwells was first known to be in trouble and it was fully a month after the first
indications that the National Companies and Securities Commission had that Rothwells was
insolvent.

I ask members to bear in mind the motion that Mr Cash has moved when considering this
matter. I asked the Minister representing the Treasurer would he table any correspondence or
documentation in relation to this matter. That was not a small matter; we were talking about
$50 million of the State Superannuation Board's funds. That amount represents about 12.5
per cent of the board's funding. The answer to the question whether he would table any
correspondence or documentation relating to that matter - that is, going from Treasury to the
Superannuation Board and on to Rothwells - was, "No documentation available.' That must
be the most extraordinary answer ever given in this House in respect of Governiment
accountability.
Was the Government saying seriously that a transaction involving $50 million of Treasury
funds entrusted to the State Superannuation Board for the specific purpose of propping up
Rothwells when the Government knew it was going down - which I believe actually
constitutes an act of criminal negligence on the part of the Minister and I suggest that is the
reason why disclosure has never been made to this House - was the reason that no
documentation was available? Can any member tell me of any other Governent in this land
or any other private sector business in this nation where there was no documentation
available relating to a transaction involving $50 million? If that is not a Mickey Mouse way
to run a Government, I do not know what is.
The Minister for Budget Management has the gall to say in response to the motion moved by
Hon George Cash, "Be reasonable. All you have to do is ask and we will give you the
answers." That is not true. I have proven that by relating what happened with this question
and answer. In addition, he says, "Give us a bit of consideration by giving advance warning
of questions." I gave the Minister for Budget Management advance warning of that question
but it produced the answer that no documentation was available. At least Hon George Cash
has been fortunate enough in the process of drawing teeth from this Government to actually
get some documents tabled in this House.
Hon J.M. Berinson: Not at all. The documents were listed yesterday and provided today. It
is the old question of not being able to provide an answer if you do not have the question.
Hon P.C. PENDAL: This is why the answer is important to the question I raised because the
$50 million, the subject of that question of 17 October,* lo and behold bobbed up in
yesterday's financial page of The West Australian and is now one of the reasons why the
State Government Insurance Commission, with the full backing of this Government, is
seeking to move to send Bond Corporation to the wall. That $50 million is mentioned under
the heading "Long term feud at boiling point" so at last the chickens are coming home to
roost. The Government was a bit too smart by half when it came in here and did what it did.
I repeat that I believe seriously that there is a case to be made out for a Minister of the Crown
to be investigated - the Minister who gave the approval for that $50 mil~lion of State
Superannuation Board's funds to be paid required under section 13 of the Government
Employees Superannuation Act. He therefore commnitted an act of criminal negligence
because he knew that that money was going into Rothwells, which was known by people in
the know to be going dawn the tube. That action is a crimfinal offence under the Companies
Code.
It is no good, therefore, for the Minister for Budget Management to make a plea to the House
that motions of this kind moved by the Leader of the Opposition do not serve any useful
purpose. The fact is that the only way to get information out of this Government is to put the
Minister for Budget Management in a position where he could have to vacate his seat in the
Parliament unless he complied with the wishes of the House.
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Hon J.M. Berinson: Why do you keep offering threats instead of listing the questions?
Hon P.O. PENDAL: Because the Minister for Budget Management tells untruths and his
Government tells untruths.

Hon I.M. Berinson: What was that?

Hon P.O. PENDAL: I said that the Minister for Budget Management and his Government
tell untruths when they come into the Parliament and are allowed to get away with this.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon J.M. Brown): Order! I think Hon P.G. Pendal is reflecting
on both Houses of Parliament. I was about to draw his attention to Standing Order No 87,
but I suggest that the member look at that Standing Order during the dinner suspension.

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 pmn
Question put and passed.

WEST AUSTRALIAN TRUSTEES LIMITED (MERGER) BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 28 November.

HON MAX EVANS (North Metropolitan) [7.32 pm]: The two companies concerned with
this Bill have requested the Government to facilitate the orderly transfer of business and
undertakings of WA Trustees to Perpetual Trustees by legislation rather than by the
expensive and disruptive alternative of a separate transfer of executorships, mortgage
charges, securities and so on held by WA Trustees. For the benefit of new members, in 1987
the Trustees Companies Bill was introduced. It was a very early lesson to me that if members
are asked to put a Bill through in one day they should be careful, Andrew Mensaros; told me,
"Some of our friends want this through. After all my years of experience I now refuse to put
Bills through in one day because we end up with egg on our faces." We had a lot of criticism
for not allowing the Bill to go through in one day, but Hon Joe Berinson agreed later it was a
good decision because many amendments had to be made subsequently. We also had some
changes to those amendments. It was a good lesson that no legislation, even the simplest,
should be put through in one day. What has come about is the merger of these two trust
companies. Another four trustee companies have come into Westemn Australia as a result of
the introduction of the correct, amended legislation, which might not have been so correct
had we allowed it to be rushed through, and it would have taken a lot longer to sont out.
Members should closely examine all legislation and discuss it with other people before
putting it through.

The purpose of this legislation is to avoid inconvenience which might be suffered by
companies and the public as a result of the names of these two companies. There is now
simple legislation to enable transfers. Many people may have appointed WA Trustees as
managers of their estates, or executors in the future. An application to the court is required to
change the name of the executors from WA Tmustees to Perpetual Trustees. As a result of this
legislation, many thousands of estates will be saved from having to make that application.
Investments are also affected, if they are held in the name of the trustees. If two persons hold
investments or shares in their names, but vested in the name of Perpetual Trustees, they might
have had difficulty. The State Taxation Department has been engaged with Perpetual
Trustees in negotiations on the payment of moneys in lieu of stamp duty and agreement has
been reached. An amount of $20 000 has been agreed by both parties. Many documents are
involved. Mr Dudley Stowe of Parker and Parker, who drafted the legislation, discussed this
matter with me. I have also discussed it with Mr Lindsay Richardson, the former manager of
WA Trustees, who is the manager of Perpetual Trustees, and he thanks the Government for
its assistance in getting this legislation to the Parliament. The Opposition supports the
legislation.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

Committee and Report
Bill passed through Committee without debate, reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.
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Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by Hon J.M. Berinson (Attorney General), and transmitted
to the Assembly.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND) BILL

Second Reading
Debate resumed from 5 December.

HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Leader of the Opposition) [7.41 pm): In
respect of the second reading of the Appropriation (Consolidated Revenue Fund) Bill I
acknowledge, in view of the number of first reading speeches which were made, that I do not
intend to traverse ground already covered.
The opportunity exists for this House to move into a Committee stage after the second
reading of the Bill is passed, assuming it is passed. During that Committee stage it will be
possible to ask questions of relevant Ministers in respect of various items contained in the
Consolidated Revenue Fund Estimates. It is my understanding that in years gone by it has
not been the usual practice of this 1-ouse necessarily to spend a lot of time on the Committee
stage of this Bill. That is one area which I trust will change not only for this year but also for
the future. It is my view that until the House goes into Committee one is not able to question
the Ministers directly arid expect responses to be made to those questions, given that during
the second reading debate it is the members who make general comm-ents, some of which are'
acknowledged in due course by the Minister when he concludes the second reading stage. I
make that point because while a number of Opposition members intend to speak during the
second reading debate, I would expect far greater debate to occur during the Commurittee stage
of the Bill. Given the comments made by the Minister for Budget Management as late as
tonight about his preparedness to answer questions put to him, that opportunity will present
itself during the Committee stage.

A question still remains in the minds of many members about whether the Budget should be
agreed to at all. Certainly I have considerable doubt whether the House should agree to the
Budget. During the first reading debate I noted that I believed the debate should be
adjourned until such time as the Government agreed to call a fresh election in Western
Australia, given the fact that the situation in respect of evidence and advice tendered by the
Government regarding questions asked of it by Opposition members showed that prior to the
1989 election the Government deceived the community of Western Australia on numerous
occasions in respect of its financial dealings. That has certainly been proven since the
election. It so happens that the Liberal Opposition was not supported in its request for the
Budget to be adjourned pending a fresh election. I accept that decision;, the vote was taken
and the Liberal Opposition lost. However, that does not mean any the less because many
members believe a fresh election is the only way for the people to judge this Government and
indicate whether they are prepared to accept the Government's statements and the evidence
presented since the last election.
However, that was during the first reading stage and we have now reached the second reading
debate. In view of the fact that this House was not prepared to adjourn the debate pending a
fresh election, my next request is that the House consider adjourning the second reading
debate pending a Royal Commission into the activities of Ministers of the Crown in
connection with their business dealings in relation to various matters raised in this House and
certainly in the other place. Whether that will find approval with members remains to be
seen, but I do not believe we should just lay down and allow this Budget to proceed as if
everything in the garden were rosy. The fact is that the garden is full of roses which are
covered in thorns, and the sooner members recognise the deceit and duplicity practised by the
Government on the community the sooner they will recognise that the only way to stop this
Government is to cut off its funding, which will ensure that fresh elections are held.

Again I make the point that specific items can be dealt with at length during the Committee
stage. If anyone is unsure of just how much this Government has lost over the past 12 or 18
months as a result of its dealings with the WA Inc empire, the Liberal Party recently
presented a document entitled "The Big Con" to the Western Australian community. This
document sets out at length the reasons Western Australians should carefully examine the
actions of this Government in recent times. In fact, chapter I of that document is headed
A7291 1-
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"WA Inc: A Tragedy Waiting to Happen". That document outlines why the Labor
Government should go, why it should be put to an election and why democracy in Western
Australia has gone sour. Democracy depends on decency and it certainly could not function
without decency. To date this Government clearly has not demonstrated the decency one
expects from a sovereign Government. The Liberal Party document then outlines the
petrochemical project fiasco. Members will be well aware of the huge losses suffered as a
result of that, and as a result of Rothwells, and the facts behind Petrochemical Industries Co
Ltd generally.

In summary, the document indicates to the public that not less than $699.5 million was lost as
a result of WA Inc activities. If we round that off to $700 million, that is a huge amount of
money. If that sum of money were not enough. I note that in answer to a question on notice
published in tonight's Supplementary Notice Paper, in respect of some specific projects noted
in the Liberal Party document the Government now acknowledges it has actually lost more
money than the Liberal Patty believed in respect of some of those projects. For instance.
when the question was asked -

What is the most recent Government estimate of the amount of taxpayers' money the
Government has or will ultimately have lost on -

(a) the petrochemical project;

The answer given is -

(a) Principal sums commuitted by the Government through WAGH to the PIL
petrochemical project are estimated at $277.5 million.

In addition. interest has been paid on external borrowings by WAGH which
have been guaranteed by the Treasurer and these loans will continue to attract
interest until they are repaid. Of the amount originally borrowed. $20 million
was repaid in 1988/89.

To the question of how much the Government has lost or will ultimately lose in respect of
Rothwells the Government answered -

(b) $23 175 452. comprising $22.5 million paid to the provisional liquidator. $475
452 for legal services/financial advice paid in 1988-89 and a provision of $200
000 in 1989-90.

1 put to the House that that answer in fact underestimates the actual loss that the Government
is likely to suffer as a result of that dealing. Again, that can be dealt with at the Committee
stage. I will be asking questions of the Minister for Budget Management; but I understand
that the Government says the amount is in the order of $22.5 million whereas the
documentation tabled tonight indicates the provisional liquidator was in fact paid in excess of
$33.4 million.
In reply to the question about the amnount of taxpayers' money the Government has or will
ultimately have lost on WA Teachers Financial Society Ltd, the Government said -

(c) The maximum possible loss is estimated at $128.5 million. In addition,
$400 000 has been provided in the 1989-90 budget for costs relating to legal
actions against auditors, directors and officers of the society. It is expected
that this $400 000 will be recovered as a result of legal actions which should
also lead to recovery of moneys, reducing the overall loss to the State from the
maximum $18.5 million.

The answer does not indicate just how much the overall loss of $1[28.5 million is likely to be
reduced although the answer goes on to cover that aspect by saying it is not possible to
predict those recoveries at this time.

In reply to questions advanced about Swan Building Society, we see that the Government
acknowledges it has lost or will ultimately lose in the order of $16.5 million. So we see a
pretty sorry situation of a Government that embarked on dealings with its WA Inc partners,
partners who clearly had the better when it came to entrepreneurial skills, who recognised
that the Government was a weak link with a cheque book which those entrepreneurs believed
they could get hold of and abuse. As a result of that we have acknowledged losses in the
order of $700 million, but these losses are likely to be substantially more. Who knows what
the ultimate figure will be? Who knows whether the ultimate figure will ever be established?
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I put to the House that because of the duplicity and deceit of the Government it will be very
difficult to ever be able to have a reasonable audit on the actual moneys lost by the
Government. As I suggested earlier in another debate, we can sometimes assess the actual
funds lost but it will be very difficult to assess the damage that has been done to the financial
credibility of this State and certainly to the financial credibility of various enterprises
operating within Western Australia.

We have heard the Minister for Budget Management say on a number of occasions that the
Government endorses the Bunt Commission on Accountability report. Earlier this year when
Parliament was called to session to deal in particular with the Burt Commission report, and
also with the petrochemical Bill which failed on its third reading, we were told that the
Government embraced all the recommendations made in that report. It was indicated that the
Government should follow those recomnmendations. As much as these words were uttered by
the Minister for Budget Management, as much as members of this House heard him make-his
claim that he was sure that the Government stood by the recomnmendat ions of that report,
those words have come to mean nothing because in answer to questions that have been put by
members of this House to the Government we see that the Government has not stood by the
recommendations.

This Government is very good at producing glossy brochures; it is very good at weaving a
perception in the community that it is doing the right thing by the community, that it is
working hard on behalf of the community, but when we strip away the gloss and rubbish we.
find the exact opposite has occurred; that is, that the Government is doing very little at all on
behalf of the community.

I do not want to enter particular areas within the Budget. However, I will touch on the police
situation in Western Australia. I have had responsibility for that area for the last four years
on behalf of the Opposition. Members will recall that prior to the last election the
Government promised that not less than 1 000 additional police officers would be taken on
within three years to bolster the manpower of the Police Force and try to overcome the
dramatic increase in the breakdown of law and order across Western Australia in recent
years. That was agreed to by the Government; in fact I recall the Commissioner of Police
appearing on television telling the community just how great he thought the Governmnent was
for making that offer. I am sure most police officers believed the offer and believed it would
be fulfilled; in believing that they hoped at least that some of the pressures on the Police
Force in Western Australia in trying to break down crime and criminals in the commrutnity -
creating a violent community - would be reduced.

Again, it is a case of the glossy brochure versus the practical situation. Only a few weeks
after the Labor Government scraped home in the 1989 election it decided it would not put on
an additional 1 000 police officers over the next three years; they would be provided across
four years.

Hon J.M. Berinson: My memory is that was on the recommendation of the commissioner.

Hon GEORGE CASK: That is something the Minister and I should establish, because I
understood the Minister to say he believed that was the case.

Hon J.M. Berinson: That is my understanding.

Hon GEORGE CASH: It is my understanding that chat is not the case at all. The
Commissioner of Police may have been told by the Government there was no funding for the
additional 1 000 police officers over three years, and it would be expected that he accept that
number would be forthcoming over four years. I recall at the time some of the excuses
presented by senior officers who argued that the Police Academy had difficulty dealing with
the increased numbers, and that perhaps it was not a bad thing anyway.

Hon J.M. Berinson: Have you ever doubted the commissioner's independence and his
insistence on exercising that?

Hon GEORGE CASH: Yes, I have.

Hon J.M. Berinson: I am sorry to hear you say that.

Hon GEORGE CASK: The Minister might be sorry. I am pleased he raised it. That is a
matter I took up with the Ombudsman when I met with him a week or so ago. I believed it
was my duty to state my views to him on the Bull-Peters affair. I recall that I made
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comments along those lines although, under direction from the Ombudsman, I agreed not to
transmit the matters that we discussed so I guess I am limited in what I can say.
Hon J.M. Berinson: You might tell us again about your experiences in the Dianeula Plaza
instead.

Hon GEORGE CASH: I think the House recognised earlier that the Minister's sister decided
she would get better service from me than she would from him.

Hon J.M. Berinson: That is not the way you put it before.

Hon GEORGE CASH: The fact is she thought she would get better service from me because
she did not go to the Minister. It is interesting also that she did not go to my next door
neighbour, Hon Keith Wilson. She relied on me to do the work and I believed the Minister's
sister was satisfied with the result.
Hon J.M. Berinson: I never thought you would stoop to dividing families!

Hon W.N. Stretch: She has taste.

Hon GEORGE CASH: She is a woman of taste; she is a delightful lady. I admit that I find
the Minister for Budget Management good company when we are outside this place attending
functions together. I will say that only once before Hon Bill Stretch pulls me into line and
asks me to reconsider.

The Minister for Budget Management asked me whether I believed the Commissioner of
Police had been compromised. Since this Government has been in power there is evidence - I
do not have it at hand - that indicates that the commissioner has been compromised. In 1987
the WA Police Union commissioned a study to try to work out why morale in the Police
Force was at an all time low. One of the findings of an independent inquiry - I think three
university lecturers were advising the WA Police Union on the morale situation - was that
there was a belief that there was political interference by Ministers of the Crown in the Police
Force. It is on that basis that I suggest that -

Hon I.M. Berinson: There might have been a belief, but that certainly was not a fact. The
Police Force has never had its resources attended to as well as it has in the last three or four
years.

Hon GEORGE CASH: The report and the conclusions indicate that the commissioner was
compromised. That is a pretty sorry state of affairs because the Commuissioner of Police
should be autonomous and not directed by members of Parliament. He should be someone
the public can look up to with respect. Police officers of this State should be able to look up
to him and respect him as their leader. The Bull-Peters affair disappoints me greatly as I
know it disappoints other members of this House and as I am sure it disappoints members of
the community. Newspaper reports of the affair indicate that the commissioner took it upon
himself to place a listening device in the office of the Deputy Commissioner of Police. That
makers me wonder where the Police Force in Western Australia is heading. I have worked
extremely hard to try to maintain the very fine standards which should exist in any Police
Force and, in particular, in the Western Australia Police Force. For that reason, I was
disappointed and distressed to think that this sort of thing could happen in Western Australia.

The Ombudsman has yet to report to the House on his interpretation of matters that have been
placed before him. However, from what I have read in the newspapers, I have formed the
view that the Police Force in Western Australia is not being given a fair deal and that, in the
end, the people of Western Australia will be the lasers.

Before the last election, the Govemmuent said that Western Australia would have 1 000 more
police officers in three years. That was later extended to four years. However, that is not
where it finished. Later, the Government decided that 1 000 police officers would be
inducted into the Police Force over five years. Clearly, the Government was not prepared to
stand by its electoral commitment. The Government has let down not only police officers in
Western Australia but also the community and has failed to recognise that there is an
increasing crime rate in this State, a rate which nobody, and particularly members of this
Government, should be pmoud of.
I have diverted a little from the comments I made earlier about the Bunt Commnission on
Accountability. I made the point earlier that, while we all heard the Minister for Budget
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Management tell us that his Government is prepared to live by the commuission's
recommendations, in practice the Government has failed to do that. While it continues to
refuse to do it, I will regard it as being deceitful and as being not worthy of community
support.

There will be many opportunities during the Committee stage to raise items relating to the
functions of the Government. The first reading stage gave me an opportunity to indicate that
I did not believe that this Government should be granted the funds to continue in office in
Western Australia. I maintain that view still. I do not know whether we will ever establish
the duplicity, deceit, and corruption by certain Ministers of the Government that I spoke
about earlier. I am not suggesting that every member of the Govertnent or every Labor
Party member is party to that corruption. I think a fair bit of duplicity has been shown by
Ministers. [ do not think that every Minister is guilty or even touched by these perceptions of
corruption. I think the problem comes down to only four Ministers. The only way we will
ever get to the bottom of this very sick and sorry affair is for the Government to appoint a
Royal Commission to investigate the business dealings of Ministers of the Crown and, in
particular, those dealings relating to WA Inc. Then, for once and for all, we could establish
whether we wanted this Government to continue to be the elected Government of this State or
whether the people were prepared to opt for the alternative of a Liberal-National Party
Government that would be prepared to run an open and honest Government and offer the
community a fair go and be prepared to listen to the people. However, that is a question that
will be dealt with in due course.

HON J.N. CALDWELL (Agricultural) [8.10 pm]: We are dealing with a Hill to
appropriate and apply out of the Consolidated Revenue Fund certain sums to make good the
supplies granted for the service of the year ended 1990. It is also to supplement grants made
by the previous Parliament during the Third Session in adjustment of the Vote, Advance to
Treasurer, 1988-89 for charges during the year ended 30 June 1989.
From the outset I want to make members on both sides of this House, the people of Western
Australia and the Press, who are conspicuous by their absence at the moment, aware that the
National Party in this House reserves the right to make its own decision on this Appropriation
Bill. That judgment will not be made until the time is right. The National Party has
exercised its right on previous occasions and I believe it should do so now. I can remember
in 1986, when I was rather wet behind the ears as far as parliamentary procedures were
concerned, that I was a member of a Select Committee investigating the saleyard at Midland.
On that occasion I became aware that sometimes Governments do not act as people think
they should. At the time the committee established that the then Minister, Hon Julian Grill,
had received $ 100 000 worth of advice recommending that the saleyard should remain as it
was. I do not think the committee ever discovered why Hon Julian Grill changed his mind
and decided to sell that saleyard to Mr Ellett, after having received and paid for that advice. I
refer to that situation to illustrate that the National Party exercised its right to bring Mr Ellett
to the Bar of the House. It was a most unusual situation and it was probably the first time it
had ever happened in Western Australia. Of course, the blational Party was not the only
party instrumental in bringing Mr Ellett to the Bar, because the Liberal Party also played a
part.

That is an indication that the National Party is able to make decisions, the consequences of
which may be unusual. In recent times the National Party again exercised its right to take
unusual action in this Parliament by voting against a Bill at the third reading. I am not
suggesting that the National Party anticipates voting against this Bill at the third reading, but I
am indicating that it will do so if it thinks fit. Also, if the National Party considers its
questions have not been satisfactorily answered by the Government it will exercise its ight to
vote against the second reading. I am making a firm declaration that the National Party will
pursue this to the end and will exercise its right when the time comes to make a judgment.

I refer to page 9 of the Bill which contains a heading "Other State Services". The items under
this heading have led to the controversy in relation to this Bill. That controversy has been
building up from 1986 when people became aware that the Governiment was handling its
property matters in an unusual way. It has reached the stage where the appropriation for this
year is $233 million, and items under Other State Services account for $155 million of that
total. That is almost three-quarters of the appropriation. That item includes natural
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disaster payments and other related measures. That is a typical example of my definition of
other State services.
Natural disasters occur every year. although it appears that not many occurred last year
because only $3.5 million was allocated. The Government must provide money for natural
disasters. I remember travelling to the Esperance district this year after it had received an
unusually high level of rainfall. The low lying paddocks were covered with water and one
grazier described it as a wet drought. I did not understand that because in the area where I
live the land is undulating and after heavy rainfall the water eventually drains away and the
grass grows. In the Esperarice district the water was not getting away but was covering the
paddock, and as the land was so wet, the sheep could not fid any grass to eat. That disaster
continued for a couple of months, during which the sheep were wandering from little hump to
little hump trying to graze any grass they could find. They were probably jumping through
the water and as a result got foot rot and foot abscesses and other things. They also got
lumpy and discoloured wool which affected the wool clip. Because the sheep got sick the
farmers could not sell them. That is a natural disaster and I firmly believe the people
involved should be assisted in some way. They should perhaps be provided with fodder or
receive subsidies for carting their stock to another place where they can graze.

Hon J.M. Berinson: Are you saying they were not declared?

Hon J.N. CALDWELL: I think they were assisted, but I am giving an example of natural
disasters, and that will lead me to another point. I was involved in another natural disaster
when cyclone Alby occurred one year at the beginning of April. Members will recall that we
were not advised of the approach of that cyclone which occurred at a critical time of the year.
Everybody was burning off and getting ready for the rains due to fall. Cyclone Alby came
along and created chaos with fire, wind swept padldocks and so on. At the rime it used to take
me half an hour to drive home, but that night it took mre two hours, carrying a chain saw in
my vehicle. The roads were covered with sand which at times was up to half a metre deep.
Hon Tom Stephens recently witnessed a natural disaster in San Francisco. It is inevitable that
something similar will happen in Western. Australia one day. Most of us drove through the
Meckering area after the earthquake. [ have looked to see if I could see the- result and where
the big cracks developed, but I have not been able to. Many types of natural disasters can
occur.

However, when one looks at other State services one finds things that are not natural disasters
and what I call unnatural disasters. The greatest percentage of this Appropriation Bill will be
applied to unnatural disasters. There were four such disasters: Rothwells Ltd, Swan Building
Society. Teachers Credit Society and WA Governm-ent Holdings Ltd. It appears that three-
quarters of the money in this Appropriation Bill will go towards those unnatural disasters.
The Government should not have been involved in most of those cases. Arguments might be
able to be put forward in relation to Teachers Credit Society and the Swan Building Society
and perhaps there could be arguments put for and against involvement with them because
many small investors had their savings in those institutions.

Hon J.M. Brown: Their life savings.
Hon J.N. CALDWELL: Yes. However we could argue about whether the Government
should have jumped in and helped out in those areas. The other two businesses were big
boys and the Government should not have helped them at all. They should have been left as
many others are left to fight things out. Farmers are not big boys, although there are one or
two big ones around; if a farmer makes a bad decision he has to sell up. Former farmers can
be found running service stations in Perth, and doing a good job, too. I most of those cases
they made a bad financial decision. However, Rothwells and WA Government Holdings Ltd
also made bad financial decisions yet the Government attempted to pull them out of the mire.
Hon Peter Foss: Most of the people who had their money given back from Rothwells and the
Teachers Credit Society took it out and invested it somewhere else.

Hon J.N. CALDWELL: Hon Peter Foss can talk about that in his own speech, because I am
sure he will make one. These matters are part of this Bill and have a slight taint about them.
We have already asked questions about these matters. I believe that answers given earlier
were to questions asked by Hon Eric Chariton, so it can be readily seen that Hon Eric
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Chariton although be has had a troubled time over the past few days is still participating in
this debate and asking questions. He has given me an assurance that if!I ring him at any time
he will be available for advice. I will not pursue that line unless it is absolutely necessary
because I believe that at this time he and his family should be left alone to sort out their
troubles.
I have some questions for the Minister about which I believe he has been given advance
notice. He has the right to advance notice to them because they are involved questions. The
Government has caused those questions to be involved because of what has happened over
the past 12 months. Item 69, Miscellaneous Services, covers money appropriated for the
Government's liabilities with regard to Rothwells. I am giving this lead up to my question so
that the Minister for Budget Management can understand what I am getting at. There is an
estimate of $200 000 to be spent in the 1989-90 financial year which forms part of the total
$416.510 million set aside for the Attorney General, Minister for Budget Management, and
Minister for Corrective Services. However, in the 1988-89 financial year the Government
spent $22.539 million which is covered in the second schedule of the 1989-90 Bill.
As a result of that Rothwells involvement the following matters must be addressed: Since the
Government paid a total of $33.5 million to the liquidator of Rothwells and some
$22.5 million is accounted for in the Budget papers, what arrangement does the Government
have with the liquidator or the National Australia Bank to get back the remaining
$10.5 million? I know this mailer has been discussed before and some of my questions may.
have already been answered, so I hope the House will bear with me. When exactly does the
Government expect to recoup that $10.5 million? I heard yesterday or last Thursday that the
Government may recoup that amount at some time in early December. It is now early
December and I would like to know if it has been recouped. Is there a possibility that that
$10.5 million will not be recovered? I guess that question can be answered easily if it has
already been recouped.

In answer to a question asked by the member for Cottesloe on 26 September 1989 the
Treasurer said that the $10.5 million would be recouped when certain legal conditions were
complied with. Will the Minister detail what those legal conditions must be before the
$10.5 million is returned? The failure to include that $10.5 million in the Budget papers
raises wider questions about the Government's budgeting procedures. Is it the Government's
normal practice to show in the Budget papers only that revenue it has spent that it knows it
will not recoup and to exclude money it has spent but expects to recoup in the future? If the
answer is yes, how many times has the Government budgeted in this manner and will the
Minister provide full details of all the other items budgeted for in the same manner as
RothwelUs?

Under the same major heading item 78 deals with WA Government Holdings Ltd's
involvement in the petrochemical project. The Budget papers show that the estimate for
1989-90 is $62.3 million. In reply to a question asked by the member for Cottesloe on
6 September 1989, the Treasurer provided the following breakdown: Interest payable on
$175 million and debentures held by the State Government Insurance Commission,
$24.325 million; consultancy fees, $4.725 million; operating costs, $250 000; and paid
interest due to commercial bills and reduced reliance on external funding, $33 million. That
gave a total of $62.3 million. Using those figures, the Government should answer the
following questions: Firstly, now that the Treasurer has admitted that$ $175 mill ion entry fee
for the petrochemical project has been lost, how will the Government meet the repayment of
that cost? Over how many years will that $115 million be repaid, and at what rate?
Secondly, now that the $175 million is irrecoverable, will the terms of the interest payable on
the debentures change this financial year? If yes, what will the new terms be? Further to
this, will the terms of the interest change in subsequent financial years, and if yes, what will
the new terms be? Thirdly, will the Minister outline on what exactly the $250 000 listed as
operating costs was actually spent? Fourthly, with regard to the $4.725 million consuitancy
fees, to whom was that money paid and why, and for what services was this money paid, and
over what period of time? Fifthly, will the Minister provide full details of the comimercial
deals on which the $33 million has been paid? To whom are these commercial bills owed.
how much is owed, and what are the terms of the repayment?
The Budget papers show that $38 838 603 was spent on the project in 1988-89. This is
covered in schedule 2 of the Treasurer's Advance Authorization Bill 1989 as it was not
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budgeted for in the previous financial year. Could the Minister provide full details of what
that $38.8 million was spent on in the same manner as has been sought with respect to the
$62.3 million? The Treasurer has indicated in answer to a question on notice that one of the
continuing obligations which the Government accepts in relation to the petrochemical project
for which the Treasurer feels he must make provision is the $55 million acceptance facility
drawn down to protect the Petrochemical Industries Ltd project in finance. Will the Minister
explain how the $55 million bill relates to the $33 million bill itemised as being paid for
interest due on commercial bills, and will he also give full details of exactly what this
$55 million will cover?
As I have said previously, we will be pursuing more questions during the Committee stage.
It is unusual to have a Committee stage of an Appropriation Bill. I cannot remember another
occasion when this has occurred in this House; the Bill has generally been thrashed out in the
other place. The Appropriation Bill is usually a formality in the Council. We in the National
Party try to make decisions on these things as rationally as we can, and we hope to be correct.
We have exercised that right many times before. We are somewhat depleted in size now,
one-third of our numbers being absent, but we can still give the same service to the public. I
can tell the Press that we in this place - Hon Murray Montgomery and myself - have not
made a final decision on this Bill. We have reserved that right. Undoubtedly even the
Government will agree that it has a certain amount of egg on its face. I am sure that someone
has caught a rotten egg. No decent bird would do what the Government has done in its nest.

Hon Sam Pianradosi: What sort of a bird is that?

Hon J.N. CALDWELL: A pooh-pooh bird. I reserve my right to ask questions during the
Committee stage, and if they are not answered to our liking I warn the Government that we
reserve our right to make a final decision on the Bill.
H-ON MURIEL PATTERSON (South West) [8.36 pm]: I intend to devote my remarks to
housing, the misuse of rural land, the misuse of taxpayers' money and - dare I say it - another
Government guarantee. I shall demonstrate how this exercise is all part of a well researched
and well orchestrated operation. I am not directing my criticism to Government members in
this House. Very likely none of them knows what this is all about, but after I have spoken
tonight I sincerely hope that members will support me in trying to stop the injustice being
done to Western Australian taxpayers.
The Budget provides for the housing allocation to be increased from $288 281 021 in
1988-89 to $348.862 million in 1989-90. That is a massive increase of $60 580 979, which
represents an increase of around 21 per cent in 12 months. The Treasurer alleges this is a
one-off situation, but the question remains, where is (his money going? How will it be spent?
For the vast majority of Australians, owning their own home is the great Australian dream; or
at least it was until the policy of high interest rates turned it into a nightmare. A home is
what we all work and strive for; a place of shelter, a place where we can enjoy privacy, a
place where we can share our joys and sorrows, and a place of security. For most of us,
buying a home is possibly the biggest single investment we are ever likcely to make, and most
of us like to work to improve it once we have signed up to buy the home. In the past
reasonable, responsible Governments have acknowledged the importance of the family home
and have taken specific steps to help Australians everywhere to fulfil that dream. For many
years Governments, through State housing schemes and now through Homeswest, have used
taxpayers' money to provide homes for those genuinely needing assistance, those needing
time to save a deposit on their own homes - generally the younger people - and those who for
various reasons could never provide a home for themselves.

In all these circumstances taxpayers' money has been used and is being used quite properly to
provide shelter for senior citizens and for all the others battling to make ends meet. The case
to which I intend to devote the bulk of my remarks fits none of these deserving categories.

Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENTI (Hon D.J. Wordsworth): Order! I ask members not to interject.
It is difficult for Hansard to hear the member.
Hon MURIEL PATTERSON: I refer generally to the Homeswest housing collective policy
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and specifically to the Great Southern Housing Collective Association Incorporated. I am
not opposed to the principle of housing collectives per se. If people choose to live in a group
situation, that is their choice. In fact such a group exists in Denmark where a number of
private citizens bought land and built homes at their own cost on a collective basis. They
now own a legal asset called the Wollary. From all reports the Wollary is working just as the
participants planned. However, as I shall demonstrate, the Great Southern Housing
Collective has an entirely different genesis. This is the story of the proposed misuse of rural
land and taxpayers' money; it is another sorry chapter in the saga of the misuse of
Government guarantees. The brief facts are these: A group of 10 people formed a
cooperative body known as the Great Southern Housing Collective Incorporated. The
collective applied for Federal and State funding to buy land in order to build 10 homes with
the possibility of another five being built. The land in question comprises 31 hectares at the
corner of Scotsdale and [-olling Roads in Denmark. The land is zoned rural and was
purchased by the collective with taxpayers' funds via the local government and community
housing program, which is a Commonwealth program administered by Homeswest. The land
was purchased, without I believe advising the Denmark Shire Council or neighbouring
property owners in the first instance. The cost of the land was $123 000; the total cost of the
project is not known, although it is ant icipated it will be round $700 000 and could exceed
that figure.

Hon J.M. Berinson: Was that 10 houses or 15?
Hon MURIEL PATTERSON: Ten at this stage. That figure was given some time ago. It is
known that the local government community housing program could contribute up to
40 per cent of the total amount in the form of a grant while the collective would raise the
remaining 60 per cent from private sector lending institutions. The 60 per cent raised
privately will be guaranteed by the Governiment. If the collective defaults on its interest
payments - let alone the principal - the taxpayers will have to pick up a tab of between
$60 000 and $75 000, which would pretty well be the cost of building another home. This is
not a normal Hameswest housing development; it is not open to the general public and the
collective has sole authority over who joins and who leaves. No approval for any building of
any sort on that land has been given by the Denmark Shire Council. However, what has got
right under my skin is how a handful of well educated, physically able men and women have
been able to manipulate the system for their own ends and to use taxpayers' money to
provide themselves with a rural retreat others can only envy - in other words, a lifestyle.
My objections are threefold: Firstly that the land is rural. As honourable members are only
too well aware agricultural land in Western Australia is already scarce. Only about
8.5 percent of land is available for agricultural use in this State, as confirmed by the
Department of Agriculture. With increasing concern about the future of our environment and
the plans to plant millions of trees to help restore the ecological balance, it is ludicrous to
start chopping up what remaining rural land we still have. There is not much rural land left in
the Denmark area and yet here we see the Governiment prepared to hand over part of it to a
chosen few to enable them to enjoy a privileged lifestyle. Secondly, the scheme is a blatant
misuse of taxpayers' money. On i8 August Hameswesr's waiting list had more than 18 500
families without adequate housing. I think that figure has probably come dawn by a couple
of thousand since August, but some of these people are on four-year waiting lists. I have
been told that desperate cases are being advised to split the family, with the wife going into a
women's refuge and the husband finding shelter with his family or wherever he can. With
the high interest rate policy being imposed by the Federal Government, there is every reason
to expect this situation to deteriorate even further. Thirdly, there is the Government
guarantee. After everything we have already witnessed on the subject of Government
guarantees, one might have expected the Goverrnent to tread a little more warily, but its
generosity - especially where it is not needed - seems to know no bounds. I know that the
Premier these days prefers to use the phrase "comfort zone" rather than guarantee, and I am
sure we would all agree that when taxpayers foot the bill for the land and housing that are
used to underwrite the loan, that is pretty good comfort for those on the receiving end,
especially when, as in this case, those on the receiving end are not even entitled to assistance
in the first place.

The Great Southern Housing Collective Incorporated is very sensitive on this whole issue. I
have been personally berated by one of its members, and I will come to that in a moment -
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Hon .. M. Berinson: Earlier you said these were State and Commonwealth funds.

Hon MURIEL PATTERSON: Yes, it was approved by the Minister for Housing, Hon Pamn
Beggs.

Hon J.M. Berinsan: Who provided the funds?

Hon MURIEL PATTERSON: Partly the Commonwealth and partly the State.

As I said, I have been personally berated by one of the collective's members. At least one
protester has been threatened with legal action and others opposed to the development have
been subjected to incredible harassment. A constituent of mine, Mr Dick Walker, was so
incensed by this scheme that he organised a petition in the area. It was not long before he
received a letter from the collective's solicitors - a firm in Perth - analysing the petition in
some detail and ending up by demanding its withdrawal and a public apology under threat of
being sued for defamation.

Hon Mark Nevill: What is wrong with the scheme?

Hon MURIEL PATTERSON: I am trying to tell Hon Mark Nevill that.

Let us look at the letter from the fin of solicitors. The letter is from a Mr R. Ganton-Smith,
now President and State Convener of the Friends of the Earth Society, Environmental Centre,
Perth. The business address of the collective is the environmental centre, Denmark. The
letter states that his client is not proposing to establish a commuune and that the families will
be housed separately and own private possessions. I ask members to note the careful choice
of words - "housed separately" and "own private possessions". The truth is that tenants will
not be able to purchase their homes as is possible in the usual Homeswesr housing schemes.
The tenants are members of the collective and the collective controls the property, not
Homeswest. I understand that the Great Southern Housing Collective Incorporated is in the
name of one man only, Mr Peter Morris, and that even the name of the trustee has been
deleted from the official documents. The letter goes on to say that only part of the
development will be Government funded. That is true as far as it goes but the letter fails to
mention anywhere that a Government guarantee is involved. It also makes no attempt to
justify why this group received any Government funding.

Hon Graham Edwards: Have you taken this up with Minister Beggs?

Hon MURIEL PATTERSON: Yes I have.

The letter acknowledges that part of the property is in the Scotsdale water catchmnent area and
goes on to say that, "our client will comply with the Water Authority of Western Australia's
requirement that no effluent will be discharged into the catchment area". I would like to
know how the collective will accomplish this feat. When the proposal of a wood chip
industry was raised in Denumark, those environmentalists campaigned vigorously that this
development would pollute the water. Where will the effluent and septic tank seepage go
when a creek runs through this land which in turn runs into the Scotsdale River and into the
Denmark inlet? Unless it is'planning its own deep sewerage system, it may find meeting this
condition more difficult than it imagined. If chere is to be a deep sewerage system, why do
taxpayers have to underwrite 60 per cent of this? The Denmark township already has a deep
sewerage system with eight to 10 acres adjoining Crown land which has not yet been released
that is adjacent to the urban area. Land is also available for housing in Nomalup and
Peaceful Bay. The letter acknowledges the option of five additional houses beyond the
original 10. What nobody has yet explained, or tried to explain, is why this group has been
given privileged treatment. There can be no doubt that the treatment has been privileged.

A woman from the metropolitan area who lives in a block of 38 substandard flats went to the
Albany branch of the Department of Social Security to apply for the dole, and her aim was to
move to a block she owned with her husband in Denmark to build a home. She was firmly
told that she and her husband would not be allowed to leave an area high in employment and
move to an area of low employment such as Denmark and receive the dole. I have been
informed that Denmark has one of the highest unemployment figures in Western Australia.
She was told that the best she could expect was social security for six weeks so that they
could try to finid work, and if they could not find work they would have to return to Perth.
That attempt was knocked back, yet we have this elaborate scheme devised and supported by
the Government - a scheme partly funded by taxpayers, which is outrageous.
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The intrigue does not end there. We have been told by departmental sources that we are
knocking our heads against a brick wall in trying to stop the project because a deal has been
done in Canberra at the highest level - when I say the highest level, I mean the highest level!
I have been told, and I have no reason to doubt it, that this deal was stitched up in 1985 and
the remarks made by a female member of the group only a short time ago added some
substance to what I have been told. She said quite defiantly that the group had spent so much
time and trouble researching how it could achieve its goal for housing paid for by the
taxpayer that it was entitled to the benefit. My answer to that is quite simple: No amount of
rationalisation can justify what has occurred. If this group has round a loophole in this
system enabling it to misuse taxpayers' funds, this loophole must be closed immediately.
Taxes are designed to help the needy, not to help smart alec groups with friends in high
places.
As I mentioned earlier, I have been personally berated for opposing the collective. A woman
from the collective, Diane Harwood, angrily entered my office and accused me of not
understanding the position she was in both socially and economically and told me of the
hardships she had endured. I assured her that I knew more about hardship than she was ever
likely to learn. I told her that for the first 17 years of my married life [ lived in a caravan, a
shack, an old abandoned house, a traditional house and a shearing shed which were all pant
and parcel of new land fanning as we provided for our own future. At no time did I feel hard
done by. It was a challenge and we alone were responsible for our future. I told her how I
had worked for 10 years in the Department for Community Welfare where I had seen some
very real hardships. The woman tried to tell me that she was in real hardship and desperately
needed this housing and looked for a kinder response from me.

The truth is that in 1986 this woman was allocated Governiment housing in Denmark on lot
69, Campbell Road with six per cent fixed interest - that is while others toughout tis State
are paying 17 per cent and more on their homes. I confronted her with these facts and told
her that I had a copy of the deed of tidle in my office, and she said that it did not suit her now!
Honourable members will be able to think of plenty of deserving cases who would give their
back teeth for a fixed six per cent housing interest rate. These are the people who appreciate
only too well how a little hardship gives them an incentive to work and to achieve something
for themselves. This woman is niot the only member of the proposed collective who owns a
house.

Sharon McGuinness, now called Shanti Rainee, when expecting to be the principal of the
Rajneesh school at Pemberton, received a grant from the Community Housing Society at a
six per cent interest rate to suit her welfare income for heir home at I115 Warren Road,
Nannup. I understand that this property is currently being leased out. The whole shabby
affair is a blot on our system at a time when thousands of decent, hardworking families are
struggling to make ends meet, and thousands of other genuinely needy people are deserving
of assistance. In four years the Homeswest waiting list has skyrocketed from 8 543 at I June
1985 to 18 734 at 30 August this year. This is a staggering 119 per cent increase in just four
years with 10 000 more on the waiting list in just four years. However, I understand that it
has come back to approximately 16 500 now.

Hon Mark Nevill: How do you account for the figure dropping?

Hon MURIEL PATTERSON: It was 18 734 on 30 August this year, but in the last couple of
months I believe it has come down by almost 2 000. This was achieved by a Government
that professes to support the family through the "Family Budget". Bringing it closer to home,
in 1985-86 one tenancy house was huilt in Denmark,. in 1986-87 rwo houses were built; and
in 1987-88 another two tenancy houses were built. However, in 1988-89 not one was built.
On 31 July, 23 people were on the Homneswest waiting list in Denmark with no housing
provided, yet money can be found for this collective. No wonder I am angry that so many
deserving people are ignored in favour of a lifestyle for these few. I am also angry that other
residents are frightened to speak up for fear of retaliation against them.
I trust all members on the other side of the House will note carefully what I am about to
relate;, The locals in Denmark are concerned for their town and concerned for their own
safety for there is a campaign of intimidation designed to stifle objections before they become
public. One fanner who objected to the scheme was asked if he would like to see a fire
through his property next summer. Another man was asked "How is your wife's health'
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in a maimer that could only be described as threatening. Also, he has received strange phone
calls in which the person hangs up without speaking. A woman, Elvina McFaui, received
three anonymous phone calls asking whether her husband was home. On three occasions he
was home and the caller hung up. On the fourth call when her husband was absent she was
told to back off or she could be pack raped. One woman told me that her elderly parents and
friends had been too frightened to sign the petition that I mentioned earlier and there were
other minor threats. Whatever happened to the Australian ideal of a fair go? Is it fair for the
needy to be wait-listed while the greedy grab money that could have helped the needy? Is it
fair for people to be scared into silence?

Resulting from my concemn about this issue and to be fair to the Denmark community, I sent
out a questionnaire to every person on the Denmark electoral roll. The questions were
fonmulated by two professional residents of Denmark. I have been criticised about the line of
questioning from both sides of the spectrum, therefore I am of the opinion that the
questionnaire must have been reasonably neutral. There is no question that the questionnaire
was misunderstood because I received manty written comments, some involving only a few
lines and others up to two pages. According to the formula used by the Australian Bureau of
Statistics, I should have received a minimum of 291 replies out of the 1 196 questionnaires
which I sent out for the survey to be indicative of the majority of people's views. I have been
told that the result would be accurate within five per cent.

As at 19 October I had sent out 1 196 questionnaires; 55 of them were returned to me marked
"address unknown" or for some other reason; 1 141 questionnaires were presumed to have
been received by the electors. Out of those 1 141 questionnaires a total of 420 were returned
to me. Nineteen of the questionnaires showed that the people were not sure - they answered
the questions but I could not determine how they viewed the situation. Fifty five of the
questionnaires implied that the people were in favour and 38 out of that 55 made comments.
A total of 347 people replied no and out of that number 235 made comments. That was as at
the end of October, but since then I have received letters from people who did not receive a
questionnaire. They told me how they felt about the situation and I received a letter as late as
yesterday and another one was forwarded to me at Parliament House and I received it today.

The people who agree to the funding arrangements for a rural housing community thought it
was a good concept and that it was something that would need to be considered in the years
to come. Many of the answers were a straight yes. The comments from a cross-section of
those people in favour of a housing collective are as follows - some of the answers were
similar and I have included them in the one comment -

'Denmark can only benefit from an increase in populations of residents even if these
are on die dole - dole money is real money to local businesses. I see housing
collectives as the solution to every Australian's dream to have their own block and
house as the technological age disadvantages part of the population. I wouldn't have
my own land and house if it wasn't for a generous father."

"Already live in a rural community. Believe it to be an excellent way to assist in the
development of Denmark".

1I believe multiple occupancy of rural land in some cases is a good idea and if this
one goes through it will open the way for further privately owned multiple occupancy
or strata title properties. For this reason, I agree with this proposal. Tolerance and
understanding are very important things in the Great Southern"

In the general comments made and questions raised by the yes lobby regarding the taking up
of rural land, several people commented on the lack of public transport if the collective were
to be located in Howe Road. The question of a school bus for the children was also raised.
The question was whether existing bus services would service this area or whether it would
be another requirement to be met by the Government. Mnother suggestion was that if the
collective was to go ahead with the development it go ahead near an existing urban
Homeswest development.

Criticism was levelled at die fact that retrm postage was not provided for the questionnaires.
It was considered that if people had to go to the trouble of actually paying for a stamp to
return the questionnaire it was because they felt strongly about the issue. However, the
majority opinion is that the people of Denmark do not agree with the proposed funding
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arrangements foi the Denmark housing cooperative. The reasons for this are varied and a
cross section of the answers are as follows -

"If this collective goes ahead it will be time to think seriously about the competence
of l-omeswest and our Government".

"I think more encouragement should be given to those who are endeavouring to work
in our society - nor those who don't".

'People need a home, not a 7 acre block".

"What makes these people so special?"

1I see no reason why a collective of highly organised and capable people should be
handed a highly desirable lifestyle on a plate".

"Who decided what constitutes disadvantaged?"

"We work - they play. No thank you."'

"If the government are going to guarantee this loan, they should guarantee
u~vcry i housing loan".
"Scotsdale Creek is of vital importance to the river system and has to be protected".

"Apathy creates dependency".

"Who do these people think they are to expect this incredible favour?"
"11n MY opinion, the GSHC is a load of rubbish, especially in a rural area because there
is too many bludgers wanting yet another hand out. Also a lot of members of this
group own their own homes".

Hon Bob Thomas: That is incorrect.

Hon MURIEL PATTERSQN: I can show the member some photocopies of titles. The
comnments continue -

"If Governments at all levels do not treat all public evenly then it can easily assume
that corruption is at hand by those involved".
"The Government didn't finance my land instead charged me $989.00 in tax. Tell me
about fair!".
"I had to pay for my rural lifestyle - why should I pay for theirs as well?"

"The proposal has a Trojan Horse element about it - we don't know what is inside.
How many more are going to be wheeled in?"

A number of people said, "Fight against this proposal to the bitter end." Further comments
were -

"We have just built a house and we pay $900 per month repayments. We have
2 children who we are educating. We get no assistance. We are not high income
earners - we just do without luxuries.

"I could realise my dreams of owning my own 5 acre block, with a nice little house,
without having to work for it, for the rest of my life - who wouldn't".
"Low income people would be under pressure in a rural area - no finance to control
pests, weeds and fire. Against project".

"No work in Denmark so why attract more bludgers to Denmark. These things should
be set up where people can find jobs, not hide from them"f .
"The Government seems happy to fund alternative lifestyle people as long as they
aren't in their backyard - out of sight, out of mind".
"We agree there's a need to support the disadvantaged, elderly, invalids and genuine
unemployed but not in the form of rurally based collectives.

"Co-operative housing is mainly wanted by persons who wish a work free lifestyle.
Denmark is an ideal situation with high unemployment ratios".

"If this is allowed to happen, it could create a precedence causing devastating
fragmentation of rural land".
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"People should work for the lifestyle of their choice - if disadvantaged, then an urban
rental home should be available - why should a few have so much".
"People who wish to drop out of city life to live a rural lifestyle should not be
subsidised by the taxpayer, especially those already owning property"

"I have no sympathy for sloths!'

"it is an insult to the aged and pensioners who are the real needy in our community".
"It is irresponsible and amoral of the Government to take potentially productive
farmland and donate it to a fringe like group to facilitate a lifestyle of which hard
working taxpayers can only dream. This is unacceptable preferential treatncnt,
socially divisive and an affront to the middle class back bone of this country who are
unable to afford such prime acres, and to the aged pensioners and the genuinely
needy".

'Addressing a symptom, not the cause, will not help redress the housing ownership
which is becoming more a dream and less realistic - one semetirnes wonders if this
situation is engineered!"
"The plain shiftlessness of many of these people and their ideology, that someone
else's tax money should ameliorate their few remaining worries is "sick". It will be
likely to give them more rime to discover the process of more grants so that the
diminishing number of producers can be bled further".

The quote continues -

"It is easy to see that rural dreamers are penalizing the genuine Primary Producer and
Rural Workers".

"My wife and I settled on an abandoned Group Settlement Block in 1937. Very little
money and battled on, reared a family of 7. Waited 25 years for a phone and 37 years
for SEC. Now everyone these days, if they want anything, they "go to the
Government".

"Why did Andrew Harman and Dianne Harwood separate just before the news of the
Housing Collective became public after living together for years? They are now
applying for separate houses in the collective and can still be seen driving around
together".

There are many more. I willI present this survey to the Denmark Shire because it has created
a divisive problem in the Denmark area. Is it fair that a system can misuse rural land, misuse
taxpayers' funds and provide Government guarantees that put even more taxpayer money at
risk? It is not. As long as I continue to be a member of this Chamber and to serve the people
of the South West Region and of Western Australia I will continue to seek justice for those
whose livelihood is threatened and those genuinely in need of help.
HON R.G. PIKE (North Metropolitan) [9.13 pm]: I refer to question 874 asked by
Hon Eric Chariton of the Minister for Budget Management. I preface my comments by
saying that they are addressed particularly to members of the National Party in this House
because this relates to an answer to a question addressed by their own leader. I certainly hope
the National Party members are able to hear the important parts regarding their leader's
question No 874 asked of the Minister for Budget Management. It contained four questions.
The first was, what is the most recent Government estimate of tapayers' money the
Government has lost or ultimately will have lost on the petrochemical project? The answer
was $277.5 million. The second question was, how much has been lost on Rothwells? The
answer mn round figures was $22.5 million. The third question was, how much has been lost
on WA Teachers Financial Society? The answer was $128.5 milflion. The fourth question
was, how much has been lost on.Swan Building Society? The answer was $16.5 million. The
four amounts totalled $445 million. What is the relevance of that honest answer to the
question before the House at present? The answer is that it is the first time the Government
answered a direct question regarding its losses.

Hon J.M. Berinson: I do not think that is right. That is the first time the questions were
drawn together in that way.

Hon R.G. PIKE: I admit that the Minister who gave that answer may have given one of his
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obscure answers previously. I hasten to congratulate him on the directness with which he
answered that question. What we are talking about here is Government accountability. What
we are really saying to the House and to the National Party in particular is that the question of
the petrochemical industry, the question of Rothwetls, the question of WA Teachers Financial
Society and the question of Swan Building Society has been so belted and has so preoccupied
the Press and the media generally that it is old, stale and regarded by almost everybody - even
people in this House - as stale news.

The pattern of delay and deferment and the ability of the Minister for Budget Management to
dissemble and avoid questions asked of him in the past -

Hon J.M. Berinson: When have [ done that?

Hon R.G. PIKE: We will come to that later.

Hon J.M. Berinson: Give me an example.

Hon R.G. PIKE: I am making a speech; the Minister for Budget Management can make one
himself later.

Hon 3.M. Berinson: I[thought with a generalisation like that you could condescend to give
particulars.

Several members interjected.

Hon R.G. PIKE: I am glad to hear the interjections because the very next point I go to is
what I call the hip, hip, hoorays from the Labor backbench and, indeed, the frontbench of the
Labor Party because Hon Joe Berinson is almost the only spokesman for them in this place.
The pattern is that he in what I believe is a competent way dissembles, defers, avoids and in a
fairly smart way does not deal with the issues and scores debating points. What we have, of
course, is a constant hip, hip, hooray from the backbench.

Several members interjected.

Hon ROG. PIKE: Members opposite should tr to recollect when one member of the Labor
Parry other than the Minister for Budget Management had anything to say on any of these
questions in a speech or showed any evidence of any knowledge of the matter other than that.
What I call the hip, hip, hoorays come by way of interjection from the backbench to give
moral help to their leader as interjections are coming now.

Several members interjected.

Hon R.G. PIKE: When was the last time Hon Mark Nevill made a speech on any of these
mnatters other than a tirade of inane comments from the backbench? Enough of that. The real
issue is that by the process of boredom, attrition and hoping it will go away we come to the
most important point which is really the subject matter of this debate. I repeat that I am here
referring to the question asked by Hon Eric Charlton regarding what the Government lost on
the petrochemical project, Rothwells, WA Teachers Financial Society and Swan Budlding
Society. The answer given today was $445 million - almost half a billion dollars.

I find it singularly remarkable that we can sit here in a calm and 'proper' way when the
Government has at long last, in very plain English. admitted that it has lost, in round figures,
$450 million. The real problem with this - and I repeat this point purposely - is that the
community is so blas6 about the matter, it has been so ventilated and it is of its very nature so
complicated that people are not aware of the magnitude of the deception or of the blatant
disregard for the Westminster system. That is because the directors of a company under the
Companies Code which proceeded to do that would go to gaol because the Companies Code
provides specific sanctions for that matter which I will give examples of in a momrent.
However, the Government, because it was responsible only to voters, was able to impose
upon the people of Western Australia an illegality which if committed by a company would
result in the directors going to gaol.

Hon Mark Nevill: What illegality?

Withdrawal of Remtark

Hon J.M. BERINSON: Hon Bob Pike is speaking in a very roundabout way but I discern
from what he is saying that he is alleging illegality by the Government. He is not able to say
that because apart from being incorrect, which is the main issue, it is certainly not a
parliamentary statement and should be withdrawn.
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Hon Mark Nevill: It is out of order.

The PRESIDENT: Order! The honourable member is certainly talkcing in a roundabout way.
I suggest that he refrain from making any suggestion of improper or illegal action by the
Government. In response to the request from the Minister for Budget Management I suggest
that he withdraw any suggestion he made in that statement.

Debate Resumed

Hon R.G. PIKE: 1 am sorry that the Minister his misunderstood me. I am not suggesting that
what the Government did was illegal, and I am about to go on to point out why it was not
illegal, and when the Minister checks Hansard he will find he has misinterpreted my
comments, as he often does.

Hon Mark Nevil: That is mubbish.

Several members interjected.

Hon J.M. Berinson: Anyway, you are saying it was not illegal.
The PRESIDENT: Order! Hon Mark Nevill was questioning my ruling, and I ask him to
withdraw.

Points of Order
Hon MARK NEVILL: The honourable member claimed he did not say what you, Sir, had
already picked up. and I pointed out what he said was quite clear.

The PRESIDENT: That is not a point of order. I said I understood he was speaking in a
roundabout way. I did not indicate that he had to withdraw the remark, other than that if the
Minister's interpretation- of the roundabout com ments he was making was correct, he had to
withdraw his commnents. He has gone on to say that he has been misunderstood, and he is
about to tell us the manner in which he was misunderstood. My demand for the withdrawal
has not been withdrawn by me, and I shall insist or not insist, depending on the explanation
that the honourable member gives. In the meantime I suggest that the whole debate would be
aided if members ceased interjecting; let one at a time determine who is correct and who is
not. If the honourable member did make the statement complained of he has to withdraw it.
It is as simple as that.

Hon GEORGE CASH: I understood you, Sir, to have asked Hon Mark Nevill to withdraw
his statement. I do not believe that he has yet withdrawn it.
The PRESIDENT: The situation has been satisfactorily resolved as far as I am concerned
because of the apparent misunderstanding which everybody had in regard to Hon Bob Pike's
comments. If he does not very quickly get to the stage of detailing the extent to which he has
been misunderstood, there will be an insistence on withdrawals retrospectively, bouncing
back to Hon Mark Nevill. In the meantime let the honourable member contiue.

Debate Resumed
Hon R.G. PIKE: What I said before, and what I now say very precisely, is this: I invite those
who midsunderstood and reacted to the word 'illegal" so strongly to listen to this. What is
illegal under the Companies Code is not illegal and is subject to no sanction other than the
Parliament when the Government does the same thing.

Hon J.M. Berinson: What is "the same thing" that you are referring to?

Hon R.G. PIKE: lain about to tell the Minister for Budget Management about that. This is
backed up by a report of the NCSC. The great pity of this debate is that there has been such a
surfeit of facts, accusations and counter-accusations that the essence of the matter, which is
arn admission by the Governm-ent that it has taken $445.5 million of taxpayers' money, is
suddenly old news. As an Opposition it is our responsibility to make sure that the people of
Western Australia know about this.

These are the facts - and Hon Joe Berinson will no doubt apologise to me when I have given
them because they are the facts. The $350 million Rothwells rescue after the first
$150 million guarantee through the National Australia Bank was the responsibility of four
Ministers: The Premier, the Deputy Premier, Mr Grill and Mr Berinson. I invite
Mr Berinson to deny this, and if he does so it will be a gang of three, not four. These
Ministers knew, according to the NCSC report, that the $350 million rescue of Rothwells via
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PICL - which I understand even the Labor Party now does not deny - was arranged by "them"
at a time when they knew that Rothwells' assets were non-existent. In other words, the
Goverrnent was advancing $350 million against a blue sky-no value situation in regard to
security.

Under the Companies Code, that is an offence. If a company is insolvent, under the
Companies Code - and this is the nub of the question - if one of the responsible directors -

Hon J.M. Berinson: The auditors did not say it and the NCSC did not say that the
Government knew it was insolvent. You should get out the NCSC report and quote it
because it does not say that.
Hon R.C. PIKE: It is known as a director that one's company cannot borrow any more
money; under the Companies Code one can go to gaol if it does.
Hon Mark Neviji: That is an absolute fabrication.

Hon R:G. PIKE: That is one of the penalties. If a director of a company knows the company
is insolvent and he proceeds to borrow money, that is the penalty provided. It is one of the
issues which will be looked at when we consider some of the main players in the Rotbwells
saga.
Han J.M. Berinson: You are saying that the Government knew. A moment ago you were
saying the borrowing company knew. What are you saying?

Hon R.G. PIKE: What I am saying is this: I invite Hon Joe Berinson to deny what I am
saying, because if what I am saying is correct, as far as he personally is concerned I shall
accept his denial and apologise that I included his name. I cannot be fairer than that.
Mr Berinson, as Minister for Budget Management, is one of the Ministers who knew that
Rothwells was insolvent, and he arranged a deal involving PICk and a large amount of
money, namely $350 million, to be manipulated so that it was advanced against what the
receiver has called blue sky. If that is incorrect, it is only incorrect to the degree that
Mr Berinson, as one of the responsible Ministers, did not know about it at the time he was
negotiating.

Hon Mark Nevill: The auditors did not know and the Government did not know.

Hon J.M. Berinson: I was not part of the negotiations, and you have not indicated how the
other Ministers knew. The NCSC report did not say that.

Hon R.G. PIKE: [ am not about to be confused -

Point of Order
Hon MARK NEVILL: We are getting continual reflections on members of this House,
particularly the Minister for Budget Management, on a matter which, in my view, if what the
member is saying is correct, even up to July 1988, the auditors did not seem to know about.
The member is assuming that the Ministers knew and the Government knew. It is a personal
reflection on a member.

The PRESIDENT: What is the point of order? It is not a personal reflection on the member.

Hon MARK NEVILL: He is saying that he knew.

The PRESIDENT: I do not know whether the member was here at the time that we had on
display in the main entrance some very important documents from 1688 which give members
in this place the right to say what they want to say. If the honourable member is reflecting on
I-on Joe Berinson - and I do not suggest that he is - Hon Joe Berinson is able to take a point
of order. I amn saying that he is not reflecting on him; he is making a speech which he is
entitled to make. I do not have to like what he is saying myself, but he is entitled to say it. I
do not have to like listening to the speeches which go on in this place, but I have to listen to
them. If members stopped interjecting and trying to make another member's speech for him,
but rather concentrated on preparing their own so that when they made their speeches they
were heard in silence, we would get on much better. There is no point of order.

Debate Resumed

Hon R.G. PIKE: Since the Minister has admitted tonight that the Government has lost
$445 million, the allegation is that he knew of the NCSC report. At the time he arranged the
bail out for blue sky, and undoubtedly lost all this money, he knew there was no security in
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Rothwells to back that deal, and the NCSC report says that he knew. The Minister for
Budget Management knew that the NCSC report also said that he knew. I also say that under
the Companies Code, if one were a director, that would be illegal and one would be likely to
go to gaol. What I was saying earlier, when all the boo-ha took place, is that ibis illegality
does not apply to a Government. The only sanction against the Government is the electorate
expressing its view though the Parliament. That is the issue I am addressing, and I amn
addressing the question to the National Party in particular. Either Hon Joe Berinson knew,
when he was party to those negotiations, that Rothwells was worth nothing in regard to
security, or he thought it was. If he says he was not a party to it in the privilege of this
House, I will accept that. That means that Messrs Dowding, Grill and Parker knew while
Hon Joe Berinson did not. Thai is a reasonable point of view.

The essence of the matter is that what is illegal under the Companies Code is not illegal when
the Governiment does it. A lot of privileges go with being the Government, and that is one of
them. The only sanction is the electorate through the Parliament. What we are debating -
and it is very germane to the debate - is whether the Parliament ought to say to the
Government, "Stop! Go no further. We are not going to pass your Budget because we think
that your loss of $445.5 million is outrageous." That figure was admitted in answer to
question on notice 874, asked by Hion E.J. Charlton - and I again say that I address my
comments in particular to the National Parry - and it is a pretty sizeable mrisdemeanour. It is
a pretty sizeabie, recognised, manifest incompetence by the Government. I think it is mind
boggling in its extent and it is a tragedy that this House must make this point: The whole
debate has been carried in a very competent and excellent, if evasive, way - that is my own
opinion - by the Minister for Budget Management, supported by what I call the "Hip, hip,
hoorays" from the Labor Parry. When one of those members gets up and makes a
constructive, proper and-detailed contribution to the debate and explains why he thinks what
the Government did was right, I will be delighted to listen to it, instead of having to listen to
the Little Sir Echoes from the back and front benches of the Government. One man alone has
carried this debate and that is Hon Joe Berinson.

That is enough time spent on that point, although it is very relevant. A sum of $445 million
was lost; the Minister says it was lost, but do we have any gasps, do we have the Press
running out of the Press Gallery, and do we have the television and radio stations saying,
"My God! This is incredible"? No, because this situation has been going for so long that
people have become blase and are saying, "Ab yes, what is new? We will talk about the price
of bread tomorrow."

I now turn to a matter which is equally dramatic and has equally gone unremarked. That is,
when the National Party moved its excellent motion in this place to remove two items from
the Budget which the National Party thought ought to be dealt with separately by this House,
it received an answer. Is it not particularly noteworthy that because of the pressure of
parliamentary business the Minister for Budget Management, who is responsible for this Bill,
now finds that because of that probably quite legitimate pressure he is unable even to be here
to deal with the debate? We are talking to a Chamber composed of three Labor members at a
time when all of the Labor members are quite probably on parliamentary business.

Hon Graham Edwards: He has been called from the Chamber on parliamentary business.

Hon R.G. PUCE: No doubt. Nevertheless, I question the priority of members in regard to the
dedication with which they view the seriousness of a loss of $445.5 million of the State's
money, which the Goverrnent tonight, in writing by the M~inister responsible, has admitted it
lost. That will go into Hansard: a few people will read it; it is a great tragedy that many more
people will not read it.

I have dealt with that rather dramatic, understated - but admitted - loss, and I have dealt with
the nub of the point that had that been perpetrated by the Government, and had the
Government been a company like one of the bigger companies, all its members would be
liable to go to gaol. The only reason Government members are not is that it is not illegal
when the Government does it. That is the nub of the question, of the lack of performance, of
the incompetence, of the irresponsibility, of the evasion and of the dissembling from the
Labor Party Government, which ought to be rejected by the people. That is the question, and
it is not just a question of this House saying, "Okay, well, slip, slow, go, a smack on the wnist;
it is all right for you to lose $450 million of the taxpayers' money, we will pass the Budget.
We will look at the promise, and do nor do it again.'
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Let us look at what I call the Premier's "We won't do it again" promise. In answer to the very
sensible motion moved by Hon. E.J. Charlton, which was that the two items be separated, the
Assembly sent a message back - a message from the Government because it has the majority
in the Assembly - which virtually said, "Get ripped. What we will do is as follows . The
message read -

3. The Legislative Assembly further notes and conveys to the Lbegislative
Council the unqualified undertaking by the Government that:

And this is the nub of the question -

(a) no future equity participation by the State in any commercial venture
will proceed without prior parliamentary approval;

It is mind boggling that section 5 of the Northern Mining Corporation (Acquisition) Act says
that the Treasurer may in an unfettered way give such guarantees under that Act as he deems
appropriate. That is a mind boggling power which means that he is not compelled ro come to
Parliament for the authority. Section 4 of that legislation says that the Treasurer mnay make
such advances of cash without further reference to anybody except this Parliament. What is
that all about and how is it relevant to what I have just said? The guarantees we are talking
about - in large dollops of $ 100 million or $150 million - are not applicable to the
undertaking being given by the Government which says -

no future equity participation by the State in any commercial venture will proceed
without prior parliamentary approval;

Why is this such a vital issue? It is a vital issue because there is the report of the Standing
Committee on Government Agencies. What does it tell me? It tells me what I am about to
tell the House. There are 654 Government agencies in Western Australia as at 3 December
1989; they are all listed. Eleven of those 654 Government agencies had as their- budgets for
the 1988 expenditure a total of $2.586 billion; that was the actual expenditure of those
11I Government agencies. In the rough figures 1 have been able to produce tonight - and the
staff of Parliament House have been very helpful to me tonight - none of those Government
agencies are subject to the undertaking given by the Premier in regard to the statement that
any future equity participation by the State in any commercial venture w;'il proceed unless it
has prior parliamentary approval. However, I11 of those agencies had a budget of
$2.586 billion.

If I wanted to be dramatic, I would tear up the undertaking by the Premier and throw it
away - it does not mean a damn! The issue we are discussing tonight makes that point; that
is, the Rothwells, PICL and WA Government Holdings Ltd issue. It is disappointing that the
Minister for Budget Management, who is away on proper parliamentary business, is not here
to deal with the matter - however, I guess that is the best way to deal with it.

Hon Fred McKenzie: He will give you a reply!

Hon R.G. PIKE: The $2.586 billion -

Hon Sam Piantadosi: You are repeating yourself.

Hon R.G. PIKE: If I repeat myself, it is because I intend to for the benefit of the Labor Party
as its comprehension is poor and I must speak slowly and repeat myself. There is no problem
with this side of the House, but I do so for the benefit of members opposite.

Hon Fred McKenzie: But you got your sums wrong three times.

Hon ROG. PIKE: Hip, hip, hooray - we have the next speech maker on the Budget. If I can
continue against the barrage of hip, hip, hoorays, the $2.586 billion was in the Budget last
year and every item of expenditure I referred to has been admitted by Mr Berinson. The
$445.5 million was in Government expenditure. I direct my comments in particular to the
National Party regarding the undertaking by the Premier that no expenditure would be made
without the prior approval of Parliament - unless the Government introduced a Bill relating to
the State Trading Concerns Act to which all of these Government agencies are subject. The
reality is that the undertaking from the Premider is of no account because it applies only to the
Consolidated Revenue Fund Budget. The Consolidated Revenue Fund Budget is expected to
be $4.8 billion in expenditure, yet the I I authorities represent $2.586 billion in expenditure.
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I sum up by saying that we have indicated this evening that, had the Government been a
company subjected to the purview of the authority of the Companies Act and the NCSC, its
actions in arranging finance on a detour basis on the $350 million for Rothwells - a: a time
when it allegedly knew no security was in Rothwells - would have resulted in the directors
being liable to be sent to gaol. That is the nub of the question of Rothwells in this State.
That is the nub of the question of the Government's reprehensible behaviour. Unfortunately
we did not win the support of the National Parry, because if we had, the Government would
have very quickly become the Opposition had we had the opportunity to go to the people of
Western Australia.

HON W.N. STRETCH (South West) [9.44 pm]: I take this traditional opportunity of
speaking to the Consolidated Revenue Fund Estimates of Revenue and Expenditure. I guess I
could be accused of repeating myself over several years because many of the issues of
concern in my electorate have not been addressed over the years. Bandaids have been put in
place, but no attempt has been made to come to grips with the overall picture, especially with
road funding. As!I said the other night, we need a road system which will take Western
Australia into the twenty-first century. It is significant that the overall expenditure on roads
has dropped away dramatically across Australia. I hasten to add that Western Australia is not
alone. Some of our road systems are far superior to many of those in the Eastern States,
particularly int New South Wales where Nick Greiner has taken over a mammoth problem
with road maintenance and road rebuilding. Frankly, I do not know how he will achieve the
upgrading of roads without a massive injection of Federal funding.

If we go back to the mid 1970s before there was a great deal of excise revenue coming into
the Australian economy, the Fraser Government was spending 53.4 per cent of revenue raised
from excises on roads. That percentage was gradually raised and by 1982 the Government
was spending 75.77 per cent of excise on roads. With the change of Government to the
Hawke Government, those figures have dropped steadily and the percentage has dropped
from 75.77 to 26.04 per cent.

Hon Fred McKenzie: Hospital costs have increased and the trauma of road accidents has
increased the pressure in that area.

Hon W.N. STRETCH: My good friend and colleague, Hon Fred McKenzie, may bring out
that argument which has some superficial attraction, but one of the major causes of road
trauma is bad road design and inadequate funding. There is no question that if the road
building authorities were given access to funds, many problem spats could be eliminated. I
can think of three or four spots in the metropolitan area.

Hon Fred McKenzie: It cannot be done.

Hon W.N_ STRETCH: It can be done, and it must be done. We will not be able to cope
unless we allocate our resources in this way. Hospitals for road traumas are important, but
these are a bandaid solution to the problem. Unless our transport authorities grasp the nettle
in conjunction with the Federal funding authorities - that is where the bulk of funding comes
from - we will not have a transport system to address the problem. The question raised by
Hon Fred McKenzie is a serious one, but it is not sufficient to say that we should take money
away from road funding to give it to hospitals because that is taking a reverse view of the
situation. We should be looking at better engineering and design for the better flow of people
around the country instead of saying that we must have hospitals once those people are
injured on the road.

Hon Tom Stephens: Make more people use trains.

Hon W.N. STRETCH: That would be good, but the only problem is that people do not want
to travel on trains. Trains have a place with the carting of bulk commodities on long hauls
without shunting, without changing configurations except perhaps by having to put on extra
engines because of hilly country. Unless there is a very concentrated population, people do
not want to travel by train, If the CGovernmnent builds very high density housing within about
250 metres of the railway line, which is about the maximum people like to walk to railway
stations, it will get a better utilisation of trains. Unfortunately, people do nor Like living like
that. Their preference is for bungalow type housing of two or maybe three storeys. If the
Government builds Wandana type flats along the railway line from Perth to Fremantle, it
might increase patronage of the line. However, the figures do not back that up.
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In the halcyon days of the America's Cup, we all expected that the Perth-Fremantle railway
line would make a massive contribution to the State's economy and would reverse the
massive losses that have accrued over many years since the Labor Government reopened that
line for political purposes. Its opening had nothing to do with transport. It was a forlorn
attempt to chip away at the massive majority of the very fine member for Cottesloe. Its
opening was done for totally political reasons and was a disgraceful waste of taxpayers'
money.

Hon Garry Kelly: The member for Cottesloc would not agree with that. He has now said
that he was wrong in supporting the closure of that tine and supports its reopening and
electrification. He has seen the light.

Hon W.N. STRETCH: I have not read that speech. I will consult him about it. Maybe he
knows something that I do not know. I happen to live in that area and I see the waste every
day.

Hon Carry Kelly: Mr Stretch -

Hon W.N. STRETCH: The member should make his own speech later. I am tired of his
interjections. They are all inane.

As a rural member, I get extremely concerned at the waste of scarce transport funds on those
sorts of schemes. The people who suffer from reduced road transport expenditure are the
rural communities that I mostly represent. Increased costs brought about by bad moad design
and maintenance are passed on to the community and they form a part of the cost of living
and every other component of the family budget. I do not have to remind members that many
of the things that are in the family budget start in rural areas.

Hon Tom Stephens: I am sorry you moved so quickly from trains. I had more interjections.

Hon W.N. STRETCH: I have not finished with the interjections.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon E.M. Brown): Do not be too disappointed if I am finiished
with them.

Hon W.N. STRETCH: The Transperth report for 1989 was tabled in this House in the last
couple of weeks. I do not finid it particularly easy to follow. However, by combining the
information contained in it with answers to my colleague, Hon Phillip Pendal, I have
managed to put together what I believe are figures for the transport industry in this State. The
pattern has not really changed over the last six to 10 years. Revenue from bus passengers
totalled approximately $42 million and from train passengers approximately $7 million.
Expenditure on buses totalled about $108 million and on trains approximately $38 million.
The comparative losses for bus services totalled $64 million and for trains $31 million.
Those figures look pretty good for trains until one looks at the passenger figures. Passenger
figures for buses totalled 54.8 million and for trains 9.4 million - that is, passenger journey
boardings. When one divides the number of passengers into the dollar losses, it works out
that, for every bus passenger, the taxpayer loses approximately $1.17 and, for every train
passenger, the taxpayer loses $3.30. Those figures are open to challenge like most figures.
However, I have worked them out on the only figures available to me, the income and
expenditure figures, which give us a loss divided by the number of passenger boardings
recorded by the department. I think they are probably a fair ballpark figure because they
have not really changed over the years.

We have been told that electrification will improve those figures. 'There may be a marginal
improvement, as one could only hope for as a return on expenditure of between $ 100 million
and $200 million. I hope there will be a significant improvement. However, the facts seem
to indicate that we will not get a marginal increase for this improvement. It seems possible
that the only increased benefit will be from a minor reduction in exhaust gases from buses
because the trains will be using electricity. That does not worry me, because most of the
electricity generation will come from Collie which is in my electorate. That is good news for
the coalfields. However, to make the false assumption that by electrifying those lines we will
save massive amounts of money and increase the number of people who use trains is
fallacious and a misallocation of very scarce transport dollars.

I urge the Government to look very closely at those options. I believe that the Perth-Midland
and the Penth-Armadale lines deserve to continue. At this stage of development anyway, the
Perth-Fremantle railway is a total waste of money.
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1-on Torn Stephens: It would not. be if we encouraged councils to agree to intensive
residential developments along the line.
Hon W.N. STRETCH: Sure. That is the sort of socialist engineering most beloved by the
people on the other side of this Chamber, They want to take people out of their preferred
way of Life and put them along railway lines. I am sorry that the member missed the point
because [ thought he had more brains than that. The only way that the Goverrnent can make
the Line pay is by building high rise, high density buildings very close to the railway line.
Ocher cities have more or less proved that that does not work and, anyway, that area does not
lend itself to that sort of development., The Government is developing Buckland Hill and
people living in that development will not walk to the railway line.

Hon Torn Stephens: They would walk from that into their Rolls Royces.

Hon W.N. STRETCH: They might, from the way the member and his mates have developed
these sites. It is disgraceful. We will not go into that now. I think the member later will
wish he had not brought that up.

I urge the Minister for Budget Management, whom I believe tries to save some dollars,
although his colleagues seem to lead himn down some devious paths in other items of
expenditure, to get the Government to look closely at the options on this matter.

A further option is developing areas south of Perth. The Rockinghamn and Mandurab areas
may be links. However, [ doubt whether their future is tied in with the Fremantle area. The
railway line from Perth to Fremantle, sitting as close to the coast as it does and having a
limited catchiment area because of its proximity to the coast, is unsuitable. It should be
shifted away from the coast because it does not have a future in that narrow strip of land
between the river and the ocean. I know the Government is pretty good, but [ do not think it
can move the river or the ocean. If WA Inc continues, the Government might find a way to
do it, but one can bet the taxpayer will pick up the bill.

Hon Tom Stephens: The development of Subiaco may help the economics of that railway
line.

Hon W.N. STRETCH: I should not answer the interjection but the member has raised an
interesting point, which is tolerably rare for him. The northern suburb extensions will go as
far as that area and perhaps further north. If there is to be a fixed rail transit system, the
member may have a point. The whole question of the northern suburbs transport system is a
question of transport engineers looking at the best possible design for that option. I agree that
a transport option is needed for the northern corridor, but whether it should be fixed steel on
steel rail is very debatable. [ think it will cost a massive number of dollars and it will not
give the best option per dollar spent. I do not want the Minister to now issue a Press
statement that Hon Bill Stretch is opposed to the northern suburbs railway system. I am
opposed to a rail on rail system if it has not been fully costed. I believe there are better light
rail options and transport feeder systems using other than traditional rail. Before the door is
closed other options should be considered by the best possible technicians in this area.

Hon Tom Stephens: Are you the shadow spokesman on transport?

Hon W.N. STRETCH: No I am not, but the movement of goods and people is of great
importance and of particular interest to me.

Hon P.H. Lockyer: It shows what a depth of quality there is on the back bench.

Hon Torn Stephens: What is your shadow portfolio?

Hon W.N. STRETCH: I do not have one.
I believe the House should take some note of my concern that a misallocation of funding in
the metropolitan transport system will impinge heavily on the amount of money available in
the rural areas, where most of the income is still generated in the pastoral, mining and
agricultural industries. They are not perfect either, but a major contribution to the
improvement of the whole system would be a full-scale study group. The South Western
Australia Transport Study was carried out many years ago and several reconnmendat ions were
implemented. They went a long way towards bringing the nineteenth century transport
system into the twentieth century. That is now behind us and we must work towards the
future. The Government has turned its back on some of SWATS recommendations and it
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must now plan again, taking up where SWATS left off. It must plan on a broader scale for
the setted areas of the State in a comprehensive blueprint that will be more applicable to our
future.

Mnother of the hardy perennials I have raised for many years, without a satisfactory response,
relates to gravel reserves for shires, particularly in forest areas. With the increasing amount
of country being shut up with reserves, State forests, national parks, and now a new category
of parks, it is becomring more difficult for shires to obtain adequate supplies of road-making
materials, particularly from land controlled by the Department of Conservation and Land
Management. I do not know why this is so difficult; reserves can be made available for just
about anything else - except Hon Reg Davies' Hepburn Heights, where there is certain
reluctance on the part of the Government to give it a fair hearing. Areas are set aside for very
dubious reasons on the request of certain radical elements of the conservation movement. but
it is very difficult for a shire to get a reasonable gravel reserve to enable it to build decent
roads for its ratepayers. It is becoming almost impossible for shires, particularly those in the
very heavily timbered south west areas, to get access to reasonably priced gravel. It must be
borne in mind that some shires have less than 15 per cent of freehold land in their shires, so
they are very dependent on access to Crown land of some description to get the supplies.

Hon J.M. Brown: Unless they purchase it.

Hon W.N. STRETCH: From whom?

Hon J.M. Brown: The freeholders. You said there were 15 per cent.

Hon W.M. STRETCH: Hon John Caldwell will understand my point. The 15 per cent of
land in shires such as Nannup, Manjimup, Donnybrook and Bridgecown is a very small and
valuable resource. Gravel extraction is a very disturbing form of mining in that it upsets
large surface areas to a shallow depth. Freehold land, with a value of up to $2 000 an acre,
does not lend itself to gravel mining, and the owners of private land do not like it to be used
for gravel extraction. In the heavy rainfall areas people have offered to buy gravel, but it is a
very inefficient land use. Throughout the south west are large areas of degraded forest from
which could be extracted large tonnages of suitable road-making materials. When a request
is made to extract the gravel the problem of jarrab dieback disease is always raised. It is a
very valid objection but it could be overcome with the proper will of the people and the
departmental officers. Government policy seems to be that once a reserve or national park is
established, nothing will be taken from it and the shires must find their gravel elsewhere. It is
not an attitude that endears Government to local authorities, because they do not like being
treated in that way. They have fanned, lived and built roads in those areas for many
generations and they object to their sources of supply being cut off.

Another shire has written to me seeking representation to the Government for a more sensible
approach to a situation in which it is involved. The Government said it could take gravel
from a certain site, which was 50 kilometres from where the road was to be built, even
though other suitable areas were closer to the site. The transport of the gravel over a longer
distance adds to the cost and, as a responsible administrator of public finance, the council
does not want to waste money.

Hon J.M. Brown: Do they pay royalties?

Hon W.N. STRETCH: It can do so, but in the past it has not. It has been the practice for
shires to rake the gravel and rehabilitate the site when the work is finished, and then
everybody is reasonably happy. With the "conserve everything at all costs" lobby having
more than its appropriate degree of influence on the Government, this sensible approach has
disappeared and the shires are left in a very difficult position. It does not apply to all shires,
but to most in the southern half of my electorate.

The other issue I raised with the Leader of the House was the part proclamation of Acts of
Parliament. It is a fairly simple concept with which there has been no problem over the
years. However, of late there has been a rash of part proclamations. It has been part of the
Westminster tradition that when Parliament passed Bills through both Houses those Bills
would be proclaimed in their enitirery. Over the last few years this Government has taken the
view that if something is a bit contentious it will say, not to the House but to objecting
parties, "Okay, we will pass this legis lation, but we w ill not procl aim that bit of it for now. "
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Hon J.M. Brown: Can you give rme an example?

Hon W.N. STRETCH: [ have two examples which [ can give off the top of my head. The
process really distorts the legislative program as approved by the Parliament. A couple of the
outstanding pieces of legislation have now been proclaimed, some two to three years later. I
understand from the answer to a question to the Minister that the part proclamation of
legislation will not occur very often, and that if it does it will be up to me to talk to the Clerkcs
to find out what has been proclaimed and what has not. I do not think that is satisfactory.

Hon J.M. Berinson: Was I not able to refer you to an index where that is listed?

Hon W.N. STRETCH: Yes. I am referring to the answer to question 433 of 7 September.
and the answer is reasonably satisfactory, but I am raising the issue now because it i1s a
distortion of the legislative process.

Hon J.M. Brown: The Mining Act was never proclaimed when you were in Government.

Hon W.N. STRETCH: I am not an expert on that Act. If there is going to be part
proclamation of legislation, it should be written into the commencement section of the Bill,
because it is an absolute nonsense for the Bill to pass both Houses, and for us to say we are
happy with it, then to finid out a year later - having had the spare time to consult the index -
that half of the legislation has been proclaimed, and some people are covered, but another
part has not. The part proclamation of legislation is a distortion of the Westminster system
and of the way in which Parliament is able to do its work. It has always been taken on trust
that legislation will be proclaimed; that has not been happening. I accept that occasionally
part proclamation must take place, but the legislation must spell out those parts that are going
to be delayed.

Hon J.M. Berinson: You said you have a couple of examples. Are they examples where you
would suggest the delay in proclamation of some sections was improper for any reason?

R-on W.N. STRETCH: [ think it is improper to delay the proclamation of any legislation.
The legislation cannot be part proclaimed unless that is indicated to the Parliament. The only
example I can think of occurred when the conservative parties were in Government. It was
the TAB Bill, where certain parts of it could not be proclaimed because the machinery had
first to be set up, and the officers were to be appointed afterwards. However, it was spelt out
in the commnencement section of the Bill that a particular section would be proclaimed at a
later stage: in other words, one part of the Bill could not be implemented without the other.
That is the proper legislative process, to which this Government should adhere. The only
reason the Government could have for doing otherwise is that it wants to do something
without telling the Parliament about it. There is no reason for legislation to be part
proclaimed without it being spelt out in the legislation. [ say that in the hope of achieving a
better and more accountable legislative program.

The question of referable damns has been raised by me during question time, and I again
mention it briefly because it is a matter of concern to people in the heavy rainfall shires in the
south west of the State. Referable dams are dams that hold a certain quantity of water, or
have a certain height of retaining wall. I accept that such dams can present a danger, or
possible danger, to people. livestock or property downstream of the dam in the event of the
failure of the dam wall. The Government has now taken a typically bureaucratic and very
heavy-handed approach to resolving this problem by saying that all referable damns over a
certain height and wall size have to be designed and built under the supervision of an
engineer. [ do not object to that in the design and approval stages, but, Mr Deputy President
(Hon J.N. Caldwell), you and I have sunk, or supervised the sinking, of a great number of
darns, with walls of considerable heights, and we are aware that just having an engineer
design or supervise the dam does not necessarily make that dam safe. It can be a damned
sight safer, but it is not necessarily a better dam. The Government's proposal will add
enorrmou sly to the cost of constructing these major darns and water supplies. It is not enough
to say an engineer will design and super-vise the construction of the dam, and that will be the
end of it, because those members who have sunk a darn will know that the local know-how is
often of more significance than a stamped approval on a piece of paper, saying one can build
a danm. Hon Bob Thomas will know what I am talking about because he asked a follow-up
question to my question about this matter of darn approvals. He was in Manjimup for some
time, and I think he probably had approaches made to him from people who had

6082 [COUNCIL]



[Wednesday, 6 December 1989]108

experienced difficulties. Many of the dams designed by engineers have failed, not in major
ways but in minor ways, and there is no greater failure rate in those dams designed by
reputable contractors than there is in dams designed by engineers.
Hon Bob Thomas: What do you mean by "failure"?
Hon W.N. STRETCH: Mainly seepage under the main wall. The biggest problem is the
bonding of the dam wall to the base soil. I have seen engineers recommend bonding cement
onto base granite; but cementing onto granite is often a failure. Clay bonded onto granite is a
better proposition. Even the best engineers cannot guarantee that there will nor be seepage.
For the Government to say that from here on an engineer has to be consulted to design and
supervise a damn - and I do not know what the consulting fee is, but it must be considerable -

Hon Bob Thomas: It is usually a percentage.
Hon W.N. STRETCH: That will add considerably to the cost of the structure. It is
unnecessary and unwarranted, and is in many instances an unsatisfactory way of approaching
the problem.
Hon Bob Thomas; How would you resolve the problem if those dams were to fail, and if the
water seepage were to cause damage to property or loss of life?
Hon W.N. STRETCH; The member has raised a valid point. When there is a situation where
life is at risk, I think the landowner will rake the view that the construction of that dam will
be a problem, and that his public liability will be recognised under the law. In that case, the
landowner will take special precautions to protect himself, either with massive insurance
policies, or by taking the best possible advice.
Hon Bob Thomas: Wouldn't it be better to pay an engineer, just to be sure?
Hon W.N. STRETCH: In many cases the farmer, knowing there is a risk and a possibility of
failure, either at his own insistence or after consultation with the insurance company which
covers his public liability, will say, "It might be better to have an engineer look at it.'
However, the expertise of the operator and the person on the job is far more signific ant to the
project's being successful, and making ail these dams necessarily referable to and supervised
by engineers is not the way to go. As usual it is a matter of consultation and comnmonsense.
I applaud that and I think the advice given to people is that if they are going to build a dam in
a situation where there is a public risk they will get the best of advice, but not in all cases
because we should not make everybody go through that rigmarole and pay the additional
cost. It is neither fair nor sensible and it does not really solve the problem.
A further question that has been raised with me consistently, and with many other members,
is this wretched divided telephone directory. It is a Federal matter but it is incumbent on
members, particularly the rural members, to put some pressure on their Federal Ministers to
amalgamate the directory again. We are not yet such a big State that we need this division of
the directory. It is a damned nuisance. One always picks up the directory one does not want,
and the directory one does want is always at the bottom of the pile. The Country Shire
Councils Association has been running a campaign against the division of the directory. The
business community finds it has to advertise in three books rather than one. That is great for
Telecom but not so good for business, which has enough costs already. People are looking to
us, as members of State Parliament, to bring what pressure we can to bear on our Federal
colleagues and not-so-colleagues to change this, to listen to the users of the directory and
retumn to comznonsenSe.
The next issue I want to discuss briefly is that of coastal plain management south from
Mandurah. Like the transport system, the overall planning of that coastal plain is causing a
great deal of concern to many people, and rightly so. The people who seem to be getting it in
the neck all the time are the poor old farmers again. If a farmer has a piggery or a dairy or is
going about his normal farming business of growing grass and using fertiliser, he is the
villain. The Environmental Protection Authority, the Government, the Department of
Conservation and Land Management, Uncle Tom Cobley and all seem to come down on the
cocky lie a ton of bricks and say, "You can't put your effluent anywhere where it might get
into the estuary." However, if people plan to subdivide land and put 50 or 100 houses on it
those same difficulties do not appear to be placed in their way. This area is very special to
Western Australia because it has a high rainfall and is easily worked and highly productive.
The best land use is probably not housing and we must look at the best use and the traditional
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use of that land and think very hard about what is really doing the damage. It happens that
subdividing and building houses on land causes more effluent discharge through septic tanks
than the average piggery or dairy, and whereas with a piggery or a dairy a farmer can keep
the effluent system concentrated and improved from a small outflow, collecting the effluent
from a housing settlement without deep sewerage becomes a difficult and very expensive
process.

The same applies to farm fertilisers. Farmers experimented with what was called coastal
superphosphate, which was a slow release fertiliser. The theory was that it dissolved very
slowly and did not put surplus effluent into the ground water, so it did not find its way into
the estuary. That was great, but it was so slow that it did not get through to the plants
properly either, so after fairly expensive development by the CSBP & Farmers Ltd fertiliser
company and some very sincere and genuine attempts by Canners to give the stuff a good trial
it was finally regarded as useless and I understand the production of that slow release
fertiliser has now ceased, This is an area which will need a lot of coninonsense and cool
thought, and it must be protected from the instant solution, quick fix theory that is very
attractive around election time. When the election is over we tend to forget the problem for
the next three or four years, and that is not the way to handle this issue.

I include the Dawesville Cut in that remark. The Dawesvile Cut was the flavour of the
month with all political parties before the last election. For many reasons, I believe the major
one being the total lack of finance available, that seems to have been shelved. Instead of that,
it is "kick the cocky" time again right down the coastal plain. It seems the fanner must be
kicked out or must change his lifestyle or production methods to cover up the Government's
inaction. As an engineering solution the Dawesville Cut has the best potential for solving the
problems in that area. Compared with the option of planting trees it comes out a hundred
miles in front. Tree planting in that area does not appear to be the answer, and while it may
help in certain isolated areas it is not to be regarded as a panacea for the ills of either that land
use area or most other land use areas.

I come now to Collie. Again, prior to the election everyone got in a mad fever and all parties
said they would make sure the next coal fired power station was built at Collie and fired with
Collie coal. We are now in a state of total confusion. It is a very unsettled industry and a
very unsettled town. Power generation is one of the most difficult problems the Government
has to grapple with and I do not envy it. The options do not really look like options at all to
me. The northern option - the Mt Lesueur station - has all sorts of environmental problems
and high sulphur content coal, and the added problem of building an infrastructure to support
that station in both the construction and the operating phases.

For other than obvious local reasons I believe that the station should and will ultimately be
built at Collie, and the Labor Party must be honest with Collie and say it will honour the
commitment it made before the election. The Labor Party lost the seat of Collie. One of the
senior Ministers went down there and blew his stack, and said, "Because you have thrown out
Labor it is no good coming crying to us." That was totally unparliamentary and a very stupid
thing to do and I think the Minister wishes he had never said it. The Labor Party supporters
in Collie also wish he had not said it and much ground now has to be made up.

The industry in Co~ie has certain concessions to make. Probably there will have to be some
improvements to industry, and probably there are ways to make that more competitive; but
there are many good reasons why the next power station should be built at Collie, the major
one being that the planning stages are in place, the infrastructure is in place, and the
technology and the general expectation are there. Above all, a moral commitment was given
before the last election to build a power station at Collie. Whether there is a role in power
generation for the private sector is yet to be seen. ALl parties are corning to the realiation.
that Western Australia will be energy-hungry for a long time and there should be a role for
private operations. The people of Collie are not so unreceptive to change that they will not
accept a change in attitude. They would not be so worried if the Government would come
clean.

Government members should visit Collie. I am aware that the Deputy Premier visited Collie
recently but the Government should put its cards on the table because time is running our for
the new power station. We hear much about the new electrified railway and about the
housing developments in the metropolitan area. We hear that the State Energy Commnission
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is forced to use gas to cake up the backlog. I am very fussy about using gas because I believe
one of the major problems facing my electorate is provision in the future - and I am talking
about the year 2050 onward - of 'a mobile source of fuel. The two options are nuclear fuel
cells or liquified natural gas. It would be a very brave man who would say that we are to
have Liquified petroleum much past the year 2050. 1 know about our present exploration
programs and our geological predictions. Therefore, it seems to me that the burning of gas in
power stations is not the most appropriate use. We know that gas could be compressed and
used as a mobile fuel source but I have very strong reservations about its use in power
stations when we have an alternative source of fuel which is estimated to cope with projected
demands for probably 200 years or more; that is, Collie alone, leaving out Fitzgerald or
Mt Lesueur. There are other fields around Scott River which are of high quality.

The challenge to the coal industry particularly is to do research into the cleaner and more
efficient burning of coal. Technology around the world will achieve that. We have had
briefings from the ABS organisation which has come up with some exciting proposals and
developments which could give a 20 per cent increase in the efficiency of coal fired power
stations, and remove or cut down the sulphur dioxide emissions to an acceptable level. There
is no totally safe way to convert power from a base source into electricity but we need to
eliminate as many risks as possible and ensure a continued supply at a reasonable cost and
with reasonable reliability.

To allow the coal industry to meet those challenges the Collie School of Mines should be.
upgraded. The TAPE facilities should also be upgraded; the applications for funding for
further facilities have fallen on deaf ears. The Government should consider the situation
again and allocate the necessary resources because the future of the industry depends on the
training of young people. There is no better place to train ydung people than on the site. The
amalgamation of TAPE and the School of Mines and the association with Curtin University is
highly efficient and makes very good use of resources. All that is needed is a small injection
of funds - around $1 million - which will improve enormously the facilities of the college and
assist it to meet the challenge of the further development of the Collie fields and the energy
production industry which is the mainstay of the Collie community.

The focus of this debate has been mostly on the multimillion dollar losses of WA Inc - the
mismanagement by the Government of the State's finances, the losses to the taxpayers and
the misappropriation of large amounts of money. The question of the legality or illegality of
many of these transactions has been raised in this House but my view is that this matter has
been so well aired by far more competent economists that I that I will leave that aspect of
debate. It needs no embellishment from me in this place because debate on the huge amounts
of money lost has been adequately covered. In time the House will make its judgment on
whether these amounts of money were properly or improperly spent.

[ spoke briefly earlier on the whole question of corruption, morality and legality. Mr Deputy
President (Hon J.N. Caldwell), you of all people, as a representative of the rural community,
will know that Western Australians want to march to the beat of a drum which is sounding
out morality, accountability, general probity and responsibility. The public do not want to
know whether a certain person acted legally or illegally; they want to know whether a person
acted properly, and the very strong perception in the community is that the Government acted
improperly. The public do not make that Fine legal distinction. All the average Western
Australian knows is that if he finds himself in court it will cost him a hell of a lot of money
and he will not understand the judgment given. The people have made their decision in very
firm terms about what they think of the moral performance and the moral corruption of the
Government.

We have debated the defin.'itions of corruption many times; financial corruption, moral
corruption and behavioural. corruption - to name three. There are as many definitions of
corruption as there are of democracy. Corruption of the system has been underlined, not so
much by large amounts of money and multimillion dollar deals done by the Government as
by the multiplicity of small deals and small moral misappropriation of moneys from the
public purse. That is what the public is starting to perceive and what it is becoming very
annoyed about. That is the reason for the poll results recently which showed that had an
election been held last month the Government would have been thrown out of office. There
is nothing magic about that result, but the general feeling in the commnunity obviously backs
that result. Many of the arguments about the $175 million or about the $455 million have
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gone over the heads of the public to a great degree. There is a saying that if one borrows a
small amount from a bank one leaves oneself vulnerable. However, if one borrows so much
from the bank that the bank cannot afford to foreclose, one is safe; no bank would risk
foreclosing. That is what happened with the Government. It has mrisspent such huge sums of
money that the public's minds are boggled by the amounts. It is not until we start talking
about the smaller amounts that have gone missing that we start to relate them to our own
situations.

I am running out of time so I will mention only a couple of issues. They are small amounts
involved with my region and with what used to be your electorate, Mr Deputy President (Hon
J.N. Caldwell). The Reserves and Land Revesiment Bill which is currently on the Notice
Paper and which refers to a block of land in Albany, among other things, should be explained
by the Government. It involves a small block of' very valuable land in the centre of Albany
that was given, under trust, to the Albany Trades Hall Social and Leisure Club. Answers to
questions revealed that the club has not been active for a very long time and it has been held
in trust by the Perth Trades Hall. I want the Minister to explain to me before this legislation
is passed why the Trades Hall got this land and why it is paying $8 000 for it, an amount
which is supposed to be the valuation.

Hon T.G. Butler: How much? I think you have got that wrong.

Hon W.N. STRETCH: That is what is stated in the second reading speech. If the member is
going to interject, he should take his hand away from his mouth so that we can hear what he
says.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon John Caldwell): Order!

Hon T.G. Butler: Goodness gracious me.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! The member has only three minutes left.

Hon W.N. STRETCH. The way I am going, I miighc have to ask for an extension.
Apparently the Perth Trades Hall is paying $8 000 for the land. If it were a Crown grant,
why is the Trades Hall paying anything for it? The second question would be, why should it
be the preferred receiver of any financial benefit from land which it has not used for the
purpose for which it was originally intended? I saw the piece of land and rang up a real
estate agent and asked him what it was worth. He said that, sight unseen, he would give me
$21 000 for it. I told himn that it was not mine and asked him whether he believed it was
worth that much. He said that it was absolutely worth that much. I understand that the Perth
Trades Hall intends offering the land to one of the adjoining land holders for $40 000. Where
will the money go? What right has that organisation to gain a cash benefit from that block of
land? I hope that there is a perfectly valid explanation because this Government has trodden
on the little people of this State with this sort of deal for the last six years. However, they are
beginning to wake up and are becoming very angry. We will deal with this matter later in
another debate so I will not canvass it any further tonight. We will be looking very closely at
the Budget to see how many more of these deals are being done by the Government because
whether they are legal or illegal is not the point; they are immnoral and unfair and discrimninate
against the community. If the Government wants to do deals, it should do them out in the
open. If that is taxpayers' land it should be disposed of publicly at auction.

Hon J.N. Caldwell: Hear, hear!

The PRESIDENT: Order! The member's time has expired.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Derrick Tomlinson.

OCCUPATIONAL HEALTH, SAFETY AND WELFARE AMENDiMENT BILL

Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Assembly; and, on motion by Hon J.M. Berinson (Leader of the
House), read a first time.

Second Reading
HON J.M. BERINSON (North Metropolitan - Leader of the House) (10.45 pmnJ: I move -

That the Bill be now read a second time.
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Currently the Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare Act does not apply to workplaces
under the auspices of the Mining Act, the Mines Regulation Act, the Coal Mines Regulation
Act, the Petroleum Act, the Petroleum (Submerged Lands) Act, and the Petroleum Pipelines
Act. This amendment seeks to partially remove that exemption by having all of pant H of the
Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare Act apply only to the Mining Act, the Mines
Regulation Act and the Coal Mines Regulation Act. It is not intended for this amendment to
apply to the Petroleum Act, the Petroleum (Submerged Lands) Act or the Petroleum Pipelines
Act.

Part 11 of the Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare Act establishes the commission;
provides for the appointment of a commissioner and commnission members; details the
functions of the commission; sets out administrative proceedings for the conduct of meetings,
and the terms and conditions of appointment of members, etc; and provides for the
appointment of advisory committees to the comimission. In effect the amendment seeks to
provide a mechanism for the Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare Commission to have
the same role in respect of the mining industry as for other Western Australian workplaces;
that is, to take a leading role in the development of policy in respect of health and safety
matters, standard setting, development of legislation, and providing recommendations to
Government. It will also allow for the establishment of tripartite advisory comnmittees to look
at specific occupational health, safety and welfare concerns within the mining industry. This
amendment to the Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare Act is seen as complementary to.
the reforms proposed in amending the Mines Regulation Act currently before the House, and
those foreshadowed for inclusion next year in the Coal Mines Regulation Act. Clearly, the
intention to amend individual mining legislation to provide for the general duty of care
concept and consultative mechanism was a position adopted and enunciated by Government
at the time of introducing the original Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare Bill.
I conmmnd the Bill to the House.

Debate adjoumned, on motion by Hon N.F. Moore.

MINES REGULATION AMENDMENT BILL

Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Assembly; and, on motion by Hon Graham Edwards (Minister for
Racing and Gaming), read a first time.

Second Reading

HON GRAHAM EDWARDS (North Metropolitan - Minister for Racing and Gaming)
110.47 pm]: I move -

That the Bill be now read a second time.

Tis Bill proposes a number of amendments to the Mines Regulation Act with the main
proposals being to introduce the provisions of parts III and rV of the Occupational Health,
Safety and Welfare Act which deal with the general duties of care and health and safety
representatives and committees into the Mines Regulation Act.

General duties of care: The Bill establishes in detail duties on employers, self-employed
persons and employees in the raining industry. The provisions clearly establish that each
employer has a duty to his employees to provide a working environiment in which his
employees, as far as practicable, are not exposed to risk of injury or harm to their health. It
requires an employer to consult, to provide information, instruction and training, and to take
reasonable care to avoid acts or omissions which it can be reasonably foreseen may cause
injury.

There is a duty on those who design, manufacture, import or supply plant, as defined, for use
at the workplace to ensure the article is designed, manufactured and marketed so that persons
when using it as directed are not exposed to risks of injury or harm to their health. Equally,
there is a duty on those who erect or install the plant, etc, to ensure it is erected and installed
so that persons who properly use the plant are not, in doing so, exposed to hazards. The duty
imposed also extends to those who manufacture or import chemidcal substances, or material
containing them. It requires that they ensure that any new chemnical substance made
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available is safe when used, under the conditions recommended and that adequate
toxicological data is provided when the substance is supplied and thereafter when requested.
In all cases the duty of care is limited to what is practicable as defined in the legislation. In
practice, this will mean that account must always be taken of the seriousness and knowledge
of a hazard and the availability of methods for removing or minimising it.

The duty imposed on employees prescribes that they are required to take or .exercise
reasonable care to protect not only their own health and safety but also that of other persons.
They have a duty to consult, to use appropriate devices and protective equipment, and to not
interfere with anything provided in the interests of health and safety. They are also required
to report to their employer any hazards in the workplace and any injury sustained. The
requirements for general duties of care are in essence the same as those applying under the
Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare Act for all workers covered by that Act.

Health and safety representatives and comm-ittees: The amendments place a major
responsibility for improvement in workplace conditions with those who have the greatest
interest in reducing or minimnising hazards - the employees who are the potential victims.
They establishi mechanismfs which will provide for consultation and participation by
employers and employees on health and safety matters. This is central to the notion of self-
regulation. The strategy is twofold in That it provides a mechanism for both the election of a
health and safety representative who is to represent employees in all matters relating to
occupational health and safety at the workplace, and for the establishment of health and
safety commnittees. In most workplaces there will be a combination of both.
Health and safety representatives: The requirement to elect health and safety representatives
is not mandatory. This provision is nonmally activated upon a request from an employee or
employees of a workplace. The important question of the number of health and safety
representatives to be elected is to be determined by either union or employee consultation
with the employer. To be appointed a health and safety representative an employee must first
satisfy eligibility criteria. The Bill provides that an employee is eligible for appointment as a
health and safety representative if that person has -

Two years of continuous employment with the employer, or

a total of two years' experience at a mine in work of a similar nature; or

twelve months of such experience in conjunction with appropriate training; or

approval of the State Mining Engineer.

Under this Bill all workers at a workplace will have the right to participate in the election of
health and safety representatives. In respect of the election process, if there is a disagreement
between the pantics involved it is to be determined by reference to the State Mining Engineer
in the first instance who may. if he is unable to resolve the matter, direct the matter to the
Industrial Relations Commnission for determination. The B ill provides that a health and safety
representative will be elected for two years.

Provisions have also been included specifying when a person shall cease to operate as a
health and safety representative. An employer, the State Mining Engineer, and any trade
union whose members work at the workplace may apply to the Industrial Relations
Commission to have a health and safety representative disqualified on specified grounds.
The disqualification provisions afford redress to an employer as the Industrial Relations
Commission may disqualify the health and safety representatives for a specified period or
permanently.

Health and safety committees: The second phase of the consultative mechanism is provided
in the form of health and safety comnmittees. The major functions of health and safety
committees have been included in the Bill. Specifically, the committees should aim, to keep
under review the measures being taken to ensure the health, safety and welfare of employees
at work. This review process wil involve contribution to the development and formulation
of policy applicable to the workplace. This activity should not be seen in isolation as an
erosion of management prerogative. In the context of the Bill, which emphasises
consultation and cooperation, it must be viewed as a joint attempt to resolve hazards or
potential hazards as they relate to a particular workplace; that is, a sharing of responsibility
for health and safety at work.
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Where disputes arise as to the establishment or composition of a health and safety committee,
these matters are to be resolved by reference to the State Mining Engineer in the first instance
and, where there is a continuing disagreement, by reference to the Industrial Relations
Commission. In adopting this mechanism the Government has ensured that any industrial
relations issue is resolved within the established and accepted jurisdiction. Once again the
provisions for health and safety representatives and committees are essentially the same as
those applying under the Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare Act.

Conclusion: The implementation of these amendments to the Mines Regulation Act
effectively brings mine safety legislation provisions into line with those of the Occupational
Health, Safety and Welfare Act which is fundamental to Government policy. An essential
element of this policy is that it is of fundamental importance in improvement of safety
performance that the scope and opportunity for employee involvement is maximnised. The
Bill is designed to achieve this end without derogating from the essence of the existing
legislation, but rather adding to it these important new arnd broader principles which have
already been applied to the general spectrum of industry and business in which people are
employed in Western Australia.

I commend the Bill to the House.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon N.F. Moore-

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE - ORDINARY

HON JSVI. BERINSON (North Metropolitan - Leader of the House) [10.58 pm]: I move -

That the House do now adjourn.

Adjournment Debate - Albany Reserve - Reserves and Land Revesonent Bill
I take the opportunity to make a very short comm-ent on a matter raised in two contexts today.
I refer to a reserve in Albany which is the subject of the Reserves and Land Revestment Bill.
That was raised both in question time and in a brief comment by Hon Bill Stretch towards the
end of his address on the Appropriation Bill. If the Minister for Lands, who is handling this
Bill, were present tonight I am sure she would have made an early response to avoid any
misunderstanding on this matter.

I have already arranged for the Reserves and Land Revestrnent Bill to be listed as the first
Order of the Day tomorrow and the Minister indicated during question timne that she had an
amendment relating to the reserve in question. Although I do not have the details of that
amendment at the moment, I am sure that the Minister's indicated amendment will meet any
concern that may have been conveyed by Mr Stretch's comments.

Question put and passed.

House adjourned a: 10.59 pm
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

HEALTH - DAMPIER NUJRSINJG POST
Nursing Sister - Transfer Intention

798. Hion P.H. LOCKYER to the Minister for Local Government representing the
Minister for Health:

(1) Is it the intention of the Government to shift the nursing sister from the
Dampier Nursing Post?

(2) If so, why?

(3) Is the Minister aware that an undertaking was given to the Darmpier
community when the Damnpier Hospital was closed that a nursing sister would
remain?

Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:

The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -

(1) Yes.

(2) The casualty nurse is being moved to Nickol Bay Hospital. When
Nickol Bay Hospital opened the Dampier Hospital retained a casualty
sister for 76 hours a fortnight and two GPs and one family medicine
practitioner established consulting rooms at the hospital. A recent
survey of the casualty nurse worload indicated that she was seeing
one patient per day in her role as a casualty sister; the remaining time
she was being used as a support to the doctors' surgery. The transfer
of the nurse will have no effect on the medical services of Dampier.

(3) Yes I am aware of the undertaking. However, when this undertaking
was given the present circumstances could not have been visualised.
This decision was not taken unilaterally; after wide discussion with the
community and relevant organisations it was decided to remove the
service and put the resource into the accident and emergency service of
the Nickol Bay Hospital. I-amnersley Iron has a casualty station and
employs occupational health nurses; the four GPs will continue their
service; and the casualty at Nickol Bay - 21 kilometres away - will be
improved.

- HEALTH - DAMPIER SERVICES
Health Department Nurse - Rote Assessment Responsibility

842. Hon N.F. MOORE to the Minister for Local Government representing the Minister
for Health:

Further to my question 794 of November 15 1989 -

(1) Who carried out the assessment of the role of the Health Department
nurse?

(2) What duties has she been carrying out at Dampier?

(3) Will outpatient services be available in Dampier when the nursing
position is terminated and, if they are, during what hours and on what
days?

(4) Will the residents of Dampier be disadvantaged by having to travel to
Karratha for the level of treatment currently provided?

Hon KAY HALLAH-AN replied:

The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -

(1) The Administrator and the Director o f Nurs ing of K arratha Hospital.

(2) The nurse provided advice in response to telephone calls and
outpatient nursing services and assisted the private clinic by taking
blood samples and specimens and answering the telephone.
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(3) Yes. Services to outpatients will still be provided by the private
medical practice which operates from 9.00 am to 5.00 pmn Mondays to
Fridays, 6.00 pm to 8.00 pmn Thursday evenings, and 9.30 am to noon
on Saturdays.

(4) No.

NATIONAL PARKS - GOVERNMENT GRANTS
Western Tasmanian Wilderness National Park - Western Australian Allocation

848. Hon BARRY HOUSE to the Minister for Racing and Gaining representing the
Minister for Conservation and Land Management:
(1) Is the Minister aware that in the statement on the environment by the Prime

Minister in July 1989 and published in the "Canberra Survey" on 8 September
1989, it was stated that $135 million would be granted to the Western
Tasmanian Wilderness National Park?

(2) What amounts have been allocated for Western Australian national parks?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

The Minister for Conservation and Land Management has provided the
following reply -

(1) The July 1989 statement on the environment by the Prime Minister
states on page 22 that the Commonwealth Government will provide an
additional $1.3 mrillion in 1989-90 and $1.35 million in 1990-91 for
the western Tasmania wilderness parks. It appears either the
"Canberra Survey" or the member is seriously in error in quoting a
figure of $135 million.

(2) By the nature of the specific purpose of the grant no additional funds
have been provided for Western Australian national parks.

FIRE BRIGADE - WESTERN AUSTRALIAN FIRE BRIGADES BOARD
EMPLOYEES

Members of Parliament - Personal Issues Representations, Constraints
852. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Racing and Gam-ing representing the

Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

(1) Are there any constraints imposed on employees of the WA Fire Brigades
Board in making representations to members of Parliament on personal
issues?

(2) If so, what are those constraints?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

The Minister for Police and Emergency Services has provided the following
reply -

(1) The Western Australian Fire Brigades Board has a policy on
employees communicating with politicians which is based on Public
Service Commuission guidelines.

(2) (i) Personal opinions should not be incorrectly represented as
being that of the board.

(ii) Employees should not, in their capacity as employees, lobby
politicians for personal interests.

Employees should not engage in political activities to the extent
that these may impair their ability to undertake their public
duties.
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FIRE BRIGADE EMPLOYEES UNION - WESTERN AUSTRALIAN FIRE
BRIGADES BOARD EMPLOYEE

Action Taken - Industrial Arbitration Act, Breach Advice
853. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Racing and Gamidng representing the

Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

(I) Has the Minister received advice from the Western Australian Fire Brigades
Board, tendered on 9 March 1983, that the Fire Brigade Employees Union and
its officials could be in breach of section 96F of the Industrial Arbitration Act
as a result of certain action taken against an employee of the Western
Australian Fire Brigades Board?

(2) If so, what is the nature of this advice?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

The Minister for Police and Emergency Services has provided the following
reply -

(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

FIRE BRIGADE - WESTERN AUSTRALIAN FIRE BRIGADES BOARD
Industrial Arbitration Act - Union Membership Provision

854. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Racing and Gaming representing the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

(1) Is the Western Australian Fire Brigades Board bound by the provisions of the
Industrial Arbitration Act, which does not permit an employer to discriminate
against either union or non-union members nor to place any obligation upon
an individual to become a member of a union as a prerequisite to employment
with the board and, if so, will the Minister provide details?

(2) In the past six years has there been any instances where employees of the
Western Australian Fire Brigades Board have been prevented from resigning
from a union, and has the board or the Minister of the day any knowledge of
union pressure contrary to section 96F of the Industrial Arbitration Act and, if
so, will the Minister provide details?

(3) How many non-union members are employed by the Western Australian Fire
Brigades Board and what positions do they hold?

(4) Have there been any instances where an employee of the Western Australian
Fire Brigades Board has made representations to the Equal Opportunities
Commuission in relation to harassment which may have occurred while he was
an employee of the Western Auscralian Fire Brigades Board and, if so, will he
provide details?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

The Minister for Police and Emergency Services has provided the following
reply -

(1) No. The Western Australian Fire Brigade Board is not bound by the
provisions of the Industrial Arbitration Act but is bound by certain
provisions of the Industrial Relations Act 1979.

(2) No. In fact some members have resigned from the Western Australian
Fire Brigade Employees Industrial Union.

(3) A number of employees do not have union subscriptions deducted
from their salaries, however these employees may make other
arrangements for their contributions.
The brigade has a record of 50 non-union members as under -
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Positions: Clerk 15
Mechanic 17
Electrician 3
Engineer I
Storeman 2
Technician 6
Tea Attendant 1
Chemist 1
Assistant Chief Officer I
Superintendent 1
Clerical 2

(4) Under the Equal Opportunity Act 1984, section 167, the commiussion is
unable to confirm or deny any information provided to it by a
complainant except in the performance of a duty or in connection with
the Equal Opportunity Act.

BLJRS WOOD CASINO - COST OVERRUNS "A CURRENT AFFAIR" REPORT
National Companies and Securities Commission - Prosecution Opinion, Attorney General,

Action Taken
856. Hon P.G. PENDAL to the Attorney General

I refer to the 27 November edition of "A Current Affair" on Channel 9*
reporting on the cost overruns on the BurswoodCasino project and ask -

(1) What action has the Attorney taken on the National Companies and
Securities Corrntsion opinion referred to in the program that charges
should have been laid by the WA Corporate Affairs Department in this
matter?

(2) What action, in the light of the NCSC letter, has the Attorney taken to
ensure that Mr Smith's decision not to prosecute is reversed?

Hon 3.M. BERINSON replied:
(1) The Commissioner for Corporate Affairs has advised me that the NCSC letter

referred to in the 27 November 1989 edition of "A Current Affair" did not
express an opinion that charges should have been laid. The program appears
to have inaccurately portrayed the contents of that letter.

(2) See (1).
HEALTH - HEALTH PROMOTIONS OFFICER, NARROGIN

Employment Termination -

858. Hon J.N. CALDWELL to the Minister for Local Government representing the
Minister for Health:
(1) Is the employment of the health promotions officer at Narrogint to be

terminated?

(2) If so -

(a) is a new officer to be appointed; and

(b) when will the appointment be made?

Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:

The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -

(1) No.
(2) See above.

STATE FINANCE - BUDGET ESTIMATES
Part 4 Item 69 - Payment Details

862. Hon PETER FOSS to the Minister for Budget Management:

In respect of item 69 in part 4 of the Budget Estimates which show
expenditure as having already occurred, would the Minister indicate -
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(a) each amount constituting such payment;

(b) to whom each payment was made;

(c) the date each such payment was made;

(d) the fund from which it was drawn;

(e) the person who signed the warrant authorising each such payment;

(f) the Act relied upon as justifying the signing of the warrant with respect
to each payment; and

(g) whether any and, if so, what repayment or adjustment has been made
with respect to any such payment?

H-on J.M. BERINSON replied:

(a)-(d). (g)
Treasury has advised as follows -

Date of
Payme nts Payee Fund Amount

30.5.89 R.A. Tuckey and I.D. Ferrier
as Provisional Liquidators for
Rorhwells Limited $33 000 000.00

Less General Transfer to
Treasurer's Advance A/c as a
recoverable amount $10Q[500O000.0

$22 500 000.Cf
being $22 500 000 met by the State from the Consolidated Revenue Fund and
$10 500 000 from a Treasurer's Advance to be recouped from the National
Australia Bank.
9.6.89 Robinson Cox CRF $15 337.75
9.6.89 Whitlanurnbull & Co Ltd CRE $24 077.32
These payments were made against a "new Item" approved by the Governor in
accordance with section 28 of the Financial Administration and Audit Act
1985. The payments were made from the Treasurer's Advance Account and,
as required by section 5(1 Xa) of the Treasurer's Advance Authorisation Act
1988. were charged in that year against the Consolidated Revenue Fund.

(e)-(f)
The warrants were signed by the Governor under section 31 of the Financial
Administration and Audit Act 1985, having been prepared in accordance with
Financial Administration Regulation 6.

PARASAILING - ROTTNEST ISLAND
Le Plastrier. Mr Peter - Operations Proposal

863. Hon P.G. PENDAL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Planning:

(I) Is the Minister aware of the proposals put to the Rotnest Island Authority by
Mr Peter Le Plastrier of Padbuiy to operate a parasailing activity off Rotinest
for island holidaymakers?

(2) What is the general reaction to these proposals?

(3) Is it correct that the RIA withdrew its original offer to Mr Le Piastrier on this
matter.

(4) Has he at any rime been denied access to any Rottnest jetty?

(5) Has the Marine and Harbours Department given Mr Le Plastrier permission to
use all jetties on the island?

(6) Is anyone else putting the same or similar proposals to the RIA as Mr Le
Plastrier?
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(7) Does the RIA acknowledge Mr Le Plastrner's fear that, by putting his business
out to tender, at the end of a trial period other people can benefit from his idea
and initiative ahead of himself?

(8) What conditions has the RIA now imposed on Mr Le Plastrier's business and
activities?

(9) Has Mr Le Plastrier agreed to these conditions?
(10) Why were these conditions thought to be necessary?
(11) Is it correct that at a meeting with the Minister on 22 September the Minister

stated that the issue was one of safety and also conflict between the RL4A and
the Marine and H-arbours Department?

(12) If so, will the Minister explain what is meant by that statement?
(13) Is it correct that Mr Le Plastrier sought help from the WA Tourism

Commission on 20 October 1989?
(14) If so, what is the commission's reaction to his plans?
(15) Will the Minister provide an explanation on the ownership of the various

jetties on Rottnest Island?
(16) Is Mr Ie Plastrier's application for parasailing and/or jet skiing and, if for,

both, does the MIA hold different attitudes to each of these proposed
activities?

(17) Is it normal for a Government agency or department to require a person to
provide trading figures for a private venture?

(18) Have the conditions outlined to Mr Le Plasurier in the MIA's letter of
7 September been altered or varied since chat date?

(19) If so, to what extent?
(20) Prior to the RIA's solicitors informing Mr Le Plastrier that the 7 September

offer had been withdrawn, was any effort made by the RIA board to discover
the reason for Mr Ie Plastrier's lack of response, given that he was still
considering the RIA's offer?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
The Minister for Planning has provided the following reply -

(1) Yes.
(2) It is unclear from whom the member is seeking a general reaction.
(3) Yes.
(4)-(5)

No.
(6) No. The Routnest Island Authority has previously considered and

rejected applications for parasailing and jet skiing.
(7) No. Mr Le Plastrier is not the first person to approach the Rottnest

Island Authority to conduct parasailing in Rounrest waters. Neither is
he the only person conducting parasailing activities in Western
Australia. If the authority determines this to be a desirable service for
visitors at Rottnest, authority policy is to call for public expressions of
interest.

(8)-(10)
None. The Rottnest Island Authority rejected Mr Le Plastrier's
application of 3 November 1989 for a licence/concession for
parasailing.

(1l)-(12)
No. The issue is considered to be one which should be resolved
between the Rottuest Island Authority and Mr Le Plastrier.
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(13)-(14)
These questions should be referred to the Minister for Tourism.

The main jetty is under the control of the Department of Marine and
Harbours. Other jetties are under the control of the Rottriese Island
Authority.

(16)
The August 1989 application was for both; the November 1999
application was for parasailing only. The authority considers all
applications on their merit.

(17)
All Rottnest Island businesses provide trading figures under the ternms
of their leases. In this way. the authority ensures fair trading practice
and has a basis for determining, reasonable future rentals.

Refer to answer given to (3).
(20) Several clauses in the authority's offer of 7 September 1989 required

Mr Le Plastrier to respond in advance of the trial period commencing.
His response was to commence commercial operation without
permission. The offer to conduct a trial was subsequently withdrawn
by the authority.

POLICE - MOUNTED POLICE
Country Shows and Carnivals Demonstrations - Stoppage Directive

864. Hon W.N. STRETCH to the Minister for Racing and Gaming representing the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

(1) Has the Commissioner of Police issued a directive that the WA mounted
police are not to attend any more country shows and carnivals to give
demonstrations of their skills and capabilities?

(2) Did the Minister -

(a) give that directive; or

(b) approve the issue of that directive?

(3) If yes to (1) -
(a) Will the Minister reverse that decision so as to ensure that this useful

and instructive public relations function of our Police Force continues?
(b) If not, why not?

Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS replied:

The Minister for Police and Emergency Services has provided the following
reply -

(1) No.

(2) (a) No;

(b) not applicable.

(3) Not applicable.

ROTHWELLS. LTD - COLLAPSE
Government Payments.

867. Hon E.J. CHARLTON to the Minister for Budget Management:

(1) How much has the State Government paid out so far in relation to Rothwells?

(2) How much and what is the specific purpose of each of these payments?
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(3) What total amount has been established as still outstanding and what is the
amount and specific purpose of each outstanding payment?

(4) What additional amounts in excess of those referred to in pants (1) and (3) are
acknowledged by the Government to be outstanding?

(5) What is the Goverruenf's estimate of each amount referred to in part (4), and
what is the specific purpose for which the debt has been incurred?

(6) Who is currently taking legal action or has given notice of legal action against
the Government for debts allegedly owed by the Government in relation to
Rothwells?

Hon I.M. BERINSON replied:

$33 million has been paid to the provisional liquidator, of which $10.5 million
was paid as a recoupable advance from the Treasurer's Advance Account to
be recouped from the National Australia Bank. In addition, $484 669 has
been paid from the Consolidated Revenue Fund for legal services/financial
advice.

(3) An estimated $200 000 has been provided in the 1989-90 Budget as a
contingency for outstanding payments, mainly for expected legal expenditure.

(4) Nil.

(5) Not applicable.

(6) We are not aware of any such action against the Government.

ROTHWELLS LTD - COLLAPSE
Government Payments - National Australia Bank

868. Hon E.J. CHARLTON to the Minister for Budget Management:

(1) How much was paid by the State Government in 1988-89 to the National
Australia Bank in relation to Rothwells?

(2) Why is this amount approximately $10.5 million greater than the expenditure
for 1988-89 shown in this year's Budget papers?

(3) As the Government has paid out approximately $ LO.5 million more than
shown in the Budget papers, where did the additional money come from?

(4) What moneys does the Government expect to recoup from the National
Australia Bank or its agents?

(5) Will the Minister table the document on which is founded the Governiment's
belief that there will he a payment by the National Australia Bank to the State
Government?

(6) When will this payment be made?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:

(1) No payment has been made to the National Australia Bank in relation to
Rothwells but $33 million was paid to the provisional liquidator.

(2)-(3)
Because $ LO.5 million was paid by the State as an advance from the
Treasurer's Advance Account to be recouped from the National Australia
Bank.

(4) $10.5 million.

(5)-(6)
All necessary court approvals have been obtained and I am advised that the
$10.5 million should be paid later this week. In the event that there is a delay,
I will seek the approval of the National Australia Bank, as a counter party, to
table the appropriate documentation.
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STATE FINANCE - TREASURER'S ADVANCE
Rorhwells Ltd or Western Australian Government Holdings Ltd - Autumn Session

869. Hon E.J. CHARLTON to the Minister for Budget Management:
Will the Government be seeking a further Treasurer's Advance in relation to
either Rochwells Ltd or Western Australian Government Holdings Ltd in the
autumn session of Parliament?

Ron 3.M. BERINSON replied:

No. The Parliament has approved an upper limit of $250 million for the
Treasurer's Advance Account in 1989-90. On current indications. the
$250 million would appear adequate for this year's needs and it does not
appear that it would be necessary to approach Parliament for an increase in
this limit for 1989-90, The amounts which have been included in the
Consolidated Revenue Fund Estimates for the two items for 1989-90, namnely -

Item 69: Rothwells Limited (Provisional Liquidators Appointed) -
Indemnity and Associated Expenses $200 000

Item 78. Western Australian Government Holdings Ltd $62 300 000
were estimates prepared on the basis of the conditions prevailing immediately
prior to the Budget being introduced on 31 August 1989. Since that time, PIL
has gone into liquidation. It now seems that, in order to meet termination
payments yet to be finally negotiated, there will have to be a significant
reduction in the $25 million included within the $62.3 million for WAGI- to
reduce the interim financing debt.

In the unanticipated event chat actual termination payments, any additional
interest and legal costs exceed the reductions which can be made in other
components, it would be necessary to have recourse to the Treasurer's
Advance Account to make these payments of an extraordinary or unforeseen
nature. Similarly, if the legal costs associated with the Rothwells item should
exceed $200 000, it would also be necessary to have recourse to the
Treasurer's Advance Account. Of course, any excess expenditure above the
$62.3 million and the $200 000 would be charged against the Treasurer's
Advance Account pending an after-the-event appropriation when next year's
Budget is introduced. The excess would be accommodated within the
$250 million upper limit for the Treasurer's Advance already set by
Parliament.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN GOVERNMENT HOLDINGS LTD - GOVERNMENT
EXPENDITURE
Payment Details

870. Hon E.J. CHARLTON to the Minister for Budget Management:

With respect to the $38.8 million shown as having been expended by the
Government in relation to Western Australian Government Holdings Ltd for
the 1988-89 financial year -

(a) to whom have payments been made; and
(b) what is the specific purpose and amount of each payment?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:

(a) Western Australian Government Holdings Ltd.
$m

(b) Interest on $175 million debentures .12.2

Interest on external financing 4.2
Reduction in external financ ing from

$75 million to $55 million 20.0
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Funding for stamp duty on -
Debentures 0.4
Acquisition of Petrochemical Holdings Ltd 1.0
P11. project feasibility study L.

STATE FINANCE - BUDGET PAPERS
Western Australian Government Holdings Ltd - Allocation Expenditure

871, H-on E.J. CH{ARLTON to the Minister for Budget Management:

With respect to the $62.3 million in the Budget papers in relation to Western
Australian Government Holdings Ltd for the current financial year -

(a) how much has already been expended;

(b) to whom have payments been made;

(c) what is the specific purpose and amount of each payment;

(d) to whom will other payments be made in the current financial year;
and

(e) what will be the specific purpose and amount of each payment?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:

(a) $18 487 899.50.

(b) Western Australian Government Holdiqgs Ltd.

(c) To fund interest paid on bills of exchange and debentures issued by Western
Australian Government Holdings Ltd.

(d) Western Australian Governmnent Holdings Ltd.

(e) The Budget provision was framed to provide the following -

Interest on debentures $24 325 000
Interest on external finiancing 8 000 000
Reduction in external financing 25 000 000
Consultancy and administration costs 4 975 000

However, with the liquidation of the PIL petrochemical project, the original
purpose of component allocations is under review and actual disbursements
this year will depend on termination payments still to be finalised. See
question 869.

PETROCHEMICAL PROJECT - BOND CORPORATION
Management Payments - Outstanding Amounts

872. Hon E.J. CHARLTON to the Minister for Budget Management:

(t) How much has been paid so far to Bond Corporation for managing the
petrochemical project?

(2) How much is agreed as still being owed to Bond Corporation?

(3) What amounts are in dispute?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:

Bond Corporation Pry Ltd (Bond) provided project management services to
Petrochemical Industries Ltd. Payments for these services were made directly
by PIL to Bond. I have made arrangements for the liquidator of P11. to be
approached with a request to make this information available.

STATE FINANCE - BUDGET PAPERS
Western Australian Government Holdings Ltd - Allocation

Expenditure, Capital Write-off
873. Hon E.S. CHAR LTON to the Minister for Budget Management:

(1) How much of the money paid so far in relation to Western Australian
Government Holdings Ltd has been expended as a capital write-off?
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(2) How much further capital write-off will there be during the remainder of the
current financial year?

Han J.M. BERINSON replied;

(1) Of the $38.8 million paid to Western Australian Government Holdings Ltd in
1988-89, $20 million was used to reduce interim financing from $75 million
to $55 million.

(2) In framing the Budget allocation of $62.3 million in 1989-90, $25 million was
-provisionally earmarked to further reduce the interim financing. However,

with the liquidation of the PIL petrochemical project, the original purpose of
component allocations is under review and actual disbursements this year will
depend on termination payments still to be finalised. See question 869.
STATE FINANCE - TAXPAYERS MONEY ESTIMATES

Petrochemical Project, Rorhwells Ltd, WA Teachers Financial Society,
Swan Building Society

874. Hon E.J. CHARLTON to the Minister for Budget Management:

What is the most recent Government estimate of the amount of taxpayers'
money the Government has or will ultimately have lost on -

(a) the petrochemical project;

(b) Rothwells Ltd;

(c) WA Teachers Financial Society Ltd; and

(d) Swan Building Society?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:

(a) Principal sums commnitted by the Government through WAGE- to the PIL
petrochemical project are estimated at $277.5 million. In addition, interest has
been paid on external borrowings by WAGE! which have been guaranteed by
the Treasurer and these loans will continue to attract interest until they are
repaid. Of the amount originally borrowed, $20 million was repaid in
1988-89.

(b) $23 175 452 comprising $22 5 million paid to the provisional liquidator,
$475 452 for legal services/financial advice paid in 1988-89, and a provision
of $200 000 in 1989-90.

(c) The maximum possible loss is estimated at $128.5 million. In addition,
$400 000 has been provided in the 1989-90 Budget for costs relating to legal
actions against the auditors, directors and officers of the society. It is expected
that this $400 000 will be recovered as a result of the legal actions which
should also lead to recovery of moneys, reducing the overall loss to the State
from the maximum $128.5 million. It is not possible to predict the level of
these recoveries at this time.

(d) $16.5 million.

PETROCHEMICAL PROJECT - CONSTRUCTION CONTRACTS
Renegotiation - Rewriting Cost Responsibility

875. Hon E.J. CHARLTON to the Minister for Budget Management:

(1) Who met the cost of rewriting the construction contracts for the petrochemical
project when they were renegotiated in 1988?

(2) Who is meeting the cost of negotiating the termination of those contracts?

(3) What is the current state of play in negotiations relating to the termination of
the construction contracts?

(4) Has any money been -

(a) paid; or

(b) agreed to be paid

in relation to the termination of construction contracts?
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(5) What is the Government's estimate of the overall cost to ic of terminating the
construction contracts?

(6) Is there any legal action or has there been notice of intention to take legal
action against the Goverrnent, WA Government Holdings Ltd or
Petrochemical Industries Ltd by any of the parties to the construction
contracts?

(7) If yes, whom?

Hon J.M. BER1NSON replied:

(1) The Govertnent, through WAGH. paid the costs for its representatives who
attended the contract renegotiations. Bond Corporation Holdings Ltd did
likewise for its representatives.

(2) The contracts were terminated by actions of the contractors and PIL prior to
the granting of the order for the winding up of PIL on 20 September 1989.

(3) Negotiations are continuing.

(4) None. See (3) above.

(5) $20 million.

(6) No.
(7) Not applicable.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

STATE FINANCE - CRE ESTIMATES OF EXPENDITURE
Rot hwells Ltd, Liquidators' Payment - Advance, Industry (Advances) Act

572. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Budget Management:

I have given the Minister notice of this question.

(1) Was the payment of $22 539 415 made to the Rothwells's liquidators
an advance under the Industry (Advances) Act?

(2) If so, was the financial assistance provided pursuant to section 3(a) or
3(b) of the Industry (Advances) Act?

(3) In either case, on what basis was Rothwells considered to be engaged
in industry as defined in that Act?

(4) If the payment of that $22 539 415 was made under the legislative
authority of another Act, will he nominate the specific Act and sections
and, if not, why not?
Although- notice was given of this question to the Minister for Budget
Management, documents tabled by him today have in part answered
some of my questions; however, I still invite the Minister to respond.

Hon I.M. BERINSON replied:

I thank the Leader of the Opposition for advance notice of his question.
Members will be aware that this question is based on similar considerations to
those raised by him yesterday. I gave an interim response on what has come
to be known as my E & QE basis and I amr pleased to say there were no Es. or
Os. In fact, the further and more complete response is consistent with what I
said yesterday. I am advised by the Treasurer as follows -

(1) No.

(2)-(3)
Nat applicable.

(4) The payments were made against a new item approved by the
Governor in accordance with section 28 of the Financial
Administration and Audit Act 1985. The payments were made from
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vthe Treasurer's Advance Account and, as requited by section 5(1)(a)
of the Treasurer's Advance Authorization Act 1988, were charged in
that year against the Consolidated Revenue Fund.

JUSTICES OF THE PEACE - BYFORI) AREA
Shortage

573. Hon PETER FOSS to the Attorney General:

(1) Is the Minister aware of the shortage of justices of the peace in the Byford
area?

(2) By what means does the Government determine the availability of J-Ps in the
area, bearing in mind that such practical matters as age, business commitments
and distance from the town may affect such availability?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:

I anm not aware of a shortages of justices in Byford and cannot recall any
submission to that effect having been brought to my attention recently. If
Hon Peter Foss is indicating that he believes there is a shortage of JPs in that
area I am happy to ask the department to consider that matter at the earliest
opportunity. The Commission of the Peace includes detail of justices of the
peace in respect of both their place of residence and place of appointment. It
also lists their age, because in considering the need for justices in a particular
area consideration has to be given to the fact that, although there may well be
a reasonable number on paper, if a fair proportion of them are at an age when
they cannot be expected to be as active as others additional appointments
might need to be considered.

All records are maintained on a town or district basis except in the
metropolitan area, where they are maintained on a suburban basis. Therefore,
it is open quite readily to have a quick check of the position. Normally, when
applications are made and not recommended the department provides me with
an indication of the actual distances between the residence or business location
of a justice and an indication from that of the availability of justices at various
hours.

JUSTICES OF THE PEACE - BYFORD AREA
Shortage

574. Hon PETER FOSS to the Attorney General:

I have a supplementary question. I draw the Attorney General's attention to
the fact that although Byford is shown as being in the metropolitan area it is in
fact rural in character, and although people may be shown as living in Byford
I am informed they may be from five miles to 12 miles out of town and there
is no public transport. In areas such as Byford which are rural. in character,
could some new procedure be put in place to ensure that the true distance of
the person from the central area is determined?

Hon E.M. BERIN4SON replied:

Out of the metropolitan area detailed attention is given to the likely
availability of justices based on their distance from the town or availability in
the town. As I have indicated before, I am not aware of the current position in
Byford or of any recent submission relating to it. If the honourable member
would forward me some detail I will be happy to pursue the matter for him.

QUESTION ON NOTICE 855 -LEFT OUT
Answer Request

575. Hon W.N. STRETCH to the Minister for Lands:

Could the Minister now supply an answer to question on notice 855 which I
understand was inadvertently left out of the questions last week?
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Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:
Yes. I cannot explain why that happened as we submitted the answer to the
staff on Thursday of last week. It will be made available immediately after
question time today.

JUSTICES OF THE PEACE - NOMINATION CRITERIA
Caldwell. H-on John - Nomination Rejection

576. Hon J.N. CALDWELL to the Attorney General:

I had occasion to nominate a person to be a justice of the peace and I believe
he was rejected because he did not come from my electorate, so can the
Attorney General give a good and valid reason for rejecting chat person for
that reason?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:

I am always anxious to maintain the harmony of the House and particularly to
avoid demarcation disputes between various members, so I indicate to
Hon John Caldwell that the criteria for nomination and appointment of I-Ps
have been maintained over a lengthy period with only relatively minor
amendments, and over the whole of that period it has been the case chat people
wishing to nominate for appointment have had their representations made
either through the members for the district in which they reside or through the
magistrate. I believe that is a useful rule of thumb which has prevented
-difficulties which might otherwise occur with duplication and competing
interests.

PASTORAL INDUSTRY - LAND TENURE HILL
Pasroralists and Graziers Association Officers - Ministerial Meeting

577. Hon P.H. LOCKYER to the Minister for Lands:

(1) Is the Minister meeting with senior officers of the Pastoralists and Graziers
Association, in particular with Mr Tim Darcy, a vice president of the
association, and with the Premier, with a view to discussing the pastoral land
tenure Bill?

(2) If the Minister is meeting with the Premier and Mr Darcy, is the object to offer
the Pastoralists and Graziers Association an ultimatum to discuss the
differences which have formed between the Government and the pastoralists
over the non-production of a Bill to this House?

Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:

(04-2)
As I understand it, the Premier has a program of informally meeting with
industry groups. I recently became aware that he will meet on Friday with a
number of people, and in that group will be representatives of the PGA. I
understand there is no agenda for the meeting; it is purely an infon-nal
opportunity to meet industry chiefs and no position one way or the other will
be put. I have no doubt that the PGA may want to make some points to the
Premnier. Unfortunately I shall1 be in the country and cannot be at that informal
gathering. If the meeting had been a formal one to discuss the land tenure
Bill, I would have made sure that [ was there. I understand that the meeting is
an informal get together, and the PGA is one of a number of groups which will
be present. Although the PGA may believe the meeting is to thrash out
something in particular, I do not think that is the purpose the Premier has in
mind.

PASTORAL INDUSTRY - LAND TENURE
Government's Hardening Attitude - Senior Minister's Comments

578. Hon P.H. LOCKYER to the Minister for Lands:

Is the Minister aware that a senior ministerial colleague of hers has informed
Mr Daicy that the Government's attitude on pastoral tenure is hardening and
the suggestion is chat pasroralists should grab and rn before it is too late?
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Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:

I am completely unaware of a senior colleague of mine saying anything like
that to anyone.

STATE FINANCE - CASH PAYMENT VOUCHER
"B udgeting" Section - Minister for Budget Management, Responsibility

579. Hon MAX EVANS to the Minister for Budget Management:

Is the section "budgeting" on a cash payment voucher the Minister's
responsibility?

Hon IM. BERINSON replied:

I am not in a position to say. I do not know the forms. I would have to see
whether this one has my signature on it. I do not believe my signature is
required on those documents.

STATE FINANCE - CRE ESTIMATES OF EXPENDITURE
Rothwelts Ltd, Liquidators' Payment - Cash Payment Voucher $33 Million

580. Hon MAX EVANS to the Minister for Budget Management:

The Minister made specific reference to E & OE. Was he aware that an
amount of $22.5 million was never paid to the Rothwells' liquidator? The
amount paid on a cash payment voucher - according to the papers tabled
today - was $33 million. The Minister's answer referred to $22.5 million.

Hon S.M. BERINSON replied:

[ believe that in one of the many questions which Mr Charlton asked on notice
this very question is addressed.

Hon M.S. Montgomery: It is question 867.
Hon J.M. BERINSON: I thank Hon Murray Montgomery for locating it for me. The

answer to that question will indicate the source of the other $10.5 million.

STATE FINANCE - CRF ESTIMATES OF EXPENDITURE
Rorhwells Ltd, Liquidators' Payment - Cash Payment Voucher $33 Million

581. Hon MAX EVANS to the Minister for Budget Management:
I refer to papers tabled today in response to Hon George Cash's motion. A
cash voucher indicates that $33 million was paid to Rothwells. That was the
amount paid, not $22.5 million. Or is the voucher not correct?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
The formalities of these payments are matters on which I would have to seek
Treasury comment. In general I believe the position is that payments of two
separate amounts were made; or payments from two separate sources. But the
total authorised was on one voucher. I am not sufficiently involved in the
details of Treasury transactions to be confident on this question without
further advice. I believe that to be the position, but I shall be happy to pursue
it further. If arty further elaboration or correction is required I undertake to
provide it to the member.

STATE FINANCE - CRF ESTIMAATES OF EXPENDITURE
Rothwells Ltd, Liquidators' Payment - Cash Payment Voucher, Split Payment

582. Hon MAX EVANS to the Minister for Budget Management:

One cheque was drawn for $33 million as per the voucher, so it was not split.
Can the Minister provide an explanation why it was split and why we have
this $10.5 million?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:

[ take the opportunity to ask the honourable member for his agreement to have
the greens so that I can attend to that matter quickly.
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STATE FINANCE - CRF ESTIMATES OF EXPENDITUJRE
Rorhwells Ltd, Liquidators' Payment - Minister/for Budget Management's Endorsement

583. Hon P.C. PENDAL to the Minister for Budget Management:

I refer to the documents tabled today, and in particular to the Under
Treasurer's minute of 23 May 1989 addressed to the Minister in which the
Under Treasurer seeks Hon Joe Berinson's endorsement - those are the Under
Treasurer's words - for the supplementary funding of $33.5 million. Is the
Minister's endorsement usually or always sought before the approval of the
Treasurer is sought in such cases?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:

This was a case where the draw was on Miscellaneous Services. On most
occasions my endorsement is sought, not the Treasurer's. By the rough rules
of thumb which apply to the division of duties between the Treasurer and me
as Minister for Budget Management, I usually have to deal with items of
Miscellaneous Services.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT - TIDY TOWN CONTEST
Albany Award - Judgment Criteria

584. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Local Government:

I am delighted to inform the House that Albany has won this year's Tidy
Town Contest. Would the Minister please advise what criteria are used to
make the judgment about tidy towns, and which other towns received Keep
Australia Beautiful Council awards this year?

Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:

I thank the honourable member for giving notice of this question. As he
represents Albany I can understand his interest. Sadly no report appeared in
today's The West Australian of the award going to Albany. Albany won not
only the overall winner's award. but also the top award for towns with a
population of over 2 000.
I have some detail here which might interest members, because a number of
towns in country areas have been acknowledged. Communities were
appraised by the Keep Australia Beautiful Council on eight criteria: The
condition of approach roads; business and shopping area reserves; parks and
community facilities; homes and gardens; streets, including the verges and
median strips; sporting facilities; adequacy and condition of litter receptacles;
and absence of linter throughout the town. The emphasis is on lack of litter, as
well as attractiveness.

A total of 149 communities were appraised by the Keep Australia Beautiful
Council, and each was given a rating, the top towns earning five stars.
Another divisional winner - apart from Albany with a population of 2 000 -
was Wongan Hills in the-.901 to 2 000 population category. The next
category, with 551 to 900 population, was won by Corrigin. Boyup Brook
won the category of towns with populations of 251 to 500. Finally, Darkan
won the category of towns with populations of under 250.
Members representing any of those areas might like to acknowledge the
success of these towns. Details of the awards and the towns' star ratings will
be circulated to all country shire councils and will be advertised Statewide.
Albany and Mt Tom Price, which was the runjier up in the same division,
shared the honouir of being the First towns in Western Australia to be awarded
a five star rating. Corrigin and Wongan Hills each rated four stars, while
Darkan and Boyup Brook each rated three stars.

Special awards under the Keep Australia Beautiful tidy towns program were
also given for tourism, recycling and low water use gardens. The tourism
awards were sponsored by the Western Australian Tourism Commission and
were won by Nannup, which received $1 000, and Pemberton, which won
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$500. The recycling award was sponsored by Comalco Aluminium Supply
and Australian Class Manufacturers Co and it was won by the Moora
recycling centre. The Water Authority of Western Australia sponsored the
$500 low water use award, which was won by the Denmark n aturalists' group.
Quite a number of towns across the State have achieved a lot to make their
communities attractive and litter free.

QUESTION ON NOTICE 869 - FERRIER HODGSON AND CO
Consultancy Fees - Pre-Liquidator Appointment

585. Hon PETER FOSS to the Minister for Budget Management:

This question relates to the answer to question 869 which appears in today's
Supplementary Notice Paper.

(1) Of the sum of $200 000 referred to under item 69, is there included
any fees for Ferrier H-odgson and Co for its consultancy prior to its
appointment as liquidator?

(2) If not, from what funds were the consultancy fees met?

(3) What was the amount of those fees?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:

(1)-(3)
I clearly do not have that sort of derail. I ask that the member place his
question on notice.

STATE FINANCE - GRE ESTIMATES OF EXPENDITURE
Rorhwells Ltd, Liquidator's Payment - Tabled Papers, Payment Records Explanation

586. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Budget Management:

I refer to the papers tabled by the Minister today in response to the motion of
which I gave notice yesterday. In particular I refer to document No 008975,
which is a memorandum dated 23 May 1989 to the Minister for Budget
Management from the Under Treasurer. The memorandum acknowledges that
$33 million was paid to the National Australia Bank. It also highlights the
need for $10.5 million to be repaid to the Government by mid-June 1989. 1
understand from earlier answers given by the Minister for Budget
Management that the $10.5 million has not as yet been received by the
Government. Could the Minister explain clearly why there was a need to pay
out $33 million, record only $22.5 million or thereabouts in the Budget papers
and have this amount of $10.5 million or thereabouts recorded as a transaction
yet to be received by the Government?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:
The first thing I would like to correct is any impression from the question that
the payment was made to the Nat ional A ustral ia B ank.

Hon George Cash: You are right. It was the provisional liquidator.

Hon T.M. BERINSON: There has been some to-ing and fro-ing on that one. At least
we are agreed that it went to the provisional liquidator. I have already referred
to question 867, which I think should be read together with the answer to 862.
That gives an indication of the break up and indicates that the $10.5 million is
from the Treasurer's Advance Account.

I have had notice of a question to virtually the identical effect from either H-on
J.N. Caldwell or Hon E.J. Chariton. I would prefer to provide the House with
the full response I will have to that. It really comes down to the fact - if I can
put it in layman's terms - that the practice of Treasury in dealing with
recoupable amounts is generally not to deal with them on the basis of revenue
and expenditure but as matters to go out of the Treasurer's Advance Account
and to be subsequently recouped. Again I ask members to bear wit me. I
would expect that detailed response to the earlier question to be available
tomorrow.
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TEACHERS CREDIT SOCIETY - INQUIRY
Current Status

587. H~on GEORGE CASH to the Minister for Budget Management;

(1) Can the Minister indicate the current status of the inquiries into the Teachers
Credit Society?

(2) If he is unable to provide the House with that information tonight, wilt he
undertake to provide to the House tomorrow night during question rime advice
on the number of persons who were engaged in the inquiries into Teachers
Credit Society, the general direction which those inquiries took and the current
status of those inquiries?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:

If the Leader of the Opposition lets me have those precise questions in writing,
I will certaintly do my best to have a response for tomorrow.

JOURNALISTS - GOVERNMENT EMPLOYMIENT
Former Liberal and Labour Governments

588. Hon MAX EVANS to the Minister for Budget Management:

Last night the Minister interjected on my speech regarding the number of
journalists employed by the Governent. He having done some research
since last night, could he now tell the House how many journalists were
employed by the previous Liberal Government and the previous Labor
Government, excluding the extraneous Hansard and other journalists
employed in other authorities? The Minister made a long speech but he did
not provide any facts.

Hon 3.M. BERINSON replied:

My recollection is that it was a short speech and, though I say it myself, not a
bad one.

Hon Max Evans: But it did not have any facts.

Hon P.G. Pendal: That is about par for the course.

Hon J.M. BERINSON: I was put into the position of providing some detail at short
notice and the response [ gave yesterday -

Hon P.C. Pendal: Do you have any grandchildren?

Hon J.M. BERINSON: I am delighted to say that I do have one grandchild, and
compared with some demonstrations in this House I would have to rate his
intelligence as very high although he is only eight months old.

I was attempting to point out that my response yesterday was based on very
limited opportunity to obtain a response to the question.

Hon P.G. Pendal: Very limited knowledge!

Hon J.M. BERINSON: Certainly very limited knowledge because there is no reason I
should have extensive knowledge since I am not concerned with the
responsibility for the appointment of journalists.

Hon P.G. Pendal: You chose to raise it.

Hon J.M. BERIINSON: I can say, since Hon P.O. Pendal has directed that interjection
to me, that members will recall that included in the advice which I was able to
obtain at short notice last night was the fact that under the previous
conservative Government each Minister had a Press secretary, whereas now at
least one Press secretary is shared by two Ministers. I just wanted to let
Hon P.C. Pendal know that I happen to be one of the Ministers -

Hon P.C. Pendal: Did your grandchild gather that information? It is wrong.

Hon J.M. BERINSON: No.
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The PRESIDENT: Order! I suggest the Minister for Budget Management get on
with answering the question.

Hon J.M. BERINSON: I ant very happy to get a comparison of the numbers but there
is no reason I should have obtained it today. I thought the answer yesterday
was quite comprehensive and it seemed to satisfy the curiosity of the people
raising the subject. Now it has been raised again, I will get further statistics as
soon as I can.

BILLS - PRIORITY LIST

589. Hon GEORGE CASH to the Leader of the House:

Further to my question of some weeks ago asking for an indication from the
Leader of the House about which Bills he considered had a particular priority.
is he in a position to indicate the Bills the Government hopes to deal with
before the House goes into recess?

Hon J.M. BERINSON replied:

I have discussed this matter with the Leader of the House in the Assembly and
with other colleagues. I am therefore able to respond to this question in some
detail. Four Bills are regarded as essential and one of them has since been
passed. They are the two Appropriation Bills, the Loan Bill and the Business
Franchise (Tobacco) Amendment Bill, which is a Budget related measure. We
have introduced the first three Bills and have completed our consideration of
the fourth.

Other than those I have described as essential Bills, the Government regards
the following as priority Bills: The Perth-Joondalup Railway Bill, the Road
Traffic Amendment (Random Breath Tests) Bill, the Tobacco Bill, the
Members of Parliament (Financial Interests) Bill, the Government Employees
Superannuation Amendment Bill, Acts Amendment (Credit) Bill, Universities
Amalgamation Bill, University of Western Australia Amendment Bill,
Lotteries Commission Bill and the Mining Amendment Bill (No 2). In
indicating that those are the priority, I also indicate that I would hope that
certain motions - if not all1 of them - wil reach us by the time the Assembly
completes its program this week. If some of them have to be held over to the
next session, that will be done.

LAND - ALBANY LOT 833
Trade Hall Development - Trust Removal

590. Hon PETER FOSS to the Minister for Lands:

My question concerns Albany lot 833 for which parliamentary approval was
requested to remove the trust for the purpose of its use as a trade ball.

(1) Is the land required for the purpose of a trade hail?

(2) Will it continue to be used for that purpose?

Hon KAY HALLAHAN replied:

(L)42)
My understanding is that the development of a trade hall is not to be
proceeded with and that is why the request was made to remove the trust and
why it was included in the Bill before the House. This is a matter to which I
am giving some consideration and I may put an amendment before the House
tomorrow on this issue. I amt happy to discuss the matter further with
Honi Peter Foss and Hon B W Stretch.
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