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Tuesday, 22 September 1992

THE SPEAKER (Mr Michael Barnett) rook the Chair at 2.00 pm, and read prayers.

PETITION - ABORTIONS
Proscribed by Legislation Prosecution

MRS EDWARDES (Kingsley) [2.04 pm]: I present the following petition -
To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We the undersigned citizens maintain that some 8,000 abortions are being performed
each year in Western Australia contrary to Section 199 of the Criminal Code of
Western Australia.
We plead that the Minister for Police wil] take all necessary means to prosecute those
who perform abortions proscribed by the law.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 250 signatures and I certify that it Conforms to the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 104.)

PETITION - TRAWLING, COMET BAY
Impact on Environent and Fish Stocks Concern

MR NICHOLLS (Mandurah) [2.05 pm]: I have been asked to present a petition couched
in the following terms -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned are concerned about the effects of trawling within Comet Bay
due to the possible impact this activity may have on the local environment and fish
stocks in the area.
Therefore we ask the Government to make public all relevant informnation in respect
to;

a) The number of and species taken by each boat operating in Comet Bay
since the limited fishery has been established,

b) the content of all studies which have been carried out in respect to
trawling as it applies to Comet Bay,

c) The monitoring methods and frequency which are used to evaluate the
impact of trawling on the environment and the impact of such activity
on species within the area.

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

The petition bears 2 876 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the Standing Orders of
the Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: [ direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
tSee petition No 105]1



(Tuesday, 22 September 1992] 03

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT - BY THE MINISTER FOR LOCAL
GOVERNMENT

Local Goverwnenr Grants Act - Review Panel Report
MR D.L. SMIT H (Mirchell - Minister for Local Government) [2.13 pm]: For the
information of members, I present the report of the Legislative Review Panel on the Local
Government Grants Act. The Local Government Grants Act was enacted in 1978 to provide
for the distribution of Commonwealth financial assistance to Western Australian local
governments. As required by Commonwealth legislation, it also established a Local
Government Grants Commission to make recommendations an the distribution of funds. In
1985 minor amendments were made to sections of the Act dealing with membership, powers
and procedures of the commission. Further changes were required when the Commonwealth
Government enacted the Local Government (Financial Assistance) Act in 1986 to replace the
Local Government (Personal Income Tax Sharing) Act of 1976. There has been no major
review of the legislation since its enactment in 1978.
Section 20 of the Local Government Grants Act requires the Minister for Local Government
to carry out a review of the operation of the Act as soon as practicable after 1 January 1991,
and every subsequent five years. The Minister is required to prepare a report on the review
and table it in Parliament. A review panel was established in September 1990 by the then
Minister for Local Government, Hon Gordon Hfill. Membership of the panel included
representatives from the Department of Local Government and the Local Government Grants
Commission. The terms of reference for the review were in accordance with section 20 of
the Act. The review panel was requested to consider and have regard to -

the effectiveness of the operations of the commission;
the need for the continuation of the functions of the commission; and
such other matters as appear to be relevant to the operation and effectiveness of the
Act.

As part of its review process the panel released a discussion paper and received 107
submissions from local government. The review panel submitted its report to me in
September 1991. The main recommendations of the report are as follows -

(1) Membership of the Local Government Grants Commission be reduced from five to
four members;

(2) the Western Australian Municipal Association should have the power to nominate
local government members in place of ministerial selection from a panel of names;

(3) deputy members should be appointed for all members of the Grants Commission;
(4) the term of appointment of members to the Grants Commission should be reduced

from five years to four years;
(5) members should continue to be eligible for reappointment to the Grants Commission;
(6) there should be no limit on the number of terms a member may serve;
(7) members should not be required to resign from the Grants Commission following a

local government electoral defeat;
(8) the State Government should remain the funding body of the Grants Commission;
(9) the Grants Commission should continue to operate as an independent body and be

located within the State Department of Local Government; and
(10) the Grants Commission should have the power to charge for information provided to

organisations and individuals and for additional information provided to local
governments on a cost recovery basis.

On examination of the submissions subsequently sought by me from local government, it
was clear there was opposition to some of the panel's recommendations. I, therefore, have
chosen to support only those recommendations which were generally viewed as enhancing
the effectiveness of the operations of the Local Government Grants Commission. The
proposals I do not support include a number of issues strongly opposed by the associations of
local government. The proposal to reduce membership from five to four members attracted
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considerable opposition. The commission is considered to have operated effectively with its
current number of members and, therefore, I do not support this recommendation. I have
also rejected the proposal that the Western Australian Municipal Association nominate local
government members in place of ministerial selection from a panel of names. Local
governments were divided on this issue and the current arrangements have worked well. The
report also recommended that there be no limit on the number of tnnms a member may serve.
This proposal was based on the rationale that because of the need for members to be
conversant with the complex nature of the grant process, stability in membership was
advantageous. However, I believe that a limit of two terms should apply to members, and
three terms to the chairperson and deputy chairperson to achieve a balance between stability
and the infusion of new ideas.
Bearing in mind the comments I have made, 1 now table a copy of the report to Parliament in
accordance with section 20 of the Local Government Grants Act.
[See paper No 375]1

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT.- BY THE MINISTER FOR HEALTH
Select Committee on Country Hospitals and Nursing Posts Report

MR WILSON (Dianella - Minister for Health) [2.17 pm) - by leave: I wish to make a long
ministerial statement pertaining to the Government's response to the Select Committee report
on country hospitals. I forwarded copies of this statement to the members for Greenough and
Collie this morning to give them due notice of my intention to do so.

Point of Order
Mr MINSON: I understand that members have the right to comment on ministerial
statements, as opposed to brief ministerial statements. Is this counted as a brief statement?
The SPEAKER: Brief ministerial statements have concluded for the day, and this ministerial
statement is made under the Standing Order which provides an opportunity for members to
respond to it.

Ministerial Statement Resumted
Mr WILSON: On 21 November 1990 a Select Committee, under the chairmanship of the
member for Eyre, was appointed to inquire into and report on the provision of services by a
number of small country hospitals. The original ternms of reference covered a wide range of
issues. However, the main focus was to determine whether health services in small rural
areas were appropniate to meet the present and future needs of country people. Twenty-eight
per cent of the population, or 440 000 Western Australians, live outside the metropolitan
area, and rural communities are among the most disadvantaged in terms of gaining access to
adequate and appropriate health care. Although there is a popular perception that living in
the country equates with good health and wellbeing, there is evidence that people living in
country areas experience relatively poorer health than people living in cities. Country people
have real concerns about the health services they receive and, in order to get first-hand
information about the major issues, the committee undertook extensive consultations.
The committee visited nursing posts and hospitals in each of the seven country health regions
and met with representatives of hospitals, nursing posts, local Government authorities,
accident and emergency services, health and community service organisations and, most
importantly, country residents and consumers. The committee received 500 public
submissions, indicating the very high regard in which small rural hospitals and nursing posts
are held by their communities.
The committee's deliberations culminated in a report containing 51 recommendations which
was presented to this House earlier this year. I take this opportunity to commend the
chairman and committee members - that is, the members for Lyre, Albany, Maylands, Collie,
Kenwick, and subsequently the member for Bunbwry - for their commitment to the cask and
congratulate them on their comprehensive and thoughtful report. The Government fully
supports the findings of the report and is committed to ensuring that all the recommendations
are progressively implemented. To this end a specific implementation plan has been
developed that groups the Select Committee's recommendations into those already
implemented or in the process of being implemented, those to be implemented this financial
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year, and the remainder thereafter. Attached to my statement is a table outlining the
summary of the intention to implement the recommendations.
Committee's Findings: The overall direction of the committee's recommendations is in line
with this Government's policy of ensuring that current high standards of health care are
maintained and that the health system is able to meet changing demands through the 1990s
and beyond. The committee's major findings cover three broad areas: Resource allocation,
structural changes to rural health management and the development of a particular type of
health care model - the multi purposes services model.
Resource Allocation: Under existing arrangements hospitals and nursing posts are allocated
budgets based on previous expenditure levels. The committee recommended that a
population-based budget allocation model be introduced. The Health Department is
currently developing a population based formula for the allocation of budgets to country
health regions. This work is already well under way, will be refined over the next two years
and be fully implemented from the beginning of 1994-95. It is anticipated that regions will
be in a position to trial this formula alongside existing budget arrangements in 199 3-94.
Factors such as the size, age, distribution and special health needs of the population as well
as distance and remoteness from health services will determine a region's share of available
financial resources. The principle behind the allocation model is that communities across the
State should receive a fair and equitable share of available health funds.
Hospital Boards and Community Participation: The committee recognised the many
valuable roles carried out by rural hospitals and nursing posts and was of the opinion that
wholesale closures of country hospitals and nursing homes was not justified. Members did
feel certain structural changes could be made to enable a wider range of health services to be
delivered in a more efficient and equitable manner. The committee noted recent
developments in the concept of area and district health board management with its potential
for achieving greater community involvement as well as enhanced coordination and
integration between health services. It felt that these concepts were extremely valuable, and
in its recommendations advocated a network of dte interrelating groups to enhance local
representation and involvement in decision making. The goal here is to ensure, through the
involvement of consumers and communities, that health services are planned, delivered and
evaluated in ways that provide maximum benefit to those communities.
The committee avoided being prescriptive in its recommendations, acknowledging the
uniqueness of each rural community. It envisaged that ultimately each country region would
develop fornalised bodies for community consultation, participation and local representation
in decision making. The recommended changes are entirely in line with the Government's
overall social policy of community consultation and decision making, which also recognises
that health issues, particularly in small rural communities, cannot be separated from other
social and economic concerns. Housing, education, employment, child care and aged care
services all have an impact on the physical, mental and social wellbeing of the community.
During 1992-93 Health Department regional directors will work with country hospital boards
willing to accept responsibility for a wider range of health services within their districts, or to
establish pilot programs that will serve as a guide for the future expansion of a district or
regional management structure in country regions. The fundamental principle which will
guide departmental activity in this regard is one of community involvement and participation
in all decision making processes which affect the coordination and integration of local health
services. It is acknowledged that change will occur only after consultation and with the
consensus of the local community-
Hospital Board Membership: I intend to make immediate changes related to the election of
country hospital board members. This was not addressed in the report, although I did wait
for the report to ascertain whether it had been addressed before moving to adopt these
changes. In future, board appointments will be staggered as opposed to the current situation
where the entire hospital board is appointed for the same fixed period. This decision is being
made on the strong recommendation of the council of the country hospital boards and will be
implemented by September 1993. To facilitate this change appointments this year only will
be for 12 months.
Innovative Programs: The process of country communities being actively involved and
participating in such areas as reviewing local management structures, identifying systems of
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best practice and shaping health choices must be accelerated. To this end $1 million of the
1992-93 Health budget has been allocated on the basis that it be invested in local projects
involving local people in planning and implementing innovative programs to ensure they
obtain best value for money from their country hospital services.

Multi Purpose Services: The third major area which the Select Committee considered was
the development of service models for rural and isolated communities and, in particular, the
multi purpose services model. Traditionally, health care in country areas has comprised
nursing and medical services provided through small local hospitals linked to major district,
regional and metropolitan non-teaching, teaching and private hospitals. In areas with small
populations services may be provided through nursing posts.
Many of the submissions received by the committee while acknowledging and strongly
supporting the retention of hospitals and nursing posts recognised that there may be a need
for changes to the way in which services are delivered. Typically, the point was made that
hospitals should be looking to move away from the mare traditional hospital role to
becoming part of a multi purpose health care service delivering a wide range of sex-vices to
local communities; in ocher words, the hospital's nradtional role needs to be expanded
beyond inpatient and outpatient services to include the provision of community outreach and
preventive services.
Many country centres are too small to be able to sustain separate aged care and health
services and in April 1991 the national multi purpose services task force was established to
review obstacles to coherent local provision of services and to develop appropriate models of
service delivery for rural and remote areas. That initiative proposes the pooling of
Commonwealth and State allocations for certain health and welfare services. The pool is
then to be allocated within a local community to set up more viable services which cater for a
variety of hospital, aged care and community health needs. The gains to local communities
of such an approach are the targeting of services to meet needs of the community, improved
access to appropriate services, increased coordination, flexibility and innovated service
delivery, and more cost effective services.
The Select Committee recommended strongly the development of the multi purpose services
concept and the modification of rural hospitals in this way to incorpor-ate the mix and scale of
health and related services most appropriate to each community's needs. The State
Government fully endorses the multi purpose services concept where it offers an opportunity
to develop rational, flexible and responsive rural health services. if the Commonwealth can
overcome its Propensity to control and direct, and not seek to reintroduce the very
restrictions the concept is designed to overcome, this concept offers an exciting and more
suitable way of improving the delivery of health services in country areas. During my recent
discussions in Canberra with Mr Staples, Federal Minister responsible for the multi purpose
services program, he agreed to take on board the Select Committee's recommendations and
help remove any bureaucratic impediments currently hampering the successful establishment
of these services.
A pilot multipurpose service proposal developed by the people of Daiwallinu for Dalwallinu
is currently being discussed with the Commonwealth. I am hopeful that with the assistance
of a more accommodating approach by the Commonwealth, which is more responsive to
Western Australia's particular needs, this project will be able to proceed early in the new
year. A high priority will also be given to exploring the opportunity of establishing
multipurpose services in other country centres where there is a need and suitable
infrastructure exists. This will include Coolgardie and centres in the Blackwood region.
Other Recommendations: To date I have focused only on the three key areas of the Select
Committee's report. The 51 recommendations cover the entire spectrum of rural health care,
and while it is not possible to list all the strategies which the Government will undertake in
1992-93 in relation to country health services, I would like to mention six initiatives which
will be acted upon immediately. Firstly, the mobile mammography service will be expanded
to the central wheatbelt and Kimberley regions. In the past four years, the Government has
spent $6 million to establish mammography services, and mare than 40 000 screenings have
been performed. The Government is working towards providing a network of services to
improve access to mammography for women in all parts of the State, and this is being
implemented steadily. Services are currently operating from Canningron, mobile units are
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servicing the south west, Great Southern and north west, and new services are about to
commence at Mirrabooka, with further services planned for the Coldfields for 1994.
Secondly, a family birthing centre is proposed for Derby Regional Hospital to provide a
homelike maternity care facility for healthy women, and a community midwife will be based
in Halls Creek to service the needs of women from the town and nearby Aboriginal
communities.
Thirdly, the Pharmacy Guild of Australia will be invited to develop a proposal for country
retail pharmacies to provide hospitals with pharmaceutical supplies. This will need to be on
a commercially competitive basis but may help small country pharmacies to continue their
operations in small country towns.
Fourthly, detailed facilities plans will be prepared for Tom Price and Paraburdoo in the
Pilbara. during 1992-93. These plans will identify maintenance and replacement
requirements of all fixed assets and link such decisions to service delivery to ensure that the
best use is made of the available resources in meeting community health care needs. In case
anyone in that community is in any doubt, it is not intended in the process of this review to
close any hospitals in that region.
Fifthly, as part of the Government's commitment to ensure country residents have better
access to all forms of mental health services, this year's State Health budget includes
$2.2 million to develop community mental health services in country areas and mobile
mental health teams to provide services throughout country regions. The improved access to
mental health care which these initiatives will bring will reduce the dependency of country
residents on metropolitan hospitals and will help to avoid unnecessary inpatient care in rural
hospitals for people with mental health problems.
Finally, a country hospital enhancement program to establish facilities to enable the rapid
take up and use of cost reducing treatment technologies will be developed. This proposal
seeks to progressively establish facilities at regional hospitals, including minimally invasive
surgical techniques, which will be modelled on the most recent advances in medical
technology and medical practice. The enhancement program will enable regional hospitals
to provide a greater range of specialist services, including orthopaedics, gynaccotogical
surgery, secondary level obstetrics, ear, nose and throat, and other general surgery. The
availability of such high technology medical facilities in country areas will mean that more
timely access and local service will be available for country residents, and will act as an
incentive to attract and retain highly qualified medical staff in country regions.
In conclusion, the inquiry into country hospitals and nursing posts has proved to be an
important vehicle for country people, enabling thenm to voice their concerns about rural
health issues, and to offer practical suggestions and solutions.
[ thank the committee for its efforts in producing this valuable report, which through a
process of significant community involvement and participation provides real insights into
rural life and into the health of the rural community in Western Australia. The Covernment
supports totally the principles which guided the committee - consultation, access and equity,
quality, integration and the maintenance of rural communities - and, as mentioned already, is
committed to ensuring that the recommendations are implemented fully. A broadly
representative, community focused committee will be established to oversee this
implementation process. This committee, comprising representatives from the Country
Hospital Boards Council, the Rural Doctors' Association, the Western Australian Centre for
Rural and Remote Medicine, the Western Australian Municipal Association, the Country
Women's Association and the Health Department, will monitor this program over the next
three years.
The strategies that I have outlined today will progressively address the disadvantages
experienced by those Western Australians who live in country areas and will help to make
health care in general more accessible, cost effective and appropriate for the future. I seek
leave to table with the ministerial statement a summary of the proposed implementation
program-
Le~ave granted. [See paper No 377.]
MR MINSON (Greenough) [2.35 pm]: During my time here and from my experience on
Select Committees, I have formed reservations about some of the committees that have been
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established and about some of the recommendations that have been made by the majority
reports of those committees. Further, I have reservations about the willingness of
governments to make any attempt to implement the recommendations of Select Committees.
I am pleased that some action has been taken within a reasonable time framne to ensure that
some of the very good recommendations of this Select Committee are cardied out.
The Minister ranged fairly far and wide in his statement. I will concentrate on the three main
areas that he outlined but will also add my comments about some of the more peripheral
areas that he mentioned at the end of his statement.
In respect of resource allocation, I note that the Minister referred to the fact that population
based funding will be considered, but that the size of the area being serviced, the age
distribution of the population, and other special needs of the particular area - distance,
remoteness, and so on - will all have to be taken into account. [ suggest that it must also
reflect the higher cost structure that is associated with tertiary hospitals in the metropolitan
area, which in fact serve the whole State. While that may sound strange coming from a
country person, I acknowledge that there are units in the metropolitan area, particularly
cardiac surgery units, that are very expensive to establish and operate. I certainly do not
have a holy grail approach to population based funding being introduced in a strict way
because there is no doubt that country people make use of, by necessity, many of the
facilities that are available in city areas simply because it is not cost effective to provide
those facilities in country and even regional centres.
I am heartened to hear that the Minister is about to take steps, if he has not already done so,
to ensure that staggered elections are reintroduced for community hospital boards. I believe
that the problem that recently came to a head at Warren District Hospital served as a
reminder to us all of what can sometimes happen. In general terms, I do not think
revolutions are good, particularly when we are dealing with country hospital boards, where it
is often the case that the people who serve on those boards have no particular expertise either
in the health area or in the administration of health delivery services. For that reason, there
should be a certain amount of continuity in hospital boards. It is rather like the experience
that I had when I came to Parliament. There is no formal training for a member of
Parliament, and it takes a fair while to find one's way round and to gain some understanding
of the Standing Orders under which we must operate. In the same way, I imagine that a
completely new hospital board, comprising people who have no particular expertise or
experience, could find itself confronted with situations about which its members know
nothing and where they could be forced to make decisions from a narrow information base. I
think that is dangerous, because it is obvious that under those circumstances the
administrator of the hospital, or the director of nursing, or some forceful personality who is
involved with the hospital, will inevitably become the decision maker and the de facto ruler
of the hospital and its board. Therefore it is absolutely essential that we take steps
immediately to reintroduce staggered elections.
One of the things that has developed over the last decade in Australia is the preoccupation
people have with the fact that someone must be trained specifically for something and must
be paid for it. I have noticed that hospital boards are made up of people very prominent in
their community, people who have very great talents in various directions and who simply
want to give of their time. They are quite happy to give years of service to a hospital board
and to their community for no remuneration and often no recognition at all. I believe
hospital boards need those volunteers, and we should encourage volunteers to make a
maximum contribution. Some hospital boards include accountants, lawyers, and various
other people who have great expertise in their areas and who can make a terrific contribution
to the running and organisation of the local hospitals- In my experience hospital boards have
been extremely responsible when it comes to the administration and spending of money. fIn
general tenns it is true to say that hospitals run by boards of management nearly always run
to budget or under budget, and when asked to make a budget cut those boards know how
they can do so with minimal effect on the community and the proper oper-ation of their
hospitals. We should strengthen boards rather than try to diminish their role.
One thing which needs to be said - and I do not think it was said by the Select Committee - is
that not all country hospitals need to offer the same services, even though they may be of a
similar size. There should be a great push by those hospitals to harness the personnel
available to them. For instance, somebody in the area who is married to a local resident may
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be able to provide a service which, if only a hospital would tap into it, would be of benefit to
the community. That is happening in some hospitals now; for example, a podiatrist or
dietician married to a local fanner might offer a part time service at one or more hospitals in
the region.
I believe the Select Committee was quite right to recognise nursing posts as essential, as they
give a remarkable service when one considers the amount of money spent on them. While it
is true that nursing posts often are very basically equipped and have only a skeleton staff,
they provide a tremendous on-call service. In particular, some of the Silver Chain Nursing
Association nurses are very experienced and are able to offer quite remarkable services for
the amount of money the State expends on them. Of course, the Silver Chain service
receives a great deal of voluntary input and donation.
I turn now to the proposed structural changes. There may be too much preoccupation with a
rigid boundary system for regions, as hospitals and communities will tend to aggregate in
natural regions and there will be cooperation across borders. That should be encouraged. I
am particularly interested in the concept of the multipurpose centre, which is long overdue. I
acknowledge that one reason it has not been achievable in the past is the unbelievable
attitude of Federal Governments of both persuasions, which simply would not countenance
having frail aged care facilities under the same roof as acute care and normal hospital beds.
That is absolutely ridiculous. Often one goes to a country town and finds a hospital in one
street, a private doctor's surgery in another, a shire council sponsored dental surgery and
dwelling in the next, and a frail aged care centre in the next, with a Silver Chain service in
another building and an infant health clinic in another.
Mr Watt: Empire building was a strong impediment to the implementation of the
multipurpose centre.
Mr MINSON: Absolutely, but it is also true that a strong stand was not taken in the
beginning. These things have grown up over time and have been reinforced by the attitude
of the Federal Government. I can only encourage the rapid transition to multipurpose
centres. There is a need to encompass frail aged and accident emergency services, and
perhaps the kitchens could be used as a base for the local Meals-on-Wheels service. As well,
consulting rooms should be made available, as should recuperative and respite beds, and so
on. Not only should we set out to adapt existing buildings, but also we should create these
multipurpose centres where they are appropriate. I am sure it has not escaped the Minister's
notice that the Liberal Party has given an undertaking that it will create such a centre at
Dongara. That is long overdue.
Mr Wilson: And it is in the member's electorate!
Mr MINSON: Indeed; but it is also interesting to note that the current Chief Executive
Officer of King Edward Memorial Hospital for Women made that recommendation when he
was associated with that region many years ago. It is a shame that nothing was done to try to
implement that recommendation then, because the population of that area is now around
3 000.
I want to emphasise what has been said about regional hospitals and to point out that more
use should be made of them. They often have excess capacity available, and it should be
harnessed. A very good example is Geraldton Regional Hospital. A surgeon there wants to
do vascular surgery but the Health Department specifically tries not to have that surgery
performed there, and in fact puts bars in the way. It should also be borne in mind that there
are no private hospitals in smaller country centres and that a certain amount of flexibility
should be given to local and regional hospitals to operate as they see fit. I stress my support
for multipurpose centres.
I note that Aboriginal health was not mentioned in the Minister's statement, although it is
still in an appalling condition throughout Western Australia, particularly in the north. I
mention also the mammography unit that is travelling around the north of the State. I am
very disappointed that the State Health Department was not prepared to fund the
mammography unit that is now in St John of God Hospital in Geraldton. St John of God
Hospital offered to house and operate the unit, and to provide a fire service to public
patients. The State Government refused to back that project. Had we placed that service in
Geraldton, the whole area could have been serviced, and the van would have been left free to
go to the truly remote areas.
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Finally. I turn to mental health services in country areas, and in particular the viability of
complex services for children, especially chose who must travel to the metropolitan area for
treatment. No worthwhile facilities exist for the parents of these children. I accept the
Minister's statement.
DR TURNBULL (Collie) (2.50 pm]: It gave me great pleasure to listen to the Minister for
Health's response to the report and recommendations of the Select Committee on Country
Hospitals and Nursing Posts. As the deputy chairperson of the Select Committee, I am aware
of the developments in this area, as I attended most meetings held in regional areas. The
Minister's response today will be welcomed by all the people who made submissions to the
Select Committee.
In his opening remarks at meetings in the country towns we visited to talk to shire presidents,
hospital boards, and members of the community, the Chairman of the Select Committee
made an interesting statement. On each occasion, he stated that the committee comprised
members of the Parliament of Western Australia, and that we were not a committee of the
Governiment or of the Health Department. The ministerial statement indicates that the
Minister for Health has adopted the same position. He spoke as a representative of the
people of Western Australia, and as a Minister hoping to develop a program to advantage the
people in rural Western Australia. However, the ministerial statement contains a number of
warnings about the effects of government and bureaucracy. This is where the system falls
down. Members of the Select Committee were very aware that they had a number of issues
to consider: Firstly, the people who live in rural areas need health services; secondly, the
continual battle with the bureaucracy at both Federal and State levels; and, thirdly, two new
issues involving resource allocation and multipurpose services. These matters were
addressed in the Minister's statement when he said that he hoped that the Federal
Government would cooperate, and that it would not place any impediments in the way of the
development of those services. The Minister's remarks highlight the true problems faced in
the funding of health services in rural areas; that is, we must have the commitment of the
Health Department at both State and Federal levels.
The Minister has provided a comprehensive timetable for the implementation of the
recommendations of the Select Committee. I think this is the first time I have seen this
occur, and I commend the Minister for that. I hope that he will be able to work through the
implementation of the recommendations; indeed that we, in Government, will be able to do
the same. I hope that we will be able to work towards ensuring that Health Department and
bureaucracy cooperation between the State and Federal Governments continues so that the
recommendations can be implemented.
I add a warning here, one which the Minister for Health mentioned in his statement. I am
sure he is correct. If we have anything to do with resource allocation on a population basis,
we must ensure that the distance or remoteness factor is taken into account. The Select
Committee also delivered that warning when drawing up its report. We realise that the
Federal Government is very keen on population-based budgetary allocations, and that rural
people will miss out unless the distance and remoteness factor is completely enshrined in the
thinking of the bureaucracy. Federal or State, when an allocation is made. That allocation, of
course, must be appropriate. It cannot be minuscule; it must take into account the size of
Western Australia, and the distances between Busselton and Kununurra, and Wyndham and
Albany. I commend the Minister's statement; I support and endorse it. I look forward to the
implementation of such a program when the National and Liberal Parties take over the
management of health services in Western Australia.

COAL INDUSTRY TRIBUNAL OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA BILL
Returned

Bill returned from the Council without amendment.

RESERVES BILL
Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Council; and, on motion by Mr Pearce (Leader of the House), read a
first time.
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APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND) BILL
Second Reading - Budget Debate

Debate resumed from 15 September.
MR NICHOLLS (Mandurab) [2.57 pm]: One of the most important issues in the Budget is
that of health. I am aware that the Minister for Health may need to attend a meeting shortly,
so I will start with matters for his attention. Everyone in Western Australia, indeed
Australia-wide, is aware that the health system in this country leaves a lot to be desired. We
all wish that the situation could change rapidly so that everyone could have access to
adequate health care and experience a reduction in the associated trauma. Some areas are
beyond the scope of cost cutting.
One such issue was raised with mue late on Friday at my electorate office when I received a
letter from a lady. Subsequently I spoke to her personally because I was so horrified with the
details in her letter that I wanted to clarify whether I had interpreted them correctly. In her
letter, the lady said that initially she had diagnosed in September 1991 a small melanoma or
skin cancer on her cheek. Upon examination she was told that it was a very small cancer
which could be removed. She was placed on the Fremantle Hospital's elective daily surgery
list. She waited for her name to come up. However, as a result of delays and the workload at
the hospital it was not until 3 September 1992 that her elective surgery was undertaken. By
that time the small cancer had spread from her eye to her ear and to her nose, and extended
from her temple to her chin. This delay in the necessary surgery is a matter of concern,
although undoubtedly other people were regarded as higher priority than this woman. This
woman had a small skin cancer which could have been removed quickly and easily, but it
was left for a year and spread over half her face.
However, that in itself is not the issue which caused me grave concern, although it is a matter
of concern. The grave concern is referred to in the next part of her letter in which she
indicates that while she was recovering from the operation a lump was discovered in her
lymph gland. It was decided that the lump needed to be aspirated so that cells could be
extracted to determine whether they were cancerous or benign. The woman explained that
she was sent to the pathology department at Fremantle Hospital and was attended to by a
man and a nurse. She believed the man was a doctor, and neither she nor I have any reason
to suggest otherwise. The man went ahead and aspirated the lymph node, which is located at
the back of the neck. This involves the insertion of a large needle into the lump to burst and
extract the relevant cells. The needle used in this procedure is very large, which makes the
procedure painful. The woman asked the man whether a local anaesthetic would be given to
combat the pain. The woman had undergone the treatment before in a private surgery, and
she thought the anaesthetic was the normal practice. Nevertheless, her letter reads -

I was told no by the pathologist due to cost cutting it was no longer available to him
to give to me. So the aspiration was done without the local. As you can imagine it
was extremely painful, he did apologise but it's just the system be said. I have now
to wait till I see the surgeon on the 5th October for results as to whether the cells are
cancerous or not.

This is incredible! I quote this letter which indicates a matter of extreme concern. If a cost
cutting mechanism is prohibiting doctors from providing patients with local anaesthetics
when undergoing painful exercises, that is beyond comprehension. Also, this woman, who
was already traumatised, was told that she would not receive her results from the aspiration
for two or three weeks. I am not a member of this profession, but I would imagine that the
cells could be tested and a result produced in a couple of days. I would have thought the
normal practice would take five or six days at most to produce a result. However, this will
take three or four weeks. It would appear that either too few staff are available to conduct
the work, or some other reasons exist for people having to wait this time for a test result.
This creates a traumatic experience for the patients. I hope that the Mnbister for Health, or
someone in his department, can identify whether somebody has been misguided regarding
cost cutting measures, or whether procedures are being conducted without due consideration
for the patient.
Mr Wilson: Those are matters of clinical operation which are scrutinised. Your claim
contains a number of suggestions which need to be investigated.
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Mr NICHOLLS: I spoke to this woman face to face. I will provide the letter and further
detail to the Minister, if he requires. The woman did not know the names of the persons
involved, and neither do I. However, if people involved in this practice perceive that not
giving a local anaesthetic is a cast cutting measure, we have gone too far.
Mr Wilson: I can say it is not cost cutting. If anybody is claiming that it is, I want to know
what is behind that. I cannot believe a lot of what is in that story you have related to the
House could be merely related to cost cutting.
Mr NICHOLLS: I would hate to experience such a practice, and it should not be
experienced by any individual in our society. Frankly, my stomach turned when I spoke to
this woman about her experience, especially as she was already traumatised following the
operation to her face; she had had her sutures removed only a couple of days before this
procedure was undertaken.
I shall move on to another matter because I know the Minister must leave the Chamber: The
Government made noises about increasing the number of beds at Mandurai Hospital. I
indicate to the Deputy Premier that it was reported in the local media on 9 April 1987 that the
then Minister for Health, Mr Ian Taylor. said the following -

The hospital is planned to have 33 beds with medical, midwifery, surgical, paediatric,
and permanent care facilities.
It is designed so that the capacity can be easily doubled at a minimal cost.

I am sure the current Minister for Health is aware - I relay it for reinforcement - that the
people of Mandurah do not feel that the hospital is being sufficiently resourced to meet its
needs. The term "Clayton's hospital" is not a reflection on the intent and endeavours of the
staff, but is a reflection of the way the people of Mandurah regard that hospital. People's
expectations were boosted to the point that they believed that a full standard hospital would
be provided following the 1989 State election. Unfortunately, only part of the hospital
services were provided to win votes. I do not have a problem with the Government's
receiving some kudos for the provision of the hospital, but it should be completed to the
point where it meets the needs of the community.
I now refer to breast cancer, an issue on which a ministerial statement was made recently.
This is a disturbing matter. The Minister told us in his statement that breast cancer is the
biggest cancer killer of women in Western Australia, and I understand that an avenage of 195
women a year die of breast cancer in Western Australia; I checked these statistics as
thoroughly as I could. Some three years ago the former Prime Minister, Bob Hawke, made a
commitment that the Federal Government would spend $64 million on an Australia-wide
breast cancer early detection program. This is the third financial year after that offer was
made. In the previous two years only $16.6 million was spent and the Budget allocation for
this financial year is $17 million. That leaves a shortfall of $30 million. I will support the
Minister and the Government in any attempt to access that $30 million that the Federal
Government has not provided to the States that are implementing the screening programs.
Mr Wilson: Western Australia is accessing the funds in a planned way to 1994; it is
matching its full component of that Federal money. Western Australia is not missing out on
anything.
Mr NICHOLLS: Excellent. Members may not be aware that breast cancer kills as many
women as the total number of road fatalities in Western Australia. I am concerned, as I am
sure are most members, that the funds provided for programs for the early detection of breast
cancer do not compare favourably with the funds allocated to programs to reduce road
fatalities. Programs for the early detection of breast cancer should be a major priority when
the Government is considering where to put its dollars. I am also concerned that mobile
units cater only for females over 45 and for those in a high risk category because of their
family history. Doctors are not able to refer women requiring mammograms to the mobile
units unless they are in those categories. I assume that policy is in place so that the units do
not become overloaded.
Mr Wilson: That is not the reason.
Mr NICHOLLS: I would like to know the reason. It seems ludicrous that women whose
doctors consider a mammogramn is warranted cannot use the facilities of the mobile unit
when it is in a regional centre.
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Mr Wilson: It is a population based screening program and has been set up under a national
agreement under those conditions.
Mr NICHOLLS: Is that because of the parameters the Federal Government has placed on the
program?
Mr Wilson: The Federal Government has not imposed those parameters on a political basis
but from a medical and scientific basis on the recommendations of the National Health and
Medical Research Council.
Mr NICHOLLS: I urge the Minister and his staff to give further consideration to allowing
women whose doctors have recommended a mamnmogramn to have speedy access to the
mobile units when they are in a regional centre to reduce not only the trauma from travelling
to Perth for a mammogranm, but also the associated costs.
Mr Wilson: There would seem to be a lot of sense in that.
Mr NICHOLLS: This is nor a political issue but a health issue and one of which every
Western Australian would be supportive.
I refer now to the Medicare rebate for a mammogram. I realise it is not within the amibit of
this debate, but I know the Minister has tried to ensure that cornmaonse nse prevails among his
Federal colleagues. Breast cancer is the biggest single killer of women in Western Australia,
and Australia, and it is ludicrous that a Medicare rebate is not provided for a mamnmogram
unless the lump is diagnosed as requiring further reatmnent. It is not until a woman is in the
treatment phase that she can access the Medicare rebate. I suggest that the unspent
proportion of the $64 million which was allocated to the breast cancer screening program
should be earmarked for Medicare rebates on mammograms.
Mr Wilson: It has probably been earmarked elsewhere.
Mr NICHOLLS: It probably has; however, when one considers that breast cancer is a real
killer in our society, we have an obligation to focus on what is being done collectively for
these people. The estimated cost of each breast cancer treatment is $30 000. It would seem
stupid to prevent women from obtaining preventive mamnmograms for the early detection of
breast cancer when one considers the cost of the treatment. I thank the Minister for his
attention and I would appreciate any support that he may be able to offer. I am willing to
provide the Minister with all the detail supplied to mue should he require clarification of any
issue.
Unemployment is a major problem affecting every town in Australia. In my short term in
Parliament I have heard, and been involved in, many debates on unemployment. It is only
when one starts to face the reality of individuals who are being destroyed, traumatised, and
demnoralised - all those adjectives that describe people who have lost heart, self esteem and
hope for the future - that one can understand the full extent of the problem. In the past
couple of weeks I have been researching the unemployment figures in Mandurah to try to get
a better understanding of the number of people looking for work. When one goes behind the
official statistics one starts to see a different picture. In the past three months there was a
ratio of 26 people registered for every job vacancy at the Mandurab Commonwealth
Employment Service office. When that figure is balanced against the 3 800 people in the
Mandurali community who are chasing employment it hits home. Of those 3 800 people, an
average of 2 600 people can access the Federal unemployment benefit and another 1 200, or
almost 50 per cent, cannot access any benefits but are still searching for employment. The
ramifications of unemployment should be examined in far more detal. Hundreds of millions
of dollars are spent providing our youth with the best education and the best resources
wherever possible. Although some communities will argue that their schools are in desperate
need of more resources or maintenance, at the end of years 10 or 12 our young people are
taught how to fill in a dole form.
We hear continual talk about juvenile justice campaigns and the destruction of our society.
Quite frankly, on closer examination, it can be seen that, if not all, most problems result from
insufficient employment opportunities. I guess that is nothing new to everyone in Western
Australia, but at the end of that process young people, having been given a good4 education if
they were willing to learn, run into a brick wall of no future, very little hope, and constant
knock backs and put downs. Undoubtedly their self esteem goes through the floor
reasonably quickly. They become demoralised and disenchanted. For many youths, that
leads to substance abuse or other outlets in order to escape reality.
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Members should also take some time to reflect on the major problems of attempted suicides
among young people in the community. When one or more parents are unable to find
employment they become demoralised and that affects the family as a whole. A worse
scenario is when a parent loses a job and cannot find further employment. In many cases that
places unbearable financial stress on the family. It can often result in insecurity, frustration
and anger which, in many situations, can contribute to conflict within the home and the
breakdown of families. Although it can be argued that unemployment does not directly
cause those problems, and that they may have happened anyway, I believe that in the
majority of cases, families have been destroyed over the past two or thre years as a direct
result of financial stress and hardship. Unemployment is one of the major factors
contributing to social problems and the destruction of families. A community with a high
rate of unemployment will always have problems.
I was interested to note an article in The West Australian of 10 A ugu st abou t S ir Arvi Parvo,
a well respected person in our community. I believe lhe was correct. The article reads -

Sir Arvi said the primary cause of domestic violence, alcoholism and family
breakdown was financial pressure associated with unemployment.
Such problems could be alleviated by a prosperous economy.
"The most important thing we can do for the underprivileged in our society is to
create sustainable economic growth and vitality," he said.
"Sweeping the unemployment problem under the carpet by encouraging people to
train is not the solution."

Some people may argue with his sentiments, but his concise message is that unless the
economic policies are right and business gets back on track the manifestation of social
problems will continue and will be greater.
It was also interesting to read an article in the Mandurah Telegraph last week headed
"Break-ins still plague police", which read in part -

He claimed breaks tended to be done by people supporting drug habits or long-term
unemployed.
In some instances thieves came from households where they were third-generation
unemployed. They saw no hope for the future and turned to crime to supplement
their income.

Although I would love to say that I could dismiss that statement or that that person did not
know what he was talking about, I believe he has a real handle on exactly what is happening
in our society. In fact, an analysis of costs and potential solutions indicates that the more that
money is cut back from pro-active policies, the fewer opportunities are provided for small
business to thrive: thus the policy creates more unemployment and more money is spent in
social areas.
Mr Gordon Hill: What is your attitude to the petition you presented earlier today?
Mr NICHOLLS: I did not comment on it. However, given the local capacity, everybody in
our community has the right to access public documents, research or information. I hope
that, in his deliberations as the Minister for Fisheries, he will provide the information to the
community rather than only to a select group. Everyone in the community must be able to
access important information.
Mr Gordon H: I will; but I am asking about trawling in Golden Bay.
Mr NICHOLLS: I do not have the information to tell me whether it is good or bad.
Mr Read inteijected.
Mr NICHOLLS: If I were a professional fisherman, or an expert in trawling I could give an
answer. A large group of people in Mandurah are very interested in knowing the facts.
Mr Gordon Hill: So am I.
Mr NICHOLLS: I hope the Minister and the Fisheries Department will be able to provide
information which is both factual and informative so that everyone in Mandurab, if not in
Western Australia, can analyse it and make up his mind. Much emotion surrounds this
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debate. I would like to see facts considered rather than emotion used in order to obtain an
answer.
Mr Gordon Hill: That is why I have commissioned a study of fisheries and why I will not
make a decision about its future until that study has been completed.
Mr Nicholls: That is not the only information available about the fishery.
Mr Gordon Hill: It is not available yet. I will make it available to the member for Mandurah
as well as the public.
Mr NICHOLLS: I hope people will be able to access it. I would not expect the Minister to
send a copy of the study to every household. However, every member of the public who is
interested should have access not only to that information, but also to other information from
the Fisheries Department pertaining to trawling and to the whole marine ecology.
I thank the Minister for a response chat he gave to a question on notice about police numbers.
When I reflect on the situation in Mandurab, it is probably not surprising, when one
considers the ratio of general duties police officers in Mandurah to the population, that the
answer stated there is one general duties police officer for every 1 073 people in the
Mandurab region. My question referred to a comparison of general duties police officers per
head of population in Mandurab, Bunbury, Albany, Kalgoorlie and Geraldron. I can only
assume that the answer related to Mandurah. The fact that there is only one officer for every
1 073 head of population is very disturbing, especially if it applies to Mandurah City; I
presume it is for Mandurah region. Communities with rapidly growing populations and high
unemployment need to be resourced well. One general duties police officer per 1073 head of
population for an area the size of the Murray Shire and Mandurah City boundaries is
somewhat short of the mark.
I suggest that the Government address the resources that are given to the Police Department.
If the reason that officers are not being placed in Mandurali lies with the Police Department,
the Minister or a representative from the Governiment should request the department to
provide the resources. I will write to the Commissioner of Police and ask whether there is
another reason, apart from a lack of resources, for such a high ratio of population per police
officer.
Another issue that is very important and one which is crucial to the Mandurah population is
the lack of a speech pathology service. The Government has allocated $1.2 million to speech
pathology in the Budget. An amount of $225 000 has been allocated for speech pathology
services in Wanneroo, Rockinghamn and Arinadale and I commend the Government for that.
I could be cynical and suggest that they are important Labor seats, but I am not that cynical.
I believe those areas need the resources. However, I also urge the Government, the Minister
and the Premier to allocate funds for a speech pathologist in Mandurah. Speech therapy is
very important. I have with me a very good educational booklet; in fact, it is a real asset. It
has been provided to me from an organisation known as SPEECH, the Society to Promote
Essential Education for Children with Communication Handicaps. It states -

What is a Communication Disorder?
The term communications disorder is a general term. Some more specific disorders
follow:
1. Speech Disorder: This is where the actual production of sounds is affected.

Children with speech disorders say the sounds incorrectly and are difficult to
understand in comparison to other children their own age.

2. Language Disorder: This is where the child has difficulty with understanding
or expressing ideas in words and sentences. This is not the result of incorrect
sound production but rather with difficulty understanding or producing the
words, grammar. meaning and sentence order.

3. Fluency Disorder This is also known as stuttering, where the child repeats
sounds, words or shont phrases.

4. Voice Disorder: This is where the child's communication is made difficult by
actual voice production difficulties such as air escaping into the nose during
speech, damage to the vocal chords etc.
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I highlight those disorders because they do not apply only to children with severe handicaps;
a large percentage of children in our community benefit from speech therapy. In fact, a large
number of children in Mandurab desperately need speech therapy to assist them to
communicate. The booklet also states -

Research from England indicates that between 6% and 13% of children have a
communication disorder.

It continues -

THEl SOONER YOU SEEK OUT HELP AND ASSISTANCE THE BETTER YOUR
CHILD'S CHANCES OF OVERCOMING THE DISORDER.

Currently in Mandurab there is one full time speech therapist who operates from the
Mandurah Community Health Centre and 0.2 of an hour is given to the hospital by a visiting
speech therapist. There are 255 people in Mandurah registered with speech disorders of
whom 46 per cent are children under school age, 46 per cent are school children and eight
per cent are adults. Seventy eight per cent are on waiting lists. In 1987-88 there were 335
people in Mandurah with speech disorders compared with 408 in 1991-92. Mandurah is
growing rapidly and we have to have increased services. The average period for servicing
clients is 10 months. The average period of a therapy block for a client is six weeks. The
fact that there are 255 people registered for this service is an indication that Mandurah is in
desperate need of additional resources. Not only should funds be made available but we
should also be provided with a speech pathologist who is attached either to the Mandurab-
Peel District Education Office Or located in Mandurah to work specifically with children of
preschool and primary school age, not necessarily on a one to one basis, because most of the
work can be done with programs that help parents and teachers to assist children.
The Deputy Chief Speech Pathologist at Princess Margaret Hospital for Children, Rosalind
Barnes, wrote to me about the behaviour disorders and whether speech therapy assisted. In
that letter she said -

COIMMICATION DISORDERS AND BEHAVIOURAL PROBLEMS
Children with significant impairment of their speech and language development may
well present with concurrent behavioural disturbance.
The behaviour problem may occur with but not necessarily as a response to, the
communication disorder. Conversely, as a result of the inhibiting effect of the speech
or language disorder on the social and emotional development of the child,
behavioural disturbance may arise. In these cases, remediation of the communication
disorder via a systematic programme of therapy can contribute to the management of
the behavioural problems.

We hear a lot about children who are disruptive in school and about the problems that
teachers have in flying to deal with children who ame a disturbance. It is essential that
Mandurah be provided with an additional speech pathologist. I again request the Minister,
the Treasurer and the Government, as strongly as I can, to provide at least one therapist for
the Mandurah community so that the children desperately in need of that therapy have access
toiL.
I also ask the Government to give serious consideration to establishing a language
development centre in Mandurah to service the region. I understand that four such cenrems
are already operating within the metropolitan area, and I suggest that by establishing a
language development centre in Mandurah, the Government could not only provide a very
good service to those children urgently in need of speech therapy, but also provide a resource
to the surrounding region that would be very beneficial to parents, teachers, and other
professionals who interact with the children.
I will write formally to the Treasurer requesting that a speech pathologist be provided to the
Mandurah area, and I hope that request will be acceded to either in the very near future or by
the start of the school year in 1993. The Government provided a special education unit at the
North Mandurah Primary School at the beginning of this year. That is fine, but speech
therapy resources are urgently needed. Many children are suffering as a result of the lack of
this service. I do not cast aspersions on the speech therapist in Mandurah. However, when
health resources become overloaded, the pressure is so great that the professionals cannot
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reach the end of their workload. As a result, these people burn out and that does not help
anyone, including the Government, the economists and the professionals who have tried to
keep up their work rate.
I summarise my comments in this debate by saying that many issues could have been raised
in connection with the Mandurah area but I have raised the three which I consider are most
important; that is, health, unemployment, and the provision of a speech therapist. I intend to
highlight some of the capital funding programs in debate on another Bill; however, I ask the
Government to give serious consideration to my request for a speech therapist and also to the
allocation of funds to those areas where I have highlighted an inadequacy.
MR GRAHAM (Pilbara) [3.43 pm]: In this debate on the Appropriation (Consolidated
Revenue Fund) Bill we are discussing a balanced State Budget which contains no increases
in taxes and charges and no new taxes and charges. It is worthwhile looking at what would
happen in the unlikely event of there being a change of Government in Western Australia,
and comparing the current system to that which would be in store for us under a Liberal
Government. Fightback WA is the package the Liberal Party has put together and on which
we are asked to judge it. That is apart from some good old fashioned rhetoric from the
Liberals and conservatives about the "good old days" when allegedly things were much
better. There will be further debates in this session in which we shall deal with those
questions of economics and industrial development and we shall clearly show that things
were not better in the "good old days".
It would be worthwhile from the point of view of the people of my electorate of Pilbara to go
back through the Fightback WA package - or Fightback junior, as it is known - to see what
would happen if ever that plan were implemented. The first point of interest in Fightback
WA is the foreword which is written by John Hewson, the Federal leader of the Liberal
Party. Dr Hewson states with regard to Fightback WA that -

This strategy when combined with the FIGHTBACI( reforms at the national level ...
He then gets into the rhetoric and tell us what it will produce. It is an interesting choice of
words because he talks about this program when combined with the Federal program.
Nowhere in the State Liberal Party's policy is there any mention of what may or may not
happen if there is no change of Government federally. The member for Jandakot gave only
the rhetoric in his foreword; he did not have the decency to put forward the facts. That is the
point I seek to make. The Federal Liberal Party, and John Hewson in particular, have
outsmarted the Western Australian Liberal Party. It now has no control over its policy or its
economic direction; it has sold out to Canberra. Every action or serious action that the
Liberal Party in Western Australia wants to take is dependent upon corresponding action in
the Federal Liberal Party. There is no doubt that John Hewson has them by the short and
curlies. Fightback junior purports to lead the way forward for industrial and economic
development and reforms associated with those areas that will allegedly lead Western
Australia into the next century. It has some problems, since the document that purports to
deal with industrial matters is almost, but not totally, silent on industrial relations. It states
that at some time in 1992 the Western Australian Liberal Party will bring forward an
industrial relations legislative program. At the time of releasing the economic and industrial
development package for Western Australia, the Liberal Party had not had time to calculate
what it would do in the industrial relations field. Alternatively, it was not prepared to tell the
public of its plans.
Mr MacKinnon: Of course we knew.
Mr GRAHAM: It is interesting to hear that interjection from the member for Jandakot. If
the Opposition knew, why did it not mention it? It did not bring it forward because its
industrial relations program will tear the guts out of the Industrial Relations Commission and
make it unworkable. It will turn back the clock to such an extent that it will lead to a series
of politically and ideologically based industrial disputes, around which it will set out to
destroy the union movement and the Industrial Relations Commission. The Opposition has
been playing around at the edges but it has not had the guts to say what its intentions are.
The only doubt in this question is the timing; we know what the Opposition will say but we
do not know when it will be done. The Opposition will take out of the system the award
based process of industrial relations and replace it with a system that fortes each worker to
sign an individual contract.
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Mr MacKinnon: We will not force them to do anything. It will be done by choice.
Mr GRAHAM: There is such a thing as Hobson's choice. The point I make is that
Fighiback junior is fundamentally flawed in that it purports to relate to both industrial and
economic development, and it ignores one half of the equation. On that ground alone it is
flawed. Fightback WA also advocates - as I suppose everyone in Australia now knows -
taxation reform, the introduction of a goads and services tax and other changes to the
taxation system. The OST is defined in the flyers put out by the Liberal Party as the tax
people will pay when they actually spend their money, and it is said that it will be charged at
the rate of 15 per cent. The introduction of this new 15 per cent tax on all goods and services
is justified on a number of pretexts; firstly, that there will be across the board tax cuts for all
Australians.
Mr Strickland: At least you accept that!
Mr GRAHAM: No. I accept that the Liberal Party claims that. There has been sufficient
commentary and assessment in the public arena to date to demonstrate that those proposed
tax cuts are both illusory and variable. There will not be across the board tax cuts.
Mr Strickland: They will average out at four per cent.
Mr GRAHAM: It is misleading to talk about across the board. A range of research has been
done on the tax cuts that are alleged to be a trade off for a GST.
Mr MacKinnon interjected.
Mr GRAHAM: This research is by a senior research fellow in the Department of
Economics, Research School of Social Sciences at the Australian National University. That
research indicates that the balance between the proposed income tax cuts and the effect of a
UST on people who earn under $38 000 a year is such that those people will lose. A person
who earns $35 000 a year will have a cut of 1.8 per cent in his salary package. People at the
bottom end of the scale, who earn $7 000 a year, and who the Federal Leader of the
Opposition claims will be better off, will have a cut of 9.2 per cent.
Mr MacKinnon: That is not true.
Mr GRAHAM: The member for Jandakot is arguing with research by the Australian
National University. On the other hand, a person who earns $60 000 a year will be 2.7 per
cent better off. That deals conclusively with the argument about tax cuts.
The second pretext that allegedly substantiates the GST is that a number of taxes will be
removed. Fightback junior states that that will include the abolition of wholesale sales tax,
payroll tax, petroleum excise and customs duties, and a lower rate of fringe benefits tax.
Mr MacKinnon: Do you support that?
Mr GRAHAM: No. I do not support a lower rate on fringe benefits tax. The member for
Jandakot knows very well, because he was in my electorate and tried to shoot me down on it
and missed, that I am well known in my electorate for my opposition to the fringe benefits
tax in remote areas. The member for Jandaicot knows that very well because he tried to lay a
glove on me and missed. The Opposition claims also that there will be no OST on exports
and that there will be a full rebate of OST paid on business inputs. There is some debate
about those claims, and I will come back to them later if I have time.
The third point which is mentioned in the flyers and the information put out by the Liberal
Party, and which was supported actively and avidly last week by the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition, is that every other country has a OST, so we should have one as well. That begs
the question: If the answer to the complex problems that are confronting Australia and the
world is as simple as imposing a 15 per cent OST, did anyone else think of it first? The
answer is: Yes, a range of countries did think of it and have imposed a GST. I will come to
one of those countries later, and it will not be New Zealand.
No-one suggests that a OST will lower prices.
Mr C.J. Barrnett: It will lower some prices. Fuel, health and education costs will come down.
Mr GRAHAM: I will deal with a range of issues along the way. The Liberal Party has
admitted in its own publications, to counter the argument that prices will increase by 15 per
cent, that prices will increase by an average of 4.4 per cent.
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Mr C.J. Barrni: That is correct. in fact, Treasury thought it would be less than four per
cent.
Mr GRAHAM: No-one, with the exception of some members opposite, suggests that a GST
will lower prices. Government departments and others have done a range of calculations to
demonstrate that the increase will be higher than 4.4 per cent. The experience in the United
Kingdom with VAT demonstrates clearly that the rhetoric that was espoused during the lead
up to the introduction of the value added tax was wrong. The experience with the New
Zealand goods and services tax indicates that it is likely that prices will increase by more
than 4.4 per cent.
I will draw extensively this afternoon from the experience in Canada, which demonstrates
that the forecasts were wrong by as much as 50 per cent. The Globe and Mail of March 1991
states that the OST consumer information office estimates that the OST figure is about 50 per
cent higher than was estimated by the Federal Finance Department in comparable studies.
The Canadian, United Kingdom and New Zealand experiences were that the predictions
made prior to the introduction of taxes of this type were wrong. Therefore we are confronted
with, and must make a decision based on, the experience in three countries of which I know,
and Federal Government studies, a university study and other independent studies which
demonstrate that the price increase which will result from a OST will be much greater than
4.4 per cent. We then have a political party which is trying to sell the GST as part of its
manifesto for an election and is stating that it has got it right and everyone else has got it
wrong. One does not have to be too clever to examine the history of goods and services
taxes and make a judgment about who may be right and who may be wrong.
It is claimed by Dr Hewson, and it was claimed also by the member for Cottesloc by way of
interjection, that many items will be less expensive after the introduction of a GST.
Mir C.J. Barnett: Fuel will come down by $10 a tank.
Mr GRAHAM: I will return to the Canadian experience, because the Canadians said the
same things that the Opposition is saying. The Canadian Living magazine of November
1991 stated that after Canada introduced a GST -

A recent spot-check by the Consumers' Association of Canada found that, despite
government predictions to the contrary, prices of most manufactured goods have gone
up. Volunteers in six provinces checked the prices of 50 items before and after the
introduction of the OST. More than 60 per cent of the items surveyed increased in
price; 22 per cent of them had increases between five and 11 per cent. The
government had predicted that 86 per cent of those 50 items would remain the same
or decrease in price. So why are we paying more?

That is a fair question. It is answered as follows -

Don Axford, director of policy research for the Canadian Consumers' Association,
says, "Too often there was a token reduction in price, and this means that the
consumer is still paying more at the cash register after GST is added.' Axford
wonders just how careful manufacturers and retailers are about passing on the savings
to consumers. He explains that it is a combination of many factors that determines
the final price of an item, and it is more complicated than simply removing the old
13.5 per cent federal tax and replacing with the GST. Often it's difficult for
manufacturers to calculate the savings. And the mind-set of the retailer is to raise
prices, not lower them.

He goes on to say, prior to the introduction of the goods and services tax -

The forecasts were so far off base that some items they predicted would increase in
price were actually some of the few items that showed a decrease or less of an
increase in price.
Obviously someone's calculations are awry.

That is the Canadian experience and from that we can draw four conclusions: First, the
predictions were wrong; second, the prices did not fall as predicted; third, the processes were
more complicated than the simplistic tax proposal recognised; and, fourth, the Government
was not able to control prices - a valid point. The Canadian authorities say that they will
bring in mechanisms to ensure prices are passed on - and Mr Hewson says that currently, and
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members opposite support that! We should consider what has happened in Canada because
members opposite are not the only people to understand chat it might not be passed on, and
something must be done. Prior to the introduction of the goods and services tax in Canada, it
was stated -

They believe competitive forces and Ottawa's proposed watchdog agency to monitor
prices and investigate complaints will ensure the savings are passed on to consumers.

So the same sorts of noises being made by Mr Hewson and members opposite were being
made in Canada to placate people prior to dhe introduction of the OST but, as we have seen,
it did not happen. Mr Hewsan is saying that Australians cannot be denied the benefit of this
wonderful new tax, and chat if the Senate blocks the introduction of the GST we will have
another election because we must have this new tax.
I turn now to an article in the Canadian newspaper Toronto Star on 13 June 1990 -

Canadian consumers are going to pay die price if the Senate delays implementation of
the proposed goods and services tax, Finance Minister Michael Wilson says.
"Unreasonable delay will cost the people of this country a great deal of time and
money," Wilson told the House of Commons consumer affairs and corporate affairs
committee yestedy ...

This sounds familiar, but we cannot see John Hewson's lips. It continues -

"Consumers will pay higher costs if businesses cannot be certain about savings from
their suppliers."
"Thie new 7 per cent tax is to come into effect on Jan 1, replacing the current 13.5 per
cent manufacturers' salcs tax."

Again, we note that rhetoric by John Hewson is in fact the rhetoric used in Canada. After all
the evidence, the Canadian system did not produce the expected results. Each of the major
selling points of the GST is a rework of what has happened and what has failed in other
countries. However, probably the major selling point is that the tax is so simple that it will
cost nothing to administer. I turn now to events following the first budget after Canada
introduced a comparable tax to that proposed by the Federal Liberal Party with the support of
the State Liberals. The following article appeared in the Globe and Mail on 6 March 1991 -

The biggest chunk of new money goes for the GST. The Department of National
Revenue gets an extra $153.5 million for planning and administering the tax, while
the Public Works Department receives an additional $24.5 million to provide GST-
related office space and the Finance Departmnent gets an extra $2.3 million for "C3ST
inquiries and communications."

That is about $180 million in the Canadian experience for a simple tax that we have been
told costs nothing to administer, one must ask what this is all about. But the coup de grace
appears in the Globe and Mail in 1991. We must remember that this is a Liberal Party tax
which it is said will lead Australia out of the doldrums. I have already outlined how the
Canadian politicians offered the same sort of "tax-speak". The article reads -

The introduction of the goods and services tax knocked the stuffing out of the
economy in January, doing the economic equivalent of kicking someone who is
already on the ground... And retail trade plunged 5.3 per cent, as consumers reacted
to the imposition of the GST on Jan I and a host of other bad economic news by
staying away from stores in droves.
"The GST really did a number on the service sector," said economist Fred Morley of
the Atlantic Provinces Economic Council in Halifax. "It really slammed retail trade.
They [retailers] are hurting."

That almost says it all! All the speeches by the Liberal Party about the OST have been
attacked nationally from the New Zealand perspective and found wanting. It is also found
wanting when we consider other experiences, such as that in Canada.
I turn now to the specifics. Members opposite have interjected about the cost of fuel. They
say that a cost saving on fuel of $10 per tank will be made. Transport operators have run
through the figures, what the reductions will mean, and the claims that we will experience a
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transport cost reduction with the OST on foodstuffs. The outcome is that it will be a disaster
for country people because the fuel component in a consumer's business is 20 per cent or
thereabouts.
Mr Bloffwitch interjected.
Mr GRAHAM: Wilson Tuckey says it is 27.3 per cent, but for the purpose of my argument
it makes no difference whether it is 20 per cent or 30 per cent. The figures are of a such a
magnitude that they have little or no meaning in this context. The Opposition claims the
price of fuel would go down by 30 per cent. Once that had been run through the retailer's
computer, and if the reductions were passed on and the proposed toad user charges were not
taken into account, the potential would exist for a seven per cent reduction in transport costs.
I have no argument with that. However, it gets interesting when the Opposition whacks a
15 per cent tax on foodstuffs that currently are not taxed, and, hey presto, the Pilbara region
has an eight per cent increase in the price of its foodstuffs. When that is added to the already
high cost of food in the Pilbara, it can be seen that the Liberal Party is condemning the
people of the Pilbara in perpetuity to a cost of living 21 per cent higher than that of Perth.
Another area that will be affected by the OST proposed in the Liberal's Fightback document
is commercial tenancy agreements. People in the bush have a problem with shopping centre
owners in a monopolistic situation charging what they consider to be fair rents; yet members
opposite opposed the provisions of the Commercial Tenancy (Retail Shops) Agreements Bill
and sent the legislation to the upper House Legislation Committee, never to be seen again.
Retail shop rental is one of the biggest single contributors to the increased cost of living in
regional Western Australia. How does the goods and services tax assist with the problem of
rents? The April 1992 magazine of the Building Owners and Managers Association Ltd said
that it would increase the cost of building and managing commercial premises, even after
raking into account the removal of the taxes and excises proposed in the Fighcback
document. Notwithstanding all the other changes, the cost of renting commercial premises in
the Pilbara would be increased as a result of the GST. Those costs flow through the entire
system and affect the remote areas and regions more than the cities, simply because of the
way that percentage based systems work.
Mr C.J. Barnett: I presume the member for Pilbara will outline the size of the tax cuts to his
constituents for the sake of balance. For example, someone on $50 000, which would be a
fairly average income in the Pilbara, would receive a tax cut of $60 a week.
Mr GRAHAM: I am happy to go on and deal with the other aspects of the tax. For example,
it is estimated that the cost of electricity will increase by 10.7 per cent as a result of the goods
and services tax. Residents of the Pilbara regularly use airconditioners and the cost of
electricity is already 2.6 times higher than in Perth; they will experience a 10 per cent to
I11 per cent increase in their summer airconditioning bills as a result of the introduction of the
GST. Postal and telecommunications costs will increase as a direct result of the GST- That
is the ultimate obscenity because the only connection that people in the Pilbara have with
other areas of Australia, and with their families, is through the postal and
telecommunications systems. Those charges are estimated to increase by 8.1 per cent; so
even contacting one's doctor will cost eight per cent more. When one reads about the GST
in the Fightback package one can recognise a system that has been tried in a number of other
countries and found wanting. I do not pretend to have given an exhaustive summary of the
system. However, evidence from Canada is that the promises that John Hewson makes on
behalf of the Liberal Party are of dubious value and have been tried elsewhere and found
wanting. The Opposition wants a system that may deliver tax cuts - and there is no guarantee
of that - that would lead to increased industrial trouble and disputation; that is, if the
Opposition ever has the guts to tell us what is its industrial relations policy. The Opposition
wants to introduce a system - this is where I am most critical of members opposite - that
would remove from Western Australia the ability to have any influence over economic
events and the State's income. The Opposition wants to handball that to Canberra under
John Hewson's Eightback policy. Western Australia would lose any further ability to raise
revenue and would become totally dependent on Canberra for every cent of its income. The
Fightback package will introduce a system that wili increase substantially the cost of living
in the Pilbara.
Mr MacKinnon: The biggest input in the Pilbara is the fuel price and that will drop
significantly.
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Mr GRAHAM: The member for Jandakoc must have nodded off when I went through that
earlier. Members opposite can argue forever whether Australia should have a goods and
services tax, and under what system it should be introduced. The fact is that, on the
evidence, the system that has been presented by Hewson's Liberal Party, and with the same
rhetoric, and probably the same Press agent and typewriter, by the State Liberal Party, has
failed dismally elsewhere. The Fightback package that purports to be a complete package for
industrial and economic development is fundamentally flawed; it has a huge hole in it.
Mr CJ). Barnett: Where is that? Tell us; we are waiting.
Mr GRAHAM: The huge hole is in the Opposition's policy on road funding. Under the
current system the income from roads is some $8 billion; that is, $5.8 billion from thle
Commonwealth and $2.2 billion from State fees and charges, The Commonwealth spends
$1.5 billion on roads and the State $3.2 billion, totalling $4.7 billion. Currently the return on
roads is $3.3 billion to the Federal coffers, and the question whether funds raised through the
fuel excise should be spent on roads is a different argument entirely. The Liberal Party's
proposed (1ST would raise $750 million; State fees would not increase from $2.2 billion; chat
totals $2.9 billion, and unless the Opposition intends cutting road funding, that would leave
Western Australia with a problem. Will the Opposition cut road funding?
Mr Bloffwitch: No.
Mr GRAHAM: If expenditure stays the same at $4.7 billion, there would be a major
shortfall in revenue.
Mr CJI. Barnett: This debate took place six months ago and the Labor Party lost the
argument. The member for Pilbara is six months out of date.
Mr GRAHAM: It is not the Labor Party that is six months out of date; it is the member for
Coutesloe's ally, one of his support group in the Western Farmer and Grazier. The second
great hole in Fighcback is the lack of any policy on industrial relations. The Opposition
refused to say what it was going to do in that regard.
Mr CiJ. Barnett: You will not have to wait long.
Mr GRAHAM: It is not a question of our waiting; the Opposition refused to do it.
Mr C.J. Barnett: You have no policy at all. You bleat about the GST. A hundred thousand
people out there are out of work and you have no answers for them at all.
Mr Ripper: So you would tax their bread, would you?
Mr C.J. Banett: If you gave them a job they would be happier. You take away their jobs
and they cannot even afford the bread. You should not chip in. You have a huge
responsibility in social hardship under Your portfolio areas and you have nothing sensible to
contribute in this Parliament. You should be ashamed about the hardship being experienced
out there. The member for Wanneroo should not grin either. There is a lot in your area too.
Your policy for a protective tariff around Wanneroo -

The ACTNG SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order! I want to hear only one member at a time.
Mr GRAHAM: And I was being well behaved, too, Mr Acting Speaker. It is most unlike
me.
In conclusion, I will read a letter from a Canadian which I think says it all. It states -

What a pleasant surprise to get your letter. You mentioned wanting to know about
the advantages of the G.S.T. As a taxpayer and shopper I can see no advantage at all.
Everything about it seems to be negative for the average person. It is added on after
you buy something so you never really know how much an item or service will cost
until you go to pay for it. We also have an 8% Provincial Sales Tax on most things,
so we pay 15% tax on top of the listed price.

The GST and the Fightback package are fundamentally flawed and will lead to an enormous
increase in the cost of living in the Pilbara.
MR MacKINNON (Jandakot) [4.21 pm]: I will use my time in this debate on the
Appropriation (Consolidated Revenue Fund) Bill to talk about the Public Accounts and
Expenditur Review Committee's report on the University of Notre Dame. First, I will
answer the report's comments relating to me and what I said at the time as Leader of the
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Opposition. Secondly, I will indicate to the Parliament what I see are the implications of the
outcome of chat report and its handling. Thirdly, I will comment on the way we approach
accountability in this House and how this Premier has been shown in the last week to be
nothing but a Burke-Dowding wolf in lamb's clothing.
I remind the House that, on page 55 of the report, the committee's conclusion scares -

In Mr MacKinnon's speech he proffered the view that the university was to be
located in Fremantle for the next 20, 30 or 40 years. It is quite possible that Mr
MacKinnon knew some possible detail of the proposed joint venture. Accordingly
the Committee concludes that Mr MacKinnon has left himself open to the claim chat
he has misled the Parliament by not referring to the proposed joint venture in his
speech

The report concluded that I referred in my speech to the university's being "located in
Fremantle for the next 20. 30 or 40 years." That is exactly right; that is where it will be
located. Whether a campus is located also in the northern suburbs of Perth is a little
irrelevant to my statement because parts of the university's campus will be located in
Fremantle for the foreseeable future. That has always been the case. The committee then
suggested that I may have misled the Parliament. Clearly, that is not so.
The committee's report suggested that I knew possibly of the detail of what was proposed on
the Notre Dame land. It was possible, but I assure members of the House that I did not
know. The member for Kingsley and I attended a meeting at which this matter was raised.
The member for Kingsley has indicated and I repeat that we were provided with no detail of
the land arrangement and we were provided with no detail of a guarantee. I remember the
discussion, albeit a very brief aside, about some land development, but it was only that. I do
not recall, as the member for Kingsley does, any reference to a guarantee. However, that was
irrelevant to some extent because our position on the Not Dame University was crystal
clear all the way through. Firstly, we support it in principle. Secondly, if the Notre Dame
University proponents wanted to discuss some form of support with the Government, that
was their right. The only proviso that I consistently put to the Nomre Dame proponents was
that, if they successfully concluded in their discussions with the Government some
concession, it "must" be publicly disclosed; then the Opposition and the public could make a
judgment about that at the time the legislation was being discussed. I urge the committee
members to look at that when they are reviewing the report in future. Perhaps the Premier -
the Minister for Education at the time - removed the section of the Bill relating to guarantees
because we indicated that it must be up front and in the open.
Mr Catania: So, you knew about guarantees?
Mr MacKINNON: No, I said I did not. Did the member for Balcacta not hear what I said? If
I were he, I would listen and then read the debate.
The third point to which I ask the chairman of the committee to listen is this: Why would an
Opposition desperately keen to drag a Government down at every opportunity, particularly
on such a high profile issue as the Notre Dame University, not pursue it during the debate at
that time? I will tell the House why. It was no accident that Bill Hassell asked that question
listed in the report at page 47. That was done by design. We wanted to find out in detail
what was the nature of the Government's support, if any, for Nonre Dame. It was a detailed
question. I ask the chairman of the committee: What was the answer? We now know the
answer to be not true and a cover up of the first order. The fifth part of the question asked -

What package of support is under consideration?
The Minister at the time used one word, "None". Little wonder that, during the debate on the
Bill, we said, "Notre Dame has told us that it was looking to the Government for some form
of support, but obviously it has not been agreed to." We also read the Minister's speech.
What did she say? She said there were no guarantees and there was no Government support.
Of course we looked at the Bill as all good Oppositions would. There was no reference at all
to support, which confirmed our view that there would be no Governiment support although
there had been discussions which we knew about. We expected the Minister for Education to
be different from her predecessors. How wrong we were! The truth, as I will explain to
members in a moment, has now come out.
A most imiportant point which has not come out in the debate thus far, and which would have
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reinforced our attitude at that time, is that at every meeting I attended with the proponents of
the University of Notre Dame Australia it was stressed to me that the university would
proceed, irrespective of whether it received Government support in whatever form. They
made that claim; we asked the questions, and we looked at the Bill. It is little wonder we did
not make any comment about it. The question asked in respect of the committee's report was
whether it was possible. Yes, it was possible, but it does not happen to be so. I did not have
that information and I want to put the record straight,
Several members interjected.
Mr MacKINNON: If the member for Balcatta wants my comments he should cease
interjecting and invite me to appear before the committee again, where I will testify under
oath. He should have the guts to call the Premier before the committee and ask her some
questions.
Mr Catania: You have the numbers; why didn't you ask her to appear before the committee?
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Watt): Order! The situation has got out of hand. I suggest to
the member for Jandakot that he direct his comments to the Chair and not to other members.
If he does that he might draw fewer interjections.
Mr MacKINNON: Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker.
I said at the outset that I wanted to comment on the implications for this Parliament of last
week's events. I remind members that when allegations are made of the type in the Public
Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee's report, which is tabled, it is the
responsibility of the Opposition, if it is going to take action, to take it immediately. [ believe
the Opposition did the right thing last week and acted immediately by moving a censure
motion. Another very impontant principle we should remember in our approach to these
matters is that of ministerial behaviour, which seems to have been lost sight of in this
Parliament over the past five to eight years. The principle is crystal clear. If a Minister lies
and is found to have lied, he or she is duty bound to resign immediately.
I remind the member for Balcatta and others of an outstanding case which was raised this
morning in our party room. I refer to the Profumo case. Mr Profumno resigned not because
he was caught in bed with Christine Keeler but because he lied to the Parliament about being
in bed with her. In other words, in this case it is not the Notre Dame issue which is so
important; what is important, and what was central to the debate last week and still is this
week, is the Premier's attitude and approach to this issue: What she said or did not say.
My next point is very important and I will spend some time on it; that is, it is the
responsibility of all members in this House to make judgments on various actions and to vote
accordingly. In retrospect, and in the light of what occurred, this Parliament should take a
good, long, hard look at itself with respect to how it approached this issue last week. I am
using the word "Parliament" in its broader sense - I mean all members of the Parliament.
Mr Trenorden; Power has become supreme and the Government has vanished-
Mr MacKINNON: Exactly.
One of the conclusions to be drawn from last week's debate is that a Minister can lie to this
House and get away with it.. Such behaviour is now acceptable in this Parliament because, in
the words of a couple of Independent members, this event happened some years ago and we
cannot take action now. I find that comment surprising. The principle is either there or it is
not. It is black or white. One cannot say that a person was guilty of murder a couple of
years ago and we cannot find him guilty now. The point is that the Premier lied and some
members in this House did not stand up and say that. With due respect to these members,
they failed in their duty to this Parliament. The member for Floreat, whom I like and for
whom I have the greatest respect, said she did not have time to examine the report. That is
not an excuse. Members of Parliament must make time to examine the reports which come
before the Parliament and they have to make decisions quickly. The report had been before
the House for 24 hours and there was time to make up one's mind- It was a duty to the
Parliament, not the issue, foregone.
I am one of the Opposition members who was nor here last week; neither was the member
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for Avon. We failed in our duty to this Parliament in some respects. The public have had
their view about this place reinforced. The basis of their view is that they do not trust the
Parliament and they believe that politicians can say anything in this place and get away with
it; and we can. T7herefore, we must have a long, hard look at how we approach these issues
in the future.
I have talked about what the member for Avon said about Executive Government in this
Parliament. There must be checks and balances and the Executive must be held accountable.
Last week we had the opportunity to hold the Government accountable, but this Parliament
failed and that is a black mark against it.
Mr Trenorden: I wonder how many members of the Government had actually read the report
before they voted.
Mr MacKINNON: A very good point and I will come to that later because what happened
last week parallels what has happened previously.
Member will recall that I referred to two messages, one concerning the Premier and one
concerning the Parliament. I am pleased the Premier has entered the Chamber for one of her
brief interludes in this place. It is her credibility that was put to the test last week, Her
credibility is no better than that of her predecessors.
Several members interjected.
Mr Catania: Yours suffered a little bit last week.
Mr MacKINNON: I am prepared at any time to put my credibility on the line against the
Premier's or that of any member in this House The credibility of this Premier is no better
than that of her predecessors, not as a result of Notre Dame but because the Notre Dame
issue was the straw that broke the camel's back.
Let us look at the record that preceded the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review
Committee's report on the Notre Dame issue. Who was it who had to be dragged screamning
to the rtalisation that we needed a Royal Commission in Western Australia? Who resisted it
until the last possible moment? It was the Premier of Western Australia, Dr Carmen
Lawrence. Who is it to this day - I find it one of the most astounding cover-uips of all time -
who refuses to provide to the Parliament and to the people of this State the details of
expenses incurred by the Government on legal fees of people who have appeared before the
Royal Commission? We all know that Brian Burke's legal fees have totalled at least
$1.5 million, but why will the Premier not tell the Parliament that? I refer also to the details
of legal expenses incurred by Tony Lloyd, Kevin Edwards and David Parker.
Mr Pearce: She proposes to do that when she tables the Royal Commission's report.
Mr MacKINNON: She has said that before and what did we get? We were told that the
legal fees totalled $8 million. The information did not detail the costs paid on behalf of
Burke or others. If the Leader of the House says that is what will happen, the Premier should
table the details tomorrow. The Leader of the House should stop this claptrap which he has
given to the House for the last 10 years. He may laugh, but it is a fundamental principle of
accountability which he fails to see.
Mr Pearce: It will be produced.
Mr MacKINNON: Next we had the Western Women cover-up. Who can forget the way in
which the Premier tried to cover up and gloss over the Western Women affair, as she still
does? Who can forget that but two weeks ago the Premier sat peacefully in her seat opposite
while Minister McGinty did the biggest snow job ever on this Parliament about what would
happen at the Swan Brewery? Nobody told the Opposition the development would be a third
bigger than thought, or said anything about the wonderful backhand deals the Government
had done with one of the Premier's Labor mates. No, the Premier just sat there! This
Premier fails on basic and simple questions of accountability.
When it comes to accountability, members should refer to today's Notice Paper. On 31
March, six months ago. I asked the Treasurer question 204 about the Budget. On the same
day my colleague, the member for Scarborough, asked a question about redundancies of
public servants. That data will be debated during the Budget debate. On 1 April, a day later,
the Leader of the Opposition asked a question about redundancies. On 6 May I asked a
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similar question. Four questions were asked six months ago and we have now reached the
Budget debate -

Mr Strickdand: And still no answers.
Mr MacKINNON: Yes, still no answers. It is not as though the questions involved a
complex situation. One of the questions I asked on 12 May which was answered on
15 September was how much it would cost the Government for Sir Roderick Carnegie's
energy commission review and when we could expect it to be completed. That question took
five months to answer, the reply being that it would cost $4 million and be finished in early
1993. The simple matter of accountability is whether such questions are answered promptly
and whether one has the answers to such questions to use when debating the Budget. That is
why I wanted that question answered.
Mr Strickland: The inister's researcher could have given an answer of $4 million and early
in 1993 quite easily. What a disgrace!
Mr MacKINNON: All these actions add up and show that the Premier's commitment to
accountability is not worth the paper it is written on. The Premier says, "Watch my lips;
accountability." However, what is happening? Nothing! I have been pursuing matters
related to the Ombudsman since 1991. He does not have the power to look into the Building
Management Authority, the Equal Opportunity Commission, complaints about the Rural
Adjustment and Finance Corporation, the South West Development Authority - and I am not
surprised about that - or the Western Australian Tourism Commission; in total about 20 other
agencies. I have been pushing this Government to include those agencies under the purview
of the Ombudsman, who also wants that to occur.
Mr Bloffwitch: Why?
Mr MacKJINNON: Because they are not included in his legislation. He has drawn attention
to this matter a couple of times. In a letter to me in July 1991 he said that the former
Ombudsman, the Standing Committee on Legislation and he all favoured the maximum
amount of accountability possible by Government bodies. The Government says in reply to
such letters, 'We are drafting legislation. We are looking at it." In answer to a question I
was told that the relevant legislation is currently being prepared and that with Opposition
assistance in managing the business of the Parliament it may be possible to debate the
legislation this year. However, I got the same answer in August last year. Some little bloke
in the Premier's office who is paid a lot of money just recycles these answers. There is no
accountability to the Ombudsman!
I have asked questions about people such as Tom Jones, former member for Collie, who now
works for the State Energy Commission of Western Australia, I asked how much he was
being paid and was told that I could not be told; so it is a secret. The Government will not
tell mne how much it is paying for Brian Burke's legal fees. These sorts of things may not
sound important, but every little bit adds up to a lack of commitment to accountability by this
Government. The last such example was the travel expenditure incurred by Marcelle
Anderson. The West Australian had to drag every bit of information out of the Government
on that matter, but still did not get all the information. The Royal Commission expenditure,
Western Women, the brewery, and lack of accountability to the Parliament demonstrate this
Premier's lack of commitment to accountability.
Those things were aUl topped by the report on the Notre Dame land deal. That report said
that the Premier lied not only to the Parliament but also in answer to a question asked by Mr
Hassell. It has been indicated quite clearly that the Premier tried to cover up by changing the
legislation to remove mention of a guar-antee from it.
Mr Catania: Something that she admitted. Did you read what it said about you?
Mr MacKINON: The guarantee was removed from the legislation because it may have
been difficult to get it through the Parliament if it were retained. Even the member for
Balcatta acknowledged that. Not only did the Premier lie and try to cover up, but also she
claimed that she wiped the slate clean when she knew that negotiations were still going on.
Mrs Beggs: What evidence have you got of that?
Mr MacKINNON: Has the Minister for Tourism not read the report? Finally, when the
Premier knew that the guarantee was not bankable, did she tell the Parliament? Did she
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come out openly and tell everybody? When did we first find that our, can the member for
Balcanta say?
Mr Catania: You tell us.
Mr MacKINNON: Last week when the member for Balcatra delivered the report to the
Parliament the Premier did not make that disclosure, did she? The Premier has failed the
accountability test at every turn. The conclusion must be reached with respect to these two
matters that, first, the outcome of that report did little to enhance the role of this Parliament
in its checking on Executive Government. I sincerely hope that this has reminded the
Parliament that it has a duty and a rote in this area and should do its job better in future.
Secondly, we must all examine the standards acceptable in this place and agree to a course of
action in future when those standards are breached. What sort of message did the public of
Western Australia get about the Parliament of Western Australia last week? What I say now
includes us all collectively. The public got a message that did not reflect well on any of us.
It is time we sat down and worked out appropriate standards for this place, and, if they are
breached, the consequences which should be suffered irrespective of the individual involved,
Premier or not.
Finally, the Premier is nothing more nor less than a wolf in lamb's clothing. I ask the
Parliament to remember what has happened before because I have seen it all before. I have
seen all these glossy advertisements and people opposite sitting behind a fellow called Peter
Dowding who spoke of "A future we can believe in". I saw a campaign to promote the
leader's and not the Government's policies; that is, what it stood for, or what it had to say.
The leader did that in pursuit of the thing that the member for Avon talked about earlier; that
is, power! I do not want to see that happen again in Western Australia, irrespective of the
individual involved. I am prepared to sit here and debate this Government on issues of
policy every clay of the week until I leave this place at the next election. What I cannot stand
is Government members sitting opposite and living the lie, knowing they are supporting an
untruth and cover-up because they are desperate to remain sitting on the Government
benches. Members opposite are not prepared to stand behind standards that they know are
right. All of the Government members sat there, deaf, dumb and mute.
The SPEAKER: Order! I draw to the attention of the member for Jandakot and to the Rouse
that the Standing Orders Committee and I consider the word "lie" a most inappropriate word
to use in this place. While I am in the Chair there is only one circumstance in which I will
allow that word or any derivation of it to be used; that is, in a substantive motion. I was
listening earlier to the member's speech while I was not in the Chair and think I heard - I was
doing other things at the time - the use of the word on a number of occasions, about which I
was concerned. In my view, the statement, "You are living a lie" is as bad as calling
somebody a liar and should not be used in this place. On this occasion I simply caution the
member and ask him to continue his speech. However, if the word is used on other occasions
members should be aware that I will seek a withdrawal of the word and an assurance that it
will not occur again.
Mr MacKINNON: T'hank you for your guidance, Mr Speaker. My colleague, the member
for Albany, noted in a discussion this morning that that is clearly the reason the Opposition
had to move a motion last week in the form it did, to be able to debate that issue without you,
Mr Speaker, or the person acting in your position doing exactly what you have just done. I
acknowledge your point and I will abide by and honour your ruling.
The point I was making was that successively leaders opposite, Brian Burke followed by
Peter Dowding, presided over what has been shown to be the most disgraceful chapter in this
State's history. Despite the fact that the truth of what was happening in chose chapters was
pointed out at the time, members opposite sat behind and blindly followed that lead, as I said
before, because they wanted to pursue and hold on to power. They did that predominantly on
the eve of elections. This Stare is on the eve of another election. History is now repeating
itself. Members of the Government are prepared to support what they know to be clearly
wrong. They know the Premier has been wrong, but they are prepared to stand behind her in
all of that error because of their pursuit of power.
Mr Clarko: So they are all to blame, aren't they?
Mr MacKINNON: Every single one of them.
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Mr Trenorden: Was the $10.6 million the Carbolic Church lost the fault of just the Premier
and Deputy Premier, or is every member on the other side of the House also responsible for
that?
Mr Catania: Why don't you just point that out to the person who actually got that money?
He knows the report.
Mr Court: The money was received on a guarantee from yourselves.
Mr MacKINNON: Until last week the answer to that question was, in all probability, the
Premier and the Deputy Premier, however, following last week all Government members
share the responsibility. I have said before that the Premier is nothing more nor less than a
wolf in lamb's clothing. She mouths words about accountability but does nothing to live up
to the standards she proclaims are hers. Members in this House must not let that happen
again. I hope the people of this State will not let that happen again either, and will rake out
on the Premier and her colleagues the just discipline and penalty that is deserved - defeat at
the next election.
What should happen about the Notre Dame issue? How can we ensure that justice is done? I
believe very sincerely that it is a tragedy of the first order that what is in essence a very good
project for the future of Western Australia has been so badly damaged and tarnished by the
Labor Government through its handling of the issue. The Minister may shake his head but
he cannot blame anyone else but the Government of this State.
Mr Catania: Do you want me to read a letter from'Mr Terry O'Connor which he published
only last week?
Mr MacKINNON: The member for Balcatta can make a speech in the Budget debate, but I
am making this one.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr MacKINNON: What should happen in the future lies in the hands of the member for
Balcatta.
Mr Catania: Do you want me to read this letter from Mr Terry O'Connor?
Mr MacKINNON: It does not lie in the waving of a piece of paper. If the member for
Balcatta were dinkum, as the Chairman of the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review
Committee he would immediately call a meeting of that committee and table today all the
documents relating to this issue.
Mr Catania: We are meeting tomorrow morning.
Mr MacKINNON: The member should not wait for weeks but should table those documents
now.
Mr Catania: What documents?
Mr MacKINNON: All of the evidence given to the member's committee should be tabled.
Mr Catania: When I spoke on this matter I said that I would table the report and all the
evidence.
Mr MacKinnon: When?
Mr Court: Where is it?
Mr Catania: I did that last Wednesday with all the supporting documents. Why don't you
read Hansard?
Mr MacKJNNON: All the supporting documents have not been tabled. It is little wonder
this State has a Government that is not accountable;, the chairman of this committee does not
even know what his committee has been doing.
Mr Court: Is the member for Balcatta saying that all the evidence was tabled?
Mr Catania: I said that as far as I knew, the instruction to me was that the report and all the
evidence was to be tabled. I have no reason to hide the evidence.
Mr MacKINNON: The member has just said the key words, "the evidence ... to be tabled."
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It is to be tabled in about three or four weeks. That is not acceptable. The documents should
be tabled this week. If the member for Balcatta had any guts he would stop sitting on the
other side of the House like a noisy scrub bird and would get the documents on the table.
Mr Catania: Why don't you practice what you preach?
Several members interjected.
Mr MacKiNNON: Get those documents on the table. I am not the chairman of the
committee.
Mr Catania: Your standards are low. Why don't you read the document in front of you.
The SPEAKER: Order! This House would make more progress if the member for Jandako:
addressed his remarks to me and ignored the inteijections.
Mr MacKINNON: Thank you, Mr Speaker. The issue is that I have nothing to hide. I am
not on the committee and I urge the chairman of the committee to table the documents so that
they are public.
Mr Catania: Are you saying that the committee has something to hide?
The SPEAKER: Order! Perhaps I slipped up before. I should have said that the member for
Jandakot should address his remarks to me and ignore the interjections and the interjections
from the member for Balcatta should stop for a while.
Mr MacKINNON: Firstly, those documents should be tabled for all members to see.
Secondly, the Premier should voluntarily table al the relevant documents which still have
not been provided.
Mr Catania: Tell me what they are.
Mr MacKiNNON: The chairman of the committee has not even read his own report. This
document refers to the papers to which the committee could not get access.
Mr Catania: Did you read the Premier's address?
Mr MacKINNON: The Government should table the relevant documents.
Finally, I do not have a great deal of faith in the member for Balcatta. Neither, does it seem,
do many others because the Government is criticising the report and the documentation of
the committee to which the member was a party. A full independent inquiry should be
conducted into the Notre Dame issue to enable the Premier to go before it. The best form for
that inquiry would be the Royal Commission.
Several members interjected.
Mr MacKINNON: It would not be difficult for this House to pass quickly an extension to the
terms of reference of the Royal Commission. It is due to report in October, so its work is
almost completed. It should be asked to complete its report by the end of November or
thereabouts. After all, the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee has done a
fair amount of work, Let us have a totally independent report on the Not Dame issue and
the Premier's role in it. The real challenge will then be that if the Royal Commission
concludes that the Premier lied, she must immediately resign. However, the Government
does not have the guts to subject its Premier to an independent test. She is not prepared to
stand up to an independent assessment because she knows that such an assessment would
count her out for keeps!
Mr Catania: How would it find you? It would find you guilty.
Mr MacKINNON: I am prepared to take the consequences of a Royal Commission. I would
stand before a Royal Commission and would accept its judgment. The Premier will not say
that! The challenge to the Government, the member for Balcatta, and others, is to stop
interjecting and bleating and to put this matter to the test. They are not game. If they did,
she would fail the test! In conclusion, irrespective of whether this matter goes before the
Royal Commission, or some similar body - as it should - the Premier has already failed her
test. The people of this State have already made a judgment on her -

The SPEAKER: Order! In a roundabout way - rather cleverly - and despite my ruling, the
member for landakot is endeavouring to call the Premier a liar. I do not like the way in
which he did so. I repeat, this is the last time that I will allow it to be used without my taking
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some direct action. I do not appreciate the roundabout way that the member for Jandakoc
went about it, and I will take action if he does it again.
Mr MacKINNON: In conclusion, as I was about to say, the judgment of the Premier's
performance will be made by the people of Western Australia. However, in my opinion, they
have already made that judgment. I would like to think that you, Mr Speaker, will help to
restore to this Parliament the standards and credibility it deserves by ensuring chat We have
an independent assessment to make a proper judgment of this matter. In that way,
Parliaments of the futre will see that proper standards apply to its members.
MR OMODEI (Warren) (5.03 pm]: In my contribution to the Budget debate I shall refer to
my shadow portfolio of Agriculture, and lacer refer to some matters regarding my electorate.
Mr Pearce: Tell us about the Potato Marketing Authority.
Mr OMODEL: The Leader of the House should be patient; he might be surprised. This
year's Budget contains a reduced allocation to agriculture at a time when the State's
economy is in disrepair, and agriculture, along with mining, could contribute to its recovery.
However, the Budget allocation is down by approximately $7 million from last year. The
Western Australian Meat Commission has received a reduced allocation, but I understand
that chat is as a result of a reduction in the corporate services area. Also, an extra
$1.4 million has been allocated to the Kimberley Water Resource Development Office. It is
of grave concern that the Program Statements provided for members' perusal and judgment
of the Budget change yearly. Three years ago 52 pages were devoted to the Agriculture
portfolio, yet this year it has been reduced to approximately 20 pages. We have program
changes and an accumulation of programs making it difficult to compare Budgets from year
to year. Some changes have occurred this year in the internal structure of the Department of
Agriculture, which also does not help the situation. I reiterate, a reduction for agriculture.
and agricultural science in particular, is a negative step for this State. Agriculture is needed
to provide jobs and activity for people who want to progress.
A highlight in the Program Statements is the $200 000 allocation - of which $139 000 is for
plans - for a site for the Albany divisional office of the Department of Agriculture, hut an
allocation should also be made for the Geraldzon office. However, in launching the concept
of a Marijimup regional office, the Department of Agriculture proposed that the offices in the
Town of Manjimup would be transferred to the Department of Agriculture headquarters out
of town. We have had neither sight nor sound of that proposal.
The heading of horticulture in the Budget papers has disappeared this year, and that is of
particular concern to me and my electorate of Warren, which contains many horticultural
operations. This is a negative step.
I recently had the privilege of opening the Western Australian Fruit Growers Association
conference - an honour rarely bestowed on Opposition members. This industry has been
through some hard times recently with the apple scab outbreak causing pain and the removal
of 47 000 trees. However, the apple industry at Manjimup, Pemberton and Donnybrook has
come a long way during the past few years. In the early 1980s a voluntary granny tree pull
scheme was conducted; and in 1992, as a result of the apple scab outbreak, a compulsory tree
pull scheme was implemented. This caused concern among growers, but I pay tribute to
them for their resourcefulness and patience in dealing with the Government of the day. The
Minister for Agriculture has been most supportive of the apple industry in attempting to
achieve further funding to control the apple scab outbreak.
The pink lady and the sundowner are two new apple breeds which have been a boon to the
industry- In this regard the growers have received cooperation from the wholesalers, the
retalers and the Department of Agriculture, which has been a great plus to the fruit growing
industry. In 1990-91, 78 000 pink lady trees were in production, and by 199 1-92 the figure
had jumped to 110 000. In 1990-91, some 38 000 sundowner trees had been planted, and this
year the number is 42 000, an indication of the growers' acceptance of those varieties. The
new varieties have been successfully marketed in London and Taipei in cooperation with the
exporters, wholesalers and packagers within the industry. The marketing of stone fruit has
also been very successful. The Budget papers indicate an allocation of $120 000 to promote
the export of pink lady apples. to Europe and Asia. However, on investigating the matter, I
find that the $120 000 was spent last year. The Budget Economic and Financial Overview is
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a glossy document indicating a number of directions in which the Government intends to go
this year, however, the accuracy of the statements in this document is a matter of concern.
The pink lady apple is a significant variety of fruit which has a great storage life and an
attractive cosmetic appearance. It will be a mainstay fruit of the apple industry for many
years to come.
The fruit growing industry is not allowing the grass to grow under its feet. It has made active
moves to very successfully market its product in a number of countries. The apple scab
eradication strategy was of great concern to growers. However a program has been
implemented over a period and that has allowed the industry to succeed in the past year or so,
Growers removed whole orhairds in aider to maintain a disease free industry in Western
Australia. Although the program had support from the Minister for Agriculture, financial
assistance was rather limited. The resourcefulness and the persistence of the apple growers
has been responsible for maintaining an apple scab free status in Western Australia. If that
disease free status were to disappear the doors to this market would be open to New Zealand,
Victoria and New South Wales. The Western Australian apple industry would tumble to an
all time low if sound quarantine practices were not in place.
The member for Pilbara referred early in his speech to the goods and services tax. He spoke
more about the GST than the 1992-93 Budget. I do not know whether that was a breach of
Standing Orders; it is not for me to judge. He referred to Canada, which I thought was an
interesting diversion from New Zealand. My information about New Zealand is that the
OST is working well, to such an extent, that New Zealand growers are targeting the
Australian markets under the Closer Economic Relations agreement. I believe New Zealand
will be a real powerhouse in the export field, particularly in agricultural products. Recently,
with the inister for Agriculture and the Deputy Leader of the National Party, I attended the
Food Asia Fair in Singapore, at which New Zealand produce was very well presented at an
attractive price to the people of Singapore.
1 received an interesting article the other day written by the President of the New Zealand
Vegetable and Potato Growers Federation. He is very conscious that Australia can provide a
big opportunity for New Zealand marketeers. He is also very conscious that New Zealand
needs to put in place a sound quarantine system which has been flagged by the Australian
High Commission in New Zealand. To highlight some cost comparisons between Australia
and New Zealand I will quote fronm that article -

The Trans Tasman shipping accord attracted some attention as did port charges in
Australia. The Australians admitted that some work was needed at their end. For
example, cornparative port charges are:

Sydney ($NZ) $24,000
Melbourne $44,000
Auckland $9,000
Wellington $10,000

These are for a typical trans Tasman vessel including pilotage, tugs, benthline and
tonnage fees.

The New Zealanders have a great advantage under their tax package which provides for
exemptions on exports. The article came to me from the proprietor of an export company in
the Manjimup district. He is very concerned that New Zealand has at least a 25 per cent cost
of production advantage on Australia. In his letter he made it clear that approximately
30 000 tonnes of onions will be dumped on the Australian market from New Zealand or sold
overseas at very competitive prices. Undoubtedly, if Australia does not get its act together in
agriculture and provide a package which will allow its farmers to be competitive it will be in
very serious trouble in the next few years. As members know, I have been a great proponent
of reduced farm costs. This Government has failed to address that issue and continues to fail
to address it under the 1992-93 Budget. The Federal Government proposes a 15 per cent
tariff reduction by the year 2000 compared with the Opposition's proposal of zero or five per
cent tariff on the motor vehicle industry. The Opposition's package will provide at least a
reduction in costs, whether for fuel, payroll tax or sales tax. In other words it will provide a
reduction in input in compensation for the GST. The One Nation strategy does not propose
reductions in input costs. In fact, the recent proposal for increases to the fringe benefits tax
will cost many jobs in this country.
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I refer now to matters concerning my electorate, particularly education and schools. I have
read the non residential building program put out in a nice, glossy document sent to all the
electorate offices by the Mibnister for Services. I note that the building program has no entry
for Warren. Approximately $8 million is to be spent in Bunbury and a huge amount of
money is to be spent in Cockburn. In the farming electorate of Mitchell approximately
$4 million is to be spent on the Austratind and North Australind schools. The East Mandurah
Family Centre is to be built in Murray, and Northern Rivers has been allocated money for the
Meekatharra District High School. Money has been allocated for Peel and approximately
$4 million is to be spent in the Pilbara. I could go on and on. What have the people of
Warren done to deserve missing out; not one single item in the non residential building
program! Government members can laugh, but they may remember the proposed Warren
District Hospital to be built in 1987-88. An amount of $800 000 was spent on plans which
covered even the colour of the carpet. I have mentioned this matter here during consecutive
Budget debates since I have been in the House. Members opposite may think it is funny that
hospital care is a joke. The Bridgetown High School has bad the same application to
Government for the past 10 years. Serious deficiencies exist in almost every school in my
electorate. The other day I spent some time in Walpole - I am sure the Premier will
remember her visit there in 1988, judging by her memory of the other day when she talked
about the Notre Dame issue and joint venture. She will recall some Of the problems at
Walpole. The school is very small with about 120 students and for about 180 days of the
year it is very cold and wet in Walpole. The principal's office is shared by his secretary and
there is nowhere that parents can talk to the principal on private matters. On the occasions
that special guests, such as superintendents and school nurses, attend the school or
discussions between the principal and teachers are held the secretary is asked to leave the
room. It is not a laughing matter; it is very serious when the users of small country schools
are treated as second class citizens. Some schools in the city are state of the art constructions
and I can see no reason why the country schools should not be the same. The items
requested by the school out of the Capital Works Budget are not significant, but the only
funding it will receive out of the minor works program for the region is for the construction
of an additional toilet.
Mr Pearce: There is inequality between schools. The Armaclale Senior High School would
love the hall that the Manjimup Senior Hi-gh School has.
Mr OMODET: If the Leader of the House investigates the events leading up to the
construction of the hall at the Manjimup Senior High School he will find there was a
significant contribution from the local community.
Mr Pearce: I was Minister for Education at the time and I approved the construction of the
halt.
Mr OMODET: The Leader of the House is good at heaping praise on himself, but I was a
councillor at the Shire of Manjimup at the time and the shire made and is making a great
contribution to the community.
It is impontant that members are aware of the disadvantages confronting the Walpole school.
At the moment the lunch shed has been convented into a pseudo classroom which is used for
science, maths, music and so on. The eaves of the shed are not covered and the bush flies
can get in easily. The verandah is 1.8 metres wide and 40 mets long and when the children
seek shelter from the rain the teachers have to virtually step over them I have been in the
staffroom at the Walpole school and if there are more than two people standing side by side
it is difficult for another person to pass. The staffomr is used for duties other than teaching
time, morning and afternoon teas and as a sickbay, and the photocopier, the school records,
visual and audio aides and books are housed there.
The library is a demountable building and the hall, which was built years ago and is a shed
frame with a wooden floor, is very cold in winter. When I was there the other day it was
extremely cold and the children were at a disadvantage. It is proposed that a new
administration centre, a couple of new classrooms, a library, lunch room and additional
toilets be constructed at the school. At the moment approximately 15 teachers are at the
school and the males and females axe forced to use the same toilet. We certainly cannot draw
a comparison between country and city schools. The town is not going backwards; it is
expanding and there is a new subdivision at Nornalup and a special rura] subdivision nearby.
I understand 123 students attend the school and it is expected that the number will increase.
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In 1988 when the current Premier was the Minister for Education I am sure she would have
acknowledged all the deficiencies of chat school.
The Augusta school, which is at the other end of my electorate, is confronted with the same
sorts of problems as the Walpole school. It will receive funding to replace the bitumen in the
schoolyard, but it is in need of a new administration block and additional classrooms.
I refer to a problem at the Bridgetown school which is raised annually. The local community
is seeking senior status for the school. The home economics room is very old and some of
the fittings are at least 25 years old. It pains me to come to this place and repeat these issues
while at the same time huge dollops of money are being handed to ocher schools in this State.
The local parents and citizens' associations in my area have tried extremely hard to obtain
funding for their schools and many of them have sent delegations to the Minister for
Education; these meetings have been held both on site and in the Minister's office, but they
have been to no avail. I remind the Government that it must treat all schools on an equitable
basis otherwise it may pay the price. It may not be successful in the forthcoming election,
and I hope it is not, because the public will be watching closely to see how much the Stare
Government has provided for education in this year's Budget.
I refer now to the Federal Government allocation of $375 million to local authorities
throughout Australia to boost job opportunities. The allocation of $40 million to this State is
an insult to the intelligence of the people of Western Australia. I bring this Government to
account for its lack of action in respect of the allocation of these funds. Funds were allocated
to local authorities in Western Australia which have unemployment levels of more than
11.5 per cent.
The SPEAKER: Order! There are members in this House who do not appear to be interested
in the contribution that is being made. If chat is so, it may be appropriate for them to hold
their conversations in another place.
Mr OMODEL: I thought members opposite would be interested in this because some of them
have made noises about this allocation in respect of their electorates. It is incredible that the
cutoff point for the unemployment level was 11.5 per cent. What about the local authorities
which have unemployment levels of 11.3 or 11.4 per cent? The Federal Government made
this its criteria.
Mr D.L. Smith: It was an obscure and erroneous system.
Mr OMODEI: I ant glad the Minister for Local Government agrees with me, but I did not
hear him make noises about it. It would have been a good opportunity for the State
Government ro kick the Federal Government. If ever there was an issue on which the
Federal Government needed to be taught a lesson, it is this issue. I know a number of people
in Margaret River will never be employed, but some local authori ties have been given a huge
allocation while others have missed out. For example, the Stirling City Council was given a
huge allocation while the Wanneroo City Council missed out; I will return to this later. It
really is a case of pure politics because it was the local authorities in Federal and State
marginal seats which were allocated funds. It appears that the unemployed in the local
authorities which did not receive an allocation are being told that they are not worth anything
because they do not reside in a marginal seat.
Mr D.L. Smith: They missed a couple of local authorities.
Mr OMODEI: I agree, but what is the Scare Government doing about this inequitable
situation which has arisen from the allocation of the funds?
Mr D.L. Smith: I have written to the Federal Minister.
Mr OMODEI: I would like the Minister to continue malking a noise about this allocation. It
appears that members opposite have been quiet in their criticism of the Federal Government
over this issue while many people in Western Australia are being treated as second class
citizens by the Federal Government. If they are unemployed and do not live in a Federal
Labor electorate they go without. It is a scandal of mammoth proportions and it is an issue
which this Government has not addressed properly.
[Leave granted for speech to be continued.]
Debate thus adjourned-
[Continued on p 5069.]
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[Questions without notice taken.]
Sitting suspended from 6.03 to 730pmn

STATEMENT - BY THE MEMBER FOR APPLECROSS
Misrepresentation

MR LEWIS (Applecross) [7.30 pm]: Members may recall that in question rime a question
was asked by the member for Murray which I believe was patently dishonest.

Point of Order
Mr PEARCE: The member, who is seeking the leave of the House in claiming to have been
misrepresented, is alleging that another member has asked a dishonest question as to impute
improper motives. The member should be asked to withdraw that.
The SPEAKER: Under the circumstances let us pretend that that did not happen. The
member should seek the leave of the House to make a statement and the House will then
proceed.
Mr LEWIS: I indicated my intention to do this prior to the dinner suspension. I seek the
leave of the House to make a statement on the basis that I have been misrepresented.
Leave granted.

Personal Explanation Resumed
Mr LEWIS: Thank you. Mr Speaker. I also thank the Leader of the House. I thought that if
members had been misrepresented they had a right of reply. My claim of misrepresentation
is at the nub of what has occurred with regard to the dishonesty of this Government in its
implying that Opposition members have said certain things. The member for Murray in
question time implied that 1, the Liberal Party's spokesman on transport, was against the
railway's extension to Mandurah. The second implication from the member for Murray was
that the Opposition was against people on that railway travelling to Mandurah; in other
words, I had suggested that no-one wanted to go to Mandurah.
Mr Pearce: Who said that:?
Mr LEWIS: That is what the member for Murray said. That is the first misrepresentation.
Mr Pearce: Just tell us what the misrepresentation is.
Mr LEWIS: The second misrepresentation was that -
Mr Cunningham: Who did you say?
Several Government members interjected.
Mr LEWIS: How do members opposite know what I said?

Point of Order
Mr C.J. BARNETT': The member for Applecross is seeking to give his account of the
situation. He deserves the courtesy of doing so free of interruptions.
Mr Pearce: He is canvassing the issue. HeI should just explain what his claim of
misrepresentation is.
The SPEAKER: Order! 1 agree with the sentiments of the member for Cottesloe. However,
al! too frequently members rake the opportunity of raising a point of order and simply do not
have a point of order but only a point of view. Out of the last 20 points of order which have
been raised in this place one of them may have been a point of order, but this one is not.

Personal Explanation Resumed
Mr LEWIS: I am talking about the misrepresentacion, firstly, by the member for Murray,
who implied that the Liberal Party did not support the railway line to Mandurah.
Mr Taylor: Do you or don't you?
Mr Pearce: Just get to the point of what he actually said.
The SPEAKER: Order!
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Mr LEWIS: Secondly, the member for Murray said that I implied that no-one wanted to go
to Mandurab anyway.
Mr Pearce: Why did you say chat?
Mr LEWIS: Of course, gleefuly, the Minister for Transport got on her little wagon and tried
to expand the issue to give an impression that the Liberal Party was against the railway line
and any transport option to Mandurab. I will read to members of the Legislative Assembly
exactly what I said. I will also seek leave to table this Press statement. I quote -

Mr Taylor: Did you give a Press conference or did you just write it out?
Mr LEWIS: The Minister should just listen.
Several members interjected.
Dr Lawrence: This is pathetic.
Mr LEWIS: It is not pathetic. It is standing up the members opposite for the liars that they
are.

Withdrawal of Remark
The SPEAKER: Order! I know that the member for Applecross was in the House earlier
today when I said that the very next member who used that word would have action taken
against him or her. I request the member for Applecross to withdraw that word and point out
to him that under Standing Order No 73A I give him his first warning.
Mr LEWIS: I withdraw that, but I was not present.

Personal Explanation Resumed
Mr LEWIS: I am explaining a situation in which I was misrepresented but from the moment
I got to my feet the jackals opposite have harassed me. They should listen to what my
statement to the Press said.
The SPEAKER: Order! This should be a brief statement, with no time allocation.
Mr LEWIS: Thank you, Mr Speaker. I will read to the Legislative Assembly the exact
contents of my Press release.
Mr Cunningham interjected.
Ms LEWIS: No, it was not. Members opposite are the smarties and the people who are
going to wear it.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr LEWIS: It is a media release issued on Sunday, 20 September from Richard Lewis
MLA, Opposition spokesman for transport. Members opposite should note that it is headed
"Mandurah to Fremantle".
Mr Pearce: I got that-
Ms LEWIS: That is very important.
Mr Pearce: The line does not go from Fremantle to Mandurah?
Mr C.J. Barnett: If one of your members had claimed to be misrepresented you would
demand courtesy.
Mr Pearce: If he had just stood up and said why he had been misrepresented, instead of just
trying to attack the Minister, he would have been on firmer ground.
Mr LEWIS: Where is the Minister for Transport?
Mr Pearce: She is paired this evening. You knew that.
Mr LEWIS: The Minister throws the mud but she is not brave enough to be here.
The SPEAK-ER: Order! For whatever it is worth, there does not appear to be a time limit on
this presentation, but I have a view that if members in this place feel aggrieved they have a
right to say so and indicate their point of view, However, it should not be anything similar to
a second reading speech but should be relatively brief.
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Mr LEWIS: I agree with you, Mr Speaker. However, I suggest that che members of the
Government should be quiet and give me the opportunity to explain the misrepresentation.
We will all understand the dishonesty of the Government when I read this Press release. The
Premier and all of her members speak half truths and then give the impression that the
Opposition is saying something which it is not saying at all. This is what I said -

Mr Pearce: Let's hear it then.
Mr LEWIS: The Leader of the House does not like it. He is squirming. Members opposite
are all smarties, but they will wear this.
Mr Thomas: Why don't you seek leave to have it incorporated in Hansard'?
Mr LEWIS: [ williread it.
Mr Marlborough: I will read the letters to the editor next week.
The SPEAKER: Order! I do not know about other members, but I am hanging on hearing
this now.
Mr LEWIS: I am pleased about that, Mr Speaker, and I wish they were too. The Press
release is headed "Mandurah to Fremantle railway wrong priority" and states -

Opposition Spokesman for Transport Richard Lewis MILA said today the Mandurah
to Fremantle railway as promoted by the Lawrence Government was nonsense and
nothing more than a political stunt prior to the election.

Members opposite should listen closely.
Mr Taylor: Keep reading, this is good. The member for Mandurali is doing somersaults in
the background. This is terrible.
Mr LEWIS: The Deputy Premier does not like it. [ can go on for an hour if he likes. The
second paragraph states -

Certainly Mandurali in the future will have a rapid intercity rail transit but its obvious
destination wilt be Perth rather than Fremnantle.

That is the first misrepresentation by the member for Murray. He said we are against the
transit and against the railway; he is wrong. The third paragraph stated -

Even more insulting to people in the Mandurah region is that they will have to wait
nearly ten years -

I emphasise 'nearly ten years" -

for a $400 million plus railway to a destination that hardly anyone wants to go to.
The second untruth is that it was said that I suggested that no-one wanted to go to Mandurah.
The fact is that no-one living in Mandurah wants to travel on a train to Fremantle and go to
Perth two hours later. They want to travel direct from Mandurab to Perth. The fourth
paragraph states -

The Liberals' priorities and transport policy differences with the Labor Government
are easily seen." Lewis said.

The fifth paragraph states -

Mr Marlborough: This is slower than all of those light rail journeys.
Mr LEWIS: That is what this Government is promoting, a tramn from Mandurah to
Fremantle. It would be the longest tram journey in the world. The fifth paragraph states -

"Mandurab people need a direct road link to Perth with an efficient express bus
service today, not some airy-fairy maybe railway in ten years' time.

Mr Bloffwitch: I amn sure the member for Mandurah is in favour of that.
Mr MacKinnon: You won't even let the South West Coach Lines stop in Mandurah.
Mr LEWIS: The sixth paragraph states -

On coming to Government our- immediate priority would be to give direct and
efficient transport links to Perth by extending the Kwinana freeway southward to
Maridurah.
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The seventh paragraph states -

The freeway extension south of Forst Road, expected to cost $80 million would link
up with Mandurali road and be completed within the first term of office," Lewis
added.
He also said that the concept of a future direct rail link to Mandurab via the Freeway
to Perth was more credible than the Government's flawed Fremantle option,

Mr Pearce: How are you going to get the railway over the Narrows bridge? We discussed
that when I was Transport Minister and getting across the Narrows is impossible.
Dr Lawrence: When you get over the Narrows, where does it go?
Mr LEWIS: I have thought about that. The eighth paragraph states -

To this end, the Liberals would more properly and more credibly over time do the
necessary research and planning to identify and set aside ril and road transport
reservations to accommodate the needs of the future populations of the South-West
Metropolitan and Mandurat Regions.

That is an absolute contradiction of what members opposite tried to peddle in this
Parliament. The final paragraph of the letter states -

Such work to be credible would be professionally effected, especially with feasibility
and technology selection. It would take some years to complete, and be in stark
contrast to the three or four months work which cobble together the current railway
nonsense being peddled by the Government, with a promise to build a Mandurab to
Fremantle railway in ten years' time.

Mr MacKinnon: Just ask the Deputy Premier whether he had a Press conference to tell us
about Notre Dame.
Mr Taylor: I did, as a matter of fact.
The SPEAKER: Order! I was under the distinct impression that this matter was coming to
an end.
Mr LEWIS: I repeat that final paragraph -

Such work to be credible would be professionally effected, especially with feasibility
and technology selection. It would take some years to complete, and be in stark
contrast to the three or four months work which cobble together the current railway
nonsense being peddled by the Government, with a promise to build a Mandurab to
Frermantle railway in ten years' time.

That is the substance of my statement. I ask leave of the House to lay this paper on the Table
for the remainder of this day's sitting on the basis that it is what I said and is in absolute
contrast and contradiction with what the Government tried to tell the public and the
Opposition in this place.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the document lie on the Table of the House for the balance of
the day's sitting. I that position it does not attract to itself the privilege that would apply to
a document tabled ministerially.
Mr LEWIS: I thank the House for its indulgence.
[Paper tabled for the information of mnembers.J

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND) BILL
Second Reading - Budget Debate

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.
MR OMODET (Warren) [7.52 pm]: Prior to the dinner suspension I was speaking about
the Commonwealth's allocation of $40 million to local government on the criterion that local
government areas must have an unemployment rate of 11.5 per cent or more to receive a
grant. In selling the proposal to the States the Government allocated $375 million, directing
that $40 million be allocated to local authorities where unemployment was running at
11.5 per cent or more. That was a huge blunder. I am disappointed and disgusted that the
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State Government has not questioned the Federal Government's criteria- for allocating., the
money in that way. I am greatly concerned that all the people employed in shires where the
unemployment rate is less than 11.5 per cent have been ignored and the shires disadvantaged.
I have received a letter from the Manjimup Shire Clerk which has been circulated to a
number of Ministers, including the Premier and the Minister for Local Government, which
states -

Our council was dismayed with the system of allocating gzints to local authorities on
the basis of unemployment recently announced by your Government. We do
acknowledge that there is need to work very hard to stem the unemployment tide
however, this council has been working on this philosophy for many years and has
spent considerable funds and gone out of its way to encourage businesses,
government departments and industry into its District to provide jobs for its local
population.
We have all worked extremely hard over a number of years to keep unemployment
low and at present the unemployment figure for the Manjimup Shire is 7%. We feel
particularly aggrieved by the fact that this effort is not acknowledge in any way and
on top of that local authorities that have received funding have no obligation to
employ unemployed people.
We are unable to come to terms with this decision as it appears it would have been far
better for us just to sit back and reap the benefits, where is the incentive for local
authorities such as ourselves to go out and encourage industry or employment.
May I say we are extremely disappointed with this decision and surely there should
be some conditions placed upon the allocation of such grants other than funds must
expended capital works (ie the employment of unemployed).
I am sure all local authorities could do with an injection of funds with virtually no ties
attached. I know it would go a long way in this District to encourage such
employment producting industries as tourism.

Those sentiments are shared by some members on the other side of the House. The way that
$40 million was allocated was irresponsible in the extreme. I repeat that the Government of
Western Australia has taken few or no steps to counter the allocation of those funds to the
great disadvantage of a number of unemployed people across the State. I do not begrudge
the shires who have received those funds. However, the $40 million could have been
allocated to the State to be distributed on a pro rat basis related to the number of
unemployed people in each local government area. To select a few councils, some of which
were in marginal Labor held seats, to be allocated this money is a slap in the face to
unemployed people.
An article by Malcolm Quekett, Danielle Bench and Julie Butler appeared in The West
Australian of 20 August under the heading "Money won't go directly to jobs" and states -

Stirling City Council city manager George Bray said the council's $7.1 million
allocation could be spent redeveloping Trigg Surf Club and the Maylands; brickworks,
building community centres and drains or developing civic gardens.

The article continues later -

Wanneroo Town Clerk Ron Coffey said last night he was left speechless by the
Federal Government's failure to include the town in its capital works grants.
"When you go through the figures we've been given, I can't believe how it
happened," he said.
Mr Coffey said Wanneroo had about three times the number of unemployed people as
Melville and Canning, but these councils had been allocated $1.786 million and
$1.625 million respectively.
"The only thing I can suggest is that an error has been made," he said.

No-one has moved to address that error.
Mrs Watkins: A whole range of people from both sides of the fence have written to the
Federal local government Minister over this issue. The member is dead right when he says
we should have received money in Wanneroo.
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Mr OMODEL: The member for Wanneroo, the Minister for Local Government and I have
written to the Federal Government, but the Premier of this State has done absolutely nothing.
An allocation of funds was to be spent on a variety of projects and the Premier made no
strong statement to the Federal Government about how that was done. That issue has been
undersold by the media in this State. It has been a scandal of the highest order. To suggest
that the unemployed people in one council area - bearing in mind that the populations of
council areas vary - should not receive a grant because the unemployment rate in t area is
not 11.5 per cent defies logic. Forty million dollars is a good deal of money. I can well
recall the funds that were spent on the Commonwealth employment program, the RED
scheme, and all those other job creation schemes. It would have been far better to give
industry or business some incentive to make money, because the one thing thiac employs
people in this country is profit and until our small businesses and industries return to a
profitable situation we will continue to have training programs which give us the best trained
unemployed people in the country. As a former local government representative and as a
member of Parliament who has some local councils which are receiving money and some
which are not, I am thoroughly disgusted. It is an absolute scandal that this should occur and
be left unchallenged by the Premier.
I turn now to the allocation of funds for home and community care and for care of the aged.
I refer to some small country towns, particularly those in my electorate, which arc being
disadvantaged. I am a great supporter of the Silver Chain Nursing Association and some of
the extended care and respite care services that are carried on throughout Western Australia.
However, in the towns of Pemberton, Northcliffe, Walpole and Augusta there is a good deal
of room for improvement. There is no extended care or home and community care service in
the Pemuberton and Northcliffe areas. Northcliffe is still being serviced by the Red Cross and
the Country Women's Association, who do a wonderful job, but in Pemberton two Silver
Chain sisters are working 30 hours a week over and above the hours for which they are being
paid and a number of people arm being disadvantaged. We need the services of transport, day
care and home maintenance, and of course mobile meals need to be provided. They are
provided in Pemberton but are limited in smaller towns, which also need podiatry and
physiotherapy services. The elderly people in Pemberton receive physiotherapy services for
only two hours a week and that is not enough. Last week, when discussing the University of
Notre Dame Australia, we heard talk of this State Government spending $24 million on a
university. Surely our elderly and infirm should have priority.
I have contacted officers in the home and community care program of the Health Department
in Perth and have received an excellent response from them, and people in the geriatric
assessment team and the Health Department bead office have also been very receptive.
However, it is still very difficult to find any specifics in the Budget relating to capital works
for education and health in my electorate, and it is difficult to get figures in relation to the
amount of money that has been allocated for home and community care. I reiterate that in
some towns - for example, in Bridgetown and Manjimup - the home and community care
service and services for elderly people are excellent, but in smaller towns that is not the case.
It seems that the further a town is from a regional centre, the more disadvantaged it is in
terms of care for (he elderly and needy. I hope the Government and people in the Health
Department will note my comments and make every effort to reassess those disadvantaged
areas I have mentioned, particularly the small country towns, and to reassess the allocation of
funds. In fact, those towns probably require more than the normal allocation because of their
distance from a major centre and their lack of facilities. A great deal of Commonwealth
money is being spent in the Manjimup area this year on a nursing home, and that will be
welcomed by the people in that area; but the criteria for spending money in the past are being
repeated, because, as the Minister for Health mentioned earlier when speaking to the report
of the Select Committee on Country Hospitals and Nursing Posts, it is centralising a nursing
home in a regional centre rather than the money being spent on the small country towns. If
we want to see towns die in Western Australia we should proceed along the lines of
regionalisation. I for one will be a very strong proponent for retaining our country towns and
their services, whether it be a police service, the maintenance of school teachers in the local
school, or the provision of funds for home and community care and/or extended care and
Silver Chain services.
I want to put in a good word for the Silver Chain Nursing Association, which for many years
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has worked well and truly beyond the call of duty. Its staff rarely complain and they provide
a service to our elderly which is probably second to none in the world. However, we should
not kill these people by overloading them with work. In this day and age there are adequate
funds to be spent in these areas. We squander millions of dollars in this State, and have done
so particularly in the past 10 years, and to allow home and community care and Silver Chain
services to be underfunded is absolutely disgraceful. I will quote from a letter from then
Premier Peter Dowding to a constituent in Perth dated 19 December 1988. I understand it
was a circular letter sent prior to the 1989 State election, and it states in part -

The record shows that we have come a long way since 1983.
We have cW youth unemployment by half. . .

Perth is being made safer through our crime prevention plan. And my Government
has frozen water and electricity charges for families.

This is the Labor Government under which we saw 20 000 people rally for justice. The letter
goes on to say -

We have guaranteed every young Western Australian school leaver a place in
employment, education or training.
We have taken practical steps to combat the "Greenhouse Effect".
Over the next 4 years every Western Australian will share the benefits of our
economic success. . ..

I ask members to reflect on the past five or six years. We wonder why politicians, members
of Parliament and Governments are not trusted in the community! Mr Dowding's letter
continues -

I am committed to open, accessible Government and a full investigation of Rothwells.
There will be no increases in taxes and charges to pay for Rothwells' losses.

That comes from a Premier who I believe deceived this State, and I think the deception is
still being perpetuated today.
I turn from those issues to one which I think is a good news story; namely, the Motocross des
Nations event that took place in Manjimup on 4 and 5 September. it was an international
event which drew a large group to Manjimup and it was very well run. This article appeared
in the local paper, the Warren-Blackcwood Times, on 9 September 1992 -

Federation Internationale Motorcycliste Motocross Committee chairnan Tage
Magnusson had nothing but praise for the organisation of the Motocross des Nations.
He said his only disappointment was that more nations had not competed.
New Zealand, South Africa and the USA had been the only non-European countries
other than Ausraia...
The European teams were Czechoslovakia, Switzerland, Sweden, Germany, France,
Holland, Denmark, Belgium, Latvia, Austria, Ireland and Great Britain.

I take my hat off to the Manjimup Motor Cycle Club for its efforts and the facilities it
provided at Cosy Creek, which was an absolute picture. Those members who watched ABC
television on Saturday evening would have seen a report of the event, which certainly was
very well run. However, I have one brickbat. I asked questions in the Parliament many
months ago - bearing in mind we are discussing an international event, which is rare
especially for country areas - regarding whether the Government would provide funding for
the improvement of facilities at Cosy Creek. I suggested the allocation of $300 000 for a
new clubroom. This would have been an ideal opportunity for the Premier of this State, who
took the opportunity in the beautiful afternoon sunshine to present trophies, to present a
cheque for the upgrading of these facilities. Following this event, we are likely to be
allocated the 1993 World Motorcross Championships at Cosy Creek- This is an international
event, and was an opportunity for the Premier to pick up brownie points - she failed.
The only money received for the event was $6 000 from the South West Development
Authority for toilets, and an allocation for EventsCorp for promotion. The event was made
possible by the Western Australian Motor Riding Association and the local motorcycle club.
It is to their great credit that the event was such a success. These organisations are proud that
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they do not rely on Government handouts; however, we have an international event and
facilities which are recognised by people all over the world. What did the Government
provide? It provided $6 000 for toilets! The State Government should have tried much
harder. The provision of funds would have helped not only the Manjimup community, but
also the State of Western Australia. The clubrooms are adequate but are not of an
international standard if we are to continue to attract thousands of people.
The event was attended by 26 000 people who brought a great deal to the State's economy.
This was to the benefit of the State economy because most riders acquired provisions before
they left the city. Perth did well out of the event, as did all country towns within a hundred
kilometre radius of Manjimup. I congratulate the Manjimup Motorcycle Club, and serve a
brickbat to the Government.
In conclusion, I hope our deliberations on the Estimates will produce more information
because the Budget papers are not clear. I take pride in ensuring that I keep abreast of the
Budget, especially regarding agriculture and matters such as health and education as they
affect my electorate. I reiterate my disappointment that no capital works expenditure was
allocated to the Warren District Hospital in this year's Budget.
MR GRAYDEN (South Perth) [8.13 pmn]: My contribution to the Appropriation
(Consolidated Revenue Fund) Bill relates to the need for greater surveillance by the Health
Department over intraocular lens operations, which are becoming increasingly common in
Western Australia. Currently, a great deal of emphasis is being placed on cataract operations
in this State. A cataract is an opalising of the lens of the eye; in other words, the lens
becomes cloudy to varying degrees. This can be caused by a vitamin deficiency, solar ultra
violet radiation, ageing, and many other factors, some of which have yet to be determined.
However, the operation is a simple procedure. It involves a cut in the eye, the lens is taken
out and replaced with an artificial intraocular lens. I read in this morning's newspaper that
approximately 80 000 cataract operations axe conducted in Australia each year. In Western
Australia in 1989 - the last year for which figures are available - 4 943 such operations were
carried out. Recently, this operation has attracted much publicity with Professor Fred
Hollows performing the operation in various places, such as North African countries. He has
done a fantastic job. The people on whom he operates are often blind, and his work should
be supported to the hilt. Strangely though, in Western Australia and Australia generally the
situation is slightly different and much more serious.
In Australia we have modem hospitals, in which various bacterium are endemic. Bacterium
become virulent with the sterilisation, antiseptics and various kinds of antibiotics found in
our hospitals. This is infinitely more so than those encountered when the operation is
conducted in a bush hut or a tent in North Africa or the Australian centre. These strains of
bacterium are commonplace and endemic in- all our hospitals, and they can result in this
relatively straightforward operation causing blindness within eight to 20 hours. The human
eye is a sterilised environment, If one wanted to cultivate bacteria, one would do so in an
egg, which is also a sterile environment. Also, the human eye contains no immune system.
Thierefore, when a germ is introduced into the eye it can multiply at an extraordinary rate.
One bacterium can multiply 300 million, million times in 24 hours!
Everybody carries the genii streptococcus in his or her throat. This is the germ which gives
one a sore throat - it is very common, and some people become immune to it after some time.
However, if such a germ were introduced into the eye during a cataract operation, the person
concerned could lose his or her sight within eight to 20 hours. The loss is irrevocable
because the nerve cells on the retina on the back of the eye ame similar to those in the spinal
cord and the brain; it is not possible to reproduce these cells and the loss of vision in those
circumstances is permanent. These patients may lose not only the sight in that eye but also,
if the situation is not dealt with quickly, a sympathetic reaction can Occur, and the germ can
travel along the optic nerve to the brain or to the other eye, causing total blindness. All that
within eight to 20 hours of a simple eye operation! People now flock to opthalmologists for
the operation, which is described as commonplace. The extraordinary thing is that the person
who has had the operation and whose eye has become infected experiences no pain, only
some discomfort. An opthalmologist cannot tell whether the eye is infected; he attributes
anything untoward to the operation. The patient can become blind before anyone knows of
the existence of an infection. This eye operation amounts to Russian roulette with one's
eyesight.
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I have had this experience and relate it simply as a warning to others and to ensure that the
Health Department institutes some surveillance over this type of operation. Throughout my
life my eyesight has been excellent, but as with most people one eye was slightly stronger
than the other. I did not know that one eye was stronger than the other, I found out purely by
accident by putting one hand over the other eye. I subsequently visited an optometrist
thinking that I would upgrade my glasses. He immediately talked about a cataract, the
opalising of a lens in the eye and how simple it was to have it replaced by an eye specialist.
He said that a slight cut is made in the eye to replace the lens. He showed me diagrams and
models and strongly recommended the operation. Before I had left him he had made an
appointment for me to see an opthalniologist. When I attended the opthalmologist he
explained the operation involved simply a cut in the eye where the lens is replaced providing
one with excellent eyesight for the rest of one's life. He said that the operation would take
about 15 minutes and that one usually went into hospital at 7.00 am and came out at
11.00 am.
As I was in very good health I thought I should have the operation before I became too old,
when my immune system would not work as well. I asked whether the operation would be
100 per cent successful. I was told that the success rate was about 95 per cent because the
eye can become infected. He said that in such a way that I assumed he was referring to a
simple eye infection which could be cured with eye drops.
Mr Clarko: It would be quite reasonable to adopt that attitude.
Mr GRAYDEN: He simply said that one can get an infection, and turned away. He said that
if one did not have the operation the nerves behind the eye would degenerate. I said that in
that case I had no alternative. I have since obtained infonmation which questions that
response. I entered the hospital at 7.00 am and submitted myself to a general anaesthetic. I
came out of the operating theatre two hours later. The surgeon said that the operation had
taken longer than usual because he had nearly finished when I had made a violent movement
and the contents of my eye had fallen out. It was replaced and I returned to the ward. The
opthalmologist made an appointment for me to see hiim the following day. I was then
released from the hospital and went home. That is an indication of how simple the operation
was supposed to be.
I saw him the next day and the following day I felt some discomfort. I knew something was
wrong. Not wishing to bother the opthalmologist who had indicated that I should not see
him again until the following Monday I rang one or two other people who I knew had had the
operation. They said that they did not experience any discomfort. On the Thursday it was so
bad that I rang the opthalmologist first thing and made an appointment to see him that
morning. He told me to double the eye drops. At four o'clock that afternoon [ knew
something was seriously wrong and I again visited the opthalmologist. He brought in a
colleague to examine my eye and said I must be in the hospital within one hour for another
operation. I was rushed in to St John of God Hospital where I had nine needles in and behind
the eye within an hour. Had that not happened, in all probability, the germ would have gone
to the other eye and I would have been totally blind.
An unfortunate mishap occurred during my relatively simple operation, which could happen
to anyone. However, once an incision is made in an eye streptococci - the germ which gives
one sore throats - can enter the incision. As the eye is in a sterile environment the germ can
sweep across to the other eye causing one to become completely blind within eight to 20
hours. I had returned on that Thursday morning to see the specialist and he had told me to
double the eye drops. An hour later I rook off the patch and a milky substance seemed to
come across the eye. At that stage I lost sight in that eye permanently. When I went back
later in the afternoon, he said he was very pleased I went back. I was very fortunate because
he referred me to the Lions Eye Institute of WA. It was able to prevent the germ going into
the other eye.
Since then, while visiting London I took the opportunity to see a Harley Street specialist to
confirm that nothing could be done for my blind eye. He told me that he was handling a
number of similar cases which involved people from Ireland who had permanently lost their
sight as a consequence of that operation. They wanted to take legal action against the Irish
opthalmologists who had conducted the operation and infected their eyes and caused them to
lose their sight. However, they preferred not to do it in England because of the likelihood of
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Irish opthalmologists knowing those who performed the operation. The Harley Street
specialist told me that he would be most reluctant to have the operation because, even if it
were successful, the new lens could slip or be faulty. It was reported that in the United States
300 000 faulty lenses have been inserted, all of which had to be removed and replaced in
subsequent operations. Ten thousand faulty lenses were supposed to have come to Western
Australia.
During a visit to Paris I visited an eye hospital and the specialist there said that infections
occurred frequently but a very close watch was kept on them and they were treated with
antibiotics immediately. It appears they are quite unable to do that satisfactorily in Australia.
Last year I asked a number of questions on this maiter and it was patently obvious that the
Western Australian Health Department did not have the vaguest idea about the patients
involved in this operation. I asked whether any statistics were available in respect of the
number of lens implant surgical operations carried our annually in Western Australia. The
answer I was given was that in 1989 there had been 4 943 such operations. The next part of
my question was whether any statistics were available on the number of streptococcus
bacteria infections as a result of such operations. The answer I was given was that the
information was not available. I then asked whether any statistics were available in respect
of the number of patients who suffered total and permanent loss of sight in the eye infected
as a consequence of such operations. Again the answer was that no statistics were available.
I have asked many questions in this place. The Health Department has a morbidity program
and it is supposed to obtain derails of this kind. However, it does not have the vaguest idea
of how many people in Western Australia have been blinded or have had their eyes seriously
affected as a consequence of this operation.
I am raising this matter tonight because the Health Department can and should do a number
of things in respect of this operation, which is commonplace. A huge number of people I
meet have had this operation with varying degrees of success and many people to whom I
have spoken are contemplating having. this operation. I have met people who have lost their
sight as a consequence of this operation, yet it is portrayed as a simple operation which will
restore one's sight and will take approximately 15 minutes.
The Health Department should publish the risks associated with this operation. Even though
it is a relatively simple operation there is a huge risk of infection from streptococcus which is
endemic in every hospital. It can be spread by a person who has a sore throat or by nurses
who have the infection. I recall a situation in Geraldron where the doctors refused to work in
a ward because of the bacterial infection which was affecting the patients. When I left the
hospital from having this operation patients were being admitted to have exactly the same
operation. It is a simple operation which is carried out every day. People can lose their
vision in the space of eight to 20 hours as a result of the operation, but the Health
Department has no statistics of this kind.
The risks associated with this operation do not pertain to the same extent in some countries
overseas such as in nonth Africa for the simple reason that streptococci can be treated with
antibiotics. In our hospitals which are not sterilised properly the germ remains and can
become very virulent, and in the circumstances to which I am referring the eye can become
infected. In other words, the hospital is a dangerous place in which to have this operation.
The streptococci can affect the eye through an incision and there is nothing anyone can do
because the eye does not have an immune system.
In addition, specialists throughout the world should undertake this operation as a last resort.
Professor Hollows is doing a fantastic job and he has launched a campaign called "Seeing is
believing" and is asking for donations of $5 to tackle the curse of blindness. He intends
having irnerocular lenses made to treat overseas patients, especially those people who suffer
from cataracts in north Africa and in other places. Ir is a wonderful program and people
should support it because it will restore sight to many people. As a result of these people
being in the sun and for other reasons their lenses have opalised to the extent that they cannot
see. If the lens from one of their eyes is removed and is replaced their vision can be restored
or improved. It is quite safe for these people to have this operation because antibiotics are
used and the germs are not resistant to them. The operations are generally done in a tent or
shed, but in our hospitals with the virulent strain of germs which are endemic because of
hospital sterilisation it becomes a problem. It is the Australian people who have to worry
about this operation, not those in north African countries. If Australians could have the

5075



operation undertaken in a rent or shed the same situation as applies overseas would apply and
obviously it is preferable. Thai is what I would do, but I will never have this operation done
again unless I cannot see to walk through a doorway because the risks associated with it are
far too geat. Once the infection takes hold a person can become blind. The germ destroys
the nerves of the retina before the opthalnrologisr can tell that the eye is infected. An
oprhalmologisr should not undertake this operation unless it is the last resort.
We find today that optometrists are vying with each ocher to find patients who have the
slightest defect in their lens in order that they can send that person to an opthalmologist. It is
almost as though they are touring for that type of business. It is obvious they are not aware
of the risks associated with this type of operation. This operation should only be done on
people who are in good health and who am unable to wear glasses or contact lenses.
Other problems can arise fromn this operation including the lens slipping later in one's life
and this would require another operation. We also have the problem of faulty lenses and
300 000 faulty lenses have been discovered in the United States. I said earlier that 10 000
faulty lenses camne to Australia. Opthalmologiszs should, without doubt, be required to warn
patients of the dangers inherent in this operation. It is an absolutely elementary precaution
that people should be made aware of the risk of eye infection. It is not an infection that can
be cured by eye drops and they should know of the danger of infection by streptococci which
are endemic in hospitals and which are present in almost every person's throat. If that one
germ gets into a person's eye, blindness can follow. The Health Department should without
question carry out some checks on the hospitals which perform this operation. As I said
earlier, when I came out of hospital after a few hours other people were going in and more
have been going in ever since, and I do not know how many of them have been infected. I
would not mind placing an advertisement in The West Austiralian to establish how many
people have been infected in this way. One hears people saying that so-and-so had this
operation and has lost the sight of his eye. The Health Department should check the
hospitals to ascertain what is going on, and should determine how many people have had
their eyesight affected by it. We should without question think of alternative treatment.
The AC71NG SPEAKER (Mr Marlborough): The background noise is far too high. If the
gathering of members to my left wishes to continue its debate at the present level1 I suggest it
does so outside the Chamber. The Hansard reporter is having difficulty hearing the
comments of the member for South Perth.
Mr GRAYDEN: I am sure that everybody has heard of Lady Cilento. She is a doctor in
Queensland who specialises in tropical medicines but is extremely well known and has
written a number of books. In one chapter under the heading "The cataracts that cloud your
vision" she wrote -

Clear vision is a boon we all take for pranted, until something interferes with it.
She also wrote -

Cataracts am one very frequent condition that interferes with clear vision. They are
common in old age but they can occur at any age. There is evidence that they can be
prevented or their progress halted by good nutrition in early and middle life.
A cataract is any opacity in the lens of the eye, and has many causes.

In a further chapter in the same book under the heading "Vitamins help sight as you get
older' Lady Cilento wrote about the effect a cataract has on sight - this is terribly important
because we are talking about alternatives to surgery -

Experimental cataracts have, indeed, been produced in practically every species of
animal, from fish and geese to horses, by diets deficient in ribofiavine; the opacities
disappearing when the vitamin was abundantly re-supplied. The experiments have
not been confirmed in humans, but the indications are there, and there is no doubt that
the onset of cataracts can be hastened, and early opacities deepened more rapidly,
when the diet is inadequate - especially in this vitamin.

Another excerpt of interest is to the following effect -

Cataract doctors in the US have reported cases in whomn cataracts have disappeared
when helped to relax and given completely adequate diets containing all the anti-
stress vitamins, C, B32, B6 and pentodrenic acid in large doses plus fortified "pep-up"
milk.
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The late Adelle Davis writes: My files contain dozens of unsolicited letters from
persons who have recovered from cataracts after their diets were made adequate,
often while they were preparing for surgery.

It is extremely interesting to note that there are alternatives in some cases to surgery.
Another quotation along similar lines states -

With all the many and varied causes of cataract, there is one fact that stands out
clearly. The lenses of the eyes are sensitive indicators of the health and nutrition of
the whole body. If the onset of their deterioration in cataracts is to be minimised or
postponed, then the health of the body, and particularly adequate nutrition as regards
proteins and vitamins and minerals must be maintained at a high level - not only in
old age, but in youth and the middle years when the health of the later years is
actually decided.

Lady Cilento has written many books, and article after article, and much of what she has
written deals with cataracts, and how they can be prevented and, in some cases, cured. That
is simply as an alternative to surgery.
I repeat that some of the top international surgeons have said that this is a last resort
operation, and yet we are talking of its being a commonplace operation and as simple as
having a blemish removed from the skin. In Australia 80 000 such operacions were
performed last year. I do not know how many of those people contracted streptococcus
infection of the eyes during those operations, but certainly most people have that bacterium
in their throat when they go into the hospital. Sometimes nothing can be done once the germ
enters the eye. If people have a particularly virulent variety of the bacteria which entered the
eye, they would lose their sight in one eye at least. Of course, the Health Department should
put greater emphasis on preventive measures. For instance, dark glasses screen ultraviolet
light, and people should be told to wear them in bright sunlight in summer as a preventive
measure.
In addition, of course, the Health Department should carry out a statistical check and should
know what happens in the 5 000 or so cataract operations performed in Western Australia
each year. If they do not carry out such a check, the current situation will continue. In
Western Australia we do not have the vaguest idea of how many people have lost their sight
as a consequence of these operations. We do not know how many people have impaired
sight as a consequence of this operation. We do not know how many of those operations
were unnecessary or how many cases could have been cured simply by diet. The point I
emphasise is that any person who allows a doctor to make an incision in his eye must realise
that it is the equivalent of playing Russian roulette with his sight. The doctor cannot prevent
the streptococcus germ ftrm entering the eye; he cannot see the germ. The hospital does not
know whether sterilisation in the operating theatre has been adequate. A gust of wind
carrying air from an air-conditioner could transport the germn to the eye, which has a sterile
environment. As a consequence the body has no immune defence against that infection. The
bacteria move in, cloud the eye and destroy the nerves on the retina of the eye. Once they
are destroyed they cannot be replaced, any more than the spinal cord or the brain itself can be
replaced. That is why I raise this matter. I am sick and tired of so frequently reading about
this operation being performned, and the impression given that it is a relatively simple
operation with which no dangers axe associated. However, people who have that operation
run the very serious risk indeed of losing their sight. For that reason it should be an
operation of last resort, and for that reason the Health Deparnment should interest itself in
what is happening in the hospitals of Western Australia. It should carry out infinitely greater
surveillance of the performance of this operation.
MR PJ. SMITH (Bunbury) [8.50 pm]: Firstly, I congratulate Hon Carmen Lawrence on
the Budget, which is unashamedly aimed at new job creation and at assisting economic
recovery.
Mr Bloffwitch: It is unashamedly aimed at pork barrelling Bunbury.
Mr P.1. SMITH: it is strange that that comment is made every time a Budget proposes that
money be spent in regional areas. Certainly, a lot of money goes to Bunbury, and I am
unashamed about that. I am very thankful for that. The Government stated in Bunbury 2000
in 1982 that it would target regional areas and that Bunbury would be the trial horse, and I
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have no problems about the fact that money will come to Bunbwry. I always like it when the
Opposition attacks us, as it does often, and when the National Party attacks us and states that
we should scatter money throughout country areas. I like the Government's emphasis in the
Budget because it brings home to the people of Bunbury, Mitchell and the south west that the
Governiment is concerned about them, and is await of the large population and the need to
build up facilities in that area before it goes into other regional centres.
Mr Fred Tubby: And to prop up two marginal seats.
Mr P.J. SMIT: Perhaps the member would like to look at an area such as Albany, which
has had a fair crack of the whip this time. Is that another marginal seat that we are propping
up? It is certainly not a seat that is held by the Labor Party.
The Budget provides support for small business. There are no new taxes and there are no
increases in existing taxes. There is a reduction in payroll tax.
Mr Bloffwitch: What about the abolition of payroll tax? Wouldn't that be better than a
reduction, which does not have an effect on what I pay?
Mr P.J. SMITH: That is quite a good idea.
Mr Bloffwitch: Does that mean that you support Fightback?
Mr P.J. SMITH: No. I do not suppont the Fightback package, and do not put words in my
mouth. I think everyone would support a reduction in payroll tax and the abolition of payroll
tax, if we could find the $527 million that it brings into the State.
Mr Bloffwitch: It is $580 million.
Mr P.1. SMfITH: This year?
Mr Bloffwitch: That is what has been forecast.
Mr P.1. SMITH: It is $527 million according to my figures, and I remember that was the
figure that the member mentioned in his speech. Every Government, including the Liberal
Government which introduced payroll tax in the first place, would like to abolish payroll tax,
but we need to get another $527 million from somewhere, and successive Federal
Governments of both colours have said that they will not give us the money from that tax.
Mr Bloffwitch: Do you agree that the abolition of payroll tax would do nothing but good for
the business community?
Mr P.J. SMiTH: The member is saying, in effect, let us take it off big business and not off
small business, because it is not a tax on small and medium businesses.
Mr Bloffwitch: A business with only eight employees has to pay payroll tax, and I do not
think that is a big business.
Mr P.J. SMITH: That is a fairly big business to me, and it certainly affects a few of the
businesses in Bunbury. I am interested to know where a Federal Liberal Government, or a
State Liberal Government, if members opposite ever get into Government, would find
another $527 million or $580 million. Will members opposite get that from wage earners,
the poor or the disadvantaged, or by cutting back services to the unemployed or other
disadvantaged people?
Mr Bloffwitch: No. We will tax the tourists who come into this country.
Mr P.J. SMITH: Yes, and the Opposition will also give people a benefit when they go out of
the country because they will be able to take out their money and not be taxed on it. I am
surprised that the State Liberal Party is pushing the Fightback package because it has many
flaws in it and many nasty things for which people will not be compensated.
The Budget supports development and downstream processing. The WA Advantage package
that was released earlier this year is operating in the Bunbury area and supports the many
large businesses in that area which wish to expand and the new businesses which want to
come into the area. The Budget keeps to below the rate of inflation those increases in taxes
and charges which impact upon the family in order to reduce pressure on families. The
Social Advantage package, which was also released earlier this year, details a range of
initiatives to support families, children and communities through early intervention and
prevention services for those most in need.
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A number of major projects in the Bunbury area are about to be upgraded. The Worsley
alumina project is seeking to upgrade its operations, and that will provide a major boost to
jobs in the area. Westralian Sands at Capel, to the south of Bunbury, is about to extend its
beneficiation plant because of the demand for refuted mineral sands. Mineral sands projects
are on hold at the moment at Jangardup and Beenup, and ISK Australia Pty Ltd is ready to
commence operations near Dardanup. Those projects may not be employing additional
people, but at least they are holding people in their jobs so that they do not add to the
unemployment problem.
I do not like to be overenthusiastic about the proposed Compact Steel mill, even though most
of my constituents are. Over the years many projects have been proposed. Most people in
the south west would remember Aiwest, an alumina refinery project which came onto the
horizon just before every election and disappeared again after every election. That happened
for about 10 years, and that project was eventually solidified as the Worsley alumina project.
The Compact Steel mill has enthusiastic support from the people of Bunbury and of the
State, because apart from some 3 000 construction jobs, it has the potential to provide 1 300
direct jobs once the mill is completed. [ would say from the comments that have been made
to me while doorknocking in the area that people are divided between those who do not care
where the steel mill goes so long as we get it, and those who believe it should not go into the
port area and would be better located in the new Preston area. There are a few who believe it
should be located at Kemerton, which would not be economically viable, and a few who
believe that we should not have it at alt-
There is also potential in the south west for a paper pulp mill. I do not think it matters
whether that is located in the Kemerton area or in the Manjimup area, provided it is a clean
or close to clean process and that the waste water disposal problem is resolved. The
Government has advertised for potential developers, and we will wait to see what results
from that and what costs and which process will be involved. One of the major problems
with a paper pulp mill is the supply of water. Since the Harris River Darn was opened up
near Collie there is plenty of water available from the Wellington Darn. That water is
slightly saline, but if it could be used then I suppose Kemerton could be a suitable location.
Another Major problem is the disposal of waste water, and even if that water did not have in
it any pollutants or undesirable elements, its disposal into the Koombana Bay area would be
a problem because that water moves more slowly than would be required to disperse that
waste.
I congratulate SCM Chemicals, which convented to the chloride process and was assisted by
the Government to shift to the Kemerton area. It still had a major problem with the disposal
of solid effluent. It had a disposal site at Dalyup, south of Bunbury, and it was concerned
that the liquid might leach into the sea water. In fact, that appears not to be so. Normal
evaporation has assisted drying it out. I am not sure how much evaporation occurred this
year with one of the wettest winters on record. No-one wants or knows what to do with this
material, even though it is benign. I am pleased that research scientists have been looking at
alternative ways to dispose of the effluent. They have found it mixes well and assists in the
manufacture of local bricks. I was at SCM yesterday and looked at the new bricks which are
of very high quality. That is a practical way to dispose of some of our effluent.
The capital works allocations for Bunbury this year are substantial; firstly, the Bunbury
Harbour City project, which has been an ongoing project for some years, has attracted Better
Cities money from Canberra. Funding of $1.4 million will be used to relocate the Westrail
buildings and to clear the site for further development. An amount of $900 000 will be
provided for the Koombana Bay caravan park on the north shore to clear the area of the
current services, pipes and so on, to make it ready for sewerage, water and electrical
connections for the caravan park. I have experienced some problems on this site. As
members may be aware, I am involved with the Historical Society. I am also the chairperson
of the Bunbury joint heritage group comprising representatives from all heritage groups in
the Bunbwry area. The Koombana Bay site was originally set up by the Wallaces. We refer
to the buildings that remain as "Mrs Wallace's cottages". She is now in a nursing home. We
would like to preserve those buildings as they are from the era of the late 1920s and early
1930s. They are two very small holiday shacks. I do not know whether any similar
buildings of the 1920s vintage remain in the State. The cottages comprise two rooms - a
kitchen with a stove and one bedroom in which everyone used to bunk. We are fighting to
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preserve the buildings. I believe that a representative of the Heritage Council of WA camne
down to assess them, but was not very impressed. I approached the Minister for Heritage in
this regard, and was told that not enough documentation about the cottages was available.
The cottages are the type that were built in the 1920s and 1930s, and after the Second World
War when everyone staked out their piece of coastal land. The heritage group believes that,
as a result of coastal development over dhe years, it is unlikely that there are any other similar
buildings axe, left in the State. These days, people tend to demolish this type of building and
build something more sophisticated-
An amount of $1 million has been allocated to develop a public boat launching ramp in
Casuarina Harbour. The ultimate aim is to have four ramps and two jetties. I am the
chairperson of the community consultative group which has discussed this development.
The members of this group were not keen to have these facilities built in the marina area for
two reasons; firstly, as it would have been much closer to the sea and to the fishing grounds
more boating people would use it. However, as the plan is to develop it as a marina for large
boats and yachts there could be around 100 to 150 extra small boat movements each day.
The situation could be difficult to control. I know that the situation is not the same as at the
Fremantle or Leeuwin ramps but we feel we should avoid setting up facilities at Casuarina
which would encourage people to use that point to launch smaller boats rather than using the
existing ramps. Another disadvantage would be the 200 to 300 boat and trailer movements
each day, particularly at weekends, through an area planned to be a Major tourist attraction
for people to walk through and to rent holiday chalets, and with hotels, hostels and a
residential development. We felt that we should be discouraging as much as possible extra
road and water traffic. We now realise that boat numbers are down as a result of the
recession, but at boom times the numbers will increase. The result will be tremendous
pressure on the boat launching ramps that exist at the Leschenault Inlet, one near the
Bunbury Power Boat Club and the other at Stirling Street. We now consider that if a half
development of the ramps occurs there we may be able to keep the numbers down but still
relieve the pressure on the other boat ramps.
We have received an allocation of $2.5 million to start the relocation of the No I waste water
treatment plant. That long-term project will commence this year. Associated with that
project, there is an allocation to improve the sewerage lines at Carey Park. The project
entails turning around the waste water and running to the No 2 plant. Presently waste is
pumped into the sea near Casuarina Point. We will need to re-lay pipes to pump the water
down to the No 2 waste water plant. I have put a submission to the Minister for Water
Resources that while we undertake that project we should put in an additional set of pipes to
bring the treated waste water back from the No 2 treatment plant, especially during the
summer, to reticulate some of our parks and gardens. In the south of Bunbury we have large
areas of open space, such as Hay Park, school ovals, road verges, the trotting club and the
racing club most of which use ground water at the moment. Rather than allow the waste
water which is rich in nutrients to leach into the sea, we should consider alternatives. I am
pleased that the Minister has agreed to do a feasibility study on the reuse of the water. Some
of the options are not only using it for parks and gardens, the sporting club grounds and so
on, but also the possibility of taking it by pipe - depending on the cost - to irrigate pine or
other tree plantations. While at the moment it may be acceptable to have waste water flow
into the sea - the water is laden with nutrients but is of high quality purity and nothing like
the situation at Bondi - eventually people will object. There could be a sewage spill of some
sort in future, and the present disposal of the water is a waste. Eventually public pressure
will force the Government to recycle waste water from our sewerage system.
I am pleased that a start is about to be made on construction at the Bunbury Regional
Hospital. Presently, car parks are being constructed, as well as drainage systems. I was
surprised to see the first step as car parks, but was told that the buildings will be erected on
the present car park. I am pleased that my advice and that of other concerned citizens has
been taken in redesigning the original plans. One of the environmental problems with the
original plan for the hospital was that it ran on a north-south axis. We are all aware of the
energy problems with buildings running north-south, where the windows face east and west
and receive the full heat of the sun in summer which means air conditioning is necessary.
That would mean we would need to get rid of windows to keep in the artificial heat in winter
and to keep out sun in the summer. I am pleased that the architects have taken our advice
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and changed the orientation of the building to cast-west. It is a two level building with a lot
of glass on the north which will allow in the sun in winter and very little sun in summer.
This should result in large energy savings on a public building particularly in winter time.
Another project is the redevelopment of Forrest Lodge. Even though bed numbers will
remain at 48 the lodge will be redeveloped in order to accommodate the more difficult
psychogeriatric and Alzheimer patients. That facility has been long awaited in Bunbury and
many people are looking forward to its completion. It will not take the Alzheimer patients in
the first or final stages of the disease, and those with any experience with Alzheimer and
psychogeriatric patients will recognise that the stage in the middle of the deterioration is
where they become very difficult to handle partly because of major disorientation. Many of
these people are spread through nursing homes and hostels in the town and they create
problems. They are not violent, but the staff must keep a constant eye on them and they can
interfere with the operations of the nursing home and with other patients, so there is a need
for that speciaised facility. With the cooperation of the nursing homes around the town
plans are under way to shift these patients into that facility when it is completed, and to
gradually withdraw the present patients into the nursing homes.
In addition, just under $1 million has been allocated for additional regional health services. I
am pleased to see that, because health services in the south west and throughout the State
always need extra money. On the subject of health services, I was also very pleased to
receive a letter from my friend Mr Val Lishman, who is a specialist surgeon. He is very
pleased about the new system at the Bunbwry Regional Hospital where extra time has been
made available for operations. It will ease the waiting list a little, and will mean that
surgeons are not penalised for bringing in emergency cases. That will also ease the
annoyance of people who are scheduled for operations and are told sometimes on the day
before, and often on the morning, that their operation is not on.
I am pleased to see money allocated for the upgrade of Adam Road and Cooinda Primary
Schools. They are both around 25 years old and have been waiting for some years for
upgrading. They were originally built to accommodate a class 2 primary school with
facilities for staff and principals of that class of school. Even though they have had minor
additions and changes over the years the upgrade will certainly improve the staff facilities
and bring the accommodation for the deputy principals, the nurses, etc up to the modem
standards of most new schools. In addition, both of those sites should have a preprimary
centre operating on the site from the beginning of the second semester which will probably
have places to accommodate full and part time preprimiary students. That will relieve the
pressure on the voluntary full time preprimary scheme. We have spoken about the voluntary
preprimary program in this place and I am pleased the Ministry of Education has listened to
people about the phasing in of the scheme. I was concerned that so many people were
originally against the scheme, but now we have so many people in favour of it, the problem
will be in finding enough places for full time students. These centres will mean that parents
will be able to find a centre near their neighbourhood that will provide their children with
either full or part time preprimary education - provided they are not overloaded with
applicants. I am also pleased to see that more than $5 million has been allocated for training
programs at the South West Regional College of Technical and Further Education. Because
of the Government's training programs and the policy which was introduced a couple of
months ago for increased support to TAFE to keep students at the school until they have
finished year 12 and to encourage them to go on there will be a heavy demand on TAFE
colleges. I am pleased to see the allocation of money to assist in these training programs, so
that when the recession is over and things start to pick up again, as they surely will, the
young people looking for jobs, or going into the jobs that become available, will be trained
and ready to use their skills rather than their having waited during this period of
unemployment doing very little.
I would also like to thank the parliamentary information officers, David Klemm and Sheila
Mills, who conduct excellent educational tours. I and many other members have taken
advantage of their services. Sometimes they conduct the tours themselves and at other times
they give members the information so we can conduct the tours. Today year 11 students
from the Newton Moore Senior High School law class came to Parliament House to get an
insight into how laws are made, Bills amc passed, and regulations and notices are introduced.
Of course, the usual thing that happens when a member has a class visiting is that when they
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are in the gallery they ask how it is that members are allowed to interrupt other members.
They point out that they get into trouble if they do the same thing at school. I find it hard to
came to terms with the way members on both sides of the House act from time to time -
sometimes it is more than "from time to time" and it is difficult to explain and for young
people to comprehend. I have not yet worked this out despite the report that was presented
on parliamentary behaviour. I have not come to terms with the question of whether we
should modify our behaviour, which would mean a very radical change because we would
either have to go back to normal debating procedures, where perhaps only two or three
people speak and cover all the points, and other people keep out of it, or educate the public
that Parliament is not like a school debating group; it is based on other forms, both the
Westminster and the Greek traditions. I find that whenever I bring students to this place I
always have difficulty trying to explain members' behaviour.
I am pleased to report that there has been a lot of action in the Bunbury area on
environmental issues. Firstly, the old SCM Chemicals Ltd trestle that carried the acidic
effluent across to the Leschenault peninsula has been demolished. Before it was demolished,
I led a campaign to have it remain open for a year and I am pleased that the Minister for the
Environment allowed that to happen. I worked closely with the officer from the Leschenault
Inlet Management Authority, Mr Eric Wright. and was very pleased that a lot of people took
advantage of the opportunity to cross this bridge while it was still open. It is estimated that
more than 3 000 people went across the bridge. The only major problem was parking
because everybody wanted to get as close as possible. I crossed over to the peninsula three
times and did the complete loop once, which was a lot longer than I thought. It is interesting
to see the marvellous environment which exists on the peninsula and the ongoing
rehabilitation, despite the years of effluent dumping and the effect this had on the sandhills.
There are magnificent stands of tuart and peppermint trees and a huge range of wildlife,
some of which, like the ring tail possum, has been reintroduced by the Department of
Conservation and Land Management. I was thrilled by the comments from people who said
they had not realised what was across the nrestle, and how they are looking forward to when
the peninsula is opened and there is access from the north so they can go over again and walk
in what appears to be an untouched environment - although it is not. In 20 or 30 years it will
be a real island of tranquillity in what will be a very busy regional centre.
Mr Bradshaw: It is not devastated, as some people tried to lead us to believe. It is better
now than prior to their dumping effluent there.
Mr P.J. SMITH: People often see the sandhills, and say. "Oh my God, look at what has
happened!" but, as the member for Wellington and I know, huge blow outs and hollows were
there originally and have been filled. The Water Authority of Western Australia did a
marvellous job with the initial rehabilitation and CALM has now taken over. It is planned to
make a cut through the causeway near the shoreline so the water can circulate and flush out
some of the nutrients that have accumulated near the SCM factory, and for there to be a jetty
at the end of the peninsula for fishing. When we opened the gates each morning we noticed
the rush of people, often not to get to the other side but to get out to the best fishing spots.
Some really good catches of fish were made there. Once it is open to the public again it will
be a popular fishing spot for those who do not own a boat. I was also pleased to see that the
Budget provides for the appointment of an extra Environents] Protection Authority officer.
That has been long needed. Many development projects are under way and, under the
regulations, whenever some bush needs to be cleared, or a road needs to be put in, or a
subdivision is needed, or a new industrial project is mooted, a clearance from the EPA is
needed. The work load has become horrific. This extra officer will certainly help.
To improve the general environment, money has been provided for playgrounds,
townscaping and for Greening of the South West, of which I ani a member. This money is
not only to plant trees or to replant areas of bush but also to make the parks and gardens in
town areas attractive. I am pleased that the State Government has provided money for the
adopt a park project whereby local people will adopt their park and take care of it rather than
leaving it to the local shire councils to look after. Plan a project is another project through
Greening of the South West that has made good progress. Under that project, trees may be
planted to put in a windbreak, to disguise ugly industrial sites, or to restore a site. Money has
been made available for that also.
I am pleased also to see that the Bunbury City Council and most of the shire councils in the
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area are continuing with the fortnightly pick-up for recycling. I am assured by the people
who collect the material that there is a high participation rate in Bunbury of around 60 per
cent. However, I am still concerned because I know that we can save money if we recycle
and we should not be wasting an opportunity to recycle. When I go to the regional tip at
Kemerton, I see huge piles of recyclables such as cardboard, paper, cans, etc.
Mr Minson: Asbestos!
Mr P.J. SMITH: No, asbestos is carefully buried, but I often wonder how much is sneaked
into the tip. I see huge piles of wood, timber, paper, cans and bottles. One would think that,
with the amount of recycling advertising that goes on, a bottle or a can would not get to the
tip. However, I think much of it comes from businesses because I have noticed that bins
around my office are jammed full every week with goods that could be recycled. I do not
know what other members do, but in March of this year, in the Address-in-Reply, I referred
to the recycling bins around Parliament House and the shredding machine. However, bin
loads of paper still go out to the dump every day. The paper that goes to the tip every day
from businesses would be simple to recycle. I have a bin in my office that is collected every
three weeks. It does not cost me anything and every clean piece of paper goes into it. It is
shredded if the information is confidential or, if it is a standard circular or something like
that, it goes straight into the recycling holder. I encourage all members of Parliament to get
into recycling paper and to not put it in a bin. [ congratulate the Legislative Council officers
attached to the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation. They seem to recycle
everything. Our minutes come in a recyclable envelope with the name of the previous
receiver blocked out and my name put on the envelope.
Good support has been provided in this year's funding of community sporting and recitation
facilities in Bunbury. Over the years, a lot of money has gone into regional facilities
supported by the community recreation sporting facilities fund and also by the community.
We now have an Australian class hockey stadium. Gymnastics has received money to
upgrade its floor to a regional standard. The pistol club, which was recently relocated, has
been allocated money to bring its facilities up to the standard they were at a few years ago.
Before it was relocated, it hosted the South West Games and State and Australian
championships. The Bunbury City Karts Club has received money to bring its facilities up to
State standard-
Particularly pleasing to me was the fact that the Bunbury City Council has been allocated
$23 300 to assist in heating the outdoor pool. That will be a huge boon as I mentioned in
March. There is often a conflict between the competitive swimmers and the disabled
swimmers. The disabled swimmers need the water temperature to be around 30 degrees and
the competitive swimmers need it to be at 27 degrees or less. A compromise was reached
which made the water too hot for the competitive swimmers but too cold for the disabled
swimmers. I hope that when the money comes through, the competitive swimmers will be
able to use the outdoor swimming pool for most of the year, except for the coldest months,
and the disabled people for whom the indoor pool was built in the first place will have the
full use of it that they need.
There is a need to assist badminton and basketball. Through an oversight the badminton club
missed out on putting in an application this year. I hope that, in the near future, we can give
it assistance. That club has developed a State standard floor, but the rest of its facility is
falling down. It has great trouble with leaking roofs and concrete cancer. Basketball has
grown rapidly in the south west. The Wildcats are very popular down there as are the
Chicken Treat South West Slamnmers. Our local team went to the grand final this year as it
did last year but it did not win and so again was runner-up much to our disappointment.
The Bunbury Arts Council is an umbrella body for the arts in Bunbury and near areas. It has
been operating very successfully. It has received funding from the Bunbury City Council for
many years, but its full funding depends on how much support it receives from Government
bodies in matching grants. This year, for some reason, the council cut its funding. The city
council has reduced much of its spending not only because of the recession, but also because
it aims, I am told, to be debt free by the turn of the century. It is foolish for it to think that it
should have no loan borrowing when a major project like the Entertainment Centre, which
will cost around $4 million, might come up in the future. It would mean that ratepayers
would have to pay for something like the Entertainmnent Centre in one go. The council cut
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back its funding, but the Government camne forward with support and while I am pleased
about that, I believe the city council has abrogated its responsibilities.
The Bunbury by-pass road works am making good progress. It was held up during the early
part of the winter by very heavy unseasonal rains. It is finally near completion and is an
excellent road systemn. I was pleased also to hear the Federal member for Brand, Hon Wendy
Eatin, announce last week that the Federal Government was providing funds for a dual
carriageway on the Old Coast Road. I am very pleased about the money that has been spent
on the Old Coast Road between Mandurali and Bunbury. It has improved the flow of
transport, particularly in the middle of the day and at weekends, when motorists must
negotiate large trucks. The last upgrade resulted in a number of passing lanes being
constructed which is a great improvement, and the additional work on 10 kilometres. of road
will further improve the highway flow. The Federal Government, as part of the $454 million
national standard gauge rail project, has allocated money for the standard gauge rail link
between Bunbury, Bunbury Port and Brunswick. That will start soon and will also help
provide new jobs in the area.
I now comment on a few local issues. I congratulate the Alzheimer's group in Bunbury and
the Church of Christ who, after many years of planning and trying to get a day facility for
these people, have opened the new Queensbury Centre. The Alzheimer's group and the
Church of Christ combined to set up this centre. It cost $175 000 to buy the beautiful one
acre block in a secluded area, and it has ongoing funding of $50 000 under the home and
community came program. I congratulate Margaret Smith, the president, Christine Morgan,
the secretary, and all committee members. I also congratulate Pat Eves who is the
coordinator for the HACC funding. One of the advantages of HACC funding is that it
provides a person who can not only find needy clients and assist them and their families, but
also help finalise details of projects such as the Queensbury Centre. I congratulate the
Church of Christ and Herb Parker. He originally wanted to set this up at the Eleanor Villas,
but I believe this is a better site.
I congratulate the community policing group in Bun bury. It recently held a successful crime
wipeout forum, in which high school students from Bunbury and surrounding areas were
invited to discuss crime and its consequences and to suggest how young people and the
community could fight crime. The students were invited to make suggestions to the police,
Moinisters, the Department for Community Services, and all those involved with young
people, on ways to tackle crime. I congratulate Chris Mills, who is chairman of the group,
and the subgroup, of which I was a member, which has spent a lot of time on planning this
project. It was very successful, and the youth came up with some pointed suggestions, some
of which I would never have thought of. The report will be ready soon and I hope that it is
well received by the various departments and adult groups, and that they will act on the
suggestions made by the youth of the Bunbury and the mid south west area.
I also congratulate the Government for releasing the money to subs idise the purchase of
bicycle helmets for seniors. It was recently announced that seniors would now be able to
claim a $10 subsidy on the purchase of these helmets from 1 July 1991. An anomaly existed
because although it is certainly necessary to protect our youth, our senior citizens are equally
important. They are a low income group, many of whom use their bikes for transport, and
many were not pleased about paying for the helmets which ame compulsory to wear when
cycling.
There is also a need for a regional museum to be set up in Bunbury. A site has been found
by a subcommittee working on this project. It believes the historic white silos in the harbour
city area will provide the best buildings for a regional museum and environmental museum
with something like the Scitech centre included. However, additional buildings will
probably be needed. I hope that the Government will consider this in the near future
because, apart from the far north, Bunbury is the last major regional centre in the State that
does not have a regional museum. The member for Geraldton is not in the Chamber but I
remind members that Geraldton has a regional museum already. Also, it has an excellent
entertainment centre which was constructed before Bunbury had such a facility. My time is
finished but I would like to conclude by echoing a statement often made by Tony Williams,
the formier member for Clontarf: I wish people would keep left when driving on major
highways and freeways in Western Australia.
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MR BLAIKR (Vanse) [9.35 pml]: In this debate on the Appropriation (Consolidated
Revenue Fund) Bill I shall raise matters which I regard as important to my electorate, and
also issues for which I have responsibility on die Opposition side, namely the management of
national parks. The Government has introduced its Budget which contains a number of
deficiencies. It has borrowed more than $300 million in order to present a balanced Budget
which in my view, and in the view of the majority of people in this State, is a shoddy way of
budgeting. The debate on this Bill gives me an opportunity to address a number of electorate
issues, and to list those areas where commitments have been made and those where I
anticipate commitments will be made by forthcoming Governments.
One of the contentious areas in the south west is the drainage rating system. The
Government has steadfastly refused to change that system, with the result that hundreds of
thousands of dollars of rates have not been paid by some people in the south west drainage
area. These unfair rates must be causing the Government same concern, and those people
who are paying into a system which is not only inequitable but also is farcical in the extreme.
When the Opposition parties are in Government, we will abolish the country drainage rating
system and the revenue required to run it will come from consolidated revenue.
Another matter I raise on an electorate basis is the need for Busselton to be given prior
consideration as the site of the regional airship for the south west. A series of studies have
been carried out by the South West Development Authority which has considered a number
of areas, including Bunbury, for the location of a regional south west airstrip to cater for the
region to the year 2000 and beyond. Busseton has been assessed as the most suitable and
logical place for such an airstrip. Firstly, the Government must make a commitment to the
construction of that airshrip and, secondly, it must be partly involved with the funding and
give it the necessary priority. It is important for the Government to recognise that Busselton
has been chosen as the most ideal location. Careful consideration was given to constructing
the airstrip at Bunbwry but because of its relative closeness to Perth, it was ruled as
unsuitable.
It is necessary for the Government to provide funds to upgrade the facilities at the Margaret
River High School and the Busselcon High School. I pause for a moment to indicate that the
facilities at the Margaret River High School are quite pathetic. This district has experienced
remarkable development and growth, and its schools should be the pride of the community.
However, the facilities at the Margaret River High School have remained virtually
unchanged since the school was built in 1958. The school has a 1958 library, science block
and home economics centre in a community that is leading Western Australia into the 21st
century. Those conditions are not good enough for the children of that district. They should
not be expected to cope with substandard facilities that were adequate in the 1950s but are
grossly inadequate in the 1990s. It is important that this district is subject to an upgrading
program to bring the school and library facilities back into keeping with what is required as
we move into the 21st century. When one looks at the library created in 1958 one sees that it
is now partly classroom, partly sickbay and partly library facility. A series of Ministers for
Education have attended the school over the past eight or nine years every one of whom has
been amazed and appalled at the conditions and undertaken to return to Perth and do
something about them.
Dr Gallop: Money was spent on that school last year, was it not?
Mr BLAIKIE: Not at Margaret Rivet.
Dr Gallop: No, at Busselton.
Mr BLAIKIE: Margaret River is different from Busselton. It is 40 kilornetres away and has
a different community. When the Minister who just interjected was Minister for Education,
he went to Margaret River and saw that school
Dr Gallop: N4o, I went to Busselton.
Mr BLAIKIE: Some money was spent there.
Dr Gallop: Yes, after I went there.
Mr BLALKIE: During the Budget debate one has the opportunity to raise such matters. The
Busselton Senior Hfigh School will have more than 1 000 students attending it in 1993. It is
overcrowded and has a paucity of facilities. These are the sorts of things the Government
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needs to take on board when considering where funding should be committed. Parents see
the excesses of Government and hundreds of millions of dollars being lost in many nefarious
schemes and realise that they will have to put up with fifth rate facilities because of those
losses and excesses of this Government. People do not like accepting that. Priority
expenditure should come back to people.
I take this opportunity to raise what started as a simple question asked of the Minister for
Education following a visit to a parent earlier this year. The parent in question had three
children at school and her husband was on a low wage. She had just paid school fees for her
three children to attend the local high school and made the comment that the parents had to
go without to pay those fees. She asked me whether any exemptions from the fees could be
granted. I wrote to the Mnister for Education on 4 February about the matter asking what
was the level of fees involved and whether exemptions could be applied for these people. I
also asked how those exemptions would operate. In my letter I said -

I would be pleased if you could advise at the earliest opportunity of whether there are
exemptions to the $205.00 charge to students in years 8, 9 and 10.
Would you also advise what fees are payable by students in years I1I and 12 and
whether there are any exemptions.
In addition, would you advise under what circumstances the Government makes
payable allowances for:

(a) Books, etc
(b) Clothing
(c) Other items,

to students at primary schools, secondary schools, lower and upper, and how are the
payments made, and on what basis are they assessed.

Within a day or so I received advice saying that the matter had been considered and I was
forwarded some information relating to school charges. The document I received relating to
those charges was quite comprehensive but said nothing about exemptions, about which I
had asked specifically what was the Government's policy.
I wrote again to the Minister saying that I had received good advice from the department but
that it did not cover the items related specifically to exemptions. T'hat was on 5 February. It
is interesting for the chronological order of the matter that I refer to t events that then took
place. On 7 February I received a reply from the Minister's office saying that a response
from the Minister would be forwarded. On 17 February, 10 days later, I telephoned the
Minister's office and was told that a draft reply had gone to the Minister's office a week
before and the person speaking would get someone to follow it up. On 18 February my
office received a phone call from the office of the Ministry of Education to the effect that a
draft reply had been sent to the Minister's office and somebody else would be handling the
matter. On 18 February I also telephoned Mr Rod Quinn at the Minister's office who said he
would forward a reply as soon as possible but did not know when. On 24 February 1992 I
was sent a facsimile of a circular sent to all members of Parliament which related to the
secondary education assistance scheme. The facsimile I received was identical to the
information I had already received. However, it still did not answer my question about
exemptions as I wanted to know whether any exemptions applied to years I I and 12.
On 25 February I again faxed a letter to the Minister thanking her for the information I had
received and saying that it really was not the information I sought and that I required further
information. Members should bear in mind that I had spoken to my constituent on 4
February and told her I would hope to get the information and that it would take only three or
four days to do so. On 9 March I telephoned the Minister's office. The person handling the
matter was unavailable so I left my name and number with the receptionist. I telephoned
again in the afternoon when the person was still unavailable and again left my name. I also
rang again that evening.
By that time the matter was becoming a war of attrition. I can assure the House that I was
determined to get a response from the Minister's office, come what may. The same thing
happened again on the morning of 10 March. The person concerned was unavailable at
midday and again during the afternoon. After I rang again on 11I March I received a
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telephone call from the Minister's office. The person calling apologised for not getting back
sooner and said he was working hard to get me an answer. When I asked when I could
expect that answer I was told he would not like to say but to ring again the next day. On 12
March I again contacted the Minister's office to see how the reply was going. By 16 March
it was desperation stakes. My office rang the Minister's office, again giving the facsimile
number and saying that if we did not receive a reply the matter would be raised in Parliament
the next day. Members will never guess what happened! On 17 March my office received a
facsimile from the Minister setting our the circumstances relating to the secondary assistance
scheme. However, although the Minister replied on 17 March the reply still did not answer
my initial question about the specific exemptions. We wrote again to the Minister on 20
March saying that, notwithstanding the information given to dare, I had specifically
requested information relating to exemptions for students in years 11I and 12. Just after that
dare I decided to have a short spell in the Mount Hospital so I was out of action for about a
month.
On 24 April we spoke to a person from the Minister's office and asked when the reply would
come, and were advised that the matter was being considered and would be followed up. On
28 April we spoke to another person in the Minister's office - the first person was ill - and
were told that the matter would be followed up as quickly as possible. On 12 May we were
again told that it was being followed up and was on the Minister's desk. On 22 May the
matter was still with the Minister; on 25 May we were told it was marked urgent for the
Minister's attention; on 28 May it was still with the Minister; and on 4 June 1 eventually
received the Minister's reply. All of that would probably have cost several hundred dollars,
yet what it came to in the end was that the Government does not provide specific exemptions
at all. That question could have been answered in the first letter. It shows one of the
frustrations we on this side of the House have - the waste of money by Government. A real
shake up is required. I have referred to only one department, but it occurs in others as well.
I have shown my constituent all the correspondence I undertook in order to get that very
simple reply. It demonstrates a general incompetence in Government, it is an indictment on
the way that department is run, and things simply must change.
I turn now to the Leeuwin-Naruralisce National Park. In May or June this year the
Government decided to apply a series of charges for entry to that national park. The
Government should be very roundly criticised and condemned for the way in which it is
proposing to effect these charges, and for its lack of consideration to statutory authorities in
the area. I knew of this matter only because I happen to be the chairman of Ellcnsbrook
House, a National Trust property within the Leeuiwin-Naturaliste. National Park, and the
officers of the Department of Conservation and Land Management were obliged to advise
me of the Government's intention to impose entry fees to the park. If it had not been for my
chairmanship of that property I, the local member, would not have known about those fees.
I told the officers of the Department of Conservation and Land Management to whom I
spoke that the Government's. proposal was unworkable and impractical and that the Minister,
out of a political rather than a management sense, would start to withdraw the proposed fees.
Originally it was proposed that all people who visited the Leeuwin-Naturaliste National Park
would pay an entry fee, ranging from a daily fee to an annual fee. That national park has 18
or 19 separate entries but the officers who spoke to me said it was their original intention that
all locals pay an entry fee even if they were going to their favourite fishing hole or
swimming or surfing spot. This policy was to be implemented without referral to any of the
local authorities. When I was advised of it I insisted that discussions take place with the
local authorities, which the officers were part way through doing. However, the Shire of
Augusta-Margaret River and the Shire of Busselton, as well as the Busselton Tourist Bureau
and other park users, were not fully aware of what was proposed.
The Government, through CALM, made a Press announcement early in July indicating the
scale of fees. Within a week, because of the outrage that ensued locally, the Government
decided to withdraw the fees as they applied to local residents in the Shires of Augusta-
Margaret River and Busselton, and to apply them only to visitors. That begs the question
whether the Government will similarly allow residents of the City of Wanncroo, who live
adjacent to Yanchep National Park, to enter that park without paying fees, and whether those
people in the Mundaring Shire who live adjacent to John Forrest National Park will have to
pay entry fees to that park. The Government has completely botched this matter. Either
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everybody should have to pay to enter national parks or nobody should pay. The
Government would be well advised to withdraw the policy of entry fees as it applies to the
Leeuwin-Naturaliste National Park.
The Government, again through CALM, issued a publicity sheet which provided a map
showing the area of the limestone capes - that is, Cape Naturaliste to Margaret River and
Margaret River to Cape Leeuwin. The map indicated the location of the national park and
included virtually all areas from Cape Naturaliste to Cape Lecuwin. The information sheer
attached to it, entitled 'Your Pass to the Lecuwin Naturaliste National Park" had a series of
five questions, and question 2 asked -

Will I need a Pass? I only drive through the park to get to my favourite Swimming,
surfing or fishing spot.

The answer was -

Yes, everyone who visits the park or uses the facilities provided such as roads, tracks
and carparks is required to have a current park pass.
While you may not require any facilities, the increasing number of visitors to the park
means:
- that your favourite spot is also likely to be used by many other people who may not
be as careful of the environment as you; and
- roads and tracks require constant main tenance and erosion control,
Local residents in the shires of Augusta/Margaret River and Busselton are eligible for
a free annual pass. Organised educational, aged and disabled groups may apply in
advance to CALM for an exemption.

It further refers to how much the passes will cost. It then refers to item 2 regarding the areas
for which passes would be needed. I have spoken with CALM officers about this and its
implications, If someone wanted to go to Surfside at Yallingup for a cup of coffee, that
person would pass through the national park. Therefore, as a result of the new terminology
that person will have to pay a fee. If one wanted to go to Cowaramnup Bay, it would be
necessary to pass through the national park. If one was to go to Prevelly Park, again one
would pass through a national park. In the circumstances people will not necessarily stop in
the park, but it is necessary to pass through it to reach these destinations. Therefore, the
proposition is fundamentally flawed. Worse than that, the explanation sheet provided carries
the fundamental flaw to the degree of stupidity.
Mr Taylor: What is the cost?
Mr BLAIKIF: A 14 day pass will cost $5 per vehicle, an annual visitor's pass will be $12
per vehicle, and people on commercial bus tours will be charged $2 per head. T'hat is the
base fee, but it is not a question of the amount of fees charged; it is a question of the
implementation of the fees.
Mr Taylor: How many entry points do the parks have?
Mr BLALKIE: There are 19. 1 thank the Deputy Premier for his question. I strongly believe
in a system of paying for services, particularly in national parks. I used a large pan of my
imprest account travelling to America to look at the management of national, regional and
state parks, and I was very impressed by the way Americans maintain their parks. They
encourage people to go into the parks, which are regarded as an important national resource.
In Australia, particularly Western Australia, we must encourage the use of our parks and
develop an understanding that our national parks axe an important resource.
Mir Taylor: The American parks contain commercial facilities, do they not?
Mr BLAIKEE: Yes, and I have no problem with such a system.
Mr Taylor: Nor do 1.
Mr BLAIKIE: That is particularly the case when one sees how they function. An important
element is the concept of charging for services in national parks. The facilities are provided
which encourage people to visit the parks. A nominal charge is made for that facility. When
one travels to places such as Yanchep, a fee is paid. Yanchep is a destination park, and the
fee is appropriate. John Forrest National Park and the Bungle Bungles are destination parks.
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However, the LAeeuwin-Naturaliste National Park is not a destination park. When travelling
to Yallingup, one travels through the park but that is not the destination. I make this
recommendation to this Government which it should implement in its last weeks in office.
Meekadarribee Walkc is alongside Ellensbrook House and CALM has spent several hundred
thousand dollars upgrading the walk facility. Therefore, it is appropriate that a charge be
made to visitors for that facility's maintenance and upgrading. A series of walk trails should
be developed in the Cape Naturaliste area, which would encourage visitors. When a facility
is developed, a fee could be charged for its usC as a sear. This would have educational value
and assist with the ongoing management of the area.
I would not agree with CALM putting a board across jamba sleepers placed in the ground and
asking people to pay for its use as a seat; the facilities must be better than that, and that is
part of the departmnent's responsibility.
Mr Taylor: People have to pay to use caravan parks and tent areas.
Mr BLAIKIE: Yes when people use such facilities, they pay a fee.
Mr Taylor: Who collects the fees?
Mr BLAIICI: The rangers.
Mr Taylor: The rangers should not be wasting their rime collecting fees.
Mr BLAIKIE: A good camping area in my electorate is Canto's. In my view, it is not
appropriate for CALM to be managing that camping ground. CALM's role is to administer
the park, but not to operate the enterprises within the park. I recommend that the Conto's
camping ground be advertised for tender to allow private operators to manage the camping
ground and this will allow CALM to get on with its job of taking care of the park in an
administrative sense.
Mr Taylor: A very sensible point.
Mr BLAUIKII: However, CALM is not to be the park enrempreneur.
I wrote to the Minister for the Environment on 12 July and expressed concern about these
charges. I wrote -

You would have also been aware-of my view for the general principle of charges to
National Parks, but only where facilities and improvements have been provided.
It appears the current action by your Department has been taken without any formal
discussions with the Shirts of Augusta-Margaret River and Busselton or local
members of Parliament.

I went on to indicate -

Already a meeting involving your Department and Shires is to be arranged and as
Minister I seek your favourable response to the following request:

A moratorium of implementation of CALM fees to the public utilising the
Leceuwin-Naturaliste National Park on the understanding that CALM meets
with Local Government and other recognised park users, ie the National
Trust.
flat charge areas only be determined after discussion as per item, ie do users
pay to visit Canal Rocks, Cowaramup Bay, Sugar Loaf, Bunker Bay, Cape
Lecuwin, Conto, etc etc etc?
The current Leeuwin-Naturaliste Management Plan be re-submitted for Public
Review.
The role and function of the Leeuwin-Naturaliste Management body be
reviewed.

The Minister wrote back on 26 August and referred to a number of other matters. However,
he did not refer to the matter of people paying when visiting places such as Prevelly Park,
Conto's and ocher such day nripper destinations. This confirmed my worst fears, and those of
the local government: Anybody passing through the park would have to pay, even if they
were only passing through to Prevelly Park. A head of steam is building up on this issue.
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Mr Taylor: Have you actually spoken to the Minister about ibis?
Mir BLAIKIE: Yes. I have had long discussions with a very senior officer of his department,
and throughout those discussions I thought the department had a concern about this matter. I
am not sure whether the department understands how to get out of the situation, but a major
problem exists. Frankly, the charges must be withdrawn. They must be redrafted or
rescheduled in a more appropriate way, otherwise public acceptance and utilisation of the
Leeuwin-Nazuraliste National Park as a major resource area will be retarded for five or 10
years. That would be very distressing. According to figures from the Department of
Conservation and Land Management, more than 750 000 people entered that park last year
despite the fact that it is not generally promoted. I am very confident that as the years go by
the Leeuwin-Naturaiisce area will become far more significant than the wineries or the
beaches because it is an important area in both summer and winter.
I have received several letters from constituents, particularly from a chap who runs a
transport operation raking fare paying passengers into the park. One of the galling aspects he
has found is that he must pay $2 a passenger each day. However, if his tour lasts for three
days within that park and he undertakes only short trips he must still pay $2 a person a day
for each trip. The method of charging people has not been thought out. That tour bus
operator has written to very senior officers in CALM and has said in part -

I must stairt by noting that I am not opposed to the user-pay concept. Recent events
have shown our past state government's to be either corrupt or incompetent and much
of the tax revenue that could have been spent to improve park facilities has been
foolishly squandered. It must be hoped that allowing CALM to raise its own monies
will help to keep up our park. The sad truth that CALM's actions will not result in
any reduction in our other ever-increasing taxes and will only be a new and additional
tax, cannot be laid at CALM's door. However, the high-handed and inequitable
manner that CALM officers have chosen to implement the fee scheme can.

This sad debacle has revealed an attitude of derision towards CALM and displeasure at the
overbearing manner in which it has conducted itself. CALM must understand that it is the
land administrator, not the land owner. 'The land is owned by the people of Western
Australia and CALM has the responsibility of its administration and management. It seems
to have adopted a holier than thou attitude and apparently sees itself as not only the manager-
administrator but also the owner, and no-one else counts. That is very unfortunate. I will
read part of a letter which was sent to the Minister by Roy Hancock of the Dunshorough Bay
Village Resort -

I am for the development of Tourism with in this region and when I see a
Government Body making moves to "cash in", in the way you have proposed with
your fees to the National Parks etc with in ibis region it reminds me of a book I once
read called the "Animal Farm" if you haven't read it I would suggest that you do so.
As you can see I don't have any faith in the honesty of any Government departments
do you blame me, especially over the past few years and CALM I don't see why we
should trat them any different especially after this Proposal.
If you think that the locals or the general public would let you do this even by your so
called proposal by offering a lollie in the form of a free pass to all local residents so
that they may visit there local beaches etc when public pressure of this system would
force you in years to come to alter your original decision.
The Day you start charging people in Perth to go to their local beaches etc you then
may have some chance of doing what you propose I would suggest you go away and
re-think and have discussions with all local bodies, clubs, Tourism bodies, Councils,
(Shires), general public and business community (Chambers of Commerce) on your
proposal and come up with something much more appropriate.
The Tourism Industry creates thousands of jobs for Australians and with the hope full
future growth in this region many more jobs for Western Australian (our children).
Please wake up, help tourism and don't destroy it. I will be encouraging all Tourism
Bodies and Industries within this region to oppose your proposal.

I have quoted from only two of the letters I have received. Let me assure the Minister that
there is a wide level of concern and growing distrust and dismay over CALM's proposal.
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Finally, Frank Owens, a very good poet, wrote an article in the Augusta-Margaret River Mail
which should go on the record -

I can't go back to Gracetown Asked me for that pass he did
I've lost my entry pass, In a manner far from kind,
Can't someone please do soniethin' Said unless I found it
This is a bloody farce. I'd be in a proper bind.
I was there to do some surfin' I tried to bloody reason
But me pass weren't waterproof, But you know what CALM are like,
It got soggy in the water He said I was barred forever
That's the God's honest wrooth. And I'd best get on me bike
There must be someone with the So that's the end of Huzzas
brains No more I'll surf the Point,
Who is employed by CALM, Without a Gracetown pass I'm
You'd think they could design a stymied
pass Me nose is outa' joint.
That water wouldn't harm. Now I am a local suffer,
As I gathered up me surfboard How are travellers gunna' fare?
And tied it to the rack, I hope this poem tells 'em
A grim face ranger surfaced Of CALM they'd best beware.
So I blew me bloody stack.

Even though that is prose it is an indication of the general attitude of people towards CALM
because of its reprehensible actions.
With reference to the salient point that the Government has proposed charges for entry into
the Leeuwin.-Naturaliste National Park, I implore the Government to: Firstly, hold a
moratorium on the charge proposal until at least local government bodies, tourist bodies and
members of Parliament have an opportunity to discuss the proposal with Government; they
be introduced and implemented in only those areas where facilities are provided and only
those areas agreed to. Secondly, a review must be held of the Leeuwin-Naturaliste
management plan, which has been in operation for three or four years. It is obvious to local
residents, shires and tourist bureaus that those bodies should have an opportunity to review
the management plan to ensure that its proposals will not be deleterious to the local
community. Thirdly, a review must be undertaken of the function of the Leeuwin-
Naturaliste advisory committee to provide it with a more purposeful objective and to make
its membership representative of not only tourist bureaus and local authorities but also the
wider public. Members have told me that they attend meetings and offer their views but if
CALM does not want to accept those views it ignores them. There must be a far more
acceptable way for local input into these important areas. This is a very contentious issue.
The proposal needs to be withdrawn by Government. If Government refuses to withdraw it,
it will damage the Government politically and I do not want a political fight to harm the
important resource within the Leeuwin-Natunaliste National Park. Commonsense must
prevail to agree with a moratorium such as that which I have suggested.
MR MINSON (Greenough) [10.21 pm]): I had the privilege of visiting a few days ago the
asbestos diseases research institute at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital. I was quite disturbed to
hear in discussions I had with people from the institute that commitments which had been
given by Governments some time ago for initial and ongoing funding for the research
foundation had not been honoured. I understand that $1 million had been promised to get the
foundation off the ground, but that very little has mnaterialised. The foundation needs
on going funds to enable it to continue its research. It is a bona tide research institution and
now has a tax exempt status. As the story unfolds tonight, members will probably be a little
concerned that funding has not been made available for that project. I found it interesting to
learn while I was there that the forecast for the number of new asbestos related diseases cases
per annum was 40, but that already 44 cases have been reported. It is now some time since
Wittenoom was actively mined and since many people lived there. I thought that there
would be a gradual decrase in the number of new cases to an insignificant amount I found
it very disturbing, therefore, that rather than decreasing, the number of reported new asbestos
related diseases has increased.
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After speaking with the four research staff, people from the Asbestos Diseases Society and a
few people who suffer from the disease I came away feeling very strongly char something
must be done about arranging ongoing funding for that organisation. The money is needed to
fund a two pronged attacked on this problem: Firstly, for the clinical trials, which are quite
exhaustive and require a lot of follow up time; and secondly, for immunological research.
You, Madam Acting Speaker (Dr Edwards), would know that that is a very technical area
and one which soaks up much of the research funds. When pitssed about how much the
foundation needed on an ongoing basis, it claimed chat half a million dollars per annum
would be the ideal sum for 10 years.
Mrs Henderson: Did they tell you how much they have?
Mr MIN SON: They did, but I cannot remember the figure.
Mrs Henderson: Altogether the Government has given them $700 000.
Mr MINSON: That was not the figure that was mentioned to me. I do not know how long
ago the Minister visited the hospital, but apparently it was promised $1 million to kick off
the foundation and then a certain amount each year.
Mrs Henderson: I followed that up after it was announced by Robert Vojakovic and I looked
at the minutes of the meeting. A meeting was held two years ago to establish a foundation
but it was never established. It was to receive corporate as well as Government money. The
State Government has been funding that aid progam every year. Both the program and the
Asbestos Diseases Society are assured of ongoing funding for the next two years.
Mr MINSON: I am pleased to hear that, and even a little mystified that the group would tell
me only last Thursday morning that it had virtually no funding and chat that would be a real
problem. The group even claimed that it had reached the point -

Mrs Henderson: Which group are you talking about?
Mr MINSON: The Asbestos Diseases Society organised the briefing.
Mrs Henderson: Which group is concerned about not having any money?
Mr MINSON: The researchers and the Asbestos Diseases Society.
Mrs Henderson: Are you referring to Dr Robertson's research team?
Mr MINSON: Itris his team, but he is overseas at the moment and was not present.
Mrs Henderson: Dr Robertson has received a substantial amount of money from the State
Government. He has also received money from the National Health and Medical Research
Foundation which has $111 million to distribute. It has distributed that money successfully
for individual research projects that Dr Robertson has undertaken, and he has also received
money from the State Government.
Mr MINSON: That is interesting. I will follow that up and find out the truth of the matter.
Jt is necessary to adequately fund that institute and research facility. I would be delightred to
find that it has, in fact, been properly funded. I am interested that the inister says the
foundation has not been formed.
Mrs Henderson: I understand that meetings were held in 1988 and 1989 with the aim Of
setting up a foundation but that it has nor come to fruition.
Mr MINS ON:- I was told the other day that it had been formed but did not have any money.
I will turn to the question of asbestos related diseases specifically. The single fibre theory is
now pretty well out the window. However, people are still coming forward with symptoms
and subsequently are being diagnosed with an asbestos related disease. These are people
who have never had contact with Wittenoom and cannot remember any instance in their lives
when they have been in contact with asbestos. It is frightening when it is considered that
brake pads and linings on cars have contained asbestos; consequently, in a city environment
asbestos fibres will be floating around all the time. Asbestos has also been used extensively
in insulation lagging in various commercial institutions, and even in domestic hot water
systems. It is used on ships and builders have used it extensively. Of course, probably half
of the houses in the metropolitan area have asbestos fences around their backyards.
Handymen also use it, and so on.
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There is evidence that the cost to the community of this disease could be with us for many
years to come. If, instead of decreasing in number new asbestos related cases increase, the
cost to the community will be considerable. That is why I mentioned funding for research.
It is obvious that the problem is not going to go away with the demise of the people who
have been involved in Wittenoom. The problem will remain for mnany years to come. We
must face a number of issues as a society, one of which is the more rigid connol of the reuse
of asbestos. It is interesting to note that the Sunday Times usually contains far sale
advertisements for the old asbestos type of super six fencing. Sometimes it is given away
and is used by other people in their homes. Generally, asbestos is nor too bad if it is not cut
or drilled; however, it is difficult to use that material without working it in some way. I anm
concerned that the reuse of asbestos is more prevalent than most people realise. As members
of Parliament, perhaps we should consider more closely the control of the reuse of asbestos
products.
The question that not many people wish to face is what should happen to Witrenoom
township and the minesire where people are still working. It is regrettable that the
Parliament did not take steps to close the townsite and cover it many years ago. As a result
of that not being done, people are still living there and have acquired land in the area. I am
aware that a number of people who live locally are strongly opposed to the town's being
closed. I wonder at the wisdom of allowing the town to remain where ir is when we have the
knowledge that we now have about this disease and whether this Parliament might not be
held culpable at some time in the future if it does not take steps to do something about
Wittenoom.
Many visitors pass through the town. I acknowledge that the single fibre theory as a cause of
asbestos disease is not something to which many people subscribe. However, ir is obvious
from the number of people fronting with asbestos related diseases who have no history of
being anywhere near asbestos that it is possible that simply by visiting a place where there is
a lot of asbestos - and definitely from living in such a place even though mining is no longer
carried out - people are exposing themselves to a risk that this Parliament should actively
discourage.
This Parliament should think in terms of the future of the Wittenoom town site and whether it
should be covered and a new townsite established some Ilomerres away. That has been
talked about for some time and been reported in the Press in the past two or three months.
However, it also appeared in the Press some 20 years ago and although many properties were
acquired by the Government of the day the intent to close Wittenoorn never eventuated. This
Parliament should be taking the hard decision about closing this town.
I was disturbed when last in the town to find on driving up one of the gorges that people were
living and working among the tailings. Unless steps are taken to ensur that everything
possible is done to cover that free asbestos we may as a governing body be judged to be
culpable for people contracting this disease in future because we did nor do something now.
The question is what should happen to the entire Wirtenoom area including the minesite and
railings dumps now left. There are not many tailings dumps left, but they are definitely
present. One can walk through the town, bend down and pick up asbestos anywhere. Unless
this Parliament takes positive steps we may live to regret it and may be seen in future as not
having taken a proper decision about this matter. I hasten to add that appropriate and
generous compensation should be given to the people who are required to shift from where
they live or carry on their business.
This matter is too important to ignore. In addition, this Parliament should ensure - and I will
be checking later on what the Minister said to me tonight - that asbestos research is properly
funded in this State because no doubt exists that if we can find out what triggers the
immunological response to mate the immune system attack mesotheliorna then there may be
some chance that those people now carrying the potential to develop that disease will be
cured if it does develop. In that way we can perhaps save the lives of many people who even
now, although they do not know it, are carrying a death sentence.
I refer to the Hollywood Repatriation General Hospital. I am disturbed that the Government
is not considering incorporating this hospital in the State's system. I could understand that
attitude if the Commonwealth were not being sensible and reasonable. I am on record as
saying that unless the Commonwealth is prepared to properly fund this facility, even if the
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State incorporates it in its system, then I will not support a merger either. The fact is that the
Government has signalled clearly that it is not prepared to consider raking the repatriation
hospital into the State's system under any circumstances. That attitude of plain disinterest is
not in the best interests of Western Australia.
I remind members of the history of repatriation hospitals and the current situation. As most
members would be aware, the repatriation hospital was set up after the war to provide high
quality, appropriate care to returned servicemen which was of a universal standard and which
was universally available throughout Australia so that no matter where a returned serviceman
went a repatriation hospital was available to provide high quality predictable care. The
Commonwealth administered and funded the repatriation hospitals.
I1 believe it is acknowledged that our returned servcemen were given Rolls Royce treatment
and no reasonable expense was dodged by any Government in recent times in doing that. I
am not sure what happened in earlier times. Many returned servicemen have been given free
transport by Comcar or taxi, which has been of great comfort to those returned servicemen
and a great service to them. It is worthwhile pointing out that the staff at the repatriation
hospital are particularly dedicated and are used to the special clientele they have. Many of
the people there are not trained specifically to deal with veterans but have nevertheless
acquired certain skills which have enabled them to provide an excellent service to returned
servicemen.
NIr C.J. Barnett: The veterans feel a great sense of camaraderie in that place.
MrT MINSON: I visited the hospital a couple of weeks ago and was surprised at the general
feeling in the place. It was obvious the patients had a proprietary air in the way they viewed
the hospital and an excellent relationship with the staff. They feel it is something special that
belongs to them. The member for Cottesloe is right, there is a good feeling of camaraderie.
Mr C.J. Barnett: Although it may add to the cost, to some extent veterans are not rushed out
of that hospital and can stay a little longer. That is something exceptional which they
perhaps deserve.
Mr MINSON: I agree with the member and we should not underestimate the importance of
that. Probably when this argument started a few years ago, the Commonwealth simply
wanted to unload the repatriation hospitals because they had become too expensive. Initially,
the exercise was probably something of a con. It was well known by the Commonwealth,
but not generally elsewhere, that the load on the repatriation hospitals would peak around the
year 2000 to 2005 and that the demand would taper off after that period.
It is interesting that when the repatriation hospitals were set up, there was very little
technology. I am sure people thought at that time that it was pretty high tech stuff, but the
fact is that repatriation hospital patients now have access to what we regard as very high tech
surgery, which is certainly a long way removed from what they were used to in the 1940s
and 1950s, and which is also very expensive. It is true that no-one had any idea of what sont
of cost blow out would be evident in the repatriation hospital system by the time we reached
the 1990s. I suggest that if technological developments continue to become more
sophisticated and increase at the rate that they have increased over the last 10 or 15 years, by
the time we get to the years 2000 to 2005 we will have on our hands a pretty expensive
situation. It must be remembered that many of the diseases and conditions which take
returned servicemen to repatriation hospitals are not necessarily connected with theft war
service but are in fact simply diseases of old age. That is reflected in the fact that the
orthopaedics unit at the Hollywood Repatriation General Hospital is the largest in the State
and that the hospital also has a large intensive care unit which deals with cardiac patients.
Mr C.J. Barnett: That has recently been upgraded, at considerable expense.
Mr MINSON: Yes. It is a very good unit. It is interesting that no-one expected the
technology to reach the level and the expense that it has now reached. I suggest that even
had the politicians of the 1940s and 1950s thought about it. they would not have paid much
attention to the fact that people in the 1990s would be saddled with the cost of the old age
diseases that have accompanied the years.
MrT C.J. Barnett: Ready access to the repatriation hospital is very important for many of
them. Many of them are concerned, as you would appreciate, that were they to get private
cover, they might not necessarily get the automatic entry that they get now.
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Mr MINSON: Not only would they not get automatic entry, but also they would be shifted
on more quickly. As soon as they get into the private sector and someone else is picking up
the bill, they will be shifted out pretty quickly, I think I could live with that, and when I was
asked whether they would be looked after properly I replied chat I thought they would be
looked after in a technical sense but, as the Deputy Leader of the Opposition pointed out, the
human side has not been taken into account.
It is important to note that a symbiotic relationship has developed between the repatriation
hospital and Sir Charles Gaizdner Hospital. It is interesting that orthopaedics and urology
have developed at the repatriation hospital rather than at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital or at
the Queen Elizabeth fl Medical Centre. It is interesting also that 20 to 25 per cent of the
repatriation hospital's patients are now community public patients. I am a little concerned
about what will happen to those patients and where they will go. I know the Government has
stared that were a private hospital group to take over repatriation, it would simply negotiate
to have public patients fed into the private system. That may be all very well in theory, but
the fact is that it has not been accepted anywhere else. If that were attempted, a huge fight
would come up with the Australian Medical Association. We cannot expect that situation to
occur without a fight.
I will run through briefly some of the other considerations. I refer first to the land on which
the repatriation hospital is located. Most people would agree that it is a fairly unique site.
From memory, it is about eight hectares. It is adjacent to Sir Charles Gaiiner Hospital and
the Queen Elizabeth II Medical Centre, and it is also very close to the University of Western
Australia. Even though the State Government now says that the hospital and the beds are
strategically poorly located, were we to come to an agreement with the Commonwealth
Government to ensure that we were not disadvantaged as a State in respect of funding, and
were we to take over that hospital site and the running of the hospital, that land would be
very valuable to us in the future. Even were we to get to the point where we no longer
required a hospital on that site, there is no doubt that further research facilities could be
established there for Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital, if required. I remind members that UWA
is just up the road and that the site of the repatriation hospital is as close to Wintop Hall as
is the southern end of the campus, so that land might be a valuable asset for the State. We
should not pass up lightly the opportunity of acquiring that land for Western Australia.
We should be concerned also about the valuable university medical school annexe that is
operating at the hospital. I was concerned to hear on television the other night that the
researcher who was involved - I think it was Professor Sikorski - was very concerned about
the future of the centre that he had developed and about the research that was being
undertaken.
I am concerned also about what will happen to the repatriation patients. We have already
had some discussion about the fact that they could be fed into the private system. I believe
they could. In fact, in many cases it is probably appropriate in general terms for the
Commonwealth Government to give those patients private status so that they can go to any
hospital in the State. Many returned servicemen have shifted away from the metropolitan
area to Albany, Mandurah, Geraldion and Broome, for example, either for the climate or
because their families have moved to those areas. It can be argued that we should just give
them all private patient status and let them go.
However, I have demonstrated to the House tonight that the repatriation hospital provides a
service which probably cannot be duplicated anywhere else, and that as long as the Federal
Government is prepared to enter into a funding arrangement which will ensure that this State
is not disadvantaged, we should seriously consider incorporating that hospital into our public
hospital system.
I would like to point out the three options. First, that the Commonwealth Governiment retain
the Repatriation General Hospital and run it. If chat is done, how would that Government
manage the problem when the hospital reaches the end of its useful life? If, 15 years down
the track it was no longer viable to run the hospital, what action would be taken to care
adequately for the remaining patients? In the event that the decision was to keep the hospital
running, how much would it cost to keep the facilities in top condition until it could no
longer be justified? The second option would be for the State Government to take over the
hospital under a Federally funded arrangement. I gather from my talks with the
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Commonwealth people when visiting this State, and from feedback which has reached me in
the last few days, that the Commonwealth Government is desperate for the State Government
to take over the hospital. The Commonwealth is prepared to negotiate a generous
arrangement. I urge the Government to consider that proposal. The third option is the one
chosen by the Commonwealth Government in the event it cannot talk the State into taking on
the hospital; that is, to sell the hospital to a private consortium which will operate the facility
as a private hospital. I have no problem with that except to point out that the service to
veterans will not be the same, and that problems will occur with the 25 per cent of
Repatriation General Hospital patients that in fact are public patients. How will they fit into
the private sector? In the event that the hospital is privatised and no arrangements are made
for those patients the State will face the problem of having to involve itself in further capital
expenditure at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital to cope with the considerable number of extra
patients who will need to be fed through it. Of course, this will involve the transfer and
development of the orthopaedic and urology sections, which currently are mainly undertaken
at RGH.
In the interests of continuity - and I mean continuity for the veterans, Sir Charles Gairdner
Hospital, and the university medical centre. research teams -it would be preferable to
incorporate RGH in the State public hospital system, despite the fact that beds are not
strategically placed. The land will be so valuable that that in itself should be a good
balancing factor in the argument that we should rake over the hospital. We will reach the
stage when the bed capacity at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital will be exhausted. While many
of the facilities at RGH may not be five star, they are nevertheless adequate and could be
used for many years. Another factor is that on many occasions the capacity of Royal Perth
Hospital has been completely exhausted, and because we have so many beds at RGH we
should incorporate it into our State system. Western Australia would be better off in the long
run.
I refer now to comments in the Press lately regarding the hypocrisy of the Government in
relation to Rally Australia and the tobacco advertising on cars and the uniforms of the
drivers. I will run through the events in chronological order because this is an important
matter. Nine weeks ago, EventsCorp knew that it must claim an exemption from the Health
Department. Nothing was done. Two weeks ago, the official program was issued over
which was plastered the photographs of motor vehicles and drivers. Both the vehicles and
the uniforms of the drivers carried Marlboro ads without health warnings. Once again,
exemptions were not applied for. On 16 September, the Deputy Premier donned a rally suit
with the same Marlboro logos but no health warnings. Again, no exemption was applied for
or granted, and he was seen on television. On 17 September, the Australian Medical
Association wrote to the Premier complaning about the matter. That correspondence drew
to her attention the fact that no exemption had been sought or granted, and that EventsCorp
had known for nine or 10 weeks that it should apply for an exemption. Last Friday, 1~8
September, the cars appeared with health warnings engineered onto the cigarette logos but
the drivers' suits still carried logos without warnings. The exemption eventually came
through on Friday afternoon.
The situation represents an important matter of principle. I do not believe that it is the
drivers' fault- I was told by someone this afternoon that the drivers had been questioned, and
that they were told that it was okay for them to drive the cars and wear the uniforms as they
were. They were prepared to cover the logos; in other countries they did that. In the United
Kingdom, drivers are prepared to plaster over the logos on cars and uniforms. Indeed, Nigel
Mansell has been pictured with the logos on his suit plastered out in that country. The point
is that the Government and EventsCorp made no effort to comply with legislation. Having
made such a song and dance about the legislation, it is hypocritical to approach such a
situation in that way.
In the Press today the Premier is quoted as having said that the rally was a big event which
brought $13 million to Western Australia, and it created employment, so she was prepared to
strike a balance. There was no need for a balance; the situation was clear. In any case, the
tobacco company involved sponsored only three cars out of almost 100 in the rally. Clearly,
the future of the event was not in jeopardy because the tobacco company was not the major
sponsor. This year, the event is underwritten by Telecom; the year before, it was sponsored
by the Commonwealth Bank. The Premier's point that $13 million was brought into the
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State was totally irrelevant because the $13 million - if indeed that is the figure - would be
brought in anyway because the tobacco company was not the major sponsor, If the Treasurer
were here I would raise the question with her and ask for details of that $13 million allocated
to EventsCorp, where it came from and how the figure was justified. I amn also interested in
the budget of Eventscorp for the rally However, as she is not here I will use the avenue of
questions on notice. I have reservations about the $13 million and I am very interested in the
affairs of EventsCorp.
I reiterate my point that this Parliament should ensure that every effort is made to fund the
Asbestos Diseases Society and the research institute associated with the society. This
Parliament must also review very seriously as a matter of priority a suitable agreement with
the Federal Government to incorporate the Hollywood Repatriation General Hospital within
-the State hospital system. I acknowledge that those beds; are not where we would build them
now, but we do not have that choice; they are there and we should do what we can to reach
an agreement with the Commonwealth.
Debate adjourned, on motion by MAr Strickland.

House adjourned a: 11.02 pm

W827"-
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

HOMESWEST - MANDURAH
Construction Statistics, 2, 3 and 4 Bedroom Homes; Aged Persons' Units -Waiting List

1058. Mr NICHOLLS to the Minister for Housing:
(1) How many -

(a) 4 bedroom;
(b) 3 bedroom;
(c) 2 bedroom;
(d) aged persons' units-,
have been constructed within the City of Mandurah boundaries in each of die
previous five years?

(2) How many of the abovemenrioned homes ame to be built during this financial
year in Mandurali?

(3) How many people are on the waiting list for each of the above types of
accommodation?

(4) (a) Has Homeswest any estimated construction numbers for the future
five years;

(b) if so, what are the estimates?

Mr McGINTY replied:
(1) (a) 1987-88 1

1988-89 2
1989-90 1
1990-91
1991-92 4

(b) 1987-88 27
1988-89 12
1989-90 47
1990-91 8
1991-92 23

(c) 1987-88
1988- 89
1989-90 4
1990-91
1991-92 5

(d) 1987-88
1988-89 18
1989-90 34
1990-91
1991-92 11

(2) (a) 2
(b) 34
(c) 8
(d) 16

(3) (a) 14
(b) 153
(c) 103
(d) 216

(4) (a) Not at this stage.
(b) Not applicable.
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HOSPITALS - PRINCESS MARGARET
Biblical Quotation Remtoved from Stationery Reason

1078. Mr COURT to the Minister for Health:
Why was the biblical quotation removed from the Princess Margaret Hospital
stationery?

Mr WILSON replied:
From 15 February 1990 all the major organisations associated with the
Princess Margaret Hospital for Children agreed to adopt a common logo.
using the umbrella title of the "Children's Hospital Medical Centre'. The
"kite" logo has been very well received over the last two and a half years, and
is well represented by the sculpture of two children with a kite which was
generously donated by a senior member of the Princess Margaret Hospital
staff, and stands between the hospital and the child care centre. As the
biblical quotation was an integral part of the previous logo, it was deleted
when the new logo was adopted.
NURSING HOMES - ACCOMMODATION STATISTICS

Employment Statistics; Federal and State Allocations; Maintenance Costs
1090. Mr NICHOLLS to the Minister for Health:

(1) How many people are catered for in each of the State nursing homes?
(2) Are these people assessed under the Federal Government geriatric assessment

team guidelines?
(3) How many staff are employed at each nursing home?
(4) What was the Federal Government contribution to each of the nursing homes

for each of the previous five years?
(5) How mouch was the State contribution to each of the nursing homes for each of

the previous five years?
(6) What was the maintenance cost for each of the nursing homes last financial

year?
Mr WILSON replied:

See paper No 376.
AGRICULTURE, DEPARTMENT OF - BUDGET 199 1-92

Actual Rates, Charges, Levies, and Fees Details
1132. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Agriculture:

As the 1991-92 Budget papers contain only totals of estimated receipts for
departmental revenue, would the Minister provide details of all the actual
rates, charges, levies, and fees which are imposed?

Mr BRIDGE replied:
Please refer to my answer to question 177 of 31 March 1992. A schedule of
the various charges was also forwarded direct to the member's electorate
office.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - QUESTION ON NOTICE
1866(1991)

Actual Rates, Charges, Levies, and Fees Details
1137. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Water Resources; North-West:

In relation to the answer to question on notice 1866 of 1991, as the 1991-92
and 1982-83 Budget papers and annual reports contain only totals of
estimated receipts for departmental revenue, would the Minister provide
details of all the actual rates, charges, levies, and fees which were imposed
under the Minister's portfolio responsibilities in those financial years?
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Mr BRIDGE replied:
See Premier's response to question 1133.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - QUESTION ON NOTICE
1868 (1991)

Actual Rates, Charges, Levies, and Fees Details
1139. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Productivity and Labour Relations; Consumer

Affairs:
In relation to the answer to question on notice 1868 of 1991, as the 1991-92
and 1982-83 Budget papers and annual reports contain only totals of
estimated receipts for departmental. revenue, would the Minister provide
details of all the actual rates, charges, levies, and fees which were imposed
under the Minister's portfolio responsibilities in those financial years?

Mrs HENDERSON replied:
See Premier's response to question 1133.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - QUESTION ON NOTICE
1869 (1991)

Actual Rates, Charges, Levies, and Fees Details
1140 Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Mines; Fisheries; Mid-West:

In relation to the answer to question on notice 1869 of 1991, as the 1991-92
and 1982-83 Budget papers and annual reports contain only totals of
estimated receipts for departmental revenue, would the Minister provide
details of all the actual rates, charges, levies, and fees which were imposed
under the Minister's portfolio responsibilities in those financial years?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
See Premier's response to question 1133.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - QUESTION ON NOTICE
1870 (1991)

Actual Rates, Charges, Levies, and Fees Details
1141 Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Housing; Construction Services; Heritage:

In relation to the answer to question on notice 1870 of 1991, as the 199 1-92
and 1982-83 Budget papers and annual reports contain only totals of
estimated receipts for departmental revenue, would the Minister provide
derails of all the actual rates, charges, levies, and fees which were imposed
under the Minister's portfolio responsibilities in those financial years?

Mr McCINTY replied:
See Premier's response to question 113 3.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - QUESTION ON NOTICE
1874 (1991)

Actual Rates, Charges, Levies, and Fees Details
1145. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Health:

In relation to the answver to question on notice 1874 of 1991, as the 1991-92
and 1982-83 Budget papers and annual reports contain only totals of
estimated receipts for departmental revenue, would the Minister provide
derails of all the actual rates, charges, levies, and fees which were imposed
under the Minister's portfolio responsibilities in chose financial years?

Mr WILSON replied:
See Premier's response ro question 11 33.
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - QUESTION ON NOTICE
1875 (1991)

Actual Rates, Charges, Levies, arnd Fees Details
1146. Mr HOUSE to the Minister representing the Attorney General; Minister for

Corrective Services:
In relation to the answer to question on notice 1875 of 1991, as the 1991-92
and 1982-83 Budget papers and annual reports contain only totals of
estimated receipts for departmental revenue, would the Minister provide
details of all the actual rates, charges, levies, and fees which were imposed
under the Minister's Portfolio responsibilities in chose financial years?

Mr D.L SMITH replied:
See reply to question 1133.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES - QUESTION ON NOTICE
1877 (1991)

Actual Rates, Charges, Levies, and Fees Details
1148. Mr HOUSE to the Minister 'representing the Minister for Police; Emergency

Services; Sport and Recreation:
In relation to the answer to question on notice 1877 of 1991, as the 1991-92
and 1982-83 Budget papers and annual reports contain only totals of
estimated receipts for departmnental revenue, would the Mlinister provide
details of all the actual rates, charges, levies, and fees which were imposed
under the inister's portfolio responsibilities in those financial years?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
See Premier's response to question 1133.

RANGEVIIEW REMAND CENTRE - FIRESTONE HOLDINGS PTY? LTD
Contract Cancellaion Reason

1190. Mr KIERATH to the inister for Construction:
Further to my question on notice 979 of 1992, with respect to cancellation of
the Firestone Holdings Pty Ltd contract at the Rangeview Remand Centre and
the Minister's response that -

(a) "Firestone Holdings axe not completing the contract they were
awarded because the contract was cancelled by notice dated 3 July
1992"; and

(b) "Tenders are called on the basis that the lowest or any tender will not
necessarily be accepted Given the circumstances chat arose at
Rangeview with Firestone, the second lowest tenderer was deemed
more suitable";

would the Minister explain -

(i) why was the contract cancelled by notice dated 3 July 1992;
(ii) what were the circumstances which arose at Rangeview with

Firestone;
(iii) why was the second lowest tenderer deemed more suitable?

Mr McGINTY replied:

(i) The contract was cancelled by notice dated 3 July 1992 because Firestone had
failed to seek approval for subcontracting of part of the works, and in the
presence of this failure had failed to satisfy me why I should not exercise the
default provisions of the contract Cancellation of the contract is provided for
in those default provisions.
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(ii)-(iii)
The circumstances that arose at Rangeview with Firestone included defective
work, a failure to adequately respond to demands under the contract for
information, attempting to bring unauthorised people to the site and, before
any default provisions had been exercised, threats of Supreme Court actions.,

SCHOOLS - HOSTELS STATISTICS
Student Places - Assistance to Jsolated Children Funding Statistics

1199. Mr OMODEI to the Minister representing the Minister for Education:
(1) What is the current number in Western Australia of -

(a) school hostels;
(b) hostel student places?

(2) Are there adequate school hostel places to cater for isolated students needing
to leave home to complete their schooling?

(3) How many students in Western Australia are currently receiving Assistance to
Isolated Children - AIC - funding?

(4) (a) Given that the full cost of primary and secondary education of urban
students is an accepted responsibility of State Government, will the
Minister give a guarantee that country students who do not have
access to State education facilities will be given equal quality
education;

(b) if not, why not?
(5) Given that the State Government is committed to educational equity, will the

Minister ensure that country students receive quality education irrespective of
their parents income?

(6) Will the Minister ensure that the State's constitutional responsibility in
relation to education is delivered to the State's students?

(7) Will the Minister acknowledge that all urban primary and secondary students
in Western Australia currently receive an education regardless of parent's
income?

(8) What are the funds provided for -
(a) State boarding away from home allowance;
(b) Abstudy - school tuition, fares, direction education assistance and

additional assistance?
Dr GALLOP replied:

The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

(1) (a) There are 13 hostels servicing Government schools in Western
Australia, nine of which are administered by the Country High
Schools Hostels Authority and the other four being privately
run.

(b) The student dormitory capacity of these hostels is 1 912 - the
current enrolment is 1 584.

(2) Refer to (l)(b).
(3) Assistance to isolated children funding is the responsibility of the

Commonwealth Department of Employment, Education and Training.
(4) (a) Quality education for country students who do not have

reasonable access to Government schools is provided through
the Distance Education Centre and t five Schools of the Air
located at Derby, Port Hedland, Carnarvon, Meekatharra and
Kalgoorlie.

(b) Not applicable.
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(5) The Ministry of Education in its "Social Justice in Education Policy
and Guidelines" is committed to the achievement of optimum
educational outcomes for all students.

(6) Yes.
(7) All Western Australian primary and secondary students are able to

receive an education regardless of parents' income.
(8) (a) In 1991-92 the ministry expended $1 298 000 on payments for

boarding away from home allowances. A similar amount has
been provided for 1992-93.

(b) The Abstudy scheme is administered by the Commonwealth
Department of Employment, Education and Training.

BUILDING MANAGEMENT AUTHORITY - WEMBLEY TAFE CAMPUS RE-
ROOFING CONTRACT No 18370

Lowest Tender Acceptance
1205. Mr ICIERATH to the Minister for Construction:

(1) With respect to the re-roofing of the Wembley TAFE contract No. 1~8370, will
the Building Management Authority be accepting the lowest tender?

(2) If not, why not?
(3) What is the cost difference between the lowest tender and the second lowest

tender?
(4) Has the lowest tenderer had previous BMA contractual experience, and, in

particular, asbestos removal experience?
(5) (a) Will appointment of the successful tenderer be on the basis of

previous BMA contractual experience and asbestos removal
experience:

(b) if riot, why not?
Mr McGINTY replied:
(1) No.
(2) Other tenders are more suitable.
(3) $3 133.00.
(4) Yes.
(5) (a) Yes. Asbestos removal and BMA experience are two of a range of

factors taken into consideration when determining suitability for
contracts. They are not the sole determining factors.

(b) Not applicable.
SCHOOLS - NEW WEST BYFORD PRIMARY

Larsen Road Damage
1208. Mr TUBBY to the Minister representing the Minister for Education:

(1) Is there substantial damage which has occurred to Larsen Road in Byford as a
result of the heavy haulage vehicles used to cart sand and materials for the
new West Byford Primary School?

(2) What action will the Government be taking to rectify this damage prior to the
opening of the school?

Dr GALLOP replied:
The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

(1)-(2) As the maintenance of local roads is the responsibility of local
government, the member should refer his question to the Shire of
Serpentine-Jarralidale.
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BUDGET - SOCIAL JUSTICE
School Therapy Services $450 000 Grants

1214. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister representing the Minister for Education:
(1) Who will administer the $450 000 for school therapy services to meet the

needs of children with disabilities in the mainstream school system as detailed
in the 1993 "Socijal Justice" in the Budget statement?

(2) What are the terms and conditions applying to those grants?
(3) Will these funds be allocated to both private and public schools?
(4) What funds were allocated to this project during the year ending 30 June

1992?
Dr GALLOP replied:

The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

(1) Initially, the funds will be administered by the Bureau for Disability
Services.

(2) The funds are for salaries and contingencies associated with
augmenting the level of therapy services. They are not for grants.

(3) The funds were intended for services to students in public schools.
(4) $79 000 was expended to meet the costs associated with the working

parry established to examine the need for therapy for students and to
report to the Authority for Intellectually Handicapped Persons.

SCHOOLS - UPGRADING AN)) CAPITAL WORKS PRIORITY LISTS
Reception Areas Selection Criteria - Melville Primary, Covered Assembly Area and

Reception Area
1236. Mr SHAVE to the Minister representing the Minister for Education:

(1) What criteria were used for selecting schools for upgrading of their reception
areas?

(2) Where is Melville Primary School on the priority list for an undercover
assembly area?

(3) Where is Melville Primary School on the priority list for upgrading of its
reception area?

(4) How long will it be until Melville Primary School gets its undercover
assembly area?

(5) How long will it be until Melville Primary School reception area is upgraded?
(6) Can the priority lists and agenda for future upgrading and capital works for

schools be advertised or circulated to schools so that each school knows
where it stands?

Dr GALLOP replied:
The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

As a result of Ministry of Education- Civil Service Association
restructuring negotiations in 1990, a subcommittee comprising several
school registrars and representatives of the CSA and the ministry's
facilities operations branch was established to investigate and report
on the accommodation, furniture and equipment for administrative and
other non-teaching staff in schools and district offices. Following the
completion of self-evaluation questionnaires by all schools in 199 1,
each district education office was requested to assign priorities. The
criteria used includes floor area, functional relationships, health and
safety issues such as ventilation and lighting, and school size. At that
rime Melville Primary School was rated at priority one by the Melville
District Education Office. Consequently Melville will receive every
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consideration in relation to the needs of other schools when the
subcommittee comprising several school registrars and representatives
of the Civil Service Association and the ministry's facilities operations
branch meets later this year to make recommendations regarding those
projects to be undertaken in 1993.
Although Melville Primary School does not have a purpose built
covered assembly area at present, it does have substantial enclosed
verandah space. Therefore, the school is not considered to have high
priority for the provision of such a facility at this time. Nevertheless,
the needs of cte school will continue to be considered when future
capital works programs are being compiled.
It is not proposed to circulate priority lists regarding future capital
works projects as this would only heighten community expectations
ahead of the actual availability of funds.

SCHOOLS - LEEMING PRIMARY
Administration Area Upgrading

1250. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister representing the Minister for Education:
(1) Will the Leeming Primary School administration area be upgraded during the

year ending 30 June 1993?
(2) If so -

(a) when will work commence;
(b) how much is it anticipated to cost?

(3) If work is not going to proceed, why not?
Dr GALLOP replied:

The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

(0)-(3)
As a result of Ministry of Education-Civil Service Association
restructuring negotiations in 1990, a subcommittee comprising several
school registrars and representatives of the CSA and the ministry's
facilities operations branch was established to investigate and report
on the accommodation, furniture and equipment for administrative and
other non-teaching staff in schools and district offices. Following the
completion of self-evaluation questionnaires by all schools in 1991,
each district education office was requested to assign priorities. The
criteria used include floor area, functional relationships, health and
safety issues such as ventilation and lighting, and school size. At chat
time Leeming Primary School was not rated as a high priority by the
Wilicuton District Education Office. Nevertheless, Leeming will
receive every consideration in relation to the needs of other schools
when the subcommittee meets later this year to make
recommendations regarding those projects to be undertaken in 1993.

HOMESWEST - CAPITAL WORKS PROGRAM
Offices and Shops Connrucuion, Location

1252. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Housing:
Where will Homeswest be constructing offices and shops totalling $1 650 000
as listed in the capital works program for the year ending 30 June 1993?

Mr McOIINTY replied:
Geraidton - Renovations and refurbishment of existing
- historic - regional office building $800 000
Broomne - Renovations and refurbishment of regional office
for the new Kimnberley region to improve service
delivery in the north west $100 000
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Manjimnup - Refurbishment of new office in Manjimup
following expiration of existing lease and the need to
locate an alternative building$400
Kalgoorlie - Refurbishment of additional space in
existing regional office building to improve service
delivery area $50 000
South Hedland - Redesign regional office to improve
service delivery area $45000
Homeswest Centre - Refurbishment to alleviate camnped
conditions $470 000
Refurbishment of additional leased accommodation
adjoining Homeswest Centre pending handover of the
heritage building on Homneswest Centre site, held by
Fisheries - this will be partially offset by reduced
lease fees from the cancellation of the lease of office
space in Toyota House - approximately $85 000 per annum $140 000
Total 1992-93 $ 1.650 million

SCHOOLS - DENMARK SENIOR HIGH
Capital Works Allocation

1277. Mr HOUSE to the Minister representing the inister for Education:
(1) Has the Denmark Senior High School received an allocation for capital works

in the 1992-93 State Budget?
(2) If yes, how much was allocated?
Dr GALLOP replied:

The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

(1)-(2)
Yes. An allocation of $959 000) has been made in the works-in-
progress component of the 1992-93 capital works program to fund the
upgrading project at Denmark District High School.

HOSPITALS - DEEP SLEEP THERAPY
Legal Practice - Prohibition Legislation

1289. Mr MJNSON to the Mlinister for Health:
(1) Is deep sleep therapy legal in Western Australia in either private or public

hospitals?
(2) Has deep sleep therapy been used in Western Australia in recent years?
(3) Will the Minister give this House an assurance that deep sleep therapy will

not be used in any public hospital in Western Australia?
Mr WILSON replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) No.
(3) The draft Bill of the proposed Mental Health Act bans the use of deep sleep

therapy.
SCHOIOLS - FIVE YEAR OLDS

Voluntary Full-rime Preprimiary Program - TEE Students Graduating in Sixteenth Year
1290. Mr LEWIS to the Minister representing the Minister for Education:

Is it the Government's or otherwise the Ministry of Education's long term
intention with the introdiuction of full-time schooling for five year olds to
effectively shunt down by one year the whole system so that tertiary entrance
examination students will be graduating in their sixteenth year?
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Dr GALLOP replied:
The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

No.
SCHOOLS - FIVE YEAR 0OLDS

Voluntary Full-time Preprimary Program - Age Limit Commencement Date Changes
129 1. Mr LEWIS to the Minister representing the Minister for Education:

Is it the Government's or otherwise the Ministry of Education's intention to
change the age limitation cut-off commencement dates for five year aids from
31 December11 January to 30 June11 July as is the practice in the Eastern
States of Australia?

Dr GALLOP replied:
The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

The issue has been raised by parents during the consultation phase. There is
no intention to make changes Co eligibility at this stage.

COURTHOUSE - ALBANY
Improvements - Budget Allocation

1305. Mr WATT to the Minister representing the Attorney General:
(1) Has any Budget allocation been made in the current financial year for

improvements to the safety and convenience of the Al bany Courthouse?
(2) If not, as the Attorney Central has previously acknowledged the need, when

is it anticipated the improvements needed will be made?
Mr D.L. SMITH replied:
(1) No. However as previously indicated, a number of matters in relation to

convenience and security, can be addressed by management practice.
(2) This will depend on the regular consideration of capital works priorities.

EDUCATION - FOUR AND FIVE YEAR OLDS
Off-sire Preprimary Centres and Commnunity Based Preschools - Future

1310. Dr CONSTAB3LE to the Minister representing the Minister for Education:
What is the future of the offsite preprimary centres and the community based
preschools which currently are engaged in education for both four and five
year olds?

Dr GALLOP replied:
The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -
The fumte of offsite preprimary centres that are leased will depend on the
leasing arrangements and the ministry's requirements for both full and part
time provision. It is envisaged that community based preschools will continue
to provide early childhood education with Government support until such time
that the particular community decides otherwise.

TAPE - MANDURAN LAND PURCHASE
1328. Mr NICHOLLS to the Minister representing the Minister for Education:

(1) Why was the 1991-92 Budget allocation for the purchase of land for a
technical and further education college in the Mandurah area not utilised?

(2) With the amount budgeted for in the current financial year - when will the
land be purchased?

(3) How much land is considered a minimum to establish a TAPE college in the
Mandurah area?

(4) How much land is proposed to be purchased by the Government for a
Mandurah TAPE college?
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(5) What is the location of the land which is intended to be purchased?
(6) (a) Has more than one location been selected-,

(b) if so, which is the preferred location?
(7) When will the land purchase be completed?
Dr GALLOP replied:

The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

(1) No suitable sire was found.
(2) As soon as a suitable site is identified and negotiating for its purchase

is completed.
(3) 20Oha.
(4) Approximately 20 ha.
(5)-(6) Not applicable.
(7) See (2).

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

UNIVERSITY OF NOTRE DAME AUSTRALIA - LAND ENDOWMENT
PROPOSAL

Deputy Premier's Briefing
342. Mr COURT to the Deputy Premier:

(1) Who provided the briefing on the University of Notre Dame Australia
proposal when the Deputy Premier took over the negotiations?

(2) Did he discuss this matter with David Parker at the time?
(3) If yes, how did Mr Parker describe the status of the commercial negotiations

with Notre Dame?
Mr TAYLOR replied:

My recollection is that the briefing I received at that stage was by two officers
handling the matter, David Hatt and Brian Martin. I am nor absolutely sure of
that. In relation to discussing the issue with David Parker, by that time he had
left the Government, and I certainly did not have any discussions with him on
that matter. However, I did have discussions with him on the issue at a later
date when he came hack to Western Australia.
PRIVACY OF GRIEF BILL - GOVERNMENT RESPONSE

343. Dr EDWARDS to the Premier
Does the Government intend to support the Privacy of Grief Bill introduced
by die Opposition in the Legislative Council?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:
I must say I was rather surprised when I heard that the Opposition intended to
introduce a Bill of this kind, and I have been particularly staggered in recent
weeks by the hypocrisy of its proposal, given the disgraceful election material
used in Queensland. This is the same party that used that type of material in
the election campaign. The Liberal Party was prepared to use the grief of
people, nor just in a news story where journalists are bound by codes of ethics
but also in political advertising. In Australia that represents a new low in
political advertising.
I am told it may not be the worst we are likely to see in this season of
elections. We are already advised that the Liberal Party has tested seven
advertisements on various focus groups around the Stare and those
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advertisements are not a pretty sight either. If the Liberal Party is foolish
enough to use those advertisements in the public arena, I am sure it will suffer
the same fate as the party in Queensland that used that despicable material.
It is worth commenting specifically on the legislation to be introduced by Hon
Peter Foss in another place. I can understand why journalists might feel
aggrieved at the particular proposition put by members opposite. All of us in
this House from time to time, in our view, suffer at the hands of journalists.
Many members of the community believe the same thing. However, one of
the fundamental principles of this community, for which people have sweated
blood and tears, is freedom of the Press. It is not unconstrained or unfettered,
but Parliament should not contemplate adding further legislation to that list of
what many consider already to be the considerable constraints on the media,
in the form of the civil defamation laws, the parliamentary contempt
provisions, censorship laws, broadcasting laws, contempt of court laws and
even some criminal defamation provisions, which we thought were a dead
letter until they were employed at the behest of the member for Melville.
Having looked quickly at the proposal, I consider it would create difficulties
in the Eastern Stares because, presumably. material published in Western
Australia in journals that might be circulated outside the State could be
published elsewhere but not in Western Australia. Also, although it is a
difficult area, we have been moving towards uniformity of provisions in
relation to these matters. That is why I do not support the proposal, not least
because I do not believe a word of what is said.

UNIVERSITY OF NOTRE DAME AUSTRALIA - LAND ENDOWMENT
PROPOSAL

Government Guarantee Agreement - True Position June 1990
344. Mr TRENORDEN to the Premier:

(1) Is the Premier aware of the statements made to this House by the Deputy
Premier in relation to the joint venture with the University of Notre Dame
Australia that he "wiped the slate clean" on becoming Deputy Premier?

(2) Is the Premier also aware that in a letter to the manager of the R & I Bank Ltd,
Mr Warwick Kent, dated 22 June 1990, UNDA stated in part -

It is proposed that the agreement with the Government will provide
NDA a guarantee of future profits from the joint venture
development ...

Discussions are being held through the office of the Minister
responsible, Mr. Ian Taylor, who has authority to proceed with the
negotiations from Cabinet ...
This will enable the Government to take into account the financial and
bankcing requirements in establishing the guarantee agreement.

(3) Will the Premier, with her intimate involvement with the Nonre Dame issue,
advise the House precisely of the true position at June 1990?

Mr Pearce: What is the voting crop looking like at Binnu?
Dr LAWARENCE replied:
(I)-(3)

The Leader of the House indicates a very important point in all of this; that is,
members of the National Party felt it more important to be campaigning in the
sear of a member of the Liberal Party than to be in this House. As a member
of the committee, I would have thought that the member for Avon might have
felt some acute responsibility to be here. He did not. I suggest that rather
than do what he claims the Government does from time to time - that is. waste
the time of the House answering questions that have already been answered -
he read the Hansard over the two days of debate. He will clearly see that I
have answered the questions he has asked, as has the Deputy Premier. Let me
make it very clear to the member, in case he has any doubt, that when I
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became Premier and the Deputy Premier took on his office, within several
months it was quite clear that the proposals tha: had been put forward by the
Notre Dame proponents were not favoured by Government and the slate was
wiped clean. The member for Jandacot does not have a leg to stand on, I
heard his posturing in the House earlier today and he was operating on the
basis that the best form of defence was attack. In order to protect himself
from sonic unpleasant observations made by the committee, he chose the
route of attacking others.
I suggest that the member for Avon read Hansard, which contains the Deputy
Premier's answers, and make sure. before he implies in a question that there
has been other than straightforward dealing in this matter, that he has checked
the facts. The Government's decision as announced in the first place was a
straightforward provision of land to the Notre Dame University proponents.
There is material circulating from the Vice Chancellor of the University of
Notre Dame Australia to all members of the Catholic community - I hope the
member for Avon will look at it - which clearly indicates that members
opposite knew a good deal more than they were saying. Once the decision
was made, it was made public and when the decision was changed, that was
made public. The Deputy Premier has conducted himself entirely properly. I
cannot say the same for t member for Avon.

CARNEGIE DISCUSSION PAPER - NEWSPAPER REPORT
345. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Fuel and Energy:

Is the Minister aware of a comment in this morning's newspaper, in relation to
the Carnegie discussion paper, that the energy industry is in danger of being
analysed to death?

Dr GALLOP replied:
Yes, I am aware of the comment which was attributed to a spokesman from
the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia. In reality, I
think the chamber's spokesman was short of something to say, given that he
would be well aware of the changes in tariff policy which are starting to
provide some real benefits to consumers in this State. It is worth reflecting on
the total amount of those benefits: In time of use tariffs, $32 million a year,
the five per cent reduction for commercial customers, $12 million a year, and,
the all-important reduction in the line charge for the goldfields, $2 million.
That is $46 million per year that we are ploughing back to encourage
industrial development in the State.
The Government's record on energy policy is a record of action and
achievement. The Government has a program of change, and it accepts the
reality that there will be no let up in the drive towards lower tariffs for both
electricity and gas. The Carnegie paper, and finally the Carnegie report, is
pant of that strategy to further the process of change that will facilitate lower
prices.
Where does the Opposition stand on this issue? The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition and Opposition energy spokesman stated, as reported in today's
The West Australian, that the Carnegie discussion paper was an important
contribution to the debate. He stated that he was committed to the splitting up
of gas and electricity so that a gas utility and an electricity utility would
compete against each other for suppliers and customers. The Leader of the
National Party stated in this House on 6 May that, in his opinion, the Carnegie
review was totally unnecessary. I take it that he still stands by that position.
He stated also that we should not split up the State Energy Commission of
Western Australia into separate gas and electricity operations because that
would not be of any preat advantage.
Therefore, we have one Opposition and two different points of view on policy
proposals. What would happen if this tribe or group of tribes were in
Government? Itris no wonder that the public are saying that the Opposition
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parties ame not good enough to govern when they cannot even get their act
together on this important area of energy policy.

Several members inteiJected.
The SPEAKER: Order! If it is the wish of the House to continue with question time,

I would very much appreciate it if the House would assist me and everybody
else to be able to listen reasonably to the questions and the answers, regardless
of whether we agree with them.

JOONDALUP GOLF COURSE - SALE
Outstanding Amnount on Purchase Price

346. Mrs EDWARDES to the Minister for Lands:
(1) In respect of the sale of the Joondalup Golf Course by the Joondalup

Development Corporation to Crenorne Investments, Whale Beach
Investments, Edge Cliff Investments and (3rovesryle Australia, and the
variation to the contract to allow final payments to be made in four equal
instalments over an extended 90 day period between 30 June 1992 and 30
September 1992, what is the amount outstanding on the $21 million purchase
price?

(2) Have the purchasers made the requisite payments to date on time under the
variation; and, if not, what is the Government's position?

(3) Is the Government aware of the purchaser's attempting to on-sell the course,
and does the contract allow this?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:
(1)-(3)

Although I have not checked recently, as far as I know all of the payments are
being made on time, together with interest for late payment.

Mr Lewis: How can it be paid on time if they are paying interest?
Mr D.L. SMITH: The rescheduled payments are being paid on time, together wit

interest for late payments.
I am not aware of any attempt to on-sell the project, and I would be happy to
hear from the member if she has any advice on that. However, once the land
is sold and finally paid for, the State Government, other than to maintain the
contract conditions, will not be in a position to prevent an on- sale.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY - SEATING ARRANGEMENTS IN THE HOUSE
Mod (ficadon Proposal - Question Out of Order

347. Wr KOBELKE to the Leader of the House:.
Is the Leader of the House aware of any proposal to modify the seating
arrangements in this House?

The SPEAKER: Order! I am not convinced that that question is addressed correctly.
It is my view that, addressed correctly, that question should be addressed to
me, and questions without notice to the Speaker are out of order. Therefore,
that question is out of order.

UNIVERSITY OF NOTRE DAME AUSTRALIA - LAND ENDOWMENT
PROPOSAL

Two Formal Proposals wo Cabinet - Public Accounts and Expenditure Review
Commite e Report

348. Mr LEWIS to the Premier:
Is it a fact, as reported by the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review
Committee, that prior to 5 December 1989 the University of Notre Dame had
made two formal propositions to Cabinet - on 15 December 1988 and 28 April
1989 respectively - about the establishment of the university and contingent
land development proposals at the Alkimos site?
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Dr LAWRENCE replied:
I think this is meant to be a crick question, because again I refer the member to
the debate in the Parliament last week. I outlined in some detail, and
confirmed by reference to the Cabinet decision sheet, chat matters in relation
to propositions from LJNDA were not only not subject to format negotiation
but also were deferred indefinitely. I know that members opposite are a touch
desperate to revisit an issue on which they think they did not do a very good
job in the first place. That demonstrates the fact that, after nine years in
Opposition, members opposite cannot organise themselves, they do not know
the rules, conventions or Standing Orders of the Parliament, and they are not
able to mount a debate in the Parliament. I do not think we should be subject
to more of the same simply because members opposite got it wrong in the first
place.
I guess it is not surprising that the Liberal Parry is polling in this Stare at the
moment. It is not very good at keeping secrets! Members opposite are asking
two questions, among others: What do you think of the Leader of the
Opposition; and, if the Leader of the Opposition should nor be the member for
Nedlands, who should it be? I am confident that when the Opposition is
judged not only on its performance on this issue but also on many other
issues, it will be found wanting, and that some of the responsibility for that
will be sheeted home to the Leader of the Opposition. I will await with
interest the result of that polling to see whether it -will lead, as it has in the
past, to a change in the leadership of the State Liberal Ponty.

Several members inteijected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I am sure that the member for Applecross does not want to

be the member in this House responsible for curtailing question time. Am I1
right?

Mr Lewis: Yes, Mr Speaker.

DOMESTIC VIOLENCE - COUNSELLING PROGRAMS
Government Funding

349, Mrs WATKINS to the Minister for The Family
In light of the information contained in the Opposition's recent media
statement on domestic violence, as repoorted in The West Australian on 21
September 1992, can the Minister advise the House about the amount of
funding which has been provided for the Government's domestic violence
program?

Mr RIPPER replied:
I thank the member for her question because I was surprised to read in The
West Australian a claim from the member for Mandurah that the State
Government had committed only an extra $30 000 this financial year to non-
Government marriage guidance services for domestic violence counselling.
This is a classic example of the reason Opposition statements should be
treated with a deal of scepticism, because the member for Mandurali is out by
a factor of eight. In fact, the additional money allocated for domestic violence
counselling in this year's Budget is $250 000, not $30 000. The $30 000 is an
extra allocation for one agency which has had its allocation increased by more
than one-third. The total additional allocation is $250 000, of which $230 000
will be used to subsidise counselling programs run by a variety of non-
Government services, and $70 000 will be used for counselling children who
have wimnessed domestic violence between their parents. The total allocation,
including the additional $250 000, is not $30 000 but $300 000.
The member for Mandurah also said, in a critical way, that the Government
will spend $90 000 on promotional material for domestic violence legislation.
He appeared to think that it was not a worthwhile expenditure, yet that

5112



[Tuesday, 22 September 1992] 51

expenditure is essential because the Government must educate police officers,
magistrates and lawyers about the implications of the new legislation. The
aim of that legislation is to change the practices of people responding to
domestic violence. If they do not know about the legislation they will not
change their practices and the services to victims of domestic violence will
not improve. That expenditure is worthwhile indeed. It is all part of a
program of expenditure on combating domestic violence at a cast of more
than $1 million this financial year. I would like to see a similar commitment
by members opposite to combating this crime.

UNIVERSITY OF NOTRE DAME AUSTRALIA - LAND ENDOWMENT
PROPOSAL

Government Guarantee Discussions
350. Mr TRENORDEN to the Deputy Premier:

(1) Was the Deputy Premier aware that in July 1990 Mr Ross Howe, the Under
Treasurer, and Mr Ray Hughes. Assistant Under Treasurer Finance, met Mr
Bob Weir, Chief Manager of the R & I Bank Ltd, to discuss a Government
guarantee for the benefit of Notre Dame university?

(2) Was the Deputy Premier aware that Ashdoor Pty Ltd, owned by Mr Denis
H-organ, gave permission to use certain financial information?

(3) Was he aware that a guarantee/indemnity was presented to certain banks for
their acceptance?

(4) Was he informed by an officer of the R & I Bank that the guarantee/indemnity
was not able to be "banked"?

The SPEAKER: Order! Questions (1) to (3) are out of order. If the Deputy Premier
cares to answer (4) that is up to him.

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(4) 1 wonder whether in the course of his discussions on these issues at the

meetings of the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee, outside
the direct questioning of Mr Horgan by the committee, the member for Avon
had other discussions with Mr Horgan on this and related issues?

Mr Trenorden: I have never spoken to Mr Horgan outside the Public Accounts and
Expenditure Review Committee meetings.

Mr TAYLOR: I wonder whether the member for Morley has?
Mr Donovan: I thought the member for Avon was asking the questions.
Mr TAYLOR: I am asking the member a question as well. I have no doubt at all

regarding this issue and, in particular, that the letter received by the committee
from Father Malloy - as indicated in The West Australian on Saturday - came
at the instigation of Denis H-organ. I am concerned that it was as a result of, if
not the member for Avon and the member for Morley. in this case, the
member for Morley and Mr Horgan working together because they were
desperate - in particular. Mr Horgan was desperate - to ensure that evidence
came before the committee that backed up his evidence about the guarantee.
Clearly, as shown in The West Australian on Saturday, the R & I Bank was
under no misapprehension as to my position and the Government's position
on the guarantee.

RAILWAYS - MANDURAH-PERT1H
Road Link Need, Member for Applecross's View

351. Mr READ to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Is the Minister aware of a news item in which the Liberal transport spokesman

said that Mandurah people need a road link to Perth rather than an expensive
train to a destination few people want to visit?
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(2) Does the Minister share this view?
Mrs BEGGS replied:
(1)-(2)

I rarely share the views of the member for Applecross; on this occasion I will
not take a different stance. However, I find it puzzling that the member for
Applecross made such a statement, particularly because he seems totally at
odds with the Fightback junior package. That package states that satellite
cities are a real option for satisfying growth on a 30 to 100 year horizon. This
is all the work of Mr R. Lewis, MLA. The package claims that any such city
should be interconnected with the Perth region by modemn rapid rail or light
tansport.
Perhaps instead of asking me whether I share the member's view -

Mr Lewis: Thbis is quoted out of context.
Mrs BEGGS: - the question should be directed to the member for Mandurab to see

whether he agrees with the member for Applecross.
M~r Nicholls: I want the fireeway as well as the railway.
Mrs BEGG3S: In his maiden speech, the member for Mandurah talked about the fact

that Mandurah's progress will revolve around its development as an
employment source, and around recreation and tourism. I agree with that
because it is sound logic. He also said that, to that end, facilities such as high
speed rapid transit rail links are essential to allow workers to reach
employment locations and to provide an efficient transport service. He also
said that if the expected congestion on our freeways were analysed there
would be little doubt that the only real alternative was a railway service.
As to whether I agree with the member for Applecross that Mandurab is a
place that very few people want to visit -

Mr Lewis: You are misquoting me.
Mrs BEGGS: Misquoted again! I do not think so. What did the member say?
Mr Lewis: The Minister should answer the question.
Mrts BEGGS: Members on this side of the House are trying very hard] to encourage a

balance between public transport and private car use. We are committed to
expanding the IKwinana Freeway and introducing a fast transit rail service
between Fremantle and Mandurah. The important point is that we, as a
Government, recognise the great importance of the Peel-Mandurab area to the
State, particularly for tourism. I totally reject the statement by the member for
Applecross that Mandurah is a place that very few people want to visit.

SOUTH WEST DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY - OUTSTANDING DEBT
352. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for South-West:

(1) Does the South West Development Authority still have an outstanding debt of
more than $18 million?

(2) What arrangements have been made to repay the principal?
(3) If "none" to (2), why has the Government not fulfilled a previous commitment

to do so?
Mr D.L. SMITH replied:
(1)-(3)

The South West Development Authority is a statutory agency created by the
Parliament. It is funded by the Consolidated Revenue Fund and by
borrowings. Payments to service borrowings, bath capital and interest
payments, are fully serviced by the CRF. The level of debt is stable at about
$18 million, as it has been for the past three years.
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ABORIGINAL ENTERPRISE COMPANY - ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS PLANNING
AUTHORITY FUNDING

Deposit in Barrack Securities Lid
353. Mr DONOVAN to the Treasurer

(1) Was the Aboriginal Enterprise Company funded in part or whole through the
Aboriginal Affairs Planning Authority until 1991?

(2) Was die Treasurer - and Minister for Aboriginal Affairs in 1990 - aware of a
deposit made by the Aboriginal Enterprise Company in Batrack Securities Lid
of $667 000, and due tornature on 14 March 1990?

(3) To her knowledge, was this deposit recovered by the AEC?)
The SPEAKER: Order! Parts (2) and (3) of the question are out of order.
Dr LAWRENCE replied:
(1) Given the nature of the organisation, which is a very small one, now under the

control of the Minister for North-West, that is material that I will need to
check, and I will be happy to do so. It is the sort of question for which the
House has questions on notice in order to achieve the correct result.

FISHING - AMATEUR LICENCES REVENUE
Consolidated Revenue Fund;- Recreational Fishing Trust Fund

354. Dr TURNBULL to die Minister for Fisheries:
(1) Will the Minister for Fisheries explain whether the money collected for

amateur fishing licences will be placed in the Consolidated Revenue Fund?
(2) Will the Minister confirm whether $1 165 000 is die amount which will be

placed in the recreational fishing trust fund?
(3) Will the Minister confirmn whether $1 165 000 is the total expected income

from the collection of amateur fishing licence fees and whether any of the
money from the collection of fees will remain in consolidated revenue?

Mr GORDON HILL replied:
(1l)-(3)

The member knows the answer to the first question; that is obvious from her
second question when she referred to the recreational fishing trust fund- I am
not sure whether the figure to which she referred is accurate.

Dr Turnbull: It is quoted in the Budget papers.
Mr GORDON HILL: in any event, it can be only an estimate because the

Government is not sure how many people will renew their licences. It may
well be more than that, but who knows? Clearly it must be an estimate. It is
true that the amount to be collected from recreational fishing licences will be
part of the recreational fishing trust fund.
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