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

MOTION - CONDOLENCE 

Victims of Port Arthur Massacre 

1037 

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Clive Griffiths): It is right that before proceeding with today's business the 
House should express its sympathy for those who have suffered the loss of loved ones who were killed at 
Port Arthur in recent days. That death should come in such an unexpected and brutal way must surely scar 
those who witnessed the events and those who are left to grieve, particularly when it would seem that the 
victims were selected at random and for no other reason than that they happened to be there at the time. 
The tragedy graphically reminds us how much we depend on the rule of law as a means of maintaining 
peace and stability in our communities and what can happen when one of us, whatever the reason, rejects 
that standard. I ask honourable members to rise and observe a minute's silence as a mark of respect to 
those who were killed and in sympathy for those who have suffered loss. 

[Members stood in silence.] 

ST A TEMENT - BY THE PRESIDENT 

Parliamentary Staff, Enterprise Bargaining Agreement 

THE PRESIDENT: On 2 April I undertook to keep members informed as to the progress of 
negotiations for an enterprise bargaining agreement for parliamentary staff. I am pleased to ~port that 
agreement has been reached and that it has met the Government's requirements in order to obtain 
supplementary funding. I anticipate that ratification by the staff through a secret ballot will occur this 
week. The agreement can then be implemented. 

Contrary to some media reports, this is not a one sided agreement that simply increases base rates of pay 
without concessions. The initial 6.5 per cent increase is payable in exchange for across the board 
conditions relating to the span of hours and ordinary hours that are to be worked within that span; for 
example, salaried staff will work a 7.5 hour day, but those who are obliged to work at least 50 per cent of 
sitting nights will work a seven hour day on non-sitting days and eight hours on sitting days before 
overtime becomes payable. The standard annual leave entitlement is now four weeks. An extra week is 
retained by the staff who work the seven and eight hour days; that is, those who work the late and long 
sitting hours. It was always the intention of the Presiding Officers that these negotiations would result in 
the adoption of uniform conditions and that the rewards would be proportionally greater for those who are 
required to work sitting hours. Payment of the additional 2.5 per cent in the package is tied to measured 
productivity gains. A process whereby those gains are to be made is provided for in the agreement. It is 
my hope that both sides can c"<>perate in making the agreement work for the benefit of this place and those 
who are employed here. 

ST A TEMENT - BY THE LEADER OF THE HOUSE 

Ministry - Hon George Cash. Resignation 

HON N.F. MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the House) [3.39 pm] - by leave: I wish to advise 
the House that due to ill health Hon George Cash has resigned from the Ministry and from the position of 
Leader of the House. The Liberal members of the Legislative Council at a meeting this afternoon elected 
me to succeed Hon George Cash. May I. on behalf of all members, thank Hon George Cash for a job very, 
very well done. Hon George Cash has the ability to work with all competing interests in the House. I 
believe his contribution to the Legislative Council has been significant indeed. Although I am honoured, of 
course, to be elected leader of my party. I am sad that the situation arose under these circumstances and 
that the vacancy occurred because of Mr Cash's ill health. We look forward to George Cash returning to 
full health in the near future and returning to the Ministry - an area in which he has worked very hard and 
successfully. 

George is a person of great strength and intellect and of uncanny good judgment. Members will recall that 
0!l many occasions a single word or sentence from George has taken the heat out of a fiery set of 
CIrcumstances. He has an incredible ability to work well with everybody, and the House has worked 
exceptionally well under his leadership. I hope that in some way I can make a similar contribution. In the 
meantime, I thank sincerely Hon George Cash for a significant contribution to the Legislative Council. 

STATEMENT - BY THE LEADER OF THE OPPOSITION 

Ministry - Hon George Cash. Resignation 

HON JOHN HALDEN (South Metropolitan - Leader of the Opposition) [3.41 pm] - by leave: I, too, 
express my heartfelt sorrow that the former Leader of the House, Hon George Cash, has had to resign 
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because of ill health. It was summed up most accurately by Hon Nonnan Moore when he said that 
Mr Cash had an ability to work with all sides to attempt to accommodate various viewpoints. I am sure . 
that all of us here receive messages from the other place about tasks we are expected to perfonn. I 
remember one such task - it is not necessary to name that task - when George told me what path we were 
going to follow. He said that he was sorry it broke certain arrangements, but that it should not and must 
not affect the relationship we had for the management of this House. At the time, and for a number of 
hours later as we debated that Bill into the wee hours of the morning, I perhaps did not see the wisdom of 
those comments and felt that the Opposition had been betrayed. Perhaps we had been, but I doubt that 
anyone in this House had responsibility for that. 

Immediately after that legislation was passed George again came to me to re-emphasise the necessity for 
cooperation. When acting as leader he sought cooperation at all times. He gave us as the Opposition 
latitude to use the forums of this House to make our point He never allowed us the opportunity to take that 
latitude to anything but a fair portion of time, but it was always appreciated by me and members of the 
Opposition. I congratulate Hon Nonnan Moore on his success in the party room earlier this afternoon. It is 
wonderful that I am able to assist him in my press comments and that I am able to pick winners in the 
Liberal Party as well as in this party! 

Hon Graham Edwards: What about at Ascot? 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: I cannot pick one out there! I hope Hon Norman Moore and I will enjoy the same 
sort of relationship that I had with Hon George Cash. Although Hon Norman Moore and I often opposed 
each other as Minister for Education and shadow Minister, we often spoke infonnally about the 
commonality of our views. I believe sincerely that we have commonality in our views about this place -
how it should be run and its future. On behalf of all opposition members I wish Hon Nonnan Moore every 
success. We look forward to working with hi.m in a constructive and precise manner. However, the Leader 
of the House should not necessarily take that as a statement that we will not from time to time disagree. 

HUMAN REPRODUCTIVE TECHNOLOGY AMENDMENT BILL 

Assent 
Message from the Governor received and read notifying assent to the Bill. 

PETITION - REGIONAL PARK SOUTH OF GUILDERTON 

Hon Peter Foss (Attorney General) presented a petition, by delivery to the Clerk, from 23 residents of 
Western Australia requesting the Government to establish a regional park immeditely to the south of 
Guilderton. 

[See paper No 240.] 

PETITION - REGIONAL PARK SOUTH OF GUILDERTON 

Hon Max Evans (Minister for Finance) presented a petition, by delivery to the Clerk, from 70 residents of 
Western Australia requesting the Government to establish a regional park immeditely to the south of 
Guilderton. 

[See paper No 241.] 

PETITION - JANDAKOT AIRPORT, SUPPORT 

The President (Hon Clive Griffiths) presented the following petition bearing the signatures of 2715 
persons -

To the President and Members of the Legislative Council of Western Australia in Parliament 
assembled. 

We, the undersigned residents of Western Australia, support Jandakot Airport in view of the 
Airport's continued contribution to Western Australia, which include: 

Its contribution as a centre of aviation excellence. 

Its contribution to the welfare of the State. 

Its contribution to the skills of the State. 

Its contribution of employment and training opportunities which already utilise 500 
employees. 

Its reputation in international aviation circles. 

Its contribution to the income of this State. 

Its vital role in implementing aviation policy. 

Its contribution to the air wings of medical and police services. 

Its contribution to those who use the Airport whether for business, recreation or 
instruction. 
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Its contribution by way of low adverse impact on the environment 

Because of these contributions your petitioners respectfully request that the Legislative Council 
recommends to the Government that the operations of landakot Airport are retained and not cut 
back. 

[See paper No 242.] 

MOTION - URGENCY 

Firearms Legislation; Mental Health Services 

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Clive Griffiths): I have received the following letter dated 30 April 1996, 
which I am happy to share with members -

30 April 1996 

Dear Mr President 

At today's sitting, it is my intention to move under SO 72 that the House, at its rising, adjourn 
until 9.00 am on 25 December 19% for the purpose of discussing: 

(1) the need for urgent bipartisan action to reform firearm legislation in WA and to provide 
support and impetus for uniform national legislation on firearms ownership and the 
possession of explosives; and 

(2) the urgent need to adequately resource Mental Health services in Western Australia. 

Yours sincerely 

Kim Chance MLC 
Member for Agricultural Region • 

In order for these matters to be discussed, it will be necessary for at least four members to indicate their 
support by rising in their places. 

[At least four members rose in their places.] 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural) [3.51 pm]: I move-

That the House at its rising adjourn until 9.00 am on 25 December. 

The House has already expressed its sorrow, by observing a minute's silence, about the recent tragedy at 
Port Arthur, which has essentially led to this motion. I want to express my sorrow at a personal level, 
because while I am not a Tasmanian and am a Western Australian through and through, members may not 
be aware that over recent years I have spent a considerable amount of time in Tasmania and I have a close 
attachment to those good natured and generous people who share the south easterly part of our nation. No
one would expect such an occurrence, and it would be a shock anywhere in the world, but for it to happen 
in Tasmania, which is an incredibly peaceful place, although it has the problems that are encountered by 
every society, is unthinkable. 

The Opposition is extremely sensitive to the need to avoid what could be called political point scoring from 
this horrific event, and that is not what has driven it to move this motion. I and other members of the 
Opposition believe genuinely that we must take urgent bipartisan action to reform firearms legislation, and 
I have received more cautions about the way in which I should conduct this debate than I have received 
with regard to any other debate. The Opposition does not intend to criticise the Government for what it has 
or has not done with firearms legislation, although we must all be criticised as legislators for failing to 
provide the public with the protection that it has the right to expect us to provide. We have also failed to 
provide the public with adequately resourced mental health services, which the public also has the right to 
expect us to provide. 

The point of this motion is to concentrate the attention of the fIouse on those two matters, on which the 
public now reasonably expects the House to act with both dispatch and courage, because legislators, 
!ncluding us, have failed to provide the public with those two qualities. The spirit and intent of the motion 
IS not to fasten on those past failures, and is certainly not to fasten on the tragic events at Port Arthur, but 
rather to add resolve to the need to find legislative solutions in Western Australia and also to do what we 
can to foster debate to achieve uniform national firearms legislation. 

Both the present and former Western Australian Police Ministers have made the point that Western 
Australia already has Australia's most stringent gun laws, and I believe that to be accurate. In fact, former 
Police Ministers Graham Edwards and Gordon Hill were instrumental to some extent in influencing other 
~tates' firearms legislation, and I hope that later today Hon Graham Edwards will give us some 
mf<.>rmation about that matter. In spite of the differences that are acknowledged to exist between firearms 
legIslation in Western Australia and Tasmania, the similarities which exist give rise to serious concern. 
DesI,>ite t~e technical illegality in Western Australia of high powered and military weapons, such weapons 
are In prIvate hands, just as they are in Tasmania, although I hope not to the same extent. There is 
absolutely no reason for private citizens to possess modern military weapons of the type that we have seen 
featured In recent arms seizures and in crimes of this kind. It must be noted that no technical differences 
exist between some sporting firearms and the military weapons from which they are derived. The two 
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types of weapons use the same ammunition, and they have the same muzzle velocity. In many cases, the sporting firearms, with or without modification, have the same sustainable rate of fire as the military weapons from which they are derived. For those reasons, they have the same capacity to kill. The need to possess such weapons is surely limited to an extremely small group of people. 
We must consider also that firearms are not the only dangerous objects that society tolerates and from which in some cases it benefits. There is reason to take stock of and listen to arguments which have been put by responsible shooters, who it could be argued have the right to safely and competently pursue their sport and their use of other weapons. While I have not agreed with everything that shooters' organisations have said about this subject, they have made one point that we all need to consider; namely, that firearms which are used in the conduct of criminal offences are rarely, if ever, licensed firearms used by their licensed owners. Generally, the wrongdoer uses either an unregistered firearm or a stolen firearm which mayor may not have been registered. That fact has led the gun lobby to contradict arguments for more stringent firearms legislation. A valid point that deserves recognition is that legislation which makes firearms registration more difficult will not necessarily solve the problem of the availability of illegal weapons, nor the misuse of either legal or illegal firearms. It does, however, point to the need for uniform national legislation, which if it did nothing else but prevent the cross-border trade in weapons which are legal in other States but not legal in this State would be a big advantage, and also to the need for innovative legislation in Western Australia with regard to the security of legal firearms and the possession of illegal firearms. 

Paragraph (2) of the motion refers to mental health services. The Opposition wants to offer its assistance to the Government to resolve the chronic shortage of the resources available to mental health services. I do not want to draw unsubstantiated conclusions about the link between mental illness and firearms abuse, because so far as I am aware, there is no evidence to suggest that people who have a metal illness are any more likely to misuse firearms than are people in the broader community. It is certainly true that people who have been convicted of serious crimes involving firearms generally have no previous history of serious mental illness or of firearms related offences. It seems to me that it is almost impossible to identify those people who may be likely to commit such offences. In each case, when we look at the character of people who have been convicted of firearms abuse offences, we ask ourselves the question: How could we have possibly identified that person out of the broad crush of humanity? The sad fact is that we cannot do that. It is sad because it would be easy to say, "Let us try to target such people and identify them from the broader community." The fact is that such an action would be, first, impossible, and second, more restrictive of personal freedom than the community would allow. 
Hon Peter Foss: One in five people will suffer some form of mental illness. 
Hon KIM CHANCE: Schizophrenia has been mentioned widely in connection with the Port Arthur case. I have no wish to draw attention to that because that may be mere speculation. However, in so far as those who suffer from schizophrenia are concerned, there is no reason for the public to be unduly concerned that a person who has schizophrenia is any more or any less likely to commit a serious crime than any other. Because that is so, I believe that the only benefit that society can derive from this tragedy and the only defence society can arrive at in this regard is to ensure that our broad mental health services - that is, those services available to the whole community - are as good as we can possibly make them. We cannot target a specific group of potentially dangerous people and it might be a terrible mistake to try to do that. However, we can ensure that the whole community is adequately cared for in the area of mental health in the hope that potentially dangerous patients receive proper care and attention in their interests and in the interests of the whole community. 
I said earlier, as I began my reference to paragraph (1) of the motion, that the Opposition wants to deal with this matter in a bipartisan manner. We are similarly serious about that offer with the second part of the motion. We are aware that the Government has already completed its draft of a new Mental Health Act; the draft exists. The Opposition encourages the Government to get that draft into the community as soon as possible to facilitate bringing the Bill into Parliament as soon as possible. If that could be done within a reasonable time, the Opposition - this does not come from me; it comes from the shadow Minister for Health - is prepared to ensure that that Bill has priority and passes through this Parliament in the spring session. We are serious about those offers. 
The firearms legislation is a long term issue, which should by now be at a stage where we can all have a look at what work has been done. A number of innovative things need to be worked through. The solutions are not as simple as increasing the penalties or making them more restrictive. It needs to have an outcome with which the public can feel satisfied and that is that nobody should hold a firearm legally or illegally who does not have, first, the will to look after that frrearm and ensure its security and, second and more importantly, that we ensure that that person has a real, not a perceived, need to have that firearm. 
nON PETER FOSS (East Metropolitan - Attorney General) [4.05 pm]: I am pleased by the way in which this matter is being addressed by the Opposition. There would be nothing worse than to take this tragedy and use it for political gain. The matters raised by Hon Kim Chance indicate some of the problems relati!lg to this matter. It is not a simple matter. It is clear that merely increasing regulations will not be a solutton to the problem. The fact that Western Australia has the strictest regime in Australia is something that ~e should be proud of. However, it does not mean that it could not happen here, especially when one constde!s that the weapon that was used in Tasmania was not only illegal in Tasmania, but also illegal in Australta. In other words, it should not even have got into the country. Unfortunately, firearms, like drugs, 
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get into the country. We have problems with theft. We can legislate all we can, but on many occasions all 
our legislation does ~s ~~able us to pro~ute after th~ ev~nt. It.d~s not necessarily prevent the occurrence. 
There is also a poSSibility of overreaction. Somethmg hke thiS IS a useful catalyst to clear away some of 
the nonsensical arguments that exist. However, on the other hand, it is not enough to regulate, nor is it a 
matter of restricting firearms because, if we are not careful, our over-restriction will make the law 
unacceptable and lead to more illegal firearms than would otherwise be the case. The points made by 
Hon Kim Chance were good. 

Cabinet has approved a green Bill which will shortly be ready for release. It deals with many of the issues 
raised, including increased penalties to bring them up-to-date, improved security arrangements, a Firearms 
Act card with photo identification, and it deals with legitimate collectors of guns and ammunition. 

Hon Reg Davies interjected. 

Hon PETER FOSS: I will deal with that. It also deals with strategies to control and regulate disposal of 
firearms by persons in this State to persons in other States. Quite plainly, uniform legislation is most 
important because we have an open border. If there is a less strict regime in other States, there is little 
point, when considering illegal arms in this State, in having a strict regime because it would be so easy to 
bring them into this State. 

We support uniform legislation which will be enacted by each of the States but it will have to be at least as 
strict as that of Western Australia, not only as currently exists, but also as is contemplated by the 
Government. I am very pleased to receive the support of the Opposition for these measures because it is 
very easy to look at some of the interests involved and not take the legislation on its face, but to make some 
political points. We must get together and look at the valid and invalid points, rather than just say there is a 
pro- and an anti-gun lobby and adopt one position or the other. We, as parliamentarians, must look at the 
valid points for restriction and at the valid points for no restriction, rather than adopting one point of view 
or the other. _ 

On the question raised by Hon Reg Davies, we must be very careful in dealing with mental health. First, as 
I said by interjection, one in five people is likely to suffer from some form of mental illness; Under the 
current legislation that is a ground for removing a licence from a person. That provision will be 
strengthened in the new legislation. However, I would hate to see us treat people with mental illness as 
pariahs. Generally speaking, the people who are a danger to society are those people who have not been 
identified as people with mental illness and are not receiving treatment. I remember when I was Minister 
for Health that there was a problem of returning patients to the community through halfway houses. There 
was an enormous response from neighbours who did not want "those dangerous loonies" living next to 
them. We had to tell them that one in five people in their street would probably suffer from some form of 
mental illness. The only difference between them and the people who move to the halfway house is that 
they have received treatment. 

Hon Reg Davies: Schizophrenia is a little different, isn't it? 

Hon PETER FOSS: There is no doubt that, under the present laws, when matters come to the attention of 
the police, they have in the past, and they will in the future, where appropriate, withdraw the licence from a 
person who has an identified iIIness. However, as Hon Kim Chance pointed out, we cannot examine 
everybody. We will certainly try to ensure that a person who applies for a licence is a fit and proper 
person. However, we have no magical light to shine on people. 

Hon Reg Davies: Have you tried to get a new insurance policy or to upgrade a current insurance policy 
and seen the moral questions you have to answer? 

Hon PETER FOSS: The Minister for Police has indicated he is happy to have the appropriate questions 
answered. However, there are other problems: Firstly, people who have not been identified as having a 
problem and, secondly, those who do not answer the questions appropriately. Should legislation be 
introduced to deal with that? I know there would be enormous opposition from the medical profession, not 
on the basis of freedom of rights but for medical reasons, to the concept of searching people's medical 
records to ascertain whether they have told the truth. 

Also on the question of mental health, it has consistently needed more resources. One of the first things I 
did as Minister for Health was to give extra resources to the mental health area, particularly in country 
areas where there has been much abuse in the use of guns. I started some of the first services in country 
areas. I seek leave to table a statement by the Minister for Health on $2m funding set aside for initiatives 
recommended by the mental health task force. 

Leave granted. [See paper No 243.] 

Hon PETER FOSS: It would be quite unfair to suggest that people currently within the mental health 
system are more likely to offend because of the problems in that system. It would be unfortunate to 
suggest some of the problems are merely questions of resources. One of the problems with the mental 
~ealth system is that the more resources are provided, the more they will be absorbed. Part of the problem 
IS that many of our doctor resources have gone to what I call the less serious end of the range of mental 
~~lth problems. Many of the people now receiving treatment would not have been regarded as mentally 
III 10 days gone by, but rather as having a nervous condition. A large number of resources are going to that 
area rather than to the serious area in which are the more florid mental health conditions, and into which it 
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has been difficult to attract staff under the public health system where those people tend to be treated. That 
has been a significant difficulty in the mental health system. The member is aware that it is not a simple 
problem; if it were, it would have been solved years ago perhaps under Mr Wilson who had a particular 
interest in mental health. . 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): Order! I draw the attention of Hon Derrick Tomlinson to 
the standing orders of this House about reading newspapers in the Chamber. 

Hon DERRICK TOMLINSON: Mr Deputy President, we are debating a matter which is pertinent to items 
in this newspaper and I am referring to them with regard to the debate. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: I take the member's point but the standing order is clear on the question of 
reading newspapers in the Chamber. The newspaper in question obviously relates to the current debate and 
under that circumstance I withdraw my earlier direction. 

Hon PETER FOSS: One of the big difficulties is attracting sufficient psychiatrists prepared to deal with 
the more difficult mental health cases. The Government amended the Medical Act to make it easier for 
psychiatrists to practise in Western Australia. Problems are still arising because of the attitude in some of 
the colleges, particularly those in the Eastern States. 

I am pleased at the Opposition's offer to adopt a bipartisan approach. I pay tribute to the fact that that has 
at all times been Hon Kim Chance's attitude with regard to mental health and other health matters. It is too 
serious an area in which to take cheap political shots. When I was Minister for Health no cheap political 
shots were taken by him but Hon Kim Chance asked serious questions on the matter and kept me on my 
toes. I always felt his questions were fair and appropriate in the circumstances. I welcome and take 
serious note of his offer on behalf of the Opposition as a whole to adopt the same approach to mental 
health. 

The Mental Health Act has been a problem. One Bill was enacted but never proclaimed, and the current 
legislation is similar to a draft circulating when I became Minister. Unfortunately, every time one thinks it 
is satisfactory, people make further suggestions about improving it. I think it is now at the barrier and with 
the Opposition's assurance of support, for which I am grateful, it should proceed. Firearms and mental 
health legislation are not matters of political differences but relate to serious and genuinely held concerns 
in the community. It is not a matter of there being a Labor or coalition point of view. 

HON GRAHAM EDWARDS (North Metropolitan) [4.15 pm]: This issue very much demands a 
bipartisan approach. I recall that when I was Minister for Police in Western Australia I always sought, and 
in the main it was achieved, a bipartisan approach. In opposition it is important for us to reiterate that 
bipartisan approach. I hope the Government will take note of the offer made from this side of the House to 
deal with this issue in a bipartisan way. Parliamentarians should do two things: Firstly, urge their 
constituents, whether from the bush or the city, to review the need to retain any firearms they may have. I 
am sure that if people who possess firearms were to seriously consider whether they needed them, the 
majority would find they had no further need for them and it would be worth their while to hand them in. 
Until last year I had a five shot automatic Browning shotgun, which had been passed to me by my father. It 
had some sentimental value, but it had been sitting in my home unused for some time. I considered it a 
potentially dangerous weapon if it were in the wrong hands. I could have sold it but chose not to because 
had I done so, it would have remained in circulation. I gave it to the police and allowed them to determine 
whether to destroy it or use it for training purposes. 

In the interests of a proper bipartisan approach to firearms in this country it would be appropriate for the 
Prime Minister to extend to opposition spokespersons an invitation to the meeting he has called, so that 
each State has a far better chance of enacting bipartisan legislation. In October 1991, as Minister for Police 
I attended a Police Minister's council and we drew up a resolution of agreement on eight points of firearms 
control. It was very difficult to reach agreement on those points. We had held prior meetings and New 
South Wales, for example, stood firm in the face of calls for new legislation. The New South Wales 
Government greatly feared the gun lobby in that State. Queensland followed suit and, unfortunately, 
Tasmania was firm in its view that there was no need for tighter gun control. In the main the Governments 
in those States were running scared of the gun lobby. Western Australia is in a different situation because 
it has always had fairly tight gun laws and the Government has had a better relationship with the gun lobby. 
In fact, when the Eastern States gun lobby tried to bully me, as Minister for Police, I received great support 
from the local lobby when I told the Eastern States group it was not welcome in Western Australia. 

In 1991 I established a working party to review how we might address the resolutions passed by the Police 
Ministers and endorsed at a meeting of Premiers and chief Ministers held in Adelaide in November 1991. 
That meeting was called by the then Prime Minister, Bob Hawke, who put the question of firearms control 
on the agenda. I put together a working party in Western Australia which comprised a representative from 
my office, together with representatives from the firearms branch of the Western Australia Police 
Department, the W A Shooting Association, the WA Firearm Dealers Association and the Western 
Australian Sporting Shooters Association. I felt fairly comfortable with this group despite differing views 
among its members. They all believed that the opportunity was presented for a review of gun laws. They 
felt that if they did not sit down and tackle the task responsibly the agenda would be taken away from 
them. That was good thinking. The aims and objectives of that working party were -

(a) To use the experience of Western Australia's twenty year track record of strong firearms 
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legislation to test hypothetically the implementation of the Australian Police Ministers' 
Council resolutions. . 

(b) To take advantage of the legislative changes to modernise and improve the Western 
Australian system simultaneously. 

(c) To make recommendations to the Hon Minister for Police on its findings. 

At that stage in Western Australia, unlike in some other States, ownership of weapons that were then 
legally available in not only Tasmania but also I think Queensland and possibly New South Wales was 
restricted. Basically they were weapons of war designed to kill people and which had on the end of them 
bayonets. There was nothing sporty about them. Hon Peter Foss made the point that the weapon used in 
Tasmania was illegal. It is illegal now, but it was certainly not illegal at that time. 

Members may be interested in some of the points the working party agreed would be desirable features of a 
W A firearms licence: Firstly, a licence should be issued subject to a 14 day cooling off period. Once a 
person has sought to purchase a weapon there should be a mandatory cooling off period. Secondly, there 
was a wish to reduce the big paper licence to a plastic card that would be valid for three to five years, bear 
the photograph of the licensee and be cross-referenced to his driver's licence. The person seeking the 
licence should be subject to a police character check which should include a detennination by police 
whether a person was involved in alcohol abuse, domestic violence or criminal offences or had a 
psychiatric record. It was also suggested that an applicant should put forward a very genuine reason for 
having a firearm. Another requirement was that a prerequisite of a licence should be training and 
examination. Another was the setting of limits on the number and type of firearms and a level of 
qualification oCthe applicant. Another very important desirable feature was that a level of security be set 
indicative of the type and number of firearms. The security suggested was in three stages and would be the 
bare minimum: Level 1 would require a secured locked cupboard, level 2 a secured locked steel cabinet 
and level 3 a secured steel box or a safe. Security would increase in line with the calibre of ~ weapon 
involved. 

This firearms control ministerial working party report was presented to me in November 1992. One of my 
regrets is that the Labor Party lost office soon after. If it had not, much of what is in this report would have 
been implemented. I am not saying that to be critical of the present Minister for Police. I understand he 
wanted to do his own work. However, I will be surprised if what he brings in three years after coming into 
government is much different from what was recommended by that working party. Hon Bob Wiese 
considered this document when he came into office, but he felt he wanted to do more work on the matter. 

I reiterate the need for a bipartisan approach and for parliamentarians to encourage constituents who own 
firearms to review the need for them. We would have a far better bipartisan approach if the Prime Minister 
were to invite opposition spokespersons on this area to that special meeting he has called. If we cannot 
achieve a bipartisan approach now we never will. 

HON P.R. LIGHTFOOT (North Metropolitan) [4.24 pm]: I 100 rise to express my abhorrence at that 
damaged metabolic filth that took so many lives in Tasmania. I find it difficult to comprehend the 
enonnity of his crime and I find it very difficult to find in me any vestige of forgiveness for such a 
gargantuan and unforgivable action. It was predictable that as a result of that action both sides of this 
Chamber would seek to tighten firearms laws. We have no recourse to any other action but that. These are 
moments of high emotion following the graphic television coverage, and the unfortunate photograph of the 
alleged multiple murderer on the front page of The West Australian. I say unfortunate because it may 
weaken the case for prosecution in Tasmania on a fair trial basis, as open and shut as the case seems. 

I do not know which direction we should take with the laws which we thought were adequate here in 
Western Australia. They are the tightest gun control laws in the nation. However, that does not mean that 
the evolution of gun laws should not keep pace with the inventiveness of people involved in that industry, 
especially in view of the improvement of firearms and sophistication of weapons of destruction. That is 
why, prior to this, the Minister in the other place prepared legislation that he will be presenting in the 
coalition party room in the near future. If anyone had any doubts about whether he should support that 
legislation, the tragic events in Tasmania last Sunday would have dispelled any ambiguity about support. 

The type of rifle, as previous speakers mentioned, was illegally held by the alleged perpetrator. I 
understand it was a carbine type of rifle. It probably has two and a half twists in the bore that tend to spin 
the projectile, which in this case travels at 1 ()()() metres a second, so that the rifle fires accurately. When 
we refer to a gun we mean a gun resembling a rifle without the necessary twists inside the barrel; it has a 
straight barrel. This type of weapon was produced as a weapon of war for mass destruction. As I and 
others have said, it was illegal. I believe it had the capacity to fire 30 rounds in an automatic mode. When 
I was.in the army automatic meant that when the trigger was depressed, unless the action was held back by 
a deVice called a sear, that action came forward again to fire the next round and at the same time eject the 
s~nt. cartridge. That type of rifle has the capacity to fire 800 rounds of ammunition a minute, even though 
~Ith Its l!Iagazine it is capable of firing only 30 rounds. The magazine itself could be easily adaptable to 
mcrease Its capacity. 

Rifle~ .of that nature are illegal in Western Australia. The problem with them is that although they are in a 
repetition mode ~ that is, when the trigger is depressed and the rifle fires the first round the action is held 
back by the sear - the sear can be easily dismantled, filed down or taken out. In most instances rifles we 
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call automatic can then become weapons of mass destruction and, whether there be of five, 10,20, 30 or 
100 rounds, the magazine can be emptied as long as the trigger is depressed. There is room to move with 
this motion. 

[Resolved, that the motion be continued.] 

Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: Thank you, Mr President and members. The mechanism of rifles and guns of this 
nature, where the mere incorporation of a sear into the action that holds back the gun from firing the next 
round, should be inspected, cleared and passed by the appropriate authority, which is the police armaments 
branch, to ensure that there is some other mechanism which, if removed, completely disables the rifle or 
gun. I happen to know this because I took part in an exercise in the army where this tiny device, about half 
a centimetre in width, that held back the action was removed from the rifle, and the rifle that I had became 
a fully automatic weapon. 

As tragic and as unbelievable as the incidents on last Sunday are, I do not believe that we can look at 
banning these weapons of destruction, any more than we can look at banning knives, sledgehammers, 
motor vehicles or gas for that matter. However, this House must do something to ensure and to satisfy 
itself that we as lawmakers do everything that is practically possible to ensure that something like the Port 
Arthur tragedy never happens in Western Australia. 

In the couple of minutes left to me I will get on to the second part of Hon Kim Chance's urgency motion, 
which is the implied nexus between adequate gun laws in this State and the need to adequately resource 
mental health. I believe there is a nexus between the two, but not always, and if there is always a nexus 
and if people must always be mad or insane, it is at times on a temporary basis. No matter what one does 
one cannot legislate for temporary madness. One can legislate for manifest madness and insanity, and we 
should be looking at that aspect of it. We must have a licence to drive a motorbike on the roads or any type 
of motor vehicle on our highways. We must have a licence to fly an aircraft in most cases. I did not 
always have my licence, but in most cases one always has to have a licence. Why is it then that one should 
not have to have a medical examination to clear one before one can obtain a licence for a firearm? If one is 
aged - not infirm - one must have a medical check-up each year to be able to drive a motor vehicle. Why is 
it that when one is issued with a weapon of destruction one should not have a medical certificate which 
says, without recourse to the doctor, "This person is adequately fit to obtain a licence for a weapon of 
potential destruction." People should not be issued willy nilly with licences unless they have a heaILh 
certificate that supports the issuing of that licence. That is not an impingement on human rights or a 
person's rights. An impingement is issuing someone with a licence of destruction who is not capable of 
exercising the trust given him with that licence. That is where it is wrong and civil liberties become 
involved. Civil liberties are not impinged by asking a person to seek a medical certificate before he is 
issued with a licence that gives the potential for the mass destruction that happened so tragically at Port 
Arthur on Sunday. I support that action that gives us further safety with respect to mental health. 

HON JOHN HALDEN (South Metropolitan - Leader of the Opposition) [4.35 pm]: Hon Kim Chance 
and the lead speaker for the Government have summed up this matter in terms of the necessity for all of us 
in this debate to act responsibly and endeavour not to make any cheap political comments. Speakers in this 
debate will attempt to do that. However, it is a great tragedy that we do not get to this point of openness, 
bipartisanship and cooperation until we are confronted by a tragedy of the proportions that occurred at Port 
Arthur. 

Many people for many years have seen the necessity for new gun laws. Hon Graham Edwards clearly 
enunciated the sorts of steps that were being taken when he was the Minister for Police. He also 
enunciated the great difficulties we have in this issue from State to State and the problems we have when 
we do not have a bare base minimum of nationwide unifonn legislation. As a result of this tragedy we 
have a unique opportunity to address this issue. Of course, we will not get it right; we will not stop the 
potential or inevitability that people will be shot with firearms. 

As legislators we have failed up to this moment by not addressing this situation with any desire to quickly 
seek a resolution. I would hate to see as a result of this tragedy all the right things being said at this 
moment but in two months' time, when it is not on the political agenda any longer, with no emotion being 
felt and no graphic pictures on television, to see it sliding away back into the quagmire of many other 
political matters. If that were to happen we would again be failing the community. We have a 
responsibility to provide legislative solutions. 

We must address the issue of which guns will be legally allowed in this country. Are we to stop cross
border trading of guns that are legal in one State but not in another? Are we to insist that guns be secured 
in appropriate cabinets. Are we to insist, as Hon Ross Lightfoot suggested, that people be required to have 
some medical certification or adequate checks into their background? I am not saying, and I agree with 
Hon Peter Foss, that we should necessarily say that anyone with a psychiatric condition is not able to 
obtain a gun licence. That would be a very unfortunate circumstance, particularly when we realise the 
length and depth of medical disorders, and how discriminatory it could be. We have now the opportunity 
to do something. We must act quickly and cooperatively. 

I do not wish to make necessarily politically provocative statements in this debate, but I was surprised 
today to hear the Premier's comments on this matter. I say this by way of general concern about the 
problems we face in this area. He was asked a question about uniform legislation and the role of the 
Commonwealth. The Premier quickly backed away and said that it was a States' issue and it had to be 
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resolved by the States. I agree with that part; quite obviously it has to be resolved by the States, that is 
true. However, the Commonwealth has a role to play. I would hate to see this issue being obscured by 
issues like States' rights that have nothing to do with what confront us. This issue is not to be obscured by 
States'rights. The issue has to be dealt with as effectively as possible by us as legislators. 

Let us stop putting artificial barriers in the way, whatever they are and by whatever party. I was surprised 
that Hon Ross Lightfoot did not refer to a Queensland Labor Government's commitments on this matter. 
At the end of the day, all of the artificial impediments that we create will have no value whatsoever as we 
try to instil into the community a sense of confidence in us as legislators and a confidence that people with 
guns will have to be licensed and will have to act responsibly; and that we know how many guns there are 
in our society and that we control the issue of guns. It is astounding when one looks at the statistics in 
Western Australia. At the moment there are over 250 ()()() gun licences, and that number is increasing by 
30000 to 40 ()()() a year. How many guns are unlicensed, we do not know. However, it appears that there 
are enonnous arsenals of weaponry. 

I can remember that about 18 months ago I raised a question and then we had an urgency debate about 
Mr Golightly at Geraldton having about 22 000 rounds of ammunition, 15 or 16 particularly high-powered 
guns and a revolver that was like a cannon. When I raised my concern there seemed to be an attitude that it 
was okay for people to have that sort of armoury. This is not a political view, but it cannot be acceptable 
for people to have that sort of armoury. Of course, people have legitimate reasons for having guns; they 
use them for recreational pursuits, and so on. However, when we consider people's rights to own guns we 
do not envisage that sort of arsenal. 

We have come a long way since that debate and it is interesting to hear the new approach of Hon Ross 
Lightfoot. When I raised the issue of Mr Golightly, Hon Ross Lightfoot was offended because he believed 
that it was the right of Australians to have this sort of armoury. Of course, there has been a tragedy as a 
result of that sort of attitude. The important issue here - and I do not wish to criticise Hon Ross Lightfoot -
is that we are starting to see the evolution of silliness. I do not wish to be provocative, but ther~seems to 
be a belief that people can have any number of guns or rounds of ammunition under a licensing system 
that, although it IS said to be the toughest in Australia, still allows those sorts of graphic examples, and this 
is probably by no means the worst. We need to work cooperatively towards a situation where the 
community is assured that well documented education and safety requirements are put in place for people 
who own a gun. Those sorts of minimum standards are absolutely essential. 

We need to look at the issue of penalties. Anyone who has a gun of the calibre that was illegally used at 
Port Arthur should be subject to the full force of the law. If a person does not have a licence for that sort of 
gun, why do they have it? If they do have it and it is found in their possession, the law should very 
adequately deal with them. It is time to do something. Let us not lose this opportunity; let us not get 
sidetracked by political notions that have nothing to do with the central issue of gun control and also the 
issue of providing adequate services in the mental health area. 

As a first gesture to the new Leader of the House, I thank him for the opportunity to extend this debate. I 
understand that the Government proposed to have a condolence motion and because this motion was 
moved first the Government backed off. It was a circumstance where quite clearly both sides of this House 
saw the necessity to have this debate. 

nON J.A. SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [4.45 pm]: As Hon John Halden has said, it is important that 
the effect of this tragedy is not dissipated. I do not think it will be. Like the Dunblane tragedy in the 
United Kingdom, this tragedy will be imprinted on the national psyche and it will be there for a long time. 
The community will expect people in our position to ensure that this sort of thing cannot happen again. I 
am very pleased that there has been a bipartisan approach. It could otherwise be an extremely cheap way 
to make political points, as Hon Peter Foss pointed out. 

Members have mentioned the gun lobby in Western Australia and its being a reasonable group. I believe 
there is a much stronger and more powerful group in the Eastern States that will put pressure on politicians 
who will then act against the interests of the community. It is very important that we have a bipartisan 
approach so that no politicians can be picked out. I have contacted colleagues in the Eastern States and put 
to them the idea of fonning a national group of politicians from all parties that will lobby within the parties 
to ensure that uniform legislation is introduced. It is vital that that occurs. It is no good our having the best 
laws in the country when people can get mail order guns from Queensland. That is a hopeless situation and 
the Queensland Government must face up to its responsibilities. 

I am not sure what Hon Peter Foss meant when he said that there are valid reasons for having restrictions 
and ya~id reasons for not having them. I do not agree with that. There are very valid reasons for having 
res.tnctlOns, but there are no valid reasons for not having them. As Hon Graham Edwards quite rightly 
pomted out, before people are allowed to have a weapon they should prove that they need it. In this 
country .there are few people who use weapons in their daily work. Apart from those in the army and those 
controllmg animals there are also those who can be classed as recreational shooters. I believe that those 
~ecreational shooters should not be in charge of the weapons that they use. Those weapons should be kept 
Ihn very secure facilities on club premises. Of course, even that is not always safe. We know that there 

ave been at least two fatalities in Western Australia in the past couple of years when members of' gun 
cII~bs have. used their weapons to kill people. Some of the weapons involved were in fact in secure places. 
t IS also Silly to argue that the number of weapons does not make it more likely that people will be killed. 
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In fact. I know that the United States, which has the highest gun ownership in the world, also has the 
highest number of weapon related deaths. The United States also has some of the most lax laws to control 
guns. 

It is difficult to take into consideration the mental state of people, because a person's mental state may 
change. People have said in the past when women have become the victims of domestic violence by being 
shot by their partners that perhaps their partners should have had their weapons taken from them. 
However, the situations in which those people found themselves on that occasion might not be the same as 
the situations that applied when they obtained their gun licences. 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural) [4.50 pm]: I note that the time has expired. I have nothing more to 
add. 

[Motion lapsed, pursuant to Standing Order No 72.] 

Resumed from 12 December 1995. 

CORONERS BILL 

Second Reading 

HON N.D. GRIFFITHS . (East Metropolitan) [4.51 pm]: The Coroners Bill has the qualified support of 
the Australian Labor Party in this House. I say "qualified" because the Bill is deficient in many respects, 
but it has our support because it is a great improvement on the current law. The Western Australian 
community has waited too long for the many improvements contained in this Bill, ~nd it should not suffer 
further delay and be denied those substantial improvements. Therefore, notwithstanding the many 
deficiencies contained in this Bill, which were outlined to a great degree in the other place in the previous 
session of this Parliament, we propose to do what we can to have this Bill passed with reasonable 
expedition, and we do not propose to move any amendments in Committee. However, we place on notice 
our desire that further changes be implemented in the near future. We do not want the many areas of 
concern which have not been d~t with in their entirety in this Bill to be delayed for as long as this Bill has 
been delayed. . 

The process which led to this Bill was lengthy, and was a mixture of deliberation, consultation, and, in my 
view and in the view of many, unnecessary delay. In 1989, an ad hoc committee was set up to review the 
coronial process. The membership of that committee comprised a coroner, Mr McCann, and some 
representatives of the Law Society of Western Australia and the Crown Solicitor's Office. That committee 
delivered a report on 4 August 1989. 

The next substantial step in the process occurred on 8 May 1992 when the then Minister, Hop David Smith, 
set up a committee to inquire into aspects of coronial autopsies. The membership of that committee 
comprised Dr Colin Honey, Ms Wendy Silver, Mr Derek Pocock, and Mr Dominic Bourke. I shall refer to 
that committee as the Honey committee. That committee completed its deliberations and provided a report 
in Decem~r 1992. That report was not tabled in either House of Parliament at that time but was provided 
to the then Minister. The reason for the establishment of that committee, as outlined at page 2 of the 
committee's report, was the Minisler's concern for families which had expressed feelings about coronial 
autopsies and the role of relatives in the coronial process. I will refer to the terms of reference of the 
committee, as set out at pages 1 and 2 of the report, and will marry them to the relevant recommendations 
of the committee. I note the view of many, in particular my colleague Dr Judyth Watson - who is currently 
the member for Kenwick and will soon be the member for Southern River -

Hon Graham Edwards: Not Alfred Cove? 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: I understand that Dr Watson is not contesting Alfred Cove, although she has 
expressed to me her desire to do so. 

Notwithstanding the good work of that committee in its deliberations, and more particularly in its 
conclusions, it was deficient because it was not sympathetic enough to the views of those persons who had 
had adverse experiences of the coronial process. I trust I am not putting forward a disparaging view qf that 
committee. I am pointing out that many people believe that the recommendations of that committee are . 
somewhat more narrow than they could have been and that this Bill is a substantial improvement on the 
recommendations of that committee in regard to its being sympathetic towards those people. 

Thefrrst term of reference of the Honey committee was to examine the purpose and conduct of coronial 
autopsies with reference in particular to the ways in which the body is examined. 

[Questions without notice ta~en.] 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: I will continue in some detail about the terms of reference and the substantive 
recommendations because of the reaction on the part of the Government to the Honey report. The 
Government's reaction was to publicise the report, but it delayed in so doing. I find that delay difficult to 
understand. Given the terms of reference and the recommendations of the report, it should be accepted by 
all that the delay by the Government in publicising the content of that report and in seeking community 
submissions was unwarranted. I referred to the first term of reference and the relevant recommendation. 
That recommendation is not one of great controversy. Notwithstanding the length of the second term of 
reference, I quote it as follows -
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Examine the role of the next of kin in the Coronial Autopsy process and consider in particular: 

(a) 

(b) 

who should take responsibility for identifying the next of kin and; 

whether there should be a requirement that the next of kin be notified of the decision to 
hold an autopsy and if so: 

(i) how and when notice is given; 

(ii) what information should be given as to the reasons for the autopsy, what it 
entails and how long it will take; 

(iii) whether there should be a right of appeal from a decision to have an autopsy and 
if so to whom; 

(iv) if the autopsy involves the removal of body parts for testing what advice should 
be given to the next of kin; 

(v) if some body parts cannot be returned to the body for some time whether the 
next of kin should be notified and given the option of delaying the funeral; 

(vi) if some parts cannot be returned to the body what the role of the next of kin 
should be in their final disposal. 

The relevant substantive recommendations relating to term of reference No 2 are recommendations 4, 5, 6 
and 7. For the community to sit properly in judgment on the delay the former Attorney General caused to 
occur to the process, no doubt with the approval of her Cabinet colleagues - noting the holistic view of 
government that we all have - it is important that I set out those recommendations to which I have just 
referred. I am aware from my colleague Dr Watson that this area of policy is an area of continuing 
controversy. I look forward to that continuing controversy finally being put to rest in Sjisfactory 
circumstances. Recommendation 4 on page 24 of the report states -

That the Coroner or his delegate be required to inform the most senior available next of kin of the 
decision to conduct an autopsy. Whenever possible this should be in writing and should include: 

1. Easily understood reasons for the decision. 

2. Information about the right of appeal ... 

3. An invitation to maintain contact with the Coroners counsellor ... 

Recommendation 6 states -

(a) That the Coroner's Act 1920-1983 be amended to allow a right of appeal to the Supreme 
Court against the decision of the Coroner to conduct or not conduct an autopsy unless the 
Coroner determines that an autopsy must proceed immediately. 

(b) That this right of appeal should be able to be exercised by the most senior available next 
of kin as presently defined in the Human Tissue and Transplant Act 1982. 

(c) That the right of appeal should carry the same rights and responsibilities as applied to any 
other injunctive process. 

(d) That the right of appeal should be exercised and determined within twenty-four hours of 
the receipt of the notice from the Coroner of his intention to conduct an autopsy. 

Recommendation 7 states that the process of information about autopsies should include a reference to the 
fact that it is unlikely that the brain can be returned to the body at the completion of the autopsy, and that in 
the rare circumstance that other complete organs may need to be retained, the next of kin should be 
similarly advised. 

The fourth term of reference directed the committee to consider the circumstances under which tissue 
removed for the purposes of an autopsy may be used for medical, teaching or scientific purposes; and 
~hether the authority conferred by section 28(3) of the Human Tissue and Transplant Act should be limited 
10 any way. The relevant recommendation is No 8, which advocates the repeal or amendment of section 
28(3) of that Act and the establishment of a coronial ethics committee as part of the coronial service to 
carry out certain matters to which the recommendation refers. 

The fifth term of reference is to consider how the community in general and individuals in particular cases 
mar 1x;come better informed about coronial inquiries and autopsies in particular. Recommendation 9, 
which l~ somewhat unexceptional with regard to public scrutiny, is that the coroner be provided with 
appro~nate and adequate resources to take a leadership role in developing and implementing a public 
educatIOn process about his important function in society. 

The recommendations of the Honey committee fell short of the expectations of those people who had been 
af~ected adversely by the coronial process, but the committee was not to know that. One of the tragedies of 

bec
thlS area of policy is that people have continued to suffer adversely. I will not deal with particular cases 

~use they have been given enough publicity in another place and in the media, and it is not beneficial to 
go mt~ those matters any more than is necessary because that can be hurtful to the people involved in the 
coromal process, but the delay that transpired had further adverse consequences for those people. 
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I cannot think of a good reason for that delay. I can accept that after December 1992, nothing would or 
should have happened in January 1993. I accept, although I regret, that the Government changed in 
February 1993 and it was reasonable that the new Government have a settling in period. However, in 
respect of this mauer, that settling in period was too lengthy. The Honey report, not necessarily in its 
entirety, but at least its recommendations and sufficient material to permit interested people to assess its 
recommendations, should have been made public sooner, and the further process of consultation should 
have been advanced sooner than it was. 

I note that Hon Peter Foss' predecessor, Mrs Edwardes, like so many of her colleagues, engaged in 
government by media release. A media statement issued by the former Attorney General on 25 September 
1993 clearly refers to the Honey report, although it does not identify the document with absolute precision. 
It refers to a report that was produced by a committee that was formed in May 1992, which we know is 
when the Honey committee was formed, which recommended sweeping changes to the system of ordering 
autopsies during coronial inquiries. The former Attorney General said that the inquiry into aspects of 
coronial autopsies was ordered after a public outcry into what was seen as excessive interference with 
bodies during autopsies. She then got to the kernel of the matter and said that some people were concerned 
about brains and other organs being removed and not returned to the body after the inquest. Therefore, the 
issues which affected people were well known. 

Mrs Edwardes became the Attorney General in February 1993. I acknowledge that the release of the report 
of the Honey committee was prior to the release of the media statement on 25 September 1993, but those 
events were fairly close in time. I will refer in due course to the precise timing of the media release. It is 
perfectly reasonable for both the former and current Attorney Generals to be provided with a report, to 
consider it and to note that public comment is required, but it is wrong for them to raise community 
expectations by saying that the matter will be acted on reasonably expeditiously, noting what some might 
regard as the emotive content of the subject matter, but fail to deliver. The former Attorney General said 
on page 2 of the media statement that the public would have six weeks to read the report and make any 
comments or submissions, although substantial public and professional advice had already been taken by 
the committee. That statement created the expectation that this matter would be dealt with reasonably 
expeditiously. Part of the reason that, notwithstanding the many drafting and other deficiencies in this Bill, 
I do not propose to move any amendments, is that the initial delay was wrong, and the subsequent delay 
was wrong. The delay might have been greater had it not been for the interest of a number of members of 
the Australian Labor Party in this and the other place in pursuing the matter. 

In that context, I note the very keen interest of Hon Tom Stephens. It was Hon Tom Stephens who first 
raised the matter in this House on 22 September 1993. Hon Tom Stephens remembers every word of this 
and I think the community has a lot to thank him for. I think it is appropriate that Hon Tom Stephens be 
reminded of his perceptive five part question 393 in Hansard of 22 September 1993 at page 4383. He 
asked the question of Hon Peter Foss, who represented the Attorney General. The question is longer than 
the answer. That may come as a surprise to some, but not to me or to Hon Tom Stephens. The question 
asked -

(1) Will the Court Government proceed with the repeal of the Coroner's Act 1920 and 
replace it by an Act that establishes a State coronial system with an office of "State 
Coroner"? 

(2) If not, will the Court Government move in the current session of State Parliament to 
amend the Coroner's Act so as to establish -

(a) a proper designation of reportable deaths; 

(b) powers of delegation of non-judicial acts; 

(c) powers of investigation such as search and seizure of relevant information; and 

(d) the proper release of bodies in the control of the Coroner? 

(3) Will the Court Government be proceeding to strengthen the powers of the Coroner to 
investigate deaths in custody? 

(4) Will the Court Government be implementing recommendations 15 and 16 of the Report 
of the Royal Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in Custody? 

I have heard the words "if not, why not" before. We have all heard the answer before. It is as follows -

(1) The matter is under consideration. 

(2),(5) Not applicable. 

(3)-(4) The matter is under consideration. 

Those are very accurate answers. However, it was a very proper question because it was designed to 
encourage the Government to act and to act more speedily than it did. 

Hon Tom Helm: What year was that? 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: 1993. 

Hon Tom Stephens: I will have to design questions that have a more rapid time frame in their response. 
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Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: I think Mr Stephens should. I am delivering the speech which lays the blame at 
the feet of the Court Government and he is trying to take it on himself. I am not sure he should. 
Notwithstanding Hon Tom Stephens' advocacy of reform, the wait continued and my colleague, 
Hon David Smith, decided to take up the cudgel by asking a question directly of the former Attorney 
General. I refer to the Hansard of 19 October 1993 at page 5175. In asking this question, he got an answer 
which is pertinent to the timing and the delay which had occurred. He asked a question about the action to 
be taken to implement the recommendations of the Honey report that I referred to earlier. He asked 
whether the Attorney General would make the reports public and if not why not. The answer was a 
reflection of that media statement that I made reference to; namely, 

The Government decided -

This is the decision, not the release -

- on 23 August 1993 to approve the release of the report for public comment for a period of six 
weeks. Subject to the public response to the report, action will be taken to address the 
recommendations. 

The second part of that is very proper. I have no difficulty with that. My difficulty is with the delay that 
had occurred up to that time and the delay which continued to occur. In that context it is appropriate that a 
reasonable time be afforded for public consultation for interested members of the public to make 
submissions. However, I now return to the members of this House. I note yet another member of the 
Australian Labor Party - in fact many of us, almost a majority of us, have pursued this issue - Hon Cheryl 
Davenport asked Hon Peter Foss, who was then representing the Attorney General, a question on 
24 November 1993 at page 7969 of Hansard as follows-

I refer to the Report of the Committee of Inquiry into Aspects of Coronial Autopsies and the 
Attorney General's call for submissions on this report, and ask- ., 
(1) When is the deadline for submissions? 

(2) Which officer in the Attorney General's office is dealing with this matter? 

(3) When will the Attorney General release the report of the ad hoc committee for the review 
of the Coroners Act, which was included as appendix 1 to the Report of the Committee of 
Inquiry into Aspects of Coronial Autopsies? 

(4) If not, why not? 

The response was in the following terms -

(1) The deadline for submissions has been extended to 31 December 1993. 

That, on its face, seems fair enough. The answer continues -

(2) The release of the report is being coordinated by officers within the Ministry of Justice. 

Reference is then made to a contact officer in the Attorney General's office. The answer continues -

(3)-(4) The report of the ad hoc committee for the review of the Coroners Act was released 
publicly in 1989. Nevertheless, due to requests from members of the public, this report, 
along with other appendices of the Report of the Committee of Inquiry into Aspects of 
Coronial Autopsies, will now be released. 

Members should remember that this was 24 November 1993. It continues -

Five pages containing the names of members of the public who made submissions to the ad hoc 
committee report will, however, not be released in order to maintain confidentiality. 

That is fine. I said in my earlier comments that I was concerned that the material parts of the Honey 
report - not each and every word in it - should have been released earlier. 

Sitting suspended/rom 6.00 to 7.30 pm 

Hon N.D.GRIFFITHS: Earlier I referred to an answer given by Hon Peter Foss to a question by 
Hon Cheryl Davenport on 24 November 1993 which stated -

An advertisement announcing the extension of time and the availability of the appendices to the 
Report of the Committee of Inquiry into Aspects of Coronial Autopsies should appear in The West 
Australian on Saturday, 27 November 1993. 

I emphasise the word "should" to point out the hype and expectation given in that answer. Hon Cheryl 
Davenport is one of many members of the Australian Labor Party who have shown a very close interest in 
this issue. 

On 24 November 1993, my colleague Dr Watson raised the issue again. She directed a question 478 to the 
then Attorney General which is reported in Hansard at page 8062. I will not read out all the question and 
answer because I am sure members who are interested can look it up in Hansard. I will read what is 
sufficie!lt to point out the concern Dr Watson had and the role she played in egging on those opposite to do 
somethmg about this serious area of policy. Dr Watson put to the Attorney General, among other things -
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Why will the Attorney General and her staff not tell these families -

She was referring to parents whose children had been the subject of coronial autopsies and the removal of 
body parts-

- and this House when the deadline is for submissions to the report of the Inquiry into Coronial 
Autopsies? 

Dr Watson went on to ask -

Why has the Attorney General refused to release to these families the report of the ad hoc 
committee for the review of the Coroner's Act so they can make a submission based on all these 
facts? 

The Attorney General replied -

At the request of compassionate friends I was asked to extend the time to receive submissions. 
That has been extended to 31 December, for several reasons. First, some had not been made 
aware -

Dr Watson interjected -

You have given them less than a quarter of a report 

I will state the Attorney General's words in full. I do not want anyone to think I am not being fair to her or 
others -

If the member for Kenwick listens she will find out why. First, some people were not aware that it 
was open for submissions. Second, only a quarter of the report had been released in the first 
instance. The remainder of the report was not released because we had received legal advice that 
we would have needed consent from those individuals. 

I think that is fair enough. The Attorney continued -

I have sought consent from the people who participated in what was basically submissions and 
annexures to the report. There is only one more person to provide consent The report will be 
released when that consent has been received. 

Those reasons sound good and proper but it seems to me that this process should have been undertaken far 
earlier than it was. Dr Watson continued in her pursuit of the issue and raised it again in question 492 on 
25 November 1993 in the Hansard of that date at page 8243. Members should remember the decision of 
Cabinet in August 1993, the media release to which I referred giving a six week period and the extension to 
December of 1993. 

On 1 June 1994 Hon David Smith inquired of the Attorney General in the Hansard of that date in question 
82 at page 836 as follows -

(1) How many public submissions on the report of the Committee of Inquiry into Aspects of 
Coronial Autopsies have been received by the Attorney General? 

(2) When will the Attorney General make a decision on the recommendations of this report? 

(3) When does the Attorney General expect to introduce the appropriate amending 
legislation? 

This question was asked on 1 June 1994. The response is as follows -

(1) 2573 responses were received, including six full submissions and 2537 in the form of 
seven different signed petitions. 

(2) The Government is broadly supportive of the recommendations contained within the 
report, however a final decision will be made shortly. 

(3) It is anticipated that a new Coroner's Act will be introduced during the 1994 spring 
session. 

Here is an unrealistic raising of expectations, given what has taken place. Ministers should not raise 
people's expectations in that manner. It was not the first time on this issue expectations were raised nor I 
regret was it the last. I also regret it is not the only issue in the portfolio of the Attorney General in respect 
of which expectations have been raised and dashed in such a manner. Hon Max Evans, as always, is 
paying great attention to matters in this portfolio. I refer to a question I asked of him on 16 June 1994. He 
was, and still is, Minister for Finance but at the time he was representing the Attorney General. He did a 
very good job. I thought it was about time I asked a question and at page 1940, in question 205 I asked 
Hon Max Evans -

In light of the fact that the report of the inquiry into coronial autopsies has now been with the 
Attorney General for over 16 months, and public submissions on this report closed some months 
ago, when will the Attorney General announce what changes are proposed to the system of 
coronial autopsies? 

Hon Max Evans gave a lengthy and lucid answer which I do not propose to read out unless he really wants 
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me to. However, as a great representative of the Attorney General he concluded his answer with these 
great words -

Accordingly, the Parliament will be advised at the appropriate time about the changes to be made 
to the system of coronial autopsies. 

Hon Max Evans: It was a dead issue! 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: That was a great ministerial answer and a responsible answer when we note what 
followed. Hon Max Evans was not in the business of raising expectations; he is· very good at dashing 
expectations. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Can the honourable member tell me whether this has something to do with the 
contents of this Bill? 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: I can indeed Mr President 

Hon P.R. Lightfoot: Are we talking about the same Bill? 

The PRESIDENT: Order! I will make the inquiries. The member is giving us a history lesson, but does it 
have anything to do with the content of the Bill? 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: Before embarking on this path I went into great detail about why I was doing this. 
I would be happy to repeat my comments if you wish, Mr President 

The PRESIDENT: I suggest the member does not repeat them. I will take his word for it. 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: I say with appropriate sincerity that I am most obliged to you, Mr President. I am 
about to turn to 3 August 1994 - we are getting closer to 1996. 

Hon B.M. Scott: In two years' time. ., 
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: Hon Barbara Scott made a pertinent interjection. We will get there in two years
that is what it is all about. These matters are important and it is important they be placed on the record so 
that people interested in the Bill know just how this Government has treated them. On 3 August 1994 
Hon David Smith asked question 403 of the Attorney General reported in Hansard of that date at page 
2722 -

(1) Does the Attorney General intended to introduce legislation to implement the 
recommendations of -

(a) the inquiry into the removal of body parts; and 

(b) the general review of the Coroner's Act? 

(2) If yes, when does the Attorney General expect to introduce this legislation. 

Her response was again part of the expectation raising business -

(1) The Government is broadly supportive of the recommendations of the report of the 
Committee of Inquiry into Aspects of Coronial Autopsies and of the 1989 Ad Hoc 
Committee into the Coroners Act. Accordingly, legislation will be introduced to 
implement the broad thrust of the recommendations contained in both reports. 

(2) It is anticipated that a new Coroner's Act will be introduced during the 1994 spring 
session. 

I thought at that stage that I had better lend a hand. Time marched on and I am marching on very quickly 
you will be pleased to know, Mr President! 

On 10 August 1994 I asked Hon Peter Foss - I thought we would team up again on the issue - question 338 
reported in the Hansard at page 3132. We are well into the spring session of 1994. On 30 November 1994 
I again raised the issue. I refer to the Hansard of that date, page 8093, question 725. The member for 
Morley raised a related question on 1 December 1994 in question 1607 of the Hansard of that date at page 
8432. We were getting to the end of the spring session in 1994. On 7 December 1994 in the Hansard of 
that date at page 8895, question 796, I inquired of Hon Peter Foss, who was at that time representing the 
Attorney General -

Why is it that legislation which will bring change to the system of coronial autopsies has not yet 
been introduced into the Parliament during the current session, despite a commitment by the 
Attorney General that it would be. 

I thought it was a pretty reasonable question to ask on 7 December. I had a bit of a clue by December 1994 
how things were dealt with in the month of December. It was just starting to gel. I thought I better chase 
up the matter. Hon Peter Foss's response was-

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

Although there has been some delay in respect of the development of a new Coroner's Act, I can 
~eport that drafting is progressing. Accordingly, a coroners Bill has been rescheduled for 
lOtroduction into the Parliament early in 1995. It should be noted that the introduction of a 
coronial counselling service will precede the legislation. An officer has already been seconded to 
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the Perth Coroner's Court to develop a pilot counselling program and the service should become 
fully operational in January 1995. 

Just to make sure that the Attorney General was aware that the Australian Labor Party had not forgotten 
about the issue, Dr Watson raised the matter directly with her. I refer in passing to the Hansard of 
8 December 1994, page 9388, question 2556. 

The Coroners Bill 1995 was introduced into the other place on 21 June 1995. Not much happened to it, so 
my colleagues in another place thought it their duty, as it was, to remind the Attorney and her Government 
of their duty. My colleagues felt that was important because they considered it to be a matter of priority. 
Therefore, Dr Watson asked a question on 29 June 1995 dealing with brain removal per authority of the 
coroner in each year from 1983 to 1995. That was question 298 in the Hansard of 29 June 1995 at page 
6463. The matter was chased up again on 24 August 1995 when Dr Watson raised the issue of the 
provision of post mortem reports by coroners. I refer to the Hansard of that date at page 7272, question 
2474. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! I have already pointed out to the honourable member, just in case he did not 
understand, that a second reading debate is very specific in the areas that an honourable member can 
traverse. The member is supposed to be talking about the general principle of the Bill. I have sat here now 
for 25 minutes, really not wanting to interrupt him but hoping that he would eventually get round to letting 
me know whereabouts what he saying is contained in the Bill. The second reading debate is not a facility 
to go over anything other than the content of the Bill. The member mentioned to me that he had previously 
made some sort of introductory comment prior to the dinner break when I was not in the Chair. I cannot 
allow members to take advantage of a debate to talk about things that are not in the Bill. 

If the member wants to take up with the Attorney General some argument or views he has, that it has taken 
a long time for the Bill to get under way, there is another, different opportunity. There is nothing wrong 
witll the member saying in his second reading speech that he believes the Bill took a long time to come in 
and it should have come in earlier, but by going on talking about something not remotely connected with 
the Bill, he is putting me in a position where I have to do what I am doing now. I do not want to do that. I 
ask the honourable member to relate his comments to the general principles of this Bill. That is not what 
he is doing, with respect. 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: Mr President, the questions asked by members of the Opposition in prodding this 
Government to get a move on in respect of this Bill specifically relate to issues dealt with in the Bill and 
which are to a greater or lesser extent spelt out in the Bill. I note it is not my role when giving a second 
reading speech to respond to the history of the matter given by Hon Peter Foss when he gave his second 
reading speech. However, it is appropriate that I draw the attention of the House to the pertinent points 
relative to the progress of this Bill and to the treatment of the issues dealt with in this Bill. In doing so, I 
suggest that it is reasonable that I commend my colleagues when they have done so and point out to 
members opposite how the issues have been grasped. To do so by reference to history is appropriate. 
However, I do not want to labour the point by pointing out the great gUilt that those in government must 
feel over their delay in progressing this Bill. 

Point of Order 

Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: As I read them, the standing orders do not allow a direction that you, 
Mr President, give to be debated by the honourable member. In this case what the member is saying has no 
relevance to the Bill. 

The PRESIDENT: I have already pointed that out, but I am giving the member an opportunity to tell me 
how he can relate what he has been doing to the Bill. I will certainly not allow him to go on for another 
10 minutes. He is entitled to his point of view about it, but the difference between him and me is that my 
role is to ensure that the member conforms to the standing orders and I am suggesting that he is not. 

Debate Resumed 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: As you know, Mr President, I always abide by your directions. You invited me to 
explain and I have endeavoured to do so. I trust that I have. I will not take 10 more minutes to deal with 
these questions of history. I suggest that they are relevant and I will compress them because they need to 
be placed on the record SO that some members opposite can understand why they are relevant and 
important. I know that this may disturb members opposite, but they must know. 

The PRESIDENT: I am not interested in whether it disturbs someone else; I am interested in ensuring that 
members use the time allocated to them conforming to the standing orders. The standing orders and the 
rules associated with the second reading debate are very clear that members should speak about the 
principles of a Bill. I do not know how many times I have to say that. 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: I am speaking to the principles of the Bill and our concerns that those principles 
be enacted speedily. We will not go into a protracted Committee debate. We could because this is a very 
badly drafted Bill; it is absolutely pathetic - as Hon Peter Foss would probably agree if he were allowed to 
publicly. The policy of the Bill was brought to the Government's attention during this waiting period, 
again by Dr Watson on 19 September 1995 and that is recorded at page 8035 as question 3232 in Hansard. 
~hen Dr Watson raised the issue she was pointing out why the issues must be considered and their 
Importance. That question is pertinent. Similarly her question 3879 at page 10273 of Hansard dated 
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1 November was also pertinent, as was the question asked by the member for Morley of the Attorney on 
19 December 1995 and as reported at page 13473 of Hansard as question 4066. 

I will now refer to a document detailing the progress of Bills introduced in this Parliament during the third 
session of the thirty-fourth Parliament. I am doing this so that people will know why the Opposition is 
treating the Bill in the way that it is and why it is taking a somewhat lenient stance in relation to the 
mishandling of the policy. The Bill was introduced on 21 June 1995, the Attorney gave her second reading 
explanation on 22 June 1995 and the second reading was agreed to on 19 October. The Committee stage 
commenced on 22 November and the Bill was read a third time on 7 December. That happened in a House 
that has a guillotine, where there is so-called time management and where there are restrictive patterns of 
behaviour for commenting on government Bills. That says something for the Government's sense of 
priorities. The Bill was passed in the Legislative Assembly and came to the Legislative Council. 

Labor spokesperson Dr Judyth Watson put out a media release dated 15 December 1995. In it she 
summarised the Australian Labor Party's position on the Bill. She did that succinctly and I refer members 
to it because I know the Minister gets very upset if I take time to go through matters carefully. Dr Watson 
said that the Opposition, in consultation with community representatives - the bereaved, activists, ethnic 
people, religious and Aboriginal leaders and pathologists - and drafted 70 amendments. The then Attorney 
General accepted 23 amendments; 47 were not agreed to, although some were adapted, as Dr Watson put it, 
and agreed during the Committee debate. The Attorney General submitted 14 amendments on behalf of the 
Government. Dr Watson expresses the view that that is an indication of a Bill that has not been well 
drafted, and I agree with that. She points out -

Hon Peter Foss interjected. 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: That was an interesting interjection. I must say that this Government is guilty of 
both of those sins on practically every occasion on which it brings legislation before this House . .. 
Hon Peter Foss interjected. 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: By definition the Court-Cowan Government is bloody-minded. 

Hon Peter Foss interjected. 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: I know the Attorney General cannot agree; he must show a degree of solidarity. 

Hon Peter Foss interjected. 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: Perhaps we might have some improved legislation in due course, and that is what 
we want with this issue. We want this Bill and policy adopted speedily and then we want the Attorney to 
bring in some amendments that reflect community feeling. He is reluctant to do so because he hates 
admitting that he is wrong. If he were to admit he was wrong we would be here all night, tomorrow night 
and forever. 

In the media release Dr Watson refers to the Opposition's concerns and I will mention them briefly. There 
is the question of informed consent to procedures, the right to have information, having open processes and 
procedures, the establishment of coronial services and the implementation of relevant recommendations on 
the Royal Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in Custody. Many of the matters raised by the Australian 
Labor Party, and on our behalf specifically by Dr Watson, were accepted by the Government. I applaud the 
Government for accepting those matters. However, I condemn the Government for its shoddy drafting and 
for its delay, because by those two mechanisms it has failed to make this policy measure as good as it 
should be. Because of the inordinate delay that has occurred, I am not seeking to embark upon the course 
of improving the policy of the Bill. 

Dr Watson's media release referred to the amendments which were proposed by the Opposition and not 
accepted by the Government. They include: Informed consent to post mortem examination; supervisory 
authority over the removal of bodies from sunken ships or mines; seven recommendations of the Royal 
Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in Custody; accountability in regard to directions which the State 
Coroner gives to coroners; a change from two days to seven days in which an objection to a post mortem 
examination can be lodged with the Supreme Court by the senior next of kin; recognition of the rights of 
the remaining partner of the same sex as the senior next of kin; and coronial services other than the 
proposed statewide bereavement services. The fact that this Bill is as progressive as it is is a testament to 
the future frrst member of the seat of Southern River. 

I am pl~ed to note that Hon Peter Foss in his second reading speech, after dealing with the development 
ofthe polIcy so laboriously, referred to the prospect of further review and said-

It is proposed to hold an independent review 12 months after this Act is proclaimed. 

That is another reason that we want to get on with it. He continued -

The review will report on the operation of the new legislation, protocols, guidelines and the ethics 
committee and will address any deficiency in the system. 

W
th 

e w<;>u.ld like that review to commence as of today, because there are deficiencies in the system, of which 
e MInIster should be well aware. However, we do not want that to hold up the improvements to the 

current syst~m that are contained in this Bill. We do not want to hold up good measures merely because 
we are seeking better measures. The Minister then said -
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In addition, after five years the Attorney General will be required by this Act to carry out a review 
of the operations and effectiveness of the Act and the Coroner's Court. The review when 
completed will be tabled in both Houses of Parliament 

That latter review is provided for in the Bill; the first review is not This process of review must be part of 
the policy, otherwise Hon Peter Foss would not have mentioned it, and I trust the first review will not 
suffer from the delay which the Coroners Bill has experienced to date under the so-called better 
management of this Government. 

This Bill, including the schedule, comprises 42 pages. The Minister stated in his second reading speech 
that the Coroner's Court and the statewide system which will be established by this Bill will bring the 
coronia! system into the twenty-first century. Therefore, we had better make the most of it over the next 
four years. The Bill provides for the reporting and investigation of deaths, and it deals in some detail with 
inquests. It deals with many matters of concern and benefit to those who have been affected adversely by 
the coronia! system. The Australian Labor Party gives qualified support to this Bill, for the reasons that I 
mentioned at the commencement of my remarks. 

Hon Tom Helm: When the review is due, we will be in government, so we will be able to pass it with 
some confidence. 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: I hope that any Australian Labor Party Attorney General will give this matter the 
priority that it deserves, unlike those Attorneys who stem from the Liberal Party and seem to lack any 
sense of compassion when it comes to results. 

Hon Peter Foss: This is one of the first Bills that I brought forward. 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: I suppose Hon Peter Foss is on probation. That was a good start. 

I join in the optimism of the Attorney General in welcoming a coronial system that will be more responsive 
to the needs of the community than is the current system. I trust that the new system will ensure that there 
are prompt and thorough investigations of reportable deaths, that families and friends of deceased persons 
receive sympathetic and helpful assistance from the participants within the system, and that uniform 
practices are adopted across the State. I hope the Attorney General will consider it his duty to consider the 
amendments which are now required and will bring into this House soon an amending Bill, rather than wait 
for a review to commence in 12 months. This Bill was introduced into the other place in June 1995 and it 
is being debated in this place on the last day of April 1996. I trust it will be presented to His Excellency 
very soon. 

HON CHERYL DAVENPORT (South Metropolitan) [8.20 pm]: I also support the Bill, and note that it 
is long overdue. 

Hon Peter Foss: That was very well put. 

Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT: I will concentrate the bulk of my remarks on how this Bill deals with the 
recommendations of the Royal Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in Custody. I also acknowledge and 
thank all those people who were part of the process that has served to bring some of the better sections of 
this legislation into the Parliament, and those who have been involved as a result of tragic experiences in 
their families. We should not lose sight of the fact that this legislation is borne out of the personal grief 
experienced by many people over a long period. That part of the legislation which deals with the banning 
of the use of human tissue for purposes other than investigation of death without the written consent of the 
deceased in his or her lifetime, or in the event that their wishes are not known, is a huge step forward in this 
process. Over the past decade I have read many newspaper reports or witnessed on the television the pain 
that many people have gone through after finding - in some cases, well after the event has occurred - that 
body tissue has been removed from their loved ones. This legislation is a good step, and I look forward to 
its implementation. 

I will deal with three of the recommendations of the Royal Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in Custody 
in so far as they relate to the coronial process, and the response from the Government in the "Government 
of Western Australia 1995 Implementation Report". Recommendation 36 states-

Investigations into deaths in custody should be structured to provide a thorough evidentiary base 
for consideration by the Coroner on inquest into the cause and circumstances of the death and the 
quality of the care, treatment and supervision of the deceased prior to death. 

In the 1994 summary response the Western Australian Police Service stated that recommendation 36 had 
been implemented and that new policies and procedures had been introduced and were the subject of 
ongoing review to ensure that all inquiries of that nature were conducted at the highest possible standard. 
That may well be a departmental response to this process; however, the number of deaths in custody have 
escalated in recent times. 

Hon Peter Foss: There has been a reduction in the number of deaths. 

Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT: There have been a number of deaths in custody in recent times. 

Hon Peter Foss: The number of Aboriginal deaths in custody is below that of non-Aboriginal deaths in 
custody. 

Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT: It is still too high. 
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Hon Peter Foss: Any number is too many. They will always occur, but we have lowered the numbers. 

Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT: Although the view is that recommendation 36 has been implemented, as 
the Attorney well knows, there have been a number of deaths in custody in recent weeks. 

Hon Peter Foss: This does not guarantee that they will not happen. 

Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT: No, it will not However, we must be ever vigilant in bringing that to the 
attention of the Government in relation to this Bill. 

Recommendation 37 is that all post mortem examinations of the deceased be conducted by a specialist 
forensic pathologist wherever possible or, if a specialist forensic pathologist is not available, by a specialist 
pathologist qualified by experience or training to conduct such post mortems. I know that recommendation 
has been implemented, so we have made some progress. In fact. the implementation report states that it 
was implemented in 1994 and the evidence of the extent to which the outcome has been achieved is that 
there has been no change to that procedure and it is felt that it provides for an open and equitable process 
for the investigation of a death in custody. That is good outcome. 

Recommendation 38 states -

The Commission notes that whilst the conduct of a thorough autopsy is generally a prerequisite for 
an adequate coronial inquiry some Aboriginal people object, on cultural grounds, to the conduct of 
an autopsy. The Commission recognises that there are occasions where as a matter of urgency and 
in the public interest the Coroner may feel obligated to order that an autopsy be conducted 
notwithstanding the fact that there may be objections to that course from members of the family or 
community of the deceased. The Commission recommends that in order to minimise and to 
resolve difficulties in this area the State Coroner or the representative of the State Coroner should 
consult generally with Aboriginal Legal Services and Aboriginal Health Services to develop a 
protocol for the resolution of questions involving the conduct of inquiries and autllpsies, the 
removal and burial of organs and the removal and return of the body of the deceased. It is highly 
desirable that as far as possible no obstacle be placed in the way of carrying out of traditional rites 
and that relatives of the deceased Aboriginal person be spared further grief. The Commission 
further recommends that the Coroner conducting an inquiry into a death in custody should be 
guided by such protocol and should make all reasonable efforts to obtain advice from the family 
and the community of the deceased in consultation with relevant Aboriginal organisations. 

I note that the implementation reports states that the status of implementation is ongoing and is progressing 
in relation to this Bill. I also note that a right of repeal against an order for an autopsy is provided for in the 
Coroners Bill; however, I cannot find where that right of inquiry is mentioned in the Bill. It may be that I 
am not reading the legislation properly. 

Hon Peter Foss: It is in clause 37 and I agree that it is peculiarly placed. 

Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT: Indeed. I did not look for it under "Powers of investigation". 
Recommendation 38 also called for consultation generally with Aboriginal legal services and Aboriginal 
health services. I note in the second reading speech a view that there should be extensive consultation prior 
to the drafting of regulations and guidelines, in particular with the Aboriginal Legal Service and the 
Aboriginal Justice Advisory Council in respect of deaths in custody. I note that the recommendation of the 
royal commission also suggests Aboriginal health services. We have a very good Aboriginal medical 
service in this State. 

Hon Peter Foss: I am very aware of that. 

~on CHERYL DAVENPORT: I hope that as part of the extensive consultation process that area will be 
mcluded. I assume consultation will be a little wider than just the Aboriginal Legal Service, the Aboriginal 
Justice Advisory Council and the Aboriginal health services because many Aboriginal organisations and 
communities, particularly in the remote areas, will have views on this, given that some will have a greater 
cultural awareness and very much want to be part of the process of making sure that those traditional rights 
are ~ot denied. I note that during the debate in the other place concern was expressed about the counselling 
serv~ce that has already been set up, despite the fact that the legislation has yet to go through the 
parlIamentary process. Although its implementation is a good thing, it has been suggested that the 
couI!selling service is having some teething problems. I note the view put forward last year that this 
service should be expanded. I am not sure whether that has occurred, given that this legislation has taken 
so 10n& to get through the process. Another area that has been incorporated into the legislation relates to 
the ~~ll1cS committee. That will have quite a large impact in regard to the body tissue matters. It is a very 
positive outcome, and I look forward to that organisation being set up. I refer to the clause dealing with the 
Attorney General appearing at an inquest. I wondered about the intent of that provision. 

Hon Pe~er Foss: It is only stating the law. The Attorney General is able to participate in any procedure, 
usually In response to public interest or where children are involved. 

Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT: I thank the Attorney General for that explanation, which satisfies my 
concern. 

ti
l am pleased to see two provisions relating to an independent review after the legislation has been in place 
or 12 months. How will a decision be made about appointing a person to that independent review? 
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Hon Peter Foss: We will think about that once we get this Bill through. 

Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT: As was mentioned in the second reading speech, this is the first attempt to 
change this legislation that has been in place for 75 years. It is very positive that a five year review clause 
is written into the legislation. Hopefully the very unfortunate events with which some people have had to 
deal will not be repeated if a five year review clause is in place initially and in the future. I commend the 
Bill to the House. 

HON MARK NEVILL (Mining and Pastoral) [8.34 pm]: Having read the Coroners Bill last year, I came 
to the conclusion very early that it is not a piece of legislation that I like. Basically it is bad legislation and 
I would very surprised, were the Attorney General starting from scratch, that this Bill would be presented 
in anything like the form in which it is before this House. The Bill has been derived from inquiries and 
activities over many years. It strikes me that this is a Bill that generally was driven by recently retired 
Coroner McCann. He was a very capable coroner, but there is a trap in approaching legislation where one 
person has perhaps too much influence over the direction of a Bill. 

This Bill is overkill, one which will cost this State a horrific amount of money for very little added benefit. 
The Bill sets up a State Coroner, who is to be located in Perth, to whom all deaths that fall into the category 
stated in the definition in the Bill - that is, reportable deaths and usually deaths of a violent, unusual or 
unexpected nature that occur in unusual circumstances; it is usually the job of the coroner to detect 
unlawful homicide - will be reported. That is the basic role of the coroner. Under this Bill the documents 
relating to a death in the goldfields must come to the State Coroner in Perth. There is no way in the world 
that the State Coroner will deal with all the inquisitions that are required in this State. What will the State 
Coroner do? I guarantee that in four cases out of five he will bundle up all those documents and send them 
back to the magistrate in Kalgoorlie for him to conduct the coronial inquiry. What will be achieved by all 
that paperwork coming to Perth and going back to Kalgoorlie? 

Hon Peter Foss: Where does it say that everything must come to Perth? 

Hon MARK NEVILL: I wrote my notes when I read the Bill initially, so I am not sure whether I can direct 
the Attorney General to that clause. 

Hon Peter Foss: I am not sure that is right. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: I will check that when I have more time; however, my understanding of the Bill is 
that the State Coroner will decide where and who will conduct the coronial inquest. How will the State 
Coroner do that unless he gets the information in the reports before him? 

Hon Peter Foss: He does not need to have all the documentation. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: I may be corrected on that matter; however, he will surely need some reports, if not 
all. 

Hon Peter Foss: It says that he will be reported to. It does not say that all the documents will be sent here. 
He can set guidelines. He will do that like the sentencing judge does with magistrates. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: From my reading of the Bill, it seems to me that most of the documentation will 
have to come to Perth and be farmed out by the State Coroner. The other problem with the Coroners Bill is 
that it raises the expectation in the community that something will happen. The coronial inquiry into the 
drowning of a young boy at Adventure World raised people's expectations. We wondered whether he was 
murdered or jumped on by another boy. The public's expectations were built up. In the end I think there 
was a fairly open finding on how that young boy drowned. 

Hon Peter Foss: What is your point? Are you saying we should not have coronial inquests? 

Hon MARK NEVILL: No; I am referring to the path the coronial system is taking. Part of that concerns 
the investigative role of the coroner and the more social role he seems to be getting drawn into. I think the 
coroner should be fairly detached from the situation. In my view his job is to determine the time, place, 
cause of death and identity of the person who died. This Bill takes his role way beyond that. I will develop 
those arguments as I continue my speech. A culture change has taken place which, quite reasonably, some 
people may welcome. However, the greater public involvement that will result from this Bill will cause 
much more litigation and expense. The Bill provides for all sorts of appeals. When pathologists start 
cutting up bodies appeals will be made to the Supreme Court about what can and cannot be done. 

Hon Peter Foss: Only if there are coronial inquests. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: Does this Bill not relate to coronial inquests? 

Hon Peter Foss: You said in broad terms. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: I am talking in context of the Coroners Bill. I think that this Bill will result in 
much more litigation and expense and cause much more heartache and not much benefit. I do not believe 
that the coroner's office has the investigative skills this Bill will place within it. 

Hon Peter Foss: That is historically correct; it is part of the ordinary judicial proceeding. The coroner is an 
inquisitor. 

Hon . MARK NEVILL: That is right. I intend to raise a matter later in my comments that also has 
ramifications. 



[Tuesday, 30 April 1996] 

Hon Peter Foss: He has been since before the Norman invasion. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: It was covered under common law. 

Hon Peter Foss: It is pre-Norman conquest. 

lOS7 

Hon MARK NEVILL: I acknowledge that. Other than to illustrate some of the general matters I find 
difficult to cope with, I will not dwell on too many clauses. Clause 20 on information to be provided to the 
next of kin reads-

(l) A coroner who has jurisdiction to investigate a death must, as soon as practicable after 
assuming that jurisdiction, provide to any of the deceased person's next of kin under section 37(S) 
the following information -

It lists the information from (a) to 0). The Bill says the coroner "must" do that. What if he cannot? What 
if the people are overseas? That clause will put a tremendous unnecessary onus on the coroner. 

Hon Peter Foss: Next of kin is defined. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: He should do so where practicable but the Bill requires he do that as soon as 
practicable. That will be going over the top. Clause 22 on jurisdiction of the coroner to hold an inquest 
into a death, reads -

(1) A coroner who has jurisdiction to investigate a death must hold an inquest if that death 
appears to be a Western Australian death ... 

(b) it appears that the death was caused, or contributed to, by any action of a 
member of the Police Force; 

Therefore if an off duty police officer is involved in a traffic accident a coronial inquest must be held. 
Subclause (a) reads - .. 

the deceased was immediately before death a person held in care; 

I draw the Attorney General's attention to some of the definitions of a person held in care as defined in 
clause 3. Subclause (c) reads -

a person admitted or received into an approved hospital under the Mental Health Act of 1962. 

Hon Peter Foss: These are traditional; they have always been there. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: The Bill says "must". I am suggesting that people die of natural causes in mental 
hospitals. In some cases it is perfectly clear what has caused their death. Why should a coronial inquest be 
held in every case? 

Hon Peter Foss: They always have. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: I am running my argument now. I asked a question in the House on 19 October 
1994 when I was examining this Bill. Question 3944 reads -

(1) In respect of the most recent case where there was a coronial inquiry into a death in a 
Government Hospital, how many reports were prepared for the Coroner's inquest? 

The answer was 4S. 

(2) What was the subject of and the occupation of the person who prepared each report? 

The answer was -

The subject of each report was the deceased. 

It was a silly question to ask! It continues -

The occupation of the persons who prepared each report are: 23 Doctors, IS Nurses, 1 Police 
Officer, 2 Forensic Pathologists, 2 Chemists, 1 Clinical Pharmacologist and 1 Nursing Service. 

(3) What is the estimated cost of the preparation of each report? 
The answer-

Unknown. 

The next question was -

(4) What other known legal costs were involved? 
The answer was -

Counsel assisting the coroner - $14,SOO. Transcript - $2969.12 
The next question was -

(S) What other work was completed for the inquiry for which costs are not available? 
It was answered _ 

Medical Investigation by Forensic Pathologists, Analysis carried out by the Chemistry Centre, 
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Investigations carried out by the Coronial Inquiry Section of the Police Department, 
Neuropathology testing carried out at Royal Perth Hospital. 

My last question was -

(6) What would be the approximate minimum cost of the total coronial inquest? 

The answer was -

Unknown. 

I have had a back-of-the-envelope look at that and if we could get away with that for under $600 000 we 
would be very lucky. That is the problem we are dragging ourselves into. The majority of coroners will 
know whether a coronial inquest is required. They receive representations from friends and relatives of the 
deceased. All sorts of people contact them when a fatality occurs in a region. Many of the compulsory 
coronial inquests required under this legislation are unnecessary and will cause a terrific amount of 
expense. Under the definition of "reportable deaths" an inquest is required for a Western Australian death 
that occurs during an anaesthetic or as a result of an anaesthetic and is not due to natural causes. The New 
South Wales legislation contains a similar provision but it includes an exception. I am not referring to the 
actual legislation, but to an account of the legislation which states in relation to a "reportable death" that-

the death occurred as a result of the administration of an anaesthetic administered in the course of 
a medical surgical or dental operation or procedure, except for a local anaesthetic administered 
solely to facilitate a procedure of resuscitation from apparent or impending death. 

If someone is about to die and he is administered an anaesthetic and dies, under this legislation a coronial 
inquest is required. That is one example, but there are many examples of where, because of the 
prescriptive nature of the legislation, a coronial inquiry will be necessary if the cause of death is unknown. 

Society is becoming more litigious and public officials administering this legislation will want public 
representation. This Bill will generate huge and unnecessary costs. I am quite happy for funds to be 
expended where they are needed, but this legislation goes overboard. This Bill involves the public to a far 
greater extent than previously and for that reason problems will arise. People in grieving make all sorts of 
accusations. It takes them a year, if not longer, to overcome their grief. Coroners, when they get the facts, 
are in a good position to sort out these issues. It is the aggrieved relatives who cause the bulk of the work 
involved in coronial inquiries. As soon as questions are asked, particularly by those people in grieving, the 
doctor must respond and notify their insurance company. People are then sucked into a vortex of expense. 
Perhaps coronial inquiries should be delayed so that people are still not going through a severe grIeving 
process. This would result in a more rational use of the State's resources. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: I suppose it depends on the individual. I have been through this experience and one of 
the things I wanted to find out was what caused my son's death. We talked to the doctor when Michael 
was killed and one of the worst things was not knowing how he died. It helps to know what caused the 
death. I understand what you are saying, but on the contrary it is important to know the facts. I am aware 
that if too much information is given out people may want to take action. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: I was going to speak on this subject when I dealt with mining fatalities. I would 
support a situation where the close relatives of the deceased are able to read the reports by the doctors and 
inspectors, if they request them. I have read some of the reports on mine fatalities and they are not pleasant 
to read because they include photographs. If a spouse or a parent wanted to read the doctor's report on the 
cause of death he should have access to it. 

I suppose that to a large degree coronial inquiries are directed at unnatural deaths. The doctor's report will 
often tell the relative what he wants to know, but the coronial inquiry could focus on the possibility of foul 
play; for example, deaths in custody and where there is real suspicion. 

Hon Peter Foss: Or where a person is not free to make a choice. An example is a person who has no 
choice such as a person under the care of the Child Welfare Act or the Prisons Act. It has always been the 
case that these people require an inquest simply because they are in the care of the people administering 
those Acts. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: I understand that they are necessary to assist in ascertaining whether there had been 
malpractice. 

Hon Peter Foss: Because of the circumstances of being in their care an inquest is required. These people 
do not have a choice, like people in a public hospital, to determine what will happen to them. If they die an 
inquest is held. These people are under detention. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: What happens if a person dies in a public hospital? Is there any difference between 
that person and someone in an institution? 

Han Peter Foss: The reason for an inquest is that a person is at a disadvantage because he is in somebody's 
care. 

Han MARK NEVILL: This Bill provides a Rolls Royce system. It is structured in such a way that there 
will be appeals to the Supreme Court. 

Han Peter Foss: That is what people want. 
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Hon MARK NEVILL: It is a Rolls Royce system which will cost -

Hon Peter Foss: The whole legal system has become a Rolls Royce system. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: I asked a question in the Parliament and no attempt was made to cost the coronial 
inquiry into the last death which occurred at a government hospital. 

Hon Peter Foss: Under this legislation a coronial inquiry would not be required in that instance; a coronial 
inquiry would be required only in certain circumstances. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: It depends on the circumstances of the death. There was the case of the death of a 
baby where the doctor was absolutely pilloried in the public. As I said, the other point is the expectation 
that the coroner will do something about it. There was the Amos and Annetts case in 1991. I obtained a 
copy of the report because I was interested in the case. The two boys died south of Halls Creek and the 
mother later took legal action. 

Many of these coronial inquiries are very expensive. I have read many reports dealing with the mining 
industry which contains riders. In the Amos and Annetts case there were three riders. The fIrst related to 
the pastoral industry inspection tour report. The second suggests that the State Emergency Service and the 
Police Force should attempt to secure and keep up to date information on activities in each area of 
responsibility, and particularly in remote areas. This should also include changes to road routes and new 
roads. The third rider suggests that the responsible authority should review the provision of road signs and 
survival information in remote areas. It is acknowledged that the wilful damage and destruction of such 
signs presents great diffIculties. In the Balgo area, which I visit quite regularly, there has not been one new 
sign put up in the four or fIve years since that report. There is no survival information, but I do not know 
that it is important. However, there are so many tracks that it is very confusing. There are even more now 
because that area is very similar to the Tanami gold area and many people are exploring out there and there 
are many more tracks where people can get lost and die. These two boys were out in this country in 
December, when even the Aborigines stay close to safe communities. .. 

In many cases with these coronial inquiries a very thick report is produced, which more often than not 
comes to nothing, and which contains a number of riders that are generally ignored. 

Hon Peter Foss: This system is trying to do something about the role of the state coroner. That has been a 
problem. Coroners are a series of individuals scattered throughout the State with no real process for 
collating their decisions. The honourable member should refer to clause 8, which refers to coroners having 
a coordinating role. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: I still think that the -

Hon Peter Foss: The point is very valid. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: I would be very surprised if the magistrates acting as coroners in regional areas do 
not consult with the coroner in Perth from time to time. I do not know whether it happens these days, but 
the Warden's Court would be adjourned and the offIcers would ring the Mines Department to fInd out what 
was going on and then reconvene to give a decision. So much for the independence of the judiciary. I 
hope that does not occur now. I would expect there to be some sort of central advice and perhaps 
coordination even now with the coroner in Perth. I expect that he is regarded by those magistrates as the 
senior authority. 

One of the problems is that there is an expectation in the community that the coroner can do something 
about a situation. That was the case in relation to Annetts and Amos, and also in relation to many other 
cases. By building up that expectation more damage is often done to the people involved in the process 
than would be the case if we were just keeping -

Hon Peter Foss: Do you have a solution? 

Hon MARK NEVILL: I certainly would leave the decision making more to the autonomy of the local 
magistrates or those magistrates who are competent to do coronial inquiries. They are in the best position 
to judge whether an inquiry or inquest is required. Under the Mining Act one can have an inquiry or an 
inquest. However, generally, an inquest is undertaken. An inquiry is the lesser of the two in terms of the 
amount of work undertaken. I have real problems with the coroner's having an investigative role. That is 
what the Police Force is there to do and should be trained to do. This Bill provides that the coroner has an 
investigative assistant. I believe that the coroner should determine the cause of death, the place of death, 
the time of death and identify the person if his or her identity is in doubt. 

My other concern relates to clause 50, which refers to a disciplinary body. I would argue whether that is 
the role of a coroner. As the Attorney said by way of interjection, an inquest is not a trial. He can correct 
me if I am wrong, but when undertaking an inquest, the coroner is not acting in a judicial manner. On the 
other hand, he is when he makes his fIndings, I presume. 

Hon Peter Foss: That is the historic origin of the offIce. His job was to determine the case in order that 
people could be confIned. Strictly speaking, he was almost a revenue offIcer. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: During an inquest he is not bound by rules of evidence, but in a trial he is. At the 
end of the day he then has the power to make reference to a professional organisation to which that person 
belongs. 
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Hon Peter Foss: They have to proceed judicially. The coroner used to be able to commit. One way people 
could be committed for trial was as a result of a coronial inquiry. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: If a coroner suspects that a criminal offence has been committed he can write to the 
Director of Public Prosecutions. 

Hon Peter Foss: Nowadays it does not happen because as soon as the police are involved the coroner is 
removed. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: It is not a court of law, as such. I believe that it should not be the job of a coroner 
to refer matters to a professional body for discipline. If someone has committed an offence the matter 
should be taken up. 

Hon Peter Foss: That is in clause 27(5). 

Hon MARK NEVILL: I thought it was clause 50, which refers to the trade or profession. 

Hon Peter Foss: Clause 27(5) relates to offences and professional misconduct. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: He has an important role when he suspects a criminal offence but it is not his job to 
investigate. That is the job of the police. This Bill blurs the role of the coroner. It appears to be more 
social legislation than legislation relating to the role of the coroner. His role is to determine the cause of 
death. We appear to be introducing unnecessary matters which should be dealt with elsewhere by other 
means. I do not say that these things should not be done but it is not the appropriate role for a coroner. 
This legislation will do a lot of damage by raising people's expectations. The construction of the Bill will 
generate massive costs. I anticipate that it will return for fairly drastic surgery sooner rather than later 
because it blurs the lines between a coroner's duties and his perception of his social duty because it appears 
to be giving him a role. It may be a popular view; it may make people outside the system feel warm and 
fuzzy but I see no gain by this approach. I see a downside. 

I do not like the joining of the forces of the judicial officers and the bureaucracy. After all, that is how 
Hitler was so successful. The more I read the Bill the less happy I am with it. I know that some of my 
colleagues will not agree with me -

Hon Peter Foss: They have already said so. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: That is okay, but the legislation has had too much input from people who are too 
close to the system. We will end up with a costly Rolls Royce system which ultimately will not deliver any 
tangible extra benefits. It will cause anguish and involve expense. Reluctantly I support the Bill. 

HON TOM STEPHENS (Mining and Pastoral) [9.13 pm]: I have not had the opportunity of being here 
for all the debate. I heard the beginning of it and I came in on the tail of the comments by Hon Mark 
Nevill. His observations were not the ones I was anticipating but nonetheless they were observations that 
raise some legitimate questions. I look forward to the Minister's response. 

I have watched this legislation's progress for some time. When we were in government it was clearly an 
issue for us for an extended time, with lobbying going on that argued the case for the repeal of the Statute, 
the rewriting of the Bill and its presentation which would significantly reform the coroner's role. As 
various difficulties arose in the operation of the coroner's work, and one's attention was drawn to the 
difficulties that various players had as they interfaced with the coroner's jurisdiction, the argument was put 
regularly that there was a need to move in fresh directions. As an ordinary observer of the media, watching 
the coroner - and I am not sure whether Mr David McCann is still the coroner -

Hon Peter Foss: He retired recently. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: Watching David McCann present to the media as someone who always impressed 
me, from the perspective of simply a consumer of the media; watching the sensitive way in which he 
endeavoured to handle the issues, and knowing that he was a person who advocated changes to the system 
under which he operated, I was well disposed to see some rapid progress in the previous Government's 
consideration of the issue. I recognise that the then Attorney General was very apprehensive about 
weighing up the various arguments being put to him, and at the end of our Administration he was not able 
to present a Bill that had synthesised and balanced the issues that had been put to him. 

Although I did not hear Hon Mark Nevill put all of his argument, I guess that argument, and the type of 
argument that weighed heavy on the mind of Hon Joe Berinson, was left unresolved at the end of 1993 -

Hon Peter Foss interjected. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: That is right. I am just starting to appreciate the conflicting pressures placed on 
Hon Joe Berinson when he was Attorney General. 

Hon Peter Foss: The bits Hon Cheryl Davenport likes are the bits that Hon Mark Nevill cannot stand. 

Hon Mark Nevill: I think the Coroners Bill is not the place for it. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: The Minister has pithily summarised that viewpoint. 

Hon Mark Nevill: He is supporting the Bill! 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: He just said that the bits that Hon Cheryl Davenport seems to like are the bits that 
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Hon Mark Nevill cannot stand. 

Hon Peter Foss: Perhaps you may persuade me. I will hold you responsible. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: I am sorry that I have not had the opportunity - owing to pressure of work - to 
refer to Hon Joe Berinson, our former colleague, to find out his viewpoint on this legislation. 

Hon Mark Nevill: I did not consult him. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: I wish I had. It was not through negligence that this issue was not handled, 
because Hon Joe Berinson gave it a lot of attention. 

Hon Peter Foss: You have answered Hon Nick Griffiths. The issue has been very well handled by 
members of the Opposition at this stage. I agree with what you say, and you have answered Mr Griffiths. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: I did not hear Hon Nick Griffiths but I know that when we were in government it 
was an issue that weighed heavily on our Attorney General's mind. As a result many of us were interested 
to see what opportunities for reform were available. He was wrestling with the issues and the conflicting 
advice coming to him. In the end we did not proceed with the legislation that is now before us. 

Hon Peter Foss: The problem is not becoming easier. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: I guess the difficulty which we face is whether the bold move of the present 
Attorney General, after not quite three and a half years in office -

Hon Peter Foss: It was the former Attorney General. 

Hon Mark Nevill: I do not think Mr Foss has taken responsibility for this Bill; he is just handling it. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: The Bill is now before us - however it got to us and whoever hatched it. 

Hon Peter Foss: Cheryl Edwardes was the Attorney General in 1995. .. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: Now the Bill is before us, and we are left with having to process it. I am a bit 
apprehensive about developing some of the themes I want to develop, because I have heard Hon Mark 
Nevill. 

Hon Mark Nevill: Go for your life. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: It is not because I do not want to disagree with Hon Mark Nevill, because I will 
do that from time to time, as he well knows; however, I am nearly half persuaded by some of his arguments 
and that is the difficulty with which I am faced. 

Hon Mark Nevill: Kalgoorlie cannot get psychiatrists. Those who are there will be writing reports for the 
coroner and not doing the work they are supposed to be doing. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: That is part of the issue I wanted to raise. The second reading speech details the 
area in which this additional facility will be operating in Perth to look after the interests of people who 
come in contact with the Perth Coroner's Court. Clearly, those people are understandably in enormous 
distress following the demise of their loved ones. 

Hon Peter Foss: You have a double problem: Not only have they had a death in the family but they are 
getting involved in the legal system. Either one of those events is enough for anybody, but the two 
together is almost too much for anyone. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: In those circumstance the response is a facility based in Perth responding to the 
needs of the people of Perth to try to tackle those issues. Of course, people in Perth are not the only ones 
who will be caught up in the coronial system. Many people in my electorate will continue to require access 
to coroners through Magistrate's Courts, although presumably those courts will not be resourced in the 
same way as the metropolitan area will be as a result of this initiative, about which Hon Mark Nevill has 
raised some concerns. The resources that will be allocated to the Perth based facility will stretch the 
resources of government even further, and the other support network that should be available to all Western 
Australians through whatever agency in the area of counselling and psychiatric support services will 
become less likely to be delivered to the constituents I have the privilege of representing. That is just one 
of the issues I noted as I was looking through the Bill and the second reading speech. I am apprehensive 
about the way that the system will operate. However, the Attorney General can see that I do not wish to 
pursue the argument vigorously, because I have almost been persuaded by the argument presented by my 
colleague Hon Mark Nevill. 

Hon Peter Foss: He is very persuasive. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: He is. Hon Mark Nevill presents a frenzy of evidence on any topic he chooses to 
engage, and he almost always leaves one having to ask questions about one's preconceived position. 

From.a perspective of my own interests, I am pleased to see the second reading speech reference to issues 
asSOCIated with the establishment of a coronial services ethics committee as having a high priority. This is 
t~e question of balancing the demands and concerns that the public has expressed about the use of body 
tISSUt: and access by the medical profession to such tissue for the ethical purposes of medical research and 
teachIng, and to see the presence of at least one Aboriginal person on that committee. 

I am conscious of the particular needs of the Muslim community in my electorate, and their sensitivities to 
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the handling of the issues of death and burial, and their interface with the coronial system. They have not 
had many experiences of that system. They are only a small community in the north of the State, but 
nonetheless a large group in. the Pilbara who have their own particular religious and cultural context from 
which they operate. That leaves them with obligations with regard to the handling of the dead and the 
rapid response to a death within their ethnic group. It becomes an area of enormous distress when their 
burials are delayed beyond a day; that happens regularly enough even without referral to coronial inquiry. 
The large community from the Cocos and Christmas Islands who have relocated and worked successfully 
in the iron ore industry and other areas of industry in the Pilbara have a strong and vibrant culture and a 
live religion. The Islamic requirements leave them regularly in conflict with the way things are done in a 
Christian or post-Christian society. I am not sure how best to describe our society. 

Hon Peter Foss: We are a Judean Christian society. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: I was going to develop the theme of a community that has been developed out of 
that Judean Christian tradition, which is the western culture, and the different ways of handling those 
issues. I would like to see the advice of the Islamic community sought more regularly by the Government, 
including advice on sensitive questions such as the handling of the needs of a religion and a culture on the 
vital question of death. I urge the Minister to find a way of ensuring the input of the Islamic community of 
Western Australia so that its viewpoint on the ethics of the interface with the coronial system with medical 
research is heard. I have not looked recently at the review about which I asked some questions in the early 
life of the current Government to which Hon Nick Griffiths referred, therefore I am unsure exactly how 
much of the recommendations of that review are now reflected in the Bill in the House tonight. 

Hon Peter Foss: You have listened to Mr Nevill too much. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: I would be interested in whether the Minister says the recommendations of that 
review were rejected, and if so the reasons those recommendations were rejected by the current 
Government in its redrafting of the legislation. I hope that the Minister can tell me if all the 
recommendations of the Royal Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in Custody that deal with this question 
have been implemented. 

Hon Peter Foss: The general intent was to accommodate those things. Not all of them can necessarily be 
accommodated. Generally speaking, they are all right. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: I note that the second reading speech states that at least one of the 
recommendations has been implemented. Perhaps the Attorney General can advise which 
recommendations have been implemented and which have been rejected. 

Hon Peter Foss: I think Hon Cheryl Davenport has already gone through them. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: I will read the comments of my colleague. I look forward to the response of the 
Attorney General. 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural) [9.30 pm]: I support this Bill, but I will not do so in great length. 

Hon Peter Foss: Don't say that! 

Hon KIM CHANCE: It was not my intention to speak during this stage; I merely intended to ask a 
question. 

Hon Peter Foss: Tell me you will speak at length. 

Hon KIM CHANCE: I promise members, and I never break my promises. On reflection, I decided it 
would be better to ask my question at this stage so that the Attorney General would have more time to 
prepare a response. Having prepared the question, I found that my colleague Hon Tom Stephens almost 
put it for me. That being the case, I can shorten my remarks even more. 

I noted with appreciation that in the preparation of the Bill the Government has been concerned with the 
question of the cultural appropriateness of the legislation and to some extent the recommendations of the 
report on Aboriginal deaths in custody have been addressed, and I do not intend to go into that in any great 
depth. The establishment of the coronial ethics committee seems to provide for an ongoing review process 
into the effect of the legislation as it impacts on the various cultural and ethnic values in our society. The 
Minister might comment in his response on whether he sees that being an outcome of the coronial ethics 
committee, which is the way I read it. I hope my interpretation is correct and that the committee can be 
seen as a form of ongoing review into matters such as cultural appropriateness. 

My expectations were voided to some extent by the undertaking in the second reading speech that at least 
one member of the committee will be an Aboriginal person. Although the second reading speech refers to 
an appeal process which provides for cultural beliefs to be taken into account, the reference is specifically 
to the Aboriginal culture. That is very much appreciated but, as Hon Tom Stephens mentioned, it is the 
only cultural group specifically referred to. Western Australia now includes very broad cultural and ethnic 
groups, many of whom do not come from a Judaeo-Christian background. Even where some groups come 
from such backgrounds there are ethnic, rather than cultural, considerations which make their background 
situation different; that includes some of the Coptic Christian faiths that have different beliefs. 

Hon Peter Foss: The interesting one is the Japanese, who do not participate in transplants because people 
in Japan will not donate tissue. 
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Hon KIM CHANCE: They are buried whole? 
Hon Peter Foss: No, they are burned before the body can be put at rest. That is a very important part of the culture when we are dealing with body parts. 
Hon KIM CHANCE: I was not aware of that, and I thank the Attorney General for bringing it to my attention. In this regard I have principally dealt with the Islamic communities, of which there are two in my electorate. I know the difficulty that the processes, particularly post mortems and simple delay, have caused those people in the past. Although it seems to me that the proposed legislation will be an improvement for the Islamic people, I am not qualified to make a judgment I can do so only from the way I understand that faith. However, my question is this: To what extent have Islamic people been consulted in the context of the Bill and have official representatives of the Islamic faith given a degree of support to the Bill? 

Hon Peter Foss: Everyone had the opportunity to comment and generally speaking those who felt they wished to do so did. I cannot remember how many people commented, but they certainly had an opportunity to comment, and most of the provisions in the Bill came from the recommendations. 
Hon KIM CHANCE: Hon Mark Nevill said that the Bill might lead to more post mortems being performed. In itself, that would seem by its very nature to be much in conflict with the Islamic faith. 
Hon Peter Foss: Did he say that? I thought he said there would be more inquests. 
Hon KIM CHA..~CE: The second reading speech specifies the cases in which coronial inquests must take place. I was not distinguishing one from the other. Perhaps the Minister may care to address that point. 
Hon Peter Foss: He certainly said inquest, not post mortem. 
Hon KIM CHANCE: I wonder whether the Minister can address the difference between the,llYo because some people may equate them as being the same, as I did. I would like some assurance that there has been some consideration of the Islamic requirements, apart from and along with those of other groups. 
I support the Bill in its separation of fire investigations from the coroner's functions. I have never understood why the coroner had that role. I expect it predates the acquisition of forensic skills by those in the frrefighting authorities. It probably goes back a very long way. With regard to the formal requirement of the coroner to hold an inquest into specific circumstances - those referred to in the second reading speech - I note that deaths occurring while a person is in or escaping from the custody of the police are subject to a requirement for an inquest, but the same requirement does not apply to deaths which involve other authorities that may have custody over a person. 
Hon Peter Foss: The person held in care. 
Hon KIM CHANCE: It does not appear to be the case from the second reading speech because the police are specifically mentioned in that context. 
Hon Peter Foss: It is referring only to attempting, but I understand your point and I think you are right. 
Hon KIM CHANCE: It also includes a person whose death occurs while attempting to escape from custody in the course of police operations. Of course, there are other custodial authorities, and not many are state authorities. The Fisheries Department is one which probably has those powers. 
Hon Peter Foss: Clause 22(l)(c) says that it appears that the death was caused, or contributed to, while the deceased was held in care or a person is on the run, but it does not apply except for the police. 
Hon KIM CHANCE: Is it someone who is on the run from a Fisheries Department inspector? 
Hon Peter Foss: You are quite right. 
Hon KIM CHANCE: Other custodial authorities that occur to me are commonwealth authorities, and I imagine they are covered by commonwealth law. 
Hon Peter Foss: We may have a problem in dealing with that. 
Hon KIM CHANCE: The two that spring to mind are immigration and customs. 
I.have a question mark against the elimination of the jury system. I was surprised that Hon Mark Nevill did not raise that matter because it is in connection with deaths in the mining industry. Since he has chosen not to raise it, I imagine that he accepts the argument that has been put by the Government about juries in a coroner's court. I am a little concerned about the removal of the jury; however, given the review process built into the legislation, I am sure that if problems arise, they will be identified readily in that process. 
I support the Bill with a little more enthusiasm than Hon Mark Nevill, although having heard what he had to say, I am a little concerned about what will occur. However, I do not believe that the issues raised by Hon Mark Nevill are sufficient at this stage to overcome the broad support that both the Opposition and the Government have shown for this Bill. The reason for that support is particularly the pain that has been caused to people in the absence of those provisions in this Bill. 
nON J.A. SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [9.41 pm]: When this Bill was first made public I was visited by a number of people who were concerned that it did not go far enough in a number of directions. Although they felt that it was an improvement on what existed, having had traumatic experiences under the 
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old system, they did not want to see those continue under the new system. Whether that is a matter of 
amusement, I do not know; however, the Attorney General seems to think so. 

Hon Peter Foss: I'm not amused about anything. I have a pain in my neck. I don't think it has anything to 
do with you. 

Hon J.A. SCOTI: One of the problems they ran into originally was the high level of secrecy and the high 
cost for them to get information from the system. They do not feel that is addressed properly in this Bill. It 
has cost them thousands of dollars to get to the truth about what happened to organs and body parts of 
family members and loved ones who have been through the coronial system. Their principal concern was 
that because the coroner was a legal practitioner rather than a medical practitioner, he was largely in the 
hands of the forensic pathologist when determining what investigation was required. There was room for a 
pathologist who might seek tissue for other purposes to take that tissue. Tissue is fairly widely defined; it 
could be an organ, an arm or a leg, or a considerable part of the body, when the main parts of the body 
required for most inquiries are blood, bile, stomach contents and brain tissue. Given the experiences of 
those people when very much more than that was taken, they were concerned that it had supposedly been 
taken for coronial inquiries and that although the coroner was in charge, he was not the medical expert 
deciding which parts would be taken. 

Hon Peter Foss: Even if he were a medical practitioner, he still would not be doing it. It would not be the 
coroner and the pathologist; it would merely be a person who inquired. 

Hon J.A. SCOTI: He is not the person who would drive whether it was necessary to take a certain part of 
the body to find out by which process death was caused. 

Hon Peter Foss: Even if he were a medical practitioner, he would not do that. 

Hon J .A. SCOTI: Whether that is correct, I am not saying that he should do it himself, but that there is 
room for tissue to be taken and used for purposes other than investigation. 

Hon Peter Foss: Like what? 

Hon J.A. SCOTI: For transplants, for instance. Also, articles have been written about people suffering 
from Creutzfeldt-Jakob disease who were treated with drugs taken from bodies at autopsy without the 
knowledge of the next of kin. 

Hon Peter Foss: That was not a coronial inquest. It was not in Australia. 

Hon J.A. SCOTI: The article states that in Western Australia section 28 of the Human Tissue and 
Transplant Act allows body tissue to be removed during autopsies and to be used for therapeutic, medical, 
teaching or scientific purposes. Under that system it was possible for tissue to be taken for those purposes. 
The general consensus of people who make up the group Morbid, for instance, felt that this could occur 
under this Bill; that the regulations and penalties were not strict enough and that possibly subsidiary 
legislation needed to be put in place to ensure that that did not occur. 

I was also made aware of concerns by Muslim people about the body being damaged after death. There are 
certain Muslim religious beliefs about the spirit not being able to pass on to its next place of lodging, 
wherever that might be, if it is not buried before, I think, the following sunset. I realise that that causes 
extreme difficulties if one needs to find out the cause of death in suspicious circumstances. I do not know 
how that could be covered. These people are concerned also that an objection to an inquest must be heard 
in the Supreme Court. That is an expensive route for people who are faced with large bills for a burial. It 
is also a traumatic time for these people and it is difficult for them to be organised to do that sort of thing. 
Quite frankly, the legalistic aspect is over the top and there should be a more simple and less expensive 
process for them to take. 

Hon Peter Foss: What are you suggesting as an alternative? Do you want a non-judicial process? 

Hon J .A. SCOTI: Perhaps the matter could be referred to someone else for consideration. 

Hon N.D. Griffiths: You are really referring to a judicial process. You are concerned about the use of the 
words "Supreme Court" in the Bill because to you it means expense, but that need not be the case. 

Hon J.A. SCOTI: It is normally the case. 

Hon N.D. Griffiths: The next Bill might go some way towards making that easier. 

Hon J.A. SCOTI: I hope that is the case. I will deal with a number of issues at the Committee stage. The 
people who approached me felt there should be a review of the legislation within two years. They feel an 
earlier review would provide an opportunity for a number of the problems to be ironed out. 

Hon N.D. Griffiths: What about the proposition I suggested; namely, that the matter be re-evaluated now 
so that the known concerns of those aggrieved persons can be considered without waiting for a review so 
many months down the track? 

Hon J.A. SCOTI: These issues can easily be addressed. It was pointed out to me that the penalties for 
misuse of tissue were very low compared with the penalties in the Dog Act and the English version of this 
legislation. Given the controversial nature of this Bill, people's sensibilities are more likely to be appeased 
and the misuse of tissue would be much less if the penalties were higher. 
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Members should give consideration to the large amounts of money being made from organ transplants to 
wealthy overseas people. In Queensland a very large industry has been built around this and I understand 
that a private business which is operating out of Royal Perth Hospital is providing organ transplants to 
people from Indonesia and other parts of Asia. 

Hon Peter Foss: Do you mean that we should not provide these services to people from Asia? 

Hon J.A. SCOTT: No. Where large amounts of money can be made there is a temptation to chase up 
tissue which normally would not be available. 

Hon Peter Foss: You do not like money, do you? You think it is the root of all evil. 

Hon J.A. SCOTT: I do not like it when it is at the expense of people's sensibilities. 

Hon Peter Foss: You assumed a case against them. 

Hon J.A. SCOTT: No. I am talking about having proper regulations to prevent the improper use of tissue. 
I feel strongly that people have the right to protect the bodies of members of their family. 

Hon Peter Foss: I agree entirely with that. I am concerned about your vague accusations about people 
involved in heart and other transplants. My view is that they are highly ethical, but you think that they are 
chasing the dollar. 

Hon J .A. SCOTT: That is definitely the case in most situations. The people who have come to me with 
complaints about the Coroners Bill have told me that they will donate their organs. However, they are 
concerned that if they offer a specific organ other organs will be removed. Some people have been 
shocked and distressed to find that several organs have been removed from deceased members of their 
family. People can do without that sort of distress. 

The reality is that even in ethical professions people will do things for large amounts of money. We must 
ensure that that does not occur. I am not saying that private organisations should not be paid for the 
services they provide or that they should not be treating people from other countries, but the reality is that 
when large amounts of money are involved unethical practices occur. I would like stronger regulation and 
stricter scrutiny of the forensic pathology aspect of the Coroners Bill. I support the general thrust of the 
Bill which is trying to improve what is a totally inadequate situation. 

nON PETER FOSS (East Metropolitan - Attorney General) [9.58 pm]: I thank members for a very wide 
and interesting contribution to the debate. It was quite interesting that some of the questions posed by 
Hon Nick Griffiths were answered by some of the members on his side of the House. There is no doubt 
that it is a difficult area. 

The main question raised by Hon Nick Griffiths was why there has been a delay in the introduction of this 
legislation. It was succinctly put by Hon Cheryl Davenport that this Bill has taken too long to come to 
fruition. I agree that is the case and even though it is not a Bill I started - it would have been written 
differently had I started it - I am not suggesting that I should rewrite it. I am sure that if I started the 
process again it would quite easily take another four years. The point quietly ignored by Hon Nick 
Griffiths is that the Opposition had it for four years and nothing happened. I am not blaming the 
Opposition for that 

Hon N.D. Griffiths: That is not so. 

Hon PElER FOSS: First of all Hon Cheryl Edwardes had the counselling service up in two years and we 
got the Bill in three years and hopefully through in three and a half years. I am not criticising the 
Opposition. All I am saying is that the reason was given to the House by Hon Tom Stephens; it is not an 
easy solution. Often, bipartisan supported legislation is the hardest of all to deal with because there is no 
simple philosophy of one's own to follow or no ideological creed that would make it easy to make a 
decision. There is often this terrible moral dilemma about how we resolve all the different points of view. 
I refer to a point in this Bill that was not in the previous Bill. It tries to resolve all the various ethnic and 
moral points of view. It says that the system must take that into account. It is the first time that has 
~appened and we will find that there are different and contradictory ethnic and moral points of view. That 
IS where we have a great difficulty. Take my own personal beliefs, for example. I, as a Christian, believe 
that, on death, my body is worth nothing. It is the least relevant part of me although I do not believe that 
the body should be desecrated but that is all. Other Christians who interpret that same Christian doctrine 
come to different conclusions. However, my belief is that the body matters nothing. Therefore, I do not 
have .the concerns that other people have. It would be inappropriate for me, however, to impose my views 
~n thIS legislation because that is not what the legislation is all about. It seeks to reconcile those views and 
It has not been easy. Hon Jim Scott said that there should be more information. Hon Mark Nevill said it is 
a load of nonsense and asked us to stick to what we have to do. Yet, there is no ideological difference 
between them. 

J?lere was a range of views in the debate. Hon Jim Scott had probably the most soft and fuzzy of the 
VIews, with Hon Mark Nevill at the other extreme. Hon Cheryl Davenport's views were probably closest 
to Hon Jim Scou's, and Hon Tom Stephens and Hon Kim Chance were not sure what they would say 
because they were highly persuaded by the arguments ofHon Mark Nevill. That indicates the problems we 
h~ve. I want to deal with the other essential problem with this legislation. It is usually a big enough 
dIsaster for someone to be involved in a legal proceeding or in the death of a loved one. However, coronial 
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inquests put the two together. Of essence, they should be conducted reasonably expeditiously, because the 
longer an inquiry is left, the less chance one has of getting a reasonable answer. However, as Hon Eric 
Charlton said, it is a very important part of satisfying public demands. The public has grown up with the 
coronial system and expects that, where there has been a death, particularly in certain circumstances, there 
should be an inquiry. The public does not necessarily expect an answer although it would like to have an 
answer. People are used to hearing on the radio that the coroner returned an open verdict. They probably 
do not know what that means but they know that he did not work out who is responsible for the death. 
However, they do feel at least there should be a day in court; a day where what can be done has been done. 
Many people like their day in court not because they necessarily feel that the answer will come out but 
because they feel that all that can be done has been done. How many people after a death say, "It is 
terrible, but at least I did everything I could." That is part of it. Mr Charlton's view was, in some ways, 
the most poignant and the most indicative of why this legislation is important. 

The coroner was originally called the crowner. I am now dredging in my mind and ask members to not 
take me as being absolutely correct on every aspect. However, I will give the House the general history of 
the coroner. The crowner had a joint fiscal and legal enforcement role. In mediaeval times the way in 
which the law was enforced - there were no police or forensic scientists - was a community obligation. The 
people were included in what was called a hundred. The hundred had a general responsibility to enforce 
the law within their own area. There were things such as the hue and cry, so that if an offence was 
committed within one's hundred, one had to try to apprehend the person by raising the hue and cry and 
chasing that person. If the person was lost and went into the next hundred, the next hundred had to raise 
the hue and cry. The crowner visited various areas to make sure that people did not tum a blind eye to 
crime. When he arrived, a list of all the offences that had occurred since he last visited were put in a bag. 
He would then carry out an inquiry and make his own list of all the offences that had occurred. He would 
ask everybody all about them. When he had finished his inquiry, he would get the list from the bag and 
compare it with his list. Any differences between the two resulted in a fine. He fined for every unsolved 
offence. If an offence was left out, someone was fined. If one was put in that he did not have on his list, 
someone was fined for that also. It was a very simple system. It raised a large amount of money for the 
king and it also was a very circumspect way of getting people to do something about crime, because there 
is nothing quite so motivational as tax. It was a very good system over the years for both enforcing the law 
and raising revenue. He was, of course, concerned to find particular kinds of crime and was very much an 
inquisitorial officer. That is why we have what we have. 

The coroner remains an inquisitor and directs the wayan inquiry will take place. Even though he may have 
an investigating officer and an assisting officer who question the witnesses or counsel, most of the 
evidence that is called has already been reviewed in statements by the coroner. He is not like the usual 
judicial officer who does not look at anything before it comes before him. The coroner usually has 
reviewed the evidence and decided the investigation will take place. He guides the way in which the 
questions will be asked and the evidence which will be elicited. He is very much an inquisitorial person, 
very much like a continental style of judicial officer. Our society has gradually reduced the level at which 
he is involved to deaths and fire investigations - in the case of fire, I think because of the nature of it in 
mediaeval society, where it was a fairly common way for unexplained things to happen and people 
disposed of all sorts of things by fire, so it tended to be something which the public interest investigated. I 
do not think that fires should be investigated any more. Members might say there is no need to investigate 
deaths. However, society would not agree. Generally speaking, it has become an expectation of our 
society that deaths of a particular kind be investigated, and I think it is a reasonable service. 

Hon J.A. Scott Don't you think they over-examine deaths? 

Hon PETER FOSS: No, I do not think so. An inquest does not necessarily have to be a full inquest. There 
are all sorts of way of conducting an inquest. There is no need for many days of investigation of witnesses 
and so forth. The coroner decides. When he is satisfied he does not need to go any further, he does not go 
any further. It is not a matter of the plaintiff calling evidence and the defendant calling evidence and the 
case going on forever until such time as the coroner makes a decision. At any stage he can say he has had 
enough and make his decision. There are powers for witnesses to be involved. 

This legislation goes further than the previous legislation. For instance, it provides a right to counsel. 
Although coroners traditionally have allowed appearances, there is no right to counsel. Under the old 
system one had to write to the coroner and say that one was acting for a person involved in an accident or a 
relative of that person, and request permission to appear. There was no distinction as to examination or 
cross-examination. Therefore, clause 44(1) is a radicill change in procedure in that it first gives an 
interested person the right to be represented, and the right to examine or cross-examine. Under the old 
system that was totally in the hands of the coroner. It was his inquiry and he decided what would. happen. 
The provision still allows some decision by the coroner regarding who is interested, but generally speaking 
it provides an independent role. That is a fairly substantial change. 

One of the matters raised by Hon Mark Nevill was that it may lead to more costs. Many of the provisions 
in this Bill have become a matter of practice, even if they were not a matter of law. 

Another point raised by Hon Mark Nevill was the provision of information to the next of kin. That has 
some interesting facets. Clause 37 states that the information must be provided to any of the deceased 
person's next of kin. Subclause (5) describes senior next of kin, which is interesting. It appears that it is 
not such a hard thing, because it can be given to any of those people. Paragraph (0 reads ~ 
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if no other person mentioned in this subsection is available - any person nominated by the deceased as a person to be contacted in an emergency. 
It is a broad range of people. As long as it is given to any of those people it satisfies clause 20. 
Hon Mark Nevill raised the question of compulsory inquisition. He seems to think that an inquest must be a full scale affair, almost a royal commission. I do not see that as the case. Generally it deals with cases where as a m~tter of course there will be an inquisition; that is, where the deceased was immediately before death a person held in care. Under the definition of "held in care" they are the cases where customarily an inquest would take place. It need not be a spectacular one that goes for days in court. 
Hon Mark Nevill: Does this Bill differentiate between an inquest and an inquiry? 
Hon PETER FOSS: No. 
Hon Mark Nevill: In the Coroners Act sections 25 and 26 relate to deaths in mines, and it appears that some jurisdiction or power must have been given to coroners to hold either an inquest or an inquiry. Most have been inquests but there have been inquiries in the past few years. . 
Hon PETER FOSS: Quite often the coroner inquires before he decides to have an inquest That is how it is done currently. Clause 20 reads-

A coroner who has jurisdiction to investigate a death must, as soon as practicable after assuming that jurisdiction ... 
I assume that "assuming that jurisdiction" means when the coroner decides to hold an inquest, not when he is looking at the papers to see whether he should assume that jurisdiction. When the coroner is looking at matters beforehand he is not assuming that jurisdiction. He is considering whether he should, and if he decides to hold an inquest, that is done. If not, he will look to the papers and make a finding. That is done currently. 

-
Hon N.D. Griffiths: It would be absurd otherwise. 
Hon PETER FOSS: Yes. Obviously the coroner has the capacity to make appropriate inquiries before deciding to assume that jurisdiction. The use of the words "assuming that jurisdiction" indicates that is the meaning. The coroner has the jurisdiction but until he formally says he will hold an inquest he does not assume that jurisdiction. 
Hon Mark Nevill: Perhaps we should use the word "inquiry". 
Hon PETER FOSS: We could say "before holding an inquest" or "upon deciding to hold an inquest". It means that until such time as the coroner says he will hold an inquest, as opposed to looking at papers to decide whether he should; that is the distinction. 
Under clause 22 he is obliged to hold an inquest The interesting question is whether he assumes it at all, because it appears to be foisted upon him. Perhaps under that clause he does not have to tell anyone because he has not assumed that jurisdiction but has had it foisted on him. Before the coroner says he will proceed, he is probably allowed to make appropriate inquiries to find out whether it falls under clause 22. Then he will assume that jurisdiction which is compelled on him by that clause. 
Hon Mark Nevill: On my reading of the Bill, if a death occurs in the country it is reportable, but I do not see how a decision is made regarding who becomes the coroner. 
Hon PETER FOSS: The process is determined by the State Coroner. It is not a complete coincidence that he is given the same salary, allowances and reimbursements as the Chief Stipendiary Magistrate. The role to be performed by the State Coroner is similar to that of the Chief Stipendiary Magistrate; that is, he will delegate to various stipendiary magistrates the role of holding the coronial inquest in a particular area. Only in those circumstances where, under his guidelines, he believes it should be referred back to him as State Coroner will it come back. That has happened under the current system. I am aware of a number of coronial inquests where the Perth coroner has held the original inquest in the country, heard all the evidence necessary, and adjourned the inquest back to Perth. The member may be aware of the helicopter that went down on the way to an offshore platform. That matter started in Karratha and was adjourned to Perth.. As a number of people have pointed out, many of the minor cases and many deaths will be caught but wdl not end up involving a major inquest. 
Hon Mark. Nevill: I hope so. 
Hon N.D. Griffiths: Under clause 22 a coroner must hold an inquest -
Hon PETER FOSS: Yes, but that is entirely in the mind of the coroner. The Bill does not say that we will have a royal commission every time he has jurisdiction. 
Hon N.D. Griffiths: Someone will make the decision. 
H~n ~ETER FOSS: The coroner will. A lot of these things will happen in the same way they happen now. It IS Just that it will be more formal than it is now. This is not a codification but, as much as legislation now does, it makes explicit what until now has been implicit in practice. Everyone knows what it is but one reads a bo?k to find out what it is. Now people will be able to read it in the Act. It probably removes some of the discretions, but generally speaking most of them are so bound by precedent they probably 
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cease to be discretions. Many things work that way - a regularly exercised discretion has become 
obligatory . 

Hon Mark Nevill asked what happens with coronial findings. Now and then, particularly in spectacular 
cases, we find work being done to pick up a recommendation. As a matter of interest, Hon Mark Nevill is 
right. The original finding of the coroner was to say certain things - the identity of the deceased, how death 
occurred, and the cause of death. The first three were very good for the role of the Crown for imposing 
fines on hundreds that had not dealt with a crime. 

Clause 25(1)(d) referring to the particulars needed to register the death under the Registration of Births, 
Deaths and Marriages Act is obviously a more modem requirement. Originally only the findings listed in 
paragraphs (a) to (c) were required of a coroner. Subclauses (2) and (3) became riders on which, strictly 
speaking, the coroner was not entitled to make findings. He would add them as his way of making 
comment on the situation. It is a jurisdiction the coroners have grabbed over the years. It did not start in 
Western Australia. Originally the coroner had only to make the findings listed in paragraphs (a) to (c), but 
over the years coroners assumed to themselves the additional matters. If anything, this is an improved 
situation because some coroners were going even further. 

Clause 25(5) states that a coroner must not frame a finding or comment in such a way as to appear to 
determine any question of civil liability or to suggest that any person is guilty of any offence. Certainly, 
some riders previously went further than that and in the past coroners had the power to commit. It 
remained in force until quite a late stage, so the Bill does contain some improvements in holding the 
coroners back a little. 

Hon Tom Stephens, Hon Kim Chance and Hon Jim Scott have dealt with the underlying need to adapt to 
the fact that we are no longer a white Anglo Saxon protestant country. Western Australia is the most 
multiculturally diverse State in Australia, and it is a very successful multicultural society. It has been 
successful because of the recognition of other people's cultural values. We must have a law that enables 
those values to be taken into account. The law must be very flexible because the values will be change 
radically from person to person. The coroner will have not just one rule but a number of rules to pick up 
the varying cultural backgrounds. 

Hon Jim Scott raised the question of the judicial review. Of course, that was one of the definite requests. I 
share some of the cl)ncerns echoed by Hon Mark Nevill. We shall end up with a Rolls-Royce system. I 
think we shall have a Rolls-Royce litigation system, which to some extent has been foisted on us by the 
High Court and other judicial bodies, when all we need is a good Holden system. Most people cannot 
afford a Rolls-Royce and, although they are happy to admire other people's vehicles, they prefer to have a 
conveyance they can afford. They would rather drive a Holden than have no vehicle. 

Hon J.A. Scott Or use public transport. 

Hon PETER FOSS: That is another possibility. I share Hon Mark Nevill's concern but it was one of the 
demands and it is not absolutely necessary that it be of great expense. We have an obligation to make sure 
it is not expensive. 

Hon N.D. Griffiths: I am not sure we are going down the right path. 

Hon Mark Nevill: You cannot quantify those expenses. 

Hon PETER FOSS: Once there is a judicial review, it adds dollars whether that review takes place in the 
Supreme Court, the District Court or the Magistrate's Court. It would be cheaper in the Magistrate's Court 
than in the Supreme Court or District Court, but there would not be much difference in cost between the 
latter courts. Judicial decisions must be made by judicial officers. I do not agree that we should invent 
somebody who is not a judge and give that person a judicial obligation. There would be another appeal if 
that person got it wrong, probably by way of certiorari which is one of the most unsatisfactory methods of 
proceeding and is very expensive. That is not the answer. Once judicial review is embarked upon, it must 
take place. Until we deal with the whole legal system we shall not make a change in that area. 

It has been a most enlightening debate, and the differing views put forward in the debate are an epitome of 
the problems faced not only by Hon Joe Berinson when he originally started, but also by Hon Cheryl 
Edwardes and me. If I had my druthers, I would start again. However, if that were done, the legislation 
would not be inside this Parliament for another four years. That would be a most unfortunate state of 
affairs. This Bill must go ahead. 

Hon N.D. Griffiths: Let it go ahead, but at the same time look at amending it again because it has many 
deficiencies. It is a badly drafted Bill. 

Hon PETER FOSS: I have no problem doing that but I do not believe there will be a quick answer, no 
matter when the process is started. I commend the Bill to the House. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time. 

Committee 

The Chairman of Committees (Hon Barry House) in the Chair; Hon Peter Foss (Attorney General) in 
charge of the Bill. 



-
[Tuesday, 30 April 1996] 1069 

Clause 1: Short title -

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: I indicated in the second reading debate that members of the Australian Labor 
Party in this House would not take up much time at the Committee stage. I reiterate for the record that in 
the Opposition's view this Bill has many deficiencies. In some areas it does not go far enough and in other 
clauses it is poorly drafted. However, because of the Opposition's concern for a substantial improvement 
in the coronial system, it wishes the Bill to be passed without undue delay. Therefore, notwithstanding 
those deficiencies, the Opposition will not move amendments and neither will it divide on any matter. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 2 put and passed. 

Clause 3: Interpretation-

Hon MARK NEVILL: Under the definition of "reportable death" reference is made to people dying under 
anaesthetic. I referred to the case mentioned in the second reading debate. The Minister suggests if death 
occurred while someone was being resuscitated from local anaesthetic a full blown coronial inquest should 
not be necessary. 

Hon PETER FOSS: To occur "during" an anaesthetic is strange wording. If death occurred as a result of 
an anaesthetic it would be reportable. The definition makes it reportable; it does not mean an inquest must 
be held. 

Hon Mark Nevill: It refers to "during" an anaesthetic rather than because of it. 

Hon PETER FOSS: That a death must be reported does not mean an inquest must be held. Under 
subclause (c), if death resulted from an anaesthetic, whether local or general, it would have to be reported. 
Subclause (b) is more difficult because it refers to occurring "during" an anaesthetic. If it said "while under 
an anaesthetic" it would have to be referring to a general anaestheti-::. I do not think one can be "under" a 
local anaesthetic, although one can be locally anaesthetised. "During" an anaesthetic is anoth~ thing; it 
sounds like a total anaesthetic process. One could say it does not refer to a local anaesthetic, but arguably 
it could go the other way. It is a difficult word and I do not know quite what it means. It is not that much 
ofaconcem. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: Subclause (d) refers to reportable deaths that occur in prescribed circumstances. 
That is fairly vague and general. Can the Minister clarify that definition? 

Hon PETER FOSS: Prescribed circumstances are those prescribed by regulation. Until the regulation 
prescribes them, I do not think at this stage the clause is intended to prescribe any particular circumstances. 
Things change. A series of deaths may occur under certain circumstances which give rise to the belief that 
those circumstances are not unrelated to the death. Those circumstances would be prescribed because one 
would wish a series of inquests to be held to see whether something could be done about it. 

Hon Mark Nevill: Would you do that by regulation or order? 

Hon PETER FOSS: At the top of page 4 it says that "prescribed" means prescribed by regulation. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 4 to 19 put and passed. 

Clause 20: Information to be provided to next of kin -

Hon MARK NEVILL: I refer to the word "must". 

Hon Peter Foss: The harder one is "any". 

Hon MARK NEVILL: I agree. That is part of the problem. Surely the wording should have been "shall 
~here practicable, as soon as practicable provide to any of the deceased person's next of kin the following 
mformation". The clause as it is worded is explicit and it will put an unbearable onus on the coroner to 
contact next of kin who could be scattered around all four comers of the world. I cannot see why the word 
"must" has been used. 

Hon PETER FOSS: I am sure the court would read that down in the way Hon Mark Nevill has suggested. 
How~ver, I think there are other problems in this legislation. It is interesting to say "must as soon as 
practIcable". If it is not practicable to do it he cannot do it. 

Hon Mark Nevill: That occurred to me. 

Han PETER FOSS: That is another reason a court would read it down. The word "any" rather than "each" 
seel!1s to indicate that if anyone of those were informed he would satisfy the clause. Clause 37(5) defines 
semor next of kin. Obviously we must take what is in that clause and remove the word "senior". If any of 
those people were given the information, irrespective of where they were in order of seniority, the clause 
would have been complied with. 

Hon Mark Nevill: Does senior mean oldest or closest? 

be
Hon PETER FOSS: It is ranked from (a) to (t). All the qualifications in clause 37(5)(a) to (t) will need to 

read out. The coroner will be allowed to give the information to any person who is described in those 
paragraphs and that will satisfy clause 20(1). I agree that it is not the most satisfactory clause. 
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Clause put and passed. 

Clause 21 put and passed. 

[COUNCIL] 

Clause 22: Jurisdiction or coroner to hold inquest into a death· 

Hon MARK NEVILL: I mentioned during the second reading debate that the Bill requires a coroner to 
hold an inquest if a death appears to be caused or contributed to by any action of a member of the Police 
Force. I gave a rather bizarre example of an off-duty police officer involved in an accident. If we take the 
word "must" literally, which is prescriptive not optional, an inquest would be required in such a case. 
Those necessary discretions have been removed by the language in which this is drafted. 

Hon PETER FOSS: I am checking through the Act to ascertain whether it was a matter of practice or law 
and whether it was absolutely conterminous or someone has fiddled with it. It has always been the case 
when there has been a death in custody. I cannot find it in the reprint of the 1980 Act and I am sure it 
would have preceded it. The member is quite right, but he must keep in mind that the degree of inquest 
carried out is very much for the coroner to decide. It is not like an ordinary civil litigation or even a trial 
where there are adversary proceedings with both parties leading their evidence. It is totally in the hands of 
the coroner and he proceeds as far as he thinks is necessary. It need not be as bad as the member imagines. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 23 put and passed. 

Clause 24: Application for inquest into death· 
Hon J.A. SCOTT: Concern has been expressed to me that the time limit in this clause might prove difficult 
for people who are not used to the workings of the Supreme Court and who must arrange finance to apply 
for such an order. I wonder whether information on how to proceed with such an order could be available 
from the Coroner's Court to make it an easier process. 

Hon PETER FOSS: This clause deals with an inquest, not a post mortem. I question the circumstances 
under which the court would ever order an inquest. As soon as the coroner has decided that an inquest 
shall be held I cannot see under what circumstances the court would say he could not hold it. I think the 
member's question is directed more at a post mortem. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 2S to 32 put and passed. 

Clause 33: Powers or entry, inspection and possession. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: I have not read this clause in detail, but I am sure my point is valid. 

Under section 25 of the existing Act, when an inquest into a death on a mine was held, all sorts of 
privileges and rights were afforded people. For example, in a jury situation unions became involved and 
the inspector could be present at the inquest to ask questions of witnesses. Those privileges and rights have 
been removed by this Bill. What is left in this Bill is the rights and privileges of the coroner. If the coroner 
wanted to visit the scene of the accident soon after the aceident - it is something I would like to see 
happen - he does not have the power to take control of the mine or close it down. If he investigated the 
accident site with a foreman -

Hon Peter Foss: I refer the member to clause 32. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: Does the coroner have the right to inspect the scene of the accident under that 
clause? 

Hon Peter Foss: Yes. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: It would be useful if the coroner had the power to visit the workplace. He has the 
power under this Bill to enter and inspect the property. He might visit the mine at an unsuitable time which 
could cause more problems than the problem he wants to solve. The clause should give the coroner the 
power to actually order the mining operation to cease while he is carrying out his investigations. 

Hon Peter Foss: He can do that under clause 32. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: He must do it in writing and I suppose he would sen~ a fax to the mine. 

Hon Peter Foss: The normal way to inspect is to do it in a cooperative way. If there was no cooperation 
the coroner would whack up a notice and go onto the minesite. If they did not cooperate he would use 
clauses 32 and 33 by way of coercion. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: It could be made difficult for the coroner to visit the worksite. 

Hon Peter Foss: I am sure that clauses 32 and 33 would solve that problem. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: I have not read clause 32 and I accept the Minister's explanation. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clauses 34 and 3S put and passed. 

Clause 36: Application for post mortem examination· 
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Hon J .A. SCOTT: Reference is made to a person making application within two days. Why is it such a 
short period? 

Hon PElER FOSS: One would expect the body to be available for cremation, burial or other disposal. 
These matters must be dealt with quite urgently. If it has the capacity to go on for any great time, 
considerable distress could be caused to the relatives if they are held up by lengthy legal procedures 
involving a post mortem. It is quite fair to say that the capacity is there, but it is not greatly encouraged. 

Clause put and passed. 

Clause 37: Objections to post mortem examinations -

Hon J.A. SCOTT: This is a reversal of the situation where people may be objecting to the post mortem. 
They again have only two days after receiving notice of the decision to apply to the Supreme Court. Given 
the traumatic situation and the need for people to establish whether they have the money to go to the 
Supreme Court, what information would be provided by the coroner's office to make this process easier for 
people who are trying to deal with this situation and who may not be used to such legal procedures? 

Hon PElER FOSS: I refer the member to clause 20, which refers to assuming jurisdiction. Before the 
coroner can start doing anything such as rejecting or refusing, the person has to be notified. It might not be 
that they say, "I do or do not want a post mortem." They would be aware of their legal rights. Again, the 
short period of time is necessary. If it is that important, people go sttaight away to a lawyer. Generally 
speaking, it is possible to produce legal documents fairly quickly, and I am sure the court, even if it does 
not make an order, would be prepared to hold the matter pending a final decision. It is difficult, there is no 
doubt about that, but that is intentionally the case. It is there for extteme cases and where people feel very 
strongly, rather than to let the whole process be dragged out 

Hon J .A. SCOTT: The problem is that when people are under severe stress they do not function as they 
would normally. ., 

Hon Peter Foss: It cannot be left for three months. 

Hon J .A. SCOTT: No. I was seeking something to help these people deal with the situation. I know this is 
not reflected in the Bill but in the operation of the coroner's office. If we do not want to hold up the 
process, some sort of information should be provided about how people act. 

Hon PElER FOSS: If the member is referring to a counselling service, one already exists. There is an 
obligation under the legislation for the counselling service to be associated with the court. The sort of aid 
to which the member is referring is dealt with by the counselling service. 

Clause put and passed. 

Progress 

Progress reported, pursuant to Standing Order No 61(c). 

House adjourned at 1055 pm 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

POLICE SERVICE - BOOZE BUSES 
Operations; Violations; Revenue 

1. Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Police: 

(1) How many operations, involving the "booze bus" has been mounted since its inception? 

(2) How many of those operations have been between 0800 hours and 1200 hours? 

(3) How many violations have been detected, with respect to (2) above, in the categories 
listed hereunder -

(a) 0.02; 

(b) 0.05; and 

(c) 0.08? 

(4) What has been the total revenue raised, involving drink-drivers, in the calendar year 
ended 1995? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

I am advised by the Minister for Police in the following terms -

The Commissioner of Police has advised, as of 20 March 1996 -

(1) 760. 

(2) 198. 

m ~ ~ f 
(c) 241. 

Additional information -
DUI charges 116 
Refuse charges 14 
Blood tests - not otherwise recorded above 19 

(4) Statistics as to fines received into consolidated revenue from statutory offences are the 
responsibility of the Ministry of Justice. 

ELECTIONS - POLLING BOOTHS 
Western Australian Electoral Commission Policy 

25. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Parliamentary and Electoral Affairs: 

(1) What was the policy of the Western Australian Electoral Commission for the 1993 state 
general elections in regards to the establishment of polling booths? 

(2) Specifically, what is the number of electors on the electoral roll in any population centre 
or community that becomes the basis by which a polling place is located at that location? 

(3) Is it proposed that the same policy will apply for the State's next general elections? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

(1)-(2) Polling places are established under section 100 of the Electoral Act. Each proposed new polling 
place is examined individually. Factors for consideration include: Increase in the popUlation of 
an area; recommendations from returning officers; current use by the Australian Electoral 
Commission, and suitability of buildings in a local area. The number of electors on the electoral 
roll is not the sole basis of polling place location. The following figures, in conjunction with other 
factors, are used as a guide -

Metropolitan area - no less than 500 anticipated voters. 
Country area - no less than 200 anticipated voters. 

(3) The policy for the continuance, closure and establishment of polling places will be considered 
prior to the next general election. 

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT - TEACHERS IN REMOTE AND REGIONAL 
SCHOOLS 

Retention Rate for Experienced Staff; Attraction Difficulties 

27. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Employment and Training representing the Minister 
for Education: 

(1) What data and analysis does the department have available to it of the retention rate for 
experienced teachers in remote and regional schools? 
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(2) Is the Minister for Education aware of anecdotal evidence that there are still difficulties 
being experienced in many regional areas in Western Australia in regards to attracting, 
appointing and retaining experienced teachers? 

(3) Does the Government acknowledge that the loss of "permanent status" for teachers and 
uncertainty over subsequent options for transfers continues to discourage many 
experienced teachers from applying for positions in regional areas and remote schools, 
despite the recently announced remuneration package for some of these schools? 

(4) What steps has the Minister taken, or does the Minister intend to take, in order to ensure 
that regional and remote areas schools in Western Australia can attract for appointment 
and retain experienced teaching staff? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

I am advised by the Minister for Education in the following terms -

(1) The department has statistics on the percentage of teachers by years of teaching 
experience in school districts. 

(2) The Ministerial Review of Schooling in Western Australia - 1995 - examined, among 
other matters, the issue of attracting experienced teachers to country locations and made 
a number of recommendations in that regard. The Remote Teaching Service is one of the 
initiatives aimed at redressing this problem. 

(3) Permanent teachers do not lose this status as a result of serving in regional and remote 
schools. Transfer opportunities for all teachers depend on such factors as transfer points, 
suitability for any available vacancy, the number of available vacancies and how widely 
the teacher has applied for transfer. .. 

(4) The Minister for Education has established the Remote Teaching Service which currently 
encompasses 37 schools. Eighty-seven per cent of teachers in these schools are 
experienced teachers. The Minister also established the Ministerial Review of Schooling 
in Western Australia - 1995 - and is gradually implementing its recommendations. 

WESTRAIL - TRACK MAINTENANCE CONTRACTS, COMPANIES PRE
QUALIFIED FOR TENDER PHASE 

28. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Transport: 

Which companies have pre-qualified for the tender phase for Westrail's proposed track 
maintenance contracts? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 

Baulderstone Hornibrook Engineering Ply Ltd. 
Barclay Mowlcm Construction Ltd. 
BGC Contractors. 
Civil & Mechanical Maintenance. 
John Holland Construction & Engineering Ply Ltd. 
Serco Australia Ply Ltd. 
Transfield Maintenance. 

WESTRAIL - ROAD COACH SERVICES 
Hired Coaches. Perth-Albany via Bunbury 

30. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Transport: 

(1) Since 1 July 1995, on how many occasions did Westrail hire a road coach for its 
passenger services from Perth to Albany via Bunbury? 

(2) What were the dates? 

(3) What was the reason? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 

(1) None. 

(2)-(3) Not applicable. 

WESTRAIL - ROAD COACH SERVICES 
Hired Coaches. Perth-Albany via York 

3l. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Transport: 

(1) Since 1 July 1995, on how many occasions did Westrail hire a road coach for its 
passenger services from Perth to Albany via York? 

(2) What were the dates? 

(3) What was the reason? 
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Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 

(1) Five. 

(2) 19 July 1995; 29 September 1995; 5 October 1995; 20 October 1995 and 4 December 
1995. 

(3) To replace Westrail road coaches undergoing maintenance and servicing. 

WESTRAIL - TENDERS 
Suburban Crash Barrier Protection Program. Contractor; Cost; Work 

34. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Transport: 

With regard to the call for tenders advertised on September 9, 1995 for the Westrail suburban 
crash barrier protection program -

(1) Which ftrm was awarded this contract? 

(2) What was the cost? 

(3) What work was the contractor required to undertake? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 

(1) Safety Rail Installations Pty Ltd. 

(2) $123 871. 

(3) Supply and erection of steel crash barriers at selected road intersections adjacent to the 
railway. 

WESTRAIL - CONTRACTS 
100414 for Supply of Shelter Improvements at Perth Railway Station 

36. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Transport: 

With reference to Westrail contract 100414 for the supply of shelter improvements at the west end 
of Perth railway station -

(1) Which firm was awarded the contract? 

(2) What was the cost of the contract? 

(3) Would this work have been carried out in-house in the past? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 

(1) Consul Constructions. 

(2) $63077.55. 

(3) It has been many years since Westrail carried out this type of work using its own labour. 

WESTRAIL - TENDERS 
18599 Supply of Security and Customer Services 

42. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Transport: 

With regard to Westrail tender 18559 for the supply of security and customer services -

(1) Which firm was awarded the contract? 

(2) What was the cost of the contract? 

(3) Would this work have been carried out in-house in the past? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 

(1) Mayne Nickless Limited trading as MSS Security. 

(2) $11.3m over three years. 

(3) Yes. 

WESTRAIL - CONTRACTS 
Goongoonup Bridge. Construction of Dual Use Paths. Fencing and Associated Works 

44. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Transport: 

With regard to the construction of dual use paths, fencing and associated works on the Westrail 
Goongoonup Bridge -

(1) Which ftrm was awarded the contract? 

(2) What was the cost of the contract? 
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Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 

(1) Aarde Constructions Pty Ltd. 

(2) $70529.70. 

METROBUS - EXPRESSIONS OF INTEREST 
Minor Bus Repainting 

45. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Transport: 

1075 

With regard to the MetroBus call for expressions of interest on 26 August 1996 for the provision 
of minor bus repainting - . 

(1) Which f1I1Tl was awarded the contract? 

(2) What was the cost of the contract? 

(3) Would this work have been carried out in-house in the past? 

(4) How many buses, per year, are expected to require minor repainting? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 

(1) Letter dated 10 October 1995 to respondents advised them that this work will be 
incorporated with Panel Paint and Rust Repair tender No:337!95. 

(2) The cost for minor bus repainting is approximately $60 ()()() which involves surplus work 
that the depot maintenance section or the workshop could not do. 

(3) Yes. Tender was for work in excess of in-house capacity. 

(4) Last year MetroBus painted 300 buses due to being involved in accidents ~30 buses 
due to removal of rust build up; therefore a total of 330. 

WESTRAIL - CONTRACTS 
Removal of Second-hand Sleepers between Wagin and Lake Gr(,lce 

46. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Transport: 

Which firm or f1I1Tls was awarded the contract to remove second hand sleepers between Wagin 
and Lake Grace? 

HonEJ. CHARLTON replied: 

No contract was awarded. 

WESTRAIL - CONTRACTS 
K8681 Supply of Ballast in Eastern District 

51. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Transport: 

With regard to Westrail contract No K8681 for supply of ballast in the eastern district -

(1) Which firm was awarded the contract? 

(2) What was the cost of the contract? 

.Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 

I presume the member is referring to contract No 18681 for the supply of ballast in the eastern 
district and the following answer is provided on this basis -

(1) The contract has not yet been awarded. 

(2) Not applicable. 

WESTRAIL - CONTRACTS 
18650 Maintenance of Road Coaches 

56. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Transport: 

With regard to contract No 18650 for the maintenance of Westrail's road coaches -

(1) Which f1I1Tl was awarded the contract? 

(2) What was the cost of the contract? 

(3) Would this work have been carried out in-house in the past? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 

(1) The contract has not yet been awarded. 

(2) Not applicable. 

(3) Yes, prior to March 1995. 
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TRANSPORT, DEPARTMENT OF - CONTRACTS 
Provision of Maritime Infrastructure in Metropolitan Area, Navigational Aids Statewide 

58. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Transport: 
With reference to the Department of Transport's call for expressions of interest in 1995 for the 
provision of maritime infrastructure in the metropolitan area and navigational aids statewide -

(1) Which firm was awarded the contract? 

(2) What was the cost of the contract? 

(3) Would this work have been carried out in-house in the past? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 

(1) Transfield Construction Pty Ltd. Transfield was awarded the contract and with the 
approval of the department subcontracted Australian Maritime Safety Authority to 
undertake statewide maintenance of navigational aids. 

(2) The contract is a management fee contract; fixed management fees are negotiated and 
guaranteed and labour is paid on the basis of an agreed hourly rate plus on costs; for 
example, superannuation and leave loading based on the Australian Workers Union 
award. The department under this arrangement issues work orders to the contractor who 
provides written estimates which are approved prior to work taking place. There is no 
guarantee of the quantum of work. The indicative contract value is SlAm per annum. 

(3) Yes, but at greater cost to the department. 
WESTRAIL - TENDERS 

1W 002 Supply of Mineral Sands Pneumatic Transfer Haulage 

62. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Transport: 

With reference to the Westrail tender TW 002 for the supply of mineral sands pneumatic transfer 
haulage -
(1) Which frrm was awarded the contract? 

(2) What was the cost of the contract? 

(3) Would this work have been carried out in-house in the past? 
Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 

(1) Boral Transport Ltd. 

(2) The contract reflects commercially sensitive freight rates and I am not prepared to release 
this information. 

(3) No. 

WESTRAIL - TENDERS 
18648 Replace Wheels of Electric Railcar Bogies 

65. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Transport: 

With regard to the Westrail tender number 18648 to replace the wheels of electric railcar bogies -

(1) Which firm was awarded the contract? 

(2) What was the cost of the contract? 

(3) Would this work have been carried out in-house in the past? 
Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 

(1) A. Goninan and Co Ltd. 

(2) $67288. 

(3) Yes, prior to 4 March 1994. 

KALGOORLIE - AQUA TIC CENTRE, FUNDING ALLOCA nON 

75. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Sport and Recreation: 

(1) Has the Minister misled the Liberal Party or is the Liberal Party misleading the people of 
Kalgoorlie in the advertisement in the Kalgoorlie Miner of Saturday 9 March which 
claims that State Government funds have been allocated for an aquatic centre as part of 
the new recreation centre in Kalgoorlie? 

(2) Will the Minister advise what steps he will take to correct the situation, either by now 
ensuring that State Government funds are immediately allocated for the aquatic centre or 
by advising the Liberal Party and the Kalgoorlie Miner that the information contained 
within the advertisement is incorrect? 
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Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

(1) No. 

(2) Not applicable. 

WESTRAIL - DERAILMENT OF TRAIN NEAR PIES SEVILLE, 11 FEBRUARY 

76. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Transport: 

I refer to the derailment of a train at, or near, Piesseville on, or about, 11 February 1996-

(1) In which direction was the train travelling? 

(2) Was the train laden or empty? 

(3) If laden, what freight was carried? 

(4) Was the train movement part of a normal freight schedule? 

(5) How did the derailment occur? 

(6) How many vehicles left the line? 

(7) What damage was sustained by the vehicles? 

(8) What will be the estimated cost of repairs to the vehicles? 

(9) Will these repairs be carried out by Westrail or a private company? 

(10) If a private contractor, which firm was awarded the contract and how was it let? 

HonEJ. CHARLTON replied: 

(1) Towards Narrogin. .. 

(2) Empty. 

(3) Not applicable. 

(4) Yes. 

(5) The cause is subject to an investigation which has not yet been completed. 

(6) Four. 

(7) Four wheel sets, bogie components and brake gear were damaged. 

(8) $25000. 
(9) Westrail. 

(10) Not applicable. 

WESTRAIL - DERAILMENT OF TRAIN NEAR PIESSEVILLE, 11 FEBRUARY 

77. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Transport: 

I refer to the derailment of a train at, or near, Piesseville on, or about, 11 February 1996-

(1) How many sleepers were damaged and needed to be replaced? 

(2) What was the cost of replacement? 

(3) How many metres of railway line needed to be replaced? 

(4) What was the cost of replacement? 

(5) What was the cost of re-balIasting the damaged section? 

(6) Who did the track repairs, Westrail employees or private contractors? 

(7) If a private contractor, which firm was awarded the contract and how was it let? 

(8) What is the total cost of all damage including ballast replacement and tamping etc? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 

(1) 5104. 

(2) The final cost is not yet known. 

(3) None. 

(4) Not applicable. 

(5) The final cost is not yet known. 

(6) Westrail employees. 

(7) Not applicable. 
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(8) The final cost is not yet known. 
lRANSPORT, DEPARTMENT OF - CONTRACTS 

Central Area Transit System Perth Bus Stops and Shelters 
81. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Transport: 

(1) Which finns were awarded the Department of Transport contracts to provide a central area transit system and a Perth passenger infonnation system? 
(2) In each case what was the cost? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 
(1)-(2) Scania Australia Pty Ltd for the supply of 16 low floor midi-buses. Contract price $6 879 209. Sign Supplies Pty Ltd for fabrication and installation of bus stops and bus shelters. Contract price $858775. Terra Vision Pty Ltd for the supply of an automatic electronic infonnation system in the buses and bus stops and shelters. Contract price $534 687. 

WESlRAIL - INDEC CONSULTING 
Boddington-Pinjarra Rail Link re-established as a Tourist Project 

86. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Transport: 
(1) Is the Minister aware of an article in the Narrogin Observer on 22 November 1995 reporting that a private company, Indec Consulting, is attempting to have the Boddington to Pinjarra rail link re-established as a tourist project? 
(2) What role has Westrail played in this project? 
(3) What support has the Government given this company? 
(4) How will Westrail assist this project? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 
(1)-(4) The railway between Pinjarra and Etmylin is already operated as a tourist railway. The line between Dwellingup and Boddington has been formally closed as a railway since 1975 and the land is now under the control of the Department of Land Administration. No agencies under the control of my portfolio have provided support to re-establish the rail line between Etmylin and Boddington. 

TRANSPORT, DEPARTMENT OF - EXPRESSIONS OF INTEREST Providing a Central Area Transit System Perth Bus Service Operation 
89. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Transport: 

With regard to the Department of Transport's call for expressions of interest in providing a central area transit system Perth bus service operation -
(1) Which fum was awarded the contract? 
(2) What was the cost of the contract? 
(3) Would this work have been carried out in-house in the past? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 
(1)-(2) Not yet awarded. 
(3) The central area transit system service will replace the City of Perth funded MetroBus operated clipper service. 

WESlRAIL - EXPRESSIONS OF INTEREST Maintenance of Rolling Stock and Signalling Equipment, and Lease of Buildings and 
Facilities 

91. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Transport: 
With regard to a Westrail call for expressions of interest in maintenance, repair, servicing, cleaning and presentation of Westrail's rolling stock and signalling equipment and for the lease of buildings and facilities -
(1) Which fum was awarded the contract? 
(2) What was the cost of the contract? 
(3) Would this work have been carried out in-house in the past? 

HonEJ. CHARLTON replied: 
(1) The expression of interest resulted in individual components of the original scope being tendered separately. No contracts have yet been awarded. 
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(2) Not applicable. 

(3) Yes. 

WESTRAIL - EXPRESSIONS OF INTEREST 
Pedestrian Crossing Study 

104. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Transport: 
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With regard to a Westrail calion 9 September 1995 for expressions of interest to undertake a 
pedestrian crossing study -

(1) Which frrm was awarded the contract? 

(2) What was the cost of the contract? 

(3) Would this work have been carried out in-house in the past? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 

(1) Sinclair Knight Mertz Pty Ltd. 

(2) $20780. 

(3) No. 

CARERS ORGANISATIONS - GOVERNMENT SELLING, LEASING OR 
RENTING SPECIAL PURPOSE HOUSES 

110. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for Disability Services: 

(1) Is the Government selling, leasing or renting special purpose houses to private carer 
organisations? .. 

(2) If yes, will the Minister provide details? 

Hon MAX EVANS replied: 

The following reply has been provided by the Minister for Disability Services -

(1) Yes. 

(2) 55 Orlestone Street, Gosnells. Leased to Active Foundation on 24 January 1994 on the 
basis of 60 days' notice by either party. It is a community service centre. 

BANDICOOTS, SOUTHERN BROWN - PORT KENNEDY 

116. Hon J .A. SCOTT to the Minister for the Environmeht: 

Has the colony of southern brown bandicoots located at the northern wetland of Port Kennedy 
been adversely affected by the slashing of wetland vegetation and the recent fire in the wetland 
area? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

Slashing of wetland vegetation within the golf course development will have affected the area of 
habitat available for southern brown bandicoots. The recent fIre in the conservation reserve 
covered approximately 10 hectares and has burnt the majority of habitat within the wetland area; 
however, remnant pockets of vegetation remain. 

"BUSH BOOKS" - PRINTING CONTRACT 

118. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment: 

(1) Where were the recently launched "Bush Books" printed? 

(2) What steps were taken in securing competitive tenders for the printing of "Bush Books"? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

(1) In Western Australia. Of the seven "Bush Books" printed so far, three were printed by 
Frank Daniels Pty Ltd, two by Lamb Printers Pty Ltd and two by Scott Four Colour print. 

(2) Detailed specifIcations for each job were prepared. Quotes were then sought from three 
printers with proven capabilities to complete the job to the specifications and standards 
required. The jobs were awarded on the basis of price. 

OOGS - ARMADALE CITY COUNCIL'S DECISIONS OVERRULED BY 
MINISTER FOR LOCAL GOVERNMENT 

119. Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for Local 
Government: 

(1) On how many occasions has the Minister for Local Government overruled Arrnadale City 
Council's determinations regarding requests to keep more than the maximum number of 
dogs specified under by-laws relating to section 26(3) of the Dog Act? 



1080 [COUNCIL] 

(2) What considerations has the Minister taken into account in deciding to overrule council 
decisions and to allow suburban dog owners to keep more than the maximum number of 
dogs? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 

(1) Since 1993 there have been seven appeals against Armadale City Council's 
determinations. Six of these were upheld and one was dismissed. 

(2) When a dog appeal is received the Department of Local Government seeks formal 
comments from the local government. Once these have been received an inspection of 
the premises and dogs is undertaken. During the inspection both the appellant and 
objectors are interviewed. Following the inspection the Department of Local 
Government prepares a full report, including photographs of the dogs and premises and 
other relevant documentation for my consideration. In determining the appeal the 
following issues are considered: Interviews with the appellant and immediate 
neighbours; copies of any objection to the appeal received by council; the type, age and 
breed of dogs; and the perimeter fencing around the property. 

SCHOOLS - PRIMARY 
A verage Class Size 

122. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Employment and Training representing the Minister for 
Education: 

(1) What was the average class size of country primary schools in -

(a) 1992; 

(b) 1993; and 

(c) 1994? 

(2) What was the average class size of metropolitan primary schools in -

(a) 1992; 

(b) 1993; and 

(c) 1994? 

(3) What was the average class size of all primary schools throughout Western Australia in -

(a) 1992; 

(b) 1993; and 

(c) 1994? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

I am advised by the Minis~r for Education in the following terms -

(1) (a) 25.7. 
(b) 25.6. 
(c) 25.7. 

(2) (a) 28.0. 

(3) 

(b) 27.9. 
(c) 28.0. 

(a) 
(b) 
(c) 

27.2. 
27.1. 
27.2. 

SCHOOLS - HIGH 
Average Class Size 

123. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Employment and Training representing the Minister for 
Education: 

(1) What was the average class size of country high schools in -

(a) 1992; 

(b) 1993; 

(c) 1994; and 

(d) 1995? 

(2) What was the average class size of metropolitan high schools in -

(a) 1992; 
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(b) 1993; 

(c) 1994; and 

(d) 1995? 

(3) What was the average class size of all high schools throughout Western Australia in-

(a) 1992; 

(b) 1993; 

(c) 1994; and 

(d) 1995? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

I am advised by the Minister for Education in the following terms -

Data is not collected that would enable class size calculations to be made. Schools make internal 
decisions on how to structure classes. Student:teacher ratios may be of assistance. 

Year 
1992 
1993 
1994 
1995 

Secondary Student Teacher Ratios 
1992-1995 

(Excluding the Distance Education Centre and Senior Colleges) 

Country Metropolitan All 
11.4 13.5 
11.4 13.2 
11.4 13.4 
11.3 13.3 

SCHOOLS - EDUCATION SUPPORT UNITS; EDUCATION SUPPORT 
CENTRES 

Average Class Size 

12.8 
12.6 
12.7 
12.6 .. 

124. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Employment and Training representing the Minister for 
Education: 

(1) What was the average class size of education support units in -

(a) 1992; 

(b) 1993; 

(c) 1994; and 

(d) 1995? 

(2) What was the average class size of education support classes in -

(a) 1992; 

(b) 1993; 

(c) 1994; and 

(d) 1995? 

(3) What was the average class size of education support centres in -

(a) 1992; 

(b) 1993; 

(c) 1994; and 

(d) 1995? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

I am advised by the Minister for Education in the following terms -

Data is not collected that would enable class size calculations to be made. Schools make internal 
decisions on how to structure classes. Student: teacher ratios may be of assistance. 

Year 
1992 
1993 
1994 
1995 

Education Support Student Teacher Ratios 
1992-1995 

(Excluding the Distance Education Centre and Senior Colleges) 

Country Metropolitan 
5.2 4.9 
4.5 4.9 
5.7 4.9 
5.9 4.8 

All 
4.9 
4.8 
5.0 
5.0 
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WESTRAIL - PROSPECTOR TRAIN SERVICE 
Kalgoorlie-Perth Service. Changes 

125. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport: 

What steps have been taken to survey the opinions of the people of Kalgoorlie and/or travellers on 
the Prospector with regard to any proposed or implemented changes to this service, and in 
particular, the cancellation of the Friday afternoon Prospector express service? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 

A survey to gauge customer reaction to the changes made and preferred travel times is being 
developed. It is expected that the survey will be conducted within the next three months. 

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES - PUBLIC SECTOR, NUMBERS AT END OF 
DECEMBER QUARTER 

136. Hon J.A. COWDELL to the Leader of the House representing the Premier: 

What was the current number of state government public sector employees at the end of the 
December quarter for 1995? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

The Premier has provided the following reply -

At the end of the December 1995 quarter there were 90592 FTEs in public sector agencies subject 
to FTE monitoring. The following agencies are exempt from FTE monitoring and employees of 
these agencies are not included in this figure -

Animal Resources Authority; 
Bunbury Water Board; 
Busselton Water Board; 
Curtin University of Technology; 
Dairy Industry Authority of W A; 
Edith Cowan University; 
W A Egg Marketing Board; 
Government Employees Superannuation Board; 
Grain Pool of W A; 
Gold Corporation; 
Lotteries Commission; 
Perth Market Authority; 
W A Meat Commission; 
Murdoch University; 
National Trust of W A; 
W A Potato Marketing Authority; 
Rottnest Island Authority; 
State Governmer.t Insurance Commission; 
Totalisator Agency Board of W A; and 
University of Western Australia. 

RINDOS AFFAIR - UNIVERSITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA, CL YDE-HOTOP 
REPORT SENT TO MEDIA 

137. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Minister for Employment and Training representing the Minister for 
Education: 

In respect of the Rindos affair -

(1) Has the University of Western Australia supplied a copy of the Clyde/Hotop report or an 
edited version of that report to any media outlet? 

(2) If so, when was it sent? 

(3) To whom was it sent? 

(4) To which media outlet was it sent? 

(5) On whose request or initiative was the report despatched? 

(6) Why was the report provided to any outlets in (4)? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

I am advised by the Minister for Education in the following tenns -

While the Minister has responsibility for universities it would be improper for him to comment on 
this matter given that a parliamentary inquiry into the so-called "Rindos Affair" has been 
established. 



[Tuesday, 30 April 1996] 

BUILDING AND CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRY TASK FORCE -
PROSECUTIONS 
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141. Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for Labour 
Relations: 

(1) Further to the Minister for Labour Relations' answer to question without notice 52, will 
the Minister list -

(a) the eight prosecutions which have been completed; and 

(b) the prosecutions which have been commenced but not yet completed? 

(2) Was the Building Industry Task Force involved in the investigation of the unsuccessful 
conspiracy prosecutions arising out of -

(a) the construction of the Whitfords Shopping Centre; and 

(b) the construction of the Joondalup Shopping Centre? 

Hon MAX EVANS replied: 

(1) (a) The eight successful prosecutions were as follows -
S. Hawkins 
J. Cain 
J. Cain 
J. Cain 
J. Cain 
J. Cain 
J. Wilson 
B.Dunham -

(b) It is inappropriate to list the names of those persons or companies against whom 
prosecutions have been launched, given the matters are now before the courts. 
However, if the member wishes to know the details of these, I am prepared to 
provide this information privately. 

(2) No. 

CHARITABLE COLLECTIONS ADVISORY COMMITTEE - MINISTER FOR 
FAIR TRADING, MEETING WITH JOHN WORTH; NEW CHARITABLE 

COLLECTIONS LEGISLATION 

142. Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for Fair 
Trading: 

(1) Did the Minister for Fair Trading (whilst the Attorney General) meet with the then 
executive officer of the Charitable Collections Advisory Committee, Mr John Worth, in 
March or April 1993? 

(2) Did the Minister advise Mr Worth at that meeting that she was intending to introduce the 
new charitable collections legislation that had already been prepared? 

(3) If yes, why did the Minister then dec.ide not to proceed with that legislation? 

Hon MAX EVANS replied: 

(1) According to records held in the office of the Minister for Fair Trading, the Minister - as 
Attorney General- met with Mr Worth on 30 March 1993. 

(2) According to the minutes of the meeting of the Charitable Collections Advisory 
Committee of 28 April 1993, the Executive Officer of the committee advised that the 
Minister had informed him that it was her intention to introduce the legislation as soon as 
possible. 

(3) It became apparent that the draft Public Collections Bill required further work as 
concerns had been raised about shortcomings in the proposed legislation and lack of 
effective public consultation. The Charitable Collections Advisory Committee was asked 
to determine the best means of reviewing the legislation. 

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT - MANUAL ARTS OR INDUSTRIAL DESIGN 
AND TECHNOLOGY TEACHERS, UNFILLED POSITIONS IN SCHOOLS 

143. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Employment and Training representing the Minister 
for Education: 

(1) How many unfilled positions are there in W A government schools for manual arts or 
industrial design and technology teachers? 

(2) What number of manual arts classrooms have been closed as a result of schools being 
unable to recruit manual arts teachers in 1996? 
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(3) What number of untrained teachers are currently employed to conduct manual arts 
programs in W A government schools? 

(4) What number of positions for manual arts teachers will need to be filled in 1997 as a 
result of the retirement or the transfer of manual arts teachers from current placement? 

(5) What steps is the Government taking to recruit manual arts teachers for the W A 
Government school system? 

(6) Will the Minister for Education list the schools that were unable to recruit manual arts 
teachers in 1996? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

I have been advised by the Minister for Education in the following terms -

(1) One. Warburton Remote Community School which is an itinerant teaching position and 
linked with Warakurna Remote Community School. 

(2) One. Paraburdoo District High School. 

(3) Three. Looma Remote Community School, Cosmo Newberry Remote Community 
School and Kalumburu Remote Community School. 

(4) Unknown because schools do not submit their staffing requirements for 1997 until 
September 1996. Requirements are based on projected enrolments and student choices. 

(5) During 1995 and 1996 the Education Department's personnel directorate canvassed 
Eastern States universities and education departments in an effort to attract design and 
technology teachers to Western Australia. In the longer term, a work force plan is being 
developed for the technology and design learning area which involves a range of 
recruitment, retraining and scholarship strategies to resolve the shortage. 

(6) Warburton/Warakurna RCS Wyndham DHS 
Looma RCS Meekatharra DHS 
Wangkatjunka RCS Derby DHS 
Cosmo Newberry RCS Paraburdoo DHS 
Kalumburu RCS Hedland SHS 

Except for Warburton RCS alternative subjects have been offered with suitable teachers 
appointed or untrained design and technology teachers appointed. 

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT - MANUAL ARTS TEACHERS, SHORTAGE 

144. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Employment and Training representing the Minister 
for Education: 

(1) Is the Minister for Education aware of the current shortage of manual arts teachers in 
Western Australia? 

(2) What steps will the Minister take to ensure that efforts are made immediately to ensure 
the education and training of people to teach manual arts and industrial design programs 
in W A government schools? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

I have been advised by the Minister for Education in the following terms -

(1) Yes. 

(2) Both short and long term steps are being taken. Universities and education departments 
in other Australian States have been alerted to the opportunities available in Western 
Australia in an effort to fill the immediate need. In the longer term, a work force plan is 
being developed for the technology and design learning area which involves a range of 
recruitment, retraining, and scholarship strategies to resolve the shortage. 

BUILDING MANAGEMENT AUTHORITY - CLEANING CONTRACTS 
Awarded to Southern Cross Cleaning Service; Heatons 

146. Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for Works: 

(1) What cleaning contracts have been awarded to-

(a) Southern Cross Cleaning Service; and 

(b) Heatons, 

by the Building Management Authority since June 1993? 

(2) What is the tender price for each? 

The answer was tabled. 

[See paper No 244.] 
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YOUNG OFFENDERS BILL - RIGHTS FOR YOUNG PEOPLE IN CUSTODY IN 
NEW POLICE ACT 

148. Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT to the Attorney General: 
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(1) Has the Attorney General had discussions with the Minister for Police which will 
guarantee "rights for young people in custody" in a new Police Act as was indicated to be 
the Government's intention during passage of the Young Offenders Bill through the 
Legislative Council in December 1994? 

(2) If yes, when, and were the discussions successful? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

(1)-(2) No. 

YOUNG OFFENDERS ACT - DETENTION OF THREE YOUNG GIRLS IN 
RANGEVIEW REMAND CENTRE 

149. Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT to the Attorney General: 

Having re~ard to section 7(h) of the Young Offenders Act how does the Attorney General justify 
the detention of three young girls aged 16, 13 and 10 in Rangeview Remand Centre in late July 
1995? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

The three young persons were admitted to Rangeview after police failed to find a responsible adult 
on the night of 29 July 1995 and refused bail in accordance with section 20(3) of the Young 
Offenders Act 1994. Two of the young persons were bailed out the next morning to a responsible 
adult. The third was bailed to the supervised bail program as soon as it was practicable ,ter court 
on 31 July 1995 in accordance with section (8)(1)(a) of the Bail Act 1982 whicH refers to 
regulation 3(1) of the Bail Regulations 1988. 

YOUNG OFFENDERS ACT - ANOMALIES 

150. Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT to the Minister for Justice: 

(1) Has the Ministry for Justice become aware of any anomalies in the operation of the 
Young Offenders Act since its proclamation? 

(2) If so, what are they? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

(1)-(2) Some issues of interpretation have been brought before the Supreme Court and the 
President of the Children's Court for review. It has also been noted that some 
operational issues have been raised by judicial officers to be considered. These issues 
will be dealt with within the context of the forthcoming review of the Young Offenders 
Act 1994. 

YOUNG OFFENDERS ACT - BREACHES OF SUPERVISED RELEASED 
ORDERS; REOFFENDERS; IMPACT ON DAILY MUSTERS AT LONGMORE AND 

RIVERBANK 

151. Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT to the Attorney General: 

(1) How many young offenders have breached supervised release orders, and have 
reoffended while on supervised release since proclamation of the Young Offenders Act? 

(2) What effect has this had on the daily muster at Longmore and Riverbank Detention 
Centres? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

(1) Since the proclamation of the Young Offenders Act on 13 March 1995 until 13 March 
1996 a total of 59 supervised release orders have been breached. 

(2) The effect this has had on the daily population at Longmore and Riverbank Detention 
Centres has been minimal. 

YOUNG OFFENDERS ACT - YOUNG PEOPLE REFERRED BY CHILDREN'S 
COURT MAGISTRATES TO JUVENILE JUSTICE TEAMS; POLICE 

PROSECUTORS, TRAINING 

152. Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT to the Attorney General: 

(1) Since the proclamation of the Young Offenders Act in March 1995, how many young 
Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal people have been referred by the Children's Court 
magistrates to a juvenile justice team? 

(2) What education and training programmes have been conducted for police prosecutors on 
this aspect of the Young Offenders Act? 
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(3) If none, why not? 

(4) If so, who conducted the training? 

(5) How many training sessions were the police prosecutors required to attend? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

(l) In the metropolitan area 431 Aboriginal referral and 2128 non-Aboriginal referrals have 
been made from both the Children's Court and the police up to 12 December 1995. 
Statistics related to referrals from the Children's Court and to country teams require 
further compilation and are not readily available. 

(2)-(5) This is a matter for the police. 

JUSTICE MINISTRY OF - JUVENILE JUSTICE TEAMS 
Monitoring System 

154. Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT to the Attorney General: 

What system is in place for monitoring the juvenile justice teams established under the Young 
Offenders Act to ensure that -

(a) the manner in which a young person is dealt with for an offence is consistent from team 
to team and from decision to decision; 

(b) the decision of the team in dealing with a young person for an offence is consistent from 
team to team and from decision to decision; and 

(c) the terms specified by a team for a young person to comply with for an offence are 
consistent from team to team and from decision to decision? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

The monitoring of the outcomes of the juvenile justice team process is carried out by the project 
leader. This monitoring ensures that principles of proportionality are observed by each team 
coordinator. Statewide training of both ministry staff and police further reinforces this principle. 
Team outcomes, which have the mutual agreement of all parties, also reflect the individual 
differences in the circumstances of each case. 

YOUNG OFFENDERS ACT - REVIEW 

155. Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT to the Attorney General: 

With reference to the answer to question on notice 3816 of 21 September 1995, where the 
Attorney General advised that a review of the Young Offenders Act 1994 will be undertaken after 
one year of operation, can the Attorney General now advise -

(a) who will undertake this· review; 

(b) what opportunity will there be for public submissions; and 

(c) what capacity will there be for the review to be reported to Parliament? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

(a) This is yet to be determined. 

(b) Public submissions will be actively sought over the period of the review. 

(c) The review will be tabled in Parliament. 

YOUNG OFFENDERS ACT - DETENTION CENTRE VISITORS FUNCTION 

156. Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT to the Attorney General: 

With reference to the reply given to question on notice 3817 of 7 September 1995, can the 
Attorney General advise whether any person has been exercising the function or equivalent 
function of detention centre visitors since the proclamation of the Young Offenders Act? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

To date no detention centre visitors have been appointed. Juvenile Justice undertook to have this 
process in place once all nominations had been received; however, some difficulties have been 
encountered acquiring Aboriginal visitors. This is progressing and the ministry is hopeful of an 
early resolution to this matter. The Aboriginal visitors scheme continues to visit on a regular 
basis. 

YOUNG OFFENDERS ACT - PART 5 DIVISION I, CAUTIONING 

157. Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT to the Attorney General: 

Regarding Division 1 of Part 5 of the Young Offenders Act - cautioning -
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(1) Can a member of the Police Force impose conditions (such as attending an educational 
course, imposing a curfew) at the time of giving a caution? 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

Can a member of the Police Force withdraw a caution once given, and lay a charge? 

What records are kept of the information given under section 23(a) of the Act? 

What access does the Ministry of Justice have to the information referred to in the 
previous question and any records that are kept of that information? 

Hon PE1ER FOSS replied: 

(1)-(3) This is a matter for the police. 

(4) Access to statistical information held by the police is available upon request. 

FAMILY AND CHILDREN'S SERVICES - CAPITAL WORKS 
PROGRAM 1995-96 

New Adolescent and Child Support Centre. Allocation 

161. Hon Val FERGUSON to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for Family and 
Children's Services: 

(1) Did the 1995-96 capital works budget for the Department for Family and Children's 
Services contain an allocation of $2m for the construction of a new adolescent and child 
support centre? 

(2) As of 1 March 1996, how much had been spent on the planning/construction of the new 
centre? 

(3) Based on current estimates, how much will be expended on the centre by 30 June 1996? .. 
Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 

(1) Yes. 

(2) Of the $2m capital works budget, $190 000 has been expended. 

(3) Of the $2m capital works, $230 000. 

AIR TRAVEL, GOVERNMENT - TOTAL COST 

164. Hon TOM S1EPHENS to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for Services: 

(1) What was the total cost of government air travel for the financial year 1994-95? 

(2) What is the estimated total cost of government air travel for the financial year 1995-96? 

(3) How much has been spent, so far, this financial year? 

Hon MAX EVANS replied: 

(1) Total expenditure under the Government Travel Reservations Services contract is 
estimated at $24m. An actual figure cannot be provided as whole of government 
management reports did not become available until September 1994. Estimated figures 
for July-August have been included in the $24m. These whole of government 
management reports have since undergone further refinement to ensure information is 
captured on all government agencies' air travel expenditure. The estimate provided may 
also be understated to some extent as the contract had only just commenced in 1994-95 
and this may have affected usage figures. 

(2) $26m. 

(3) $18.3m has been spent under the Government Travel Reservations Services contract to 
29 February 1996. 

ABORIGINAL AFFAIRS DEPARTMENT - REGIONAL OFFICES, COST; STAFF 

165. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Employment and Training representing the Minister 
for Aboriginal Affairs: 

In relation to the six regional offices of the new State Department of Aboriginal Affairs located at 
Derby, Port Hedland, Geraldton, Kalgoorlie, Midland, Albany and Kununurra-

(1) What was the cost associated with setting up each of these regional offices? 

(2) How many staff members are employed in each of these regional offices? 

(3) What are their positions and salary levels? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

The Minister for Aboriginal Affairs has provided the following reply -

(1) The total cost of setting up regional offices amounted to $795000. 
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(2) 

(3) 
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Five. 

Regional Coordinator Level 8 
Senior Planning Officer Level 6 
Senior Regional Officer Level 5 or 6 
Regional Officer Level 4 
Administrative Assistant Level 2 

HAMES REPORT - RELEASE DATE 

167. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Employment and Training representing the Minister 
for Aboriginal Affairs: 

(1) Will the Government release the Hames committee report? 

(2) If not, why not? 

(3) If yes to (1) above, when will the report be released? 

(4) Has the Government considered the report? 

(5) If yes, which recommendations of the report will be implemented? 

(6) If not, when will the Government decide upon what recommendations of the Hames 
report will be implemented? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

The Minister for Aboriginal Affairs has provided the following response -

(1) On 16 October 1995, Cabinet approved the public release of the Report of Chief 
Executive Officer Working Party on Essential Services, chaired by Dr Kim Hames, 
MLA. 

(2) Not applicable. 

(3) See (1). 

(4) Yes. Government has approved in principle a commitment to the equitable provision of 
essential services to remote Aboriginal communities in the terms set out in the working 
party report. 

(5) The recommendations of the report have been referred to the Aboriginal Affairs 
legislation reference group established by the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs for an 
implementation action plan. 

(6) Not applicable. 

NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION COUNCIL - JOINED BY W A; 
OTHER STATES 

172. Hon J .A. SCOTT to the Minister for the Environment: 

(1) Has Western Australia joined the National Environmental Protection Council? 

(2) If not, why not? 

(3) Have all other States and Territories joined the National Environmental Protection 
Council? 

(4) If not, which have not? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

(1) No. 

(2) The Government has signalled its intention to join. The necessary state legislation is 
anticipated to be introduced to the Parliament before 30 June 1996. 

(3)-(4) Yes. 

WETLANDS - ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION POLICY 

174. Hon J .A. SCOTT to the Minister for the Environment: 

(1) Has the environmental protection policy for the wetlands of the south west agricultural 
area been finalised yet? 

(2) If not, why not? 

(3) When was the policy first released for public review? 

(4) Why has it taken so long to finalise? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

(1) If the member uses the term "finalised" to mean that the proposed south west agricultural 
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(2) 

(3) 

(4) 
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zone wetlands policy has been approved, in accordance with section 31 of the 
Environmental Protection Act 1986, then the answer to this question is no. 

The proposed policy seeks to integrate the actions of several natural resourCe agencies to 
conserve and protect wetlands. The policy is consequently complex in nature and so 
before I approve the policy I must be certain of its legal integrity, and that the 
recommendations made to me do not establish administrative procedures or discretionary 
powers beyond the meaning or intent of the Act I have therefore requested that the 
Department of Environmental Protection and the Ministry of Justice hold further 
discussions. 

The policy was first published for public review and comment by the Environmental 
Protection Authority in December 1993. 

As I mentioned under (2), the policy is complex and has signiflcant implications for 
resource management agencies. These factors, combined with the extensive consultation 
process required under the Act, have caused the policy to be in gestation for some time. 

JANDAKOT MOUND - ENVIRONMENTAL PR01ECTION POLICY 

175. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Minister for the Environment: 

(1) Has the environmental protection policy for the Jandakot Mound been completed yet? 

(2) If not, why not? 

(3) Is the Minister aware that work commenced on this policy in 1989? 

(4) Why has it taken so long to finalise this policy? 

Hon PE1ER FOSS replied: ., 

(1) If the member uses the term "completed" to mean that the proposed Jandakot ground 
water mound policy has been approved, in accordance with section 31 of the 
Environmental Protection Act 1986, then the answer to this question is no. 

(2) See (4) below. 

(3) I understand that preparation of the Jandakot mound EPP commenced in 1989; however, 
it was not until July 1992 that the EPA published a draft policy under section 26 of the 
Act. 

(4) I am advised that since publication of the draft in July 1992 several factors have been 
causing delays, including the EPA's decision to publish a new draft of the policy in 
January 1993, presumably on the basis of comments received on the July 1992 draft; the 
parliamentary select committee's - the Board committee - report into development over 
ground water mounds, which gives greater weight to the EPA's concerns and support for 
this policy; and the investigation into the extent and characteristics of the Jandakot 
mound. The findings of this investigation, which are nearing completion, may 
significantly influence the extent of the policy area and the ground water protection 
strategies needed. 

GNANGARA MOUND - ENVIRONMENTAL PR01ECTION POLICY 

176. Hon J .A. SCOTT to the Minister for the Environment: 

(1) Has the environmental protection policy for the private land over the Gnangara Mound 
been finalised yet? 

(2) If not, why not? 

(3) When was this policy first released for public review? 

(4) What is the lifetime of environmental protection policies? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

(1) If the member uses the term "finalised" to mean that the proposed Gnangara mound 
private land ground water policy has been approved, in accordance with section 31 of the 
Environmental Protection Act 1986, then the answer to this question is no. 

(2) The draft policy is yet to be formally referred to me by the Environmental Protection 
Authority under section 28 of the Act, and so I have not been able to approve the policy. 
I understand the authority has not progressed the policy due to several major outstanding 
issues, including a soon to be finalised technical report on the extent of the ground water 
mound and development of the proposed Gnangara mound land and water management 
strategy, in which the EPP will playa part 

(3) The policy was first published under section 26 of the Environmental Protection Act 
1986 in November 1992. 

(4) The Act does not specify the period during which a policy has effect, therefore such 
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policies have no specific lifetime. However, unless otherwise specified by the Minister 
under section 36(1) of the Act, within seven years from the date a policy is approved the 
policy is to be reviewed by the EPA and a formal revised draft submitted by the EPA to 
the Minister for the Environment. There is capacity under the Act for the Minister to not 
approve the revised policy and for the approved policy to continue to have effect. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PR01ECfION ACf - RAMSAY REVIEW 

180. Hon J.A. SCOTI to the Minister for the Environment: 

(1) Is the Minister aware of the independent review of the Environmental Protection Act 
which was carried out by the Ramsey committee in 1992? 

(2) Is the Minister also aware that the coalition parties promised to implement the findings of 
this review? 

(3) Have any of the recommendations of the Ramsey committee been implemented? 

(4) If yes, what are they? 

(5) If not, why not? 

Hon PE1ER FOSS replied: 

(1) Yes. 

(2) No. 

(3)-(4) Most of the 50 recommendations contained in the review report have been implemented 
or are in the process of implementation. Some recommendations have been modified by 
government decision; for example, separation of the EPA from the Department of 
Environmental Protection. The status of the recommendations is summarised in a 
document. [See paper No 245.] 

(5) Not applicable. 

CHRISTIAN BROTHERS - CHILD CARE INSTITUTIONS 
Sex Offences Against Boys Reports; Child Welfare Department, Checks 

181. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for Family and 
Children's Services: 

(1) Is the Minister for Family and Children's Services aware that in a report tendered to the 
New South Wales Supreme Court on 5 December 1994, and reported on page 9 of The 
West Australian there were serious allegations made by Christian Brother historian, 
Barry M. Coldrey, of knowledge held by Christian Brothers superiors of a sex ring 
operating in Christian Brothers Western Australian orphanages, and that there was 
knowledge held by Christian Brothers superiors of sexual activities occurring between 
brothers and boys in those institutions between the 1920s and 1960s? 

(2) Is the Minister also aware that after Walter Francis Etheridge, 40, a drill instructor at the 
Bamardo's Mowbray Park, Picton, New South Wales home, was gaoled for five years on 
18 July 1958 for sex offences against boys at that institution reported in the Sydney 
Morning Herald, 19 July 1958, p17, and that after the director of that home reported to 
the Commonwealth Industrial Relations Office that four members of the staff and two 
employers with whom the home had placed boys had committed sexual offences against 
26 boys, the Official Secretary to the United Kingdom High Commission on 14 August 
1958, suggested to the Immigration Department that other boys institutions holding child 
migrants be checked (DO 35/10260, PRO Kew)? 

(3) Did the Child Welfare Department make any checks on the staff at Christian Brothers 
child care institutions between the years 1920 and 1965? 

(4) Is so, what were the results of these checks and on what dates were they carried out? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 

The Minister for Family and Children's Services has provided the following reply -

(1)-(4) A number of files need to be researched to address the question raised. An appropriate 
response will be provided in due course. 

W A 1ER SUPPLY - COST 

185. Hon TOM S1EPHENS to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Health: 

For each department or agency within the Minister's portfolio area-

(1) What was the cost for the supply of water for each of the following years -

(a) 1994-95; and 

(b) 1995-96 (Budget estimate)? 
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(2) What part of this expenditure in each of the years above was for water bills other than 
from the Western Australian Water Authority? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 
The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -

The infonnation sought by the member will require considerable research and necessitate contact 
with all state health care units, and I am not prepared to allocate resources for this purpose. 
However, if the member has a specific query, he should put it in writing and I will have the matter 
investigated. . 

WATER SUPPLY - COST 

186. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Mines: 

For each department or agency within the Minister's portfolio area -

(1) What was the cost for the supply of water for each of the following years -

(a) 1994-95; and 

(b) 1995-96 (Budget estimate)? 

(2) What part of this expenditure in each of the years above was for water bills other than 
from the Western Australian Water Authority? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

The Minister for Mines has provided the following response -

Department of Land Administration -

(1) (a) $62 874.59 

(2) 

(b) $47877. 

(a) 
(b) 

$561 
Nil. 

Department of Minerals and Energy -
(1) (a) $78000 

(b) $92000. 

(2) Nil. 

Western Australian Land Authority" 

(1)-(2) Use of scheme water is minimal. Estates are watered from bores. 

WATER SUPPLY - COST 

187. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Planning: 

For each department or agency within the Minister's portfolio area-

(1) What was the cost for the supply of water for each of the following years -

(a) 1994-95; and 

(b) 1995-96 (Budget estimate)? 

.. 

(2) What part of this expenditure in each of the years above was for water bills other than 
from the Western Australian Water Authority? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

(1) (a) Ministry for Planning 

(b) 

(2) 

Office of the Minister for Planning 
(planning appeals) 

Western Australian Planning Commission 
Subiaco Redevelopment Authority 
Heritage Council of W A 
East Perth Redevelopment Authority 

Ministry for Planning 
Office of the Minister for Planning 

(planning appeals) 
Western Australian Planning Commission 
Subiaco Redevelopment Authority 
Heritage Council of W A 
East Perth Redevelopment Authority 

Ministry for Planning 

$20362 

Nil 
Nil 

$437 
$1612 

Nil 

$14500 

Nil 
Nil 

$1500 
$1500 

Nil 
(a) $20362 
(b) $14500 
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Office of the Minister for Planning 
(planning appeals) Nil 

Western Australian Planning Commission Nil 
Subiaco Redevelopment Authority Nil 

- amounts paid to Government Property Office 
Heritage Council of W A Nil 
East Perth Redevelopment Authority Nil 

WATER SUPPLY - COST 

191. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Resources 
Development 

For each department or agency within the Minister's portfolio area -

(1) What was the cost for the supply of water for each of the following years -

(a) 1994-95; and 
(b) 1995-96 (Budget estimate)? 

(2) What part of this expenditure in each of the years above was for water bills other than 
from the Western Australian Water Authority? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

I am advised by the Minister for Resources Development in the following terms -

Department of Resources Development -

(1) (a) $1496 

(2) 

(b) $1200. 

(a) 
(b) 

$1496 
$1200. 

Office of Energy -

(1) (a) $256 
(b) $500. 

(2) Nil. 

Western Power -

(1) 

(2) 

(a) 
(b) 

(a) 
(b) 

$1211 000 
$1276000. 

$611 000 
$686000. 

The above amounts are inclusive of water service charges and consumption as well as 
sewerage, drainage and fire service costs where applicable. Also included are the 
operating costs associated with the pumping of water from minesites to Muja power 
station. Approximately 65 per cent of the total costs relate to usage for Kwinana and 
Muja power stations. Estimates have been made for the balance of the 1995-96 year. 

AlintaGas -

(1) (a) 
(b) 

$17602 
$43464. 

(2) Nil. 

TELECOMMUNICATIONS - EXPENDITURE 

195. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Health: 

(1) What was the total telecommunications expenditure for each department or agency 
within the Minister's current portfolio areas for each of the following years-

(a) 1994-95; and 
(b) 1995-96 (Budget estimate)? 

(2) What part of this expenditure in each of the years above was for telecommunications 
expenditure other than Telstra phone accounts? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -

The information sought by the member will require considerable research and necessitate contact 
with all state health care units, and I am not prepared to allocate resources for this purpose. 
However, if the member has a specific query, he should put it in writing and I will have the matter 
investigated. 
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TELECOMMUNICATIONS - EXPENDITURE 
196. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Mines: 

(1) What was the total telecommunications expenditure for each department or agency within the Minister's current portfolio areas for each of the following years -
(a) 1994-95; and 
(b) 1995-96 (Budget estimate)? 

(2) What part of this expenditure in each of the years above was for telecommunications expenditure other than Telstra phone accounts? 
Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

The Minister for Mines has provided the following response -
Department of Land Administration -
(1) (a) $668 970 

(b) $975281 - estimate. 
(2) (a) $160 866 

(b) $140 394 - estimate 
Department of Minerals and Energy -
(1) (a) $562 600 

(b) $486000 - estimate. 
(2) (a) $180000 

(b) $138000 - estimate. 
Western Australian Land Authority -
(1) (a) $65 696 

(b) $74 000 - estimate. 
(2) (a) $10 123 

(b) $12000 - estimate. 
TELECOMMUNICATIONS - EXPENDITURE 

197. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Planning: 

.. 

(1) What was the total telecommunications expenditure for each department or agency within the Minister's current portfolio areas for each of the following years -
(a) 1994-95; and 
(b) 1995-96 (Budget estimate)? 

(2) What part of this expenditure in each of the years above was for telecommunications expenditure other than Telstra phone accounts? 
Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

(1) (a) Ministry for Planning $161427 
Office of the Minister for Planning 

(planning appeals) 
Western Australian Planning Commission 
Heritage Council of W A 
Subiaco Redevelopment Authority 
East Perth Redevelopment Authority 

(b) Ministry for Planning 
Office of the Minister for Planning 
(planning appeals) 

Western Australian Planning Commission 
Heritage Council of W A 
Subiaco Redevelopment Authority 
East Perth Redevelopment Authority 

(2) Ministry for Planning 

Office of the Minister for Planning 
(planning appeals) 

Western Australian Planning 
Commission 

Subiaco Redevelopment Authority 
Heritage Council of W A 
East Perth Redevelopment Authority 

$4 414 
$29425 
$32176 
$7320 

$25862 

$145850 

$4500 
$16500 
$31000 
$12000 
$24000 

(a) $20778 
(b) $140915 
(a) Nil 
(b) $1440 
(a) $8983 
(b) $2805 

Nil 
Nil 
Nil 
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TELECOMMUNICATIONS· - EXPENDITIJRE 

20l. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for Works: 

(1) What was the total telecommunications expenditure for each department or agency 
within the Minister's current portfolio areas for each of the following years-

(a) 1994-95; and 

(b) 1995-96 (Budget estimate)? 

(2) What part of this expenditure in each of the years above was for telecommunications 
expenditure other than Telstra phone accounts? 

Hon MAX EVANS replied: 

(1) (a) $686 337 

(2) 

(b) $520 000. 

(a) 
(b) 

$128 034 
$370000. 

OFFICE ACCOMMODATION - RENTAL COSTS 

205. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Health: 

(1) What was the total cost for the rental of office accommodation for each department and 
agency within the Minister's portfolio area for 1994-95? 

(2) What are the estimates for expenditure for 1995-96 for the rental of-

(a) office accommodation for each department and agency within the Minister's 
portfolio area; and 

(b) other rental costs? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

The Minist~r for Health has provided the following reply -

The information sought by the member will require considerable research and necessitate contact 
with all state health care units, and I am not prepared to allocate resources for this purpose. 
However, if the member has a specific query, he should put it in writing and I will have the matter 
investigated. 

OFFICE ACCOMMODATION - RENTAL COSTS 

206. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing Minister for Mines: 

(1) What was the total cost for the rental of office accommodation for each department and 
agency within the Minister's portfolio area for 1994-95? 

(2) What are the estimates for expenditure for 1995-96 for the rental of -

(a) office accommodation for each department and agency within the Minister's 
portfolio area; and 

(b) other rental costs? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

The Minister for Mines has provided the following response -

Department of Land Administration -

(1) $5 153000. 

(2) (a) $5 397 000 
(b) $503000. 

Department of Minerals and Energy -

(1) $163 154.84 including outgoings. 

(2) (a) $140 000 including outgoings 
(b) Nil. 

Western Australian Land Authority-

(1) $444 984. 

(2) (a) Rent - $350000 -.estimate 
(b) Other costs - $80000 - estimate. 
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OFFICE ACCOMMODATION - RENTAL COSTS 
207. Hon TOM S1EPHENS to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Planning: 

(1) What was the total cost for the rental of office accommodation for each department and agency within the Minister's portfolio area for 1994-95? 
(2) What are the estimates for expenditure for 1995-96 for the rental of -

(a) office accommodation for each department and agency within the Minister's portfolio area; and 
(b) other rental costs? 

Hoil PE1ER FOSS replied: 
(l) Ministry for Planning 

Office of the Minister for Planning 
(planning appeals) 

Western Australian Planning Commission 
Subiaco Redevelopment Authority 
Heritage Council of W A 
East Perth Redevelopment Authority 

(2) (a) Ministry for Planning 
Office of the Minister for Planning 

(planning appeals) 
Western Australian Planning Commission 
Subiaco Redevelopment Authority 
Heritage Council of W A 
East Perth Redevelopment Authority 

$206 651 

$73853 
Nil 

$26998 
$47017 

$231 189 

$241000 

$104 000 
Nil 

$49000 
$48000 
$69908 

(b) Ministry for Planning $64 400 
Office of the Minister for Planning 
(planning appeals) Nil Western Australian Planning Commission Nil 

Subiaco Redevelopment Authority $1 000 
Heritage Council of W A Nil East Perth Redevelopment Authority Nil 

OFFICE ACCOMMODATION - RENTAL COSTS 

.. 

209. Hon TOM S1EPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Resources Development: 

(1) What was the total cost for the rental of office accommodation for each department and agency within the Minister's portfolio area for 1994-95? 
(2) What are the estimates for expenditure for 1995-96 for the rental of -

(a) office accommodation for each department and agency within the Minister'S portfolio area; and 
(b) other rental costs? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

I am advised by the Minister for Resources Development in the following terms -
Department of Resources Development -
(I) $1025053. 
(2) (a) $1 073 033. 

(b) Under the program budgeting structure, expenditure at this level is not provided for by way of a separate and identifiable allocation. 
Office of Energy -

(1) $150329. 
(2) (a) $310 000. 

(b) Under the program budgeting structure, expenditure at this level is not provided for by way of a separate and identifiable allocation. 
Western Power-

(I) $417 962 - rent only. 
(2) (a) $277 314 - rent only 

(b) $168000. 
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AlintaGas -

(1) $315916. 

(2) (a) $866 913 
(b) Nil. 

OFFICE ACCOMMODATION - RENTAL COSTS 

211. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for Works: 

(1) What was the total cost for the rental of office accommodation for each department and 

agency within the Minister's portfolio area for 1994-95? 

(2) What are the estimates for expenditure for 1995-96 for the rental of -

(a) office accommodation for each department and agency within the Minister's 

portfolio area; and 

(b) other rental costs? 

Hon MAX EVANS replied: 

(1) The total cost of accommodation leased by the Western Australian Building Management 

Authority in 1994-95, induding all outgoings, was $150 483. 

(2) (a) The estimated total cost of accommodation leased by the BMA in 1995-96 is 

$157139. 

(b) The BMA has not budgeted for any other rental costs in 1995-96. 

ELECTRICITY - AND GAS, EXPENDITURE 

213. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Employment and Training representing the Minister 

for Education: 

What was the total expenditure on the supply of -

(a) electricity; and 

(b) gas, 

for each department or agency within the Minister's current portfolio areas for the following 

years -

(i) 1994-95; and 

(ii) 1995-96 (budget estimate)? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

I have been advised by the Minister for Education in the following terms -

Education Department -

Due to the continuing process of devolution within the agency, a detailed breakdown of 

expenditure for electricity and gas is not readily available. 

Secondary Education Authority -

(a) (i) $51 923 
(ii) $52 000. 

(b) Nil. 

Country High School Hostels Authority -

(i) Actuals - Electricity 

(ii) Estimates -

Gas 

Electricity 
Gas 

Education Policy Coordination Bureau -

(a) (i) $3 504 
(ii) $4 000 - estimate. 

(b) Not applicable. 

Office of Non-government Education -

(a) (i) 1994-95 electricity 
(ii) 1995-96 electricity 

(b) Nil. 

$110523 
$103331 

$119070 
$108685 

$2940 
$3322. 
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ELECTRICITY - AND GAS, EXPENDITURE 
215. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Health: 

What was the total expenditure on the supply of-
(a) electricity; and 
(b) gas, 

for each department or agency within the Minister's current portfolio areas for the following years -

(i) 1994-95; and 

(ii) 1995-96 (budget estimate)? 
Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

The Minister for Health has provided the following reply-
The information sought by the member will require considerable research and necessitate contact with all state health care units, and I am not prepared to allocate resources for this purpose. However, if the member has a specific query, he should put it in writing and I will have the matter investigated. 

ELECTRICITY - AND GAS, EXPENDITURE 
219. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Resources Development: 

What was the total expenditure on the supply of - ., 
(a) electricity; and 
(b) gas, 

for each department or agency within the Minister's current portfolio areas for the following years -

(i) 1994-95; and 
(ii) 1995-96 (budget estimate)? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

I am advised by the Minister for Resources Development in the following terms -
Department of Resources Development -
(a) (i) $30513 

(ii) $39 300. 
(b) Nil. 

Office of Energy -

(a) (i) $6 975 
(ii) $20000. 

(b) (i) $11 
(ii) $550. 

Western Power-
(a) (i) 

(ii) 
$52000. 
$55000. 

(b) Western Power's gas usage was minimal and formed part of the outgoings for the leased premises. 

AlintaGas -

(a) (i) 
(ii) 

(b) (i) 

(ii) 

$435477 
$874000. 

Actual expenditure on gas used as compressor fuel totalled $3.67m. 
Estimated at $8.06m for 1995-96. 

MOBILE PHONES - NUMBERS PAID FOR; COST 
224. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Mines: 

(I) What number of mobile phones are paid for by each department or agency operating within the Minister's portfolio? 
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(2) 
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What was the cost of mobile phone communications to each department or agency within 

the Minister's portfolio during 1994-95? 

(3) What is the anticipated cost of the same for 1995-96? 

(4) How much has been spent by each department or agency on mobile communications, so 

far, this financial year? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

The Minister for Mines has provided the following response -

Department of Land Administration -

(1) 14 mobile phones. 

(2) $5460.64. 

(3) $6 458.84. 

(4) $4 024. 

Department of Minerals and Energy -

(1) 30 mobile phones. 

(2) $15819. 

(3) $12340. 

(4) $11690. 

Western Australian Land Authority -

(1) 18 mobile phones. 

(2) $10 123. 

(3) $9532. 

(4) $12000. 

MOBILE PHONES - NUMBERS PAID FOR; COST 

225. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Planning: 

(1) What number of mobile phones are paid for by each department or agency operating 

within the Minister's portfolio? 

(2) What was the cost of mobile phone communications to each department or agency within 

the Minister's portfolio during 1994-95? 

(3) What is the anticipated cost of the same for 1995-96? 

.. (4) How much has been spent by each department or agency on mobile communications, so 

far, this financial year? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

(1) Ministry for Planning 20 

Office of the Minister for Planning 

(2) 

(3) 

(planning appeals) Nil 

Western Australian Planning Commission 15 

Subiaco Redevelopment Authority 2 

Heritage Council of W A 2 

East Perth Redevelopment Authority 5 

Ministry for Planning 
Office of the Minister for Planning 

(planning appeals) 
Western Australian Planning Commission 
Subiaco Redevelopment Authority 
Heritage Council of W A 
East Perth Redevelopment Authority 

Ministry for Planning 
Office of the Minister for Planning 

(planning appeals) 
Western Australian Planning Commission 
Subiaco Redevelopment Authority 
Heritage Council of W A 
East Perth Redevelopment Authority 

$18122 

Nil 
$56 

$1070 
$3893 
$1040 

$15000 

Nil 
$8000 
$1800 
$2000 
$1000 
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(4) Ministry for Planning $11044 
Office of the Minister for Planning 

(planning appeals) Nil 
Western Australian Planning Commission $3382 
Subiaco Redevelopment Authority $1 575 
Heritage Council ofWA $1455 
East Perth Redevelopment Authority $683 

MOBaE PHONES - NUMBERS PAID FOR; COST 
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229. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Resources 
Development 

(1) What number of mobile phones are paid for by each department or agency operating 
within the Minister's portfolio? 

(2) What was the cost of mobile phone communications to each department or agency within 
the Minister's portfolio during 1994-95? 

(3) What is the anticipated cost of the same for 1995-96? 

(4) How much has been spent by each department or agency on mobile communications, so 
far, this financial year? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

I am advised by the Minister for Resources Development in the following terms -

Department of Resources Development -

(1) 16. 
(2) $6495. 
(3) $7000. 
(4) $3457. 

Office of Energy -

(1) 23. 
(2) $14 181. 
(3) $10 567. 
(4) $3217. 

Western Power -

(1) 460. 
(2) $276 330. 
(3) $400 000. 
(4) $298668. 

AlintaGas -

(1) 134. 
(2) $81000. 
(3) $170000. 
(4) $512000. 

MOBaE PHONES - NUMBERS PAID FOR; COST 

231. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for Works: 

(1) What number of mobile phones are paid for by each department or agency operating 
within the Minister's portfolio? 

(2) What was the cost of mobile phone communications to each department or agency within 
the Minister's portfolio during 1994-95? 

(3) What is the anticipated cost of the same for 1995-96? 

(4) How much has been spent by each department or agency on mobile communications, so 
far, this financial year? 

Hon MAX EVANS replied: 

(1) 116. 

(2) The W ABMA' s telecommunication costs were not separated to specifically identify 
mobile phone payments for 1994-95 

(3) The W ABMA 's budgeted telecommunication costs were not separated to specifically 
identify mobile phone payments for 1995-96. 

(4) The WABMA's mobile communications expenditure from 1 July 1995 to 31 January 
19% was $33 624.14. 
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OFFICE ACCOMMODATION - LEASED, COSTS 

233. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Health: 

(1) What was the total cost for the office accommodation leased for each department or 
agency within the Minister's portfolio area for 1994-95? 

(2) What are the estimates for costs associated with leased office accommodation for those 
same departments or agencies for the current financial year? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -

The information sought by the member will require considerable research and necessitate contact 
with all state health care units and I am not prepared to allocate resources for this purpose. 
However, if the member has a specific query, he should put it in writing and I will have the matter 
investigated. 

OFFICE ACCOMMODATION - LEASED, COSTS 

234. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Mines: 

(1) What was the total cost for the office accommodation leased for each department or 
agency within the Minister's portfolio area for 1994-95? 

(2) What are the estimates for costs associated with leased office accommodation for those 
same departments or agencies for the current financial year? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

The Minister for Mines has provided the following response -

Department of Land Administration -

(1) $6840967. 
(2) $7564 376. 

Department of Minerals and Energy -

(1) $163 154.84 as advised in reply to question 206(1). 
(2) $140000 as advised in reply to question 206(2)(a). 

Western Australian Land Authority-

(1) $444 984. 
(2) $430000. 

OFFICE ACCOMMODATION - LEASED, COSTS 

235. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Planning: 

(1) What was the total cost for the office accommodation leased for each department or 
agency within the Minister's portfolio area for 1994-95? 

(2) What are the estimates for costs associated with leased office accommodation for those 
same departments or agencies for the current financial year? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

(1) Ministry for Planning 
Office of the Minister for Planning 

(planning appeals) 
Western Australian Planning Commission 
Subiaco Redevelopment Authority 
Heritage Council of W A 
East Perth Redevelopment Authority 

$206651 

$73853 
Nil 

$26998 
$47017 

$231 189 

(2) Ministry for Planning $241 000 
Office of the Minister for Planning 

(planning appeals) $104 000 
Western Australian Planning Commission Nil 
Subiaco Redevelopment Authority $49 000 
Heritage Council of W A $48 000 
East Perth Redevelopment Authority $69 908 

OFFICE ACCOMMODATION - LEASED, COSTS 

239. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Resources 
Development 

(1) What was the total cost for the office accommodation leased for each department or 
agency within the Minister's portfolio area for 1994-95? 
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(2) What are the estimates for costs associated with leased office accommodation for those same departments or agencies for the current financial year? 
Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

I am advised by the Minister for Resources Development in the following tenns • 
Department of Resources Development· 
(1) $1025053. 
(2) $1073033. 
Office of Energy • 

(1) $150329. 
(2) $310 000. 
AlintaGas -

(1) $315916. 
(2) $866 913. 
Western Power -
(1) $583 366. 
(2) $369935. 

OFFICE ACCOMMODATION - LEASED, COSTS 
241. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for Works: 

(1) What was the total cost for the office accommodation leased for each dep~ent or agency within the Minister's portfolio area for 1994-95? 
(2) What are the estimates for costs associated with leased office accommodation for those same departments or agencies for the current financial year? 

Hon MAX EVANS replied: 
(1) The total cost of accommodation leased by the Western Australian Building Management Authority in 1994-95, including all outgoings, was $150 483. 
(2) The equivalent figure for 1995-96 is estimated to be $157 139. 

SCHOOLS - COVERED ASSEMBLY AREAS 
Fitzroy Crossing District High; Kimberley District 

242. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Employment and Training representing the Minister for Education: 

(1) When will tenders be called for the new covered assembly area for the Fitzroy Crossing District High School? 
(2) What is the proposed completion date for this assembly area? 
(3) Which schools in the Kimberley district have covered assembly areas? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

I have been advised by the Minister for Education in the following terms -
(1) Tenders for the provision of a covered assembly area at Fitzroy Crossing District High School closed on 21 February 1996. 
(2) It is anticipated that the project will be completed in August this year. 
(3) Broome Primary School 

Broome Senior High School 
Cable Beach Primary School 
Dawul Remote Community School (large verandah area) 
Fitzroy Crossing District High School (under construction) 
Halls Creek District High School 
Kununurra District High School 
Muludja Remote Community School (undercroft area) 
Wyndham District High School. 

SCHOOLS - COVERED ASSEMBLY AREAS 
Kimberley District 

243. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Employment and Training representing the Minister for Education: 

(1) What schools in the Kimberley district do not have covered assembly areas? 
(2) Which of these schools do not meet the criteria for a covered assembly area? 
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(3) In reference to any schools listed in the answer to question (2) above, which specific 
criteria are not met by this school? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

I have been advised by the Minister for Education in the following terms -

(1) Bayulu Remote Community School 
Cherrabun Remote Community School 
Derby District High School 
Jungdranung Remote Community School 
Kalumburu Remote Community School 
La Grange Remote Community School 
Looma Remote Community School 
One Arm Point Remote Community School 
Oombulgurri Remote Community School 
Wananami Remote Community School 
Wangkatjungka Remote Community School. 

(2)-(3) The following criteria are used in determining the priorities for the provision of covered 
assembly areas -

(i) student enrolment 
(ii) architectural design of the school 
(iii) existing amount of shaded area 
(iv) climate of the locality 

With the exception of Derby District High School, each of the schools listed above has a 
relatively low student enrolment 

SCHOOLS - COVERED ASSEMBLY AREAS 
Murchison Region 

245. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Employment and Training representing the Minister 
for Education: 

(1) What schools in the Murchison region do not have covered assembly areas? 

(2) Which of these schools do not meet the criteria for a covered assembly area? 

(3) In reference to any schools listed in the answer to question (2) above, which specific 
criteria are not met by this school? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

I have been advised by the Minister for Education in the following terms -

(1) No government schools are located in the Murchison statistical area of Western 
Australia. 

(2)-(3) Not applicable. 

KEY THREATS FOR THE STATE OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - COMMERCE 
AND TRADE, DEPARTMENT OF, WA 2029 STAGE 11 DOCUMENT; 

ABORIGINAL STANDARD OF LIVING 

249. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Premier: 

(1) Is the Premier aware of the list of key threats for the State of Western Australia as 
identified by the Western Australian Government Department of Commerce and Trade in 
the lOW A 2029 - Stage 11" document? 

(2) Is it correct that the State would be faced with a threat if there were "international 
pressure or embargo on countries whose indigenous people do pot share the same 
standard of living as the rest of the population"? 

(3) If yes, what steps will the State Government be taking to ensure that the standard of 
living of Aboriginal Western Australians is brought to the same level as that enjoyed by 
the rest of the State's population? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

The Premier has provided the following reply -

(1) Yes, I am aware of the broad thrust of the W A 2029 papers but have not yet studied the 
12 volumes in detail. I would like to remind the member that the documents were 
prepared by the Department of Commerce and Trade by a consortium including -

The Australian Centre for Economic Performance (Curtin, Melbourne and Flinders 
Universities); 
The Centre of Policy Studies, Monash University; 
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The Institute of Science and Technology Policy, Murdoch University; and The Western Australian Labour Market Research Centre and other experts. 
(2) It is unlikely such a threat would eventuate to Western Australia given the State Government's policies and programs on Aboriginal economic and community development 
(3) Not applicable. 

NATIVE TITLE ACT - AMENDMENT PROPOSALS 
250. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Premier: 

(1) What proposals for amending the Federal Native Title Act have been put or will be put to the Federal Government? 
(2) Will the State Government be undertaking consultations with the mining and pastoral industry in reference to the State Government's proposals to the Commonwealth? 
(3) What consultation will be undertaken by the State Government with the representative organisations for the Western Australian Aboriginal community in reference to these proposals for changes to the Federal Native Title Act? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

The Premier has provided the following reply -
(1) I presented the Western Australian proposals for amendments to the federal Native Title Act to the previous federal Attorney General, Micheal Larvarch, at the state/commonwealth meeting on 7 December 1995. A Copy of the proposal cl\i be made available to the member. 
(2) 

(3) 

The State Government has ongoing discussions with representatives of the mining and pastoral industry about the proposed amendments to the federal Native Title Act. 
The State Government has ongoing discussion with representatives of the Aboriginal community about the federal Native Title Act. 

ROY AL LIFE SAVING SOCIETY - RAFFLE APPROVALS 
253. Hon A.J.G. Mac TIERNAN to the Minister for Racing and Gaming: 

(1) How many raffle approvals have been obtained by the Royal Lifesaving Association since 1992? 

(2) WiIJ the Minister table the returns lodged with the Office of Racing and Gaming in respect to each of these? 
(3) If not, why not? 

Hon MAX EVANS replied: 
(1) Eleven. 

(2)-(3) Rather than table the financial returns, if the honourable member indicates the information sought I will arrange for the Executive Director of the Office of Racing, Gaming and Liquor to provide the information. 
MINISTERS OF THE CROWN - OVERSEAS TRAVEL, COST TO CRF 

254. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Employment and Training: 
(1) What was the total cost to CRF of the Minister's overseas travel during the recent parliamentary recess? 
(2) What were the Minister's official engagements overseas that justified expenditure from CRF on this overseas travel? . 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

(1) Nil. 

(2) Not applicable. 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

TOMLINSON, HON DERRICK - SELECT COMMITTEE ON WESTERN 
AUSTRALIAN POLICE SERVICE 

165. Hon JOHN HALDEN to Hon Derrick Tomlinson, Chairman of the Select Committee on Western Australian Police Service: 
(1) Is the member reported accurately in The West Australian on Saturday, 27 Apri11996? The article reads -
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Corrupt W A Police are taking money or sexual ,favours to allow brothels to operate 
outside the controversial containment policy ... there was a direct link between 
prostitution and police corruption ... And the containment policy only serves to 
exacerbate the problem. 

and further that article states -

Mr Tomlinson said police operated an informal containment policy to the benefit of 
corrupt officers. 

Brothel workers who refused to comply were harassed by police on the grounds that they 
were pursuing the containment policy. 

"That is corruption," he said. 

(2) In doing so, was the member disclosing any deliberations or discussions of the select committee? 

Hon DERRICK TOMLINSON replied: 

(1)-(2) I was correctly quoted in The West Australian as "Derrick Tomlinson Liberal MP for East 
Metropolitan province". I was not quoted as the chairperson of the Standing Committee on 
Western Australian Police Service of this House. In fact, when I was asked by the Journalist 
whether I could respond as chairperson of that committee to a statement which she claimed was 
made by Assistant Commissioner Mott, I said that I could not respond as chairperson of the 
committee, because it was not within the terms of reference of the committee. I responded to what 
she claimed was Mr Mott's statement on the containment policy as a member of this House. 

TOMLINSON, HON DERRICK - SELECT COMMfITEE ON WESTERN 
AUSTRALIAN POLICE SERVICE 

166. Hon JOHN HALDEN to Hon Derrick Tomlinson, Chairman of the Select Committee on 
Western Australian Police Service: 

I have the feeling that Hon Derrick Tomlinson could not have heard the second part of my question, so I 
will ask it again as he did not give me an answer. I asked specifiCalll' and I would like an answer: "In 
doing so, was the member disclosing any deliberations or discussions 0 the select committee?" 

Hon DERRICK TOMLINSON replied: 

I apologise through you, Mr President, to the Leader of the Opposition. No, I was not divulging 
deliberations of the select committee. It is not a matter upon which the select committee has deliberated. 

PORT KENNEDY LAND CONSERVATION COMMITTEE - RELOCATION 

167. Hon SAM PIANTADOSI to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Lands: 

(1) Will the Minister confirm that the Government, through LandCorp, has withdrawn permission for 
the Port Kennedy Land Conservation Committee to use its land for conservation work? 

(2) Will the Minister confirm whether the Government can relocate the group within the area so it can 
continue its good work? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. The Minister for Lands has provided the following 
reply -

(1) The soil conservation district for which the Port Kennedy Land Conservation District Committee 
was formed does not include land owned by LandCorp. LandCorp has allowed the PKLCDC to 
temporarily store equipment on its land free of cost LandCorp now requires possession of the 
land for development and has requested that the equipment now be removed. 

(2) LandCorp is not involved in the relocation. 

TOMLINSON, HON DERRICK - SELECT COMMfITEE ON WESTERN 
AUSTRALIAN POLICE SERVICE 

168. Hon JOHN HALDEN to Hon Derrick Tomlinson, Chairman of the Select Committee on 
Western Australian Police Service: 

(1) Is the member reported accurately in The West Australian on Saturday, 27 April 1996? The article 
states -

... a private firm had swept the group's West Perth office for bugs last year on the 
advice of Parliament House security staff ... 

Mr Tomlinson said the security check was ordered after he became suspicious about an 
electrician who had worked in the office without permission from either himself or the 
committee clerk. 

"The advice we got from the parliamentary security was to have the building swept but 
no devices were found," Mr Tomlinson said. 
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(2) In doing so, was the member disclosing deliberations of the select committee? 
Hon DERRICK TOMLINSON replied: 
(1)-(2) Yes, I am accurately reported in that newspaper report. The context in which I answered the journalist's questions related to a series of questions she put to me. She had come to me and requested, originally, to speak to me about matters relating to the police committee. I answered her on the telephone that I was not at liberty to talk to her about matters relating to the police commiuee because they were privileged and until the police committee reported to this House I could not speak on those matters. She said she wished to speak to me on associated matters. 

When she came to my office and spoke to me, the first question she asked was, "Has the commiuee office been swept?" I replied, "Yes, it has been swept on at least two occasions as part of the security arrangements in place because of the sensitivit)' of the matters discussed and the confidentiality of the matters." She then asked a series of questions which indicated to me that she knew details of an incident which, to my knowledge, had been known previously to only 10 people. I asked the journalist what was the source of her information. Of course, she claimed journalistic privilege, and I respected that However, the decision to have the office swept as a result of that incident was not a decision made by me or the committee. It was not a decision deliberated upon by the committee. It was not a decision which more than two people on the committee knew anything about It was a decision made by the President of this House and not by me or the committee. My answer to that journalist's questions did not relate to any deliberations of the committee. 

PERTH AIR SHED STUDY 
169. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Minister for the Environment: 
I refer the Minister to question without notice 83 and the Minister's subsequent answer witJll'regard to withholding the release of the Perth air shed study -
(1) Did the principal person involved in the study, who was extremely iII, return to work in January 1996? 
(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

Is it not correct that this person was working on the Perth haze study component of the Perth air shed study and was not one of the principal people involved in the Perth photochemical study? 
Is it correct that the Perth photochemical study final report was forwarded to the Minister's office in mid-January 1996 for release? 
If the report is still with the Environmental Protection Authority, as answered to a question by Hon John Cowdell on 2 April, what process is the EPA following in assessing whether the final report is satisfactory, and on what date will this be done? 
What are the other criteria by which the authority wiII determine whether the study is satisfactory, and who sets these criteria? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of this question. 
(1) The person who was ill, a senior Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Organisation scientist, was able to perform some work throughout 1995 and from early February 1996 onwards. It is not correct, in the context, to say that he returned to work in January 1996. 
(2) It is not correct. The person in question did not, at any time, work on the Perth haze study. This is an independent study, not a component of the Perth photochemical smog study. The person had a key role in the Perth photochemical study, although sickness significantly limited his contribution. 
(3) No. Neither I nor my office has been given a copy of the Perth photochemical smog study report. 
(4) Although I have not yet been briefed by the Environmental Protection Authority about the Perth petrochemical smog study, I understand that the study has been assessed through the EPA's normal committee process and that the EPA's assessment was finalised at its most recent meeting on 18 April 1996. I expect to be briefed in the very near future. 
(5) In accordance with the Minister's condition requiring the study to be carried out by Western Power Corporation, the EPA had the freedom and independence to determine the criteria by which the study was assessed. I have not discussed these criteria with the EPA and, pending a briefing on the study, am not aware of what they were. 

I note that the member appears to be questioning the veracity of my earlier answer, which the detail of this answer totally vindicates, and I trust that the member will now apologise. I am getting fed up with the way in which certain elements of the green community always spend their time questioning the veracity of the information they have been given. This matter has been quite conclusively shown to be right. I do not know where this nasty, sleazy little rumour that the member opposite is posing comes from but -
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The PRESIDENT: Order! The Minister is out of order. 

EDUCATION - TELEMA TICS 

170. Hon MURIEL PATIERSON to the Minister representing the Minister for Education: 

Given the Government's commitment to providing the right to quality education to all country school 
children, I ask -

(I) For how long is it intended to have a trial of the telematic technique in selected distance schools? 

(2) Which distance schools are the subject of the proposed telematic technique trial? 

(3) When will the telematic technique be available to all children? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. The Minister for Education has advised me in the 
following terms -

(I) Telematics has been used since 1991 in selected schools. It is no longer considered to be a trial as 
many schools use this technology to provide and enhance curriculum access to rural students. 

(2) All district high schools in Western Australia will have telematics equipment and appropriate 
training by the end of the first semester 1996. 

(3) It is not appropriate to use telematics as a substitute for face-to-face teaching and learning. 
Telematics, therefore, is used in situations that require solutions to problems that affect mainly 
rural and isolated children. 

RECYCLING - CONTAINER DEPOSIT LEGISLATION 

171. Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT to the Minister for the Environment: 

Can the Minister please advise whether Western Australia is intending to enact legislation similar to that in 
South Australia in regard to deposits on drink containers? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. In 1993 the State Recycling Blueprint document, 
released by the Deputy Premier, recommended that "container deposit legislation not be considered 
because deposit schemes are expensive to operate, impose high costs on both producers and consumers and 
are inefficient compared with other available economic instruments". Container deposit legislation has 
been thoroughly investigated by groups ranging from the Industry Commission to the Packaging 
Environment Foundation of Australia. 

The effectiveness of CDL can be summarised by the following points. CDL is less effective than liquor 
laws and antilitter campaigns because in its current form it deals primarily with only some beverage 
containers. CDL is expensive. The Commonwealth Business Regulation Review Unit has estimated that, 
applied across Australia, CDL would cost industry and consumers $500m to solve a $50m litter and waste 
management problem. Benefits from disposal savings were estimated at only $13m. At present, given the 
national nature of many of our beverage companies, it would appear that at least some of the costs of CDL 
in South Australia are being borne by consumers across Australia. 

By removing the most valuable materials from the waste stream - that is, glass and aluminium - CDL has 
an adverse impact on the economic effectiveness of comprehensive recycling programs. The remaining 
items are the low value and high volume containers - for example, high density poly-ethylene, poly
ethylene-teraphthalate plastic containers, liquid paperboard cartons and steel cans - which are not cost 
effective to collect on their own and are usually subsidised by the high value items. CDL appears to reduce 
the proportion of some containers in the waste and litter streams, but increases the proportion of containers 
that are exempt from container deposit. CDL does nothing to address litter stream items such as 
confectionary wrappers, food scraps, fast food containers, disposable nappies, newspapers, cigarette 
packages, car parts and tyres. 

South Australia's apparent success in reducing litter is, in my view, not due entirely to CDL; rather, a 
multifaceted approach involving a number of organisations - including the Department of Transport, 
Department of Corrective Services, Keep South Australia Beautiful, community groups and local 
government authorities - is more likely its key to success. Therefore, I do not support the imposition of 
container deposit legislation similar to that in South Australia in regard to deposits on drink containers. 

NORTHBRIDGE TUNNEL 

172. Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for Transport: 

The Government has said that it is necessary to build the Northbridge tunnel because of projected steady 
increases in motor vehicle and truck traffic in and across the city over the next 25 years. I ask -

(I) Is the Minister aware that the Petroconsultants group, the world's leading adviser to the petroleum 
industry, has estimated that the world production of petroleum will begin to decline as early as the 
year 2000 and that petroleum prices will inevitably rise considerably and economic activity slow? 
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(2) Does the Minister accept the validity of such projections? 
(3) Does the Minister agree that the central element of transport planning has been ignored by Main Roads Western Australia when modelling the demand for the northern city bypass or any other road in this State? 
Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 
(1)-(3) I am aware of the study and the reports of a whole range of people who subscribe to the doomsday outlook that we will aU be ruined because we will not be able to drive around in a motor vehicle as no fossil fuel will be left. I do not agree with that philosophy. and neither does a range of people for obvious reasons. As a consequence of the shortage of fossil fuel. when they become economically viable a great many other sources will be used to propel motor vehicles. 
Hon A.J.G. MacTieman: But not at the same price. 
Hon EJ. CHARLTON: The member is obviously not aware of gas and a whole range of other products. such as ethanol. that will be available. The member seems to believe that all the people in the world will get back on their push-bikes or ride horses or donkeys because she has come to a conclusion that no fossil fuel will be left. I suggest that will occur beyond the member's time. and well beyond mine. As for Main Roads getting it wrong. I think it has got it absolutely righL Obviously the member is recommending that until the fuel runs out. all the vehicles moving from west to east and north to south should go through the middle of Perth and along Riverside Drive. 

173. 
(1) 

(2) 

WORKPLACE AGREEMENTS - WORKERS COVERED 
Hon J.A. COWDELL to the Minister representing the Minister for Labour Relations: 
On 29 Mart:h 1995 the Minister claimed that as at December 1994. 13249 employees, comprising 2.5 per cent of Western Australian wage and salary earners, were covered by ~rkplace agreements and that workplace agreement figure as at 28 February 1995 was 16644 employees, comprising 3.1 per cent of wage and salary earners. Did the Minister mislead the House with that statement? 

Of the 49428 employees who have been involved in workplace agreements until 29 February 19%, how many were actually covered by workplace agreements as at 29 February 19%? 
(3) Does the Minister intend to compile real coverage figures for Western Australian employees subject to workplace agreements or does he intend to continue to use the inflated and meaningless cumulative figures? . 
Hon MAX EVANS replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of this question. 
(1) A search of Hansard for 29 March 1995 failed to locate the quote to which the member referred. 
(2)-(3) On a number of occasions information has been provided to Parliament which clearly indicates that statistics produced by the Commissioner of Workplace Agreements reflect cumulative figures and refer to the number of employees who have been involved, rather than covered. Actual figures at a specific point in time are not available because agreements cease to have effect if an employment contract ends. In addition, the term of some registered agreements may have expired and in some instances replaced by new agreements. 

TOMLINSON, HON DERRICK - SELECT COMMITTEE ON WESTERN . AUSTRALIAN POLICE SERVICE 
174. Hon JOHN HALDEN to Hon Derrick Tomlinson Chairman of the Select Committee on Western Australian Police Service: 
I refer the member to an article on the front page of The West Australian on 27 April 1996 in which a former police officer and witness to the Select Committee on Western Australian Police Service admitted that he viewed requests to appear at the committee with caution. The witness stated that he had concerns about one member of the committee because of that person's association with the police about whom the former policeman had complained. I ask -
(1) Can the chairman confirm that the member of the committee to which the former police officer was referring was Hon P.H. Lockyer? 
(2) What action has the chairman taken to ensure the integrity of the committee is not compromised? 
(3) What action has the chairman taken to address the concerns of the former policeman, Frank Scott? 
(4) If the chairman has taken no action, will he advise the House why not? 
Hon Derrick Tomlinson replied: 
(1)-(4) A former police officer did indicate some concern about a member of the committee. He was asked to identify the member of the.committee about whom he had concern. He did not do SO directly. I would be in breach of privilege were I to divulge what was said in that hearing, but I answer directly and say categorically that it was not Hon P.H. Lockyer. 
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Hon John Halden: So you have taken no action. 

Hon DERRICK TOMLINSON: I assume Hon John Halden is referring to the question of reassuring the 
witness that there was no breach of privilege relating to evidence he gave. We have no evidence of a 
breach of privilege at any time of any evidence given by any witness. All that we had was advice from the 
parliamentary security officer. He investigated a question I asked the Clerk. His advice was that it would 
be in the best interests to have the committee office swept The result was that there was no evidence 
whatsoever of any electronic listening device operating in the building at the time the committee was 
operating. The committee's decision was to take no action because there was no evidence of any breach of 
privilege. If there were no evidence of any breach of privilege there would be no reason to reassure that 
witness that there had not been a breach. Furthermore, the incident occurred before the witness appeared 
before the committee. 

ROADS - PORT HEDLAND HEAVY INDUSTRY SITE 
Construction Funding 

175. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Leader or the House representing the Minister for Resources 
Development: 

I refer the Leader of the House to the answer of the previous Leader of the House to question on notice 
3613 of 17 October 1995, asked in six parts. 

(1) Is the Government still providing funds towards the construction of a road to the proposed Port 
Hedland heavy industry site? 

(2) If yes, will this road, identified as part of the development in section 4.4.7 of the original 
Environmental Review for Informal Assessment Proposed Boodarie Heavy Industry Estate Port 
Hedland - Woodward-Clyde November 1994 - be assessed by the Environmental Protection 
Authority? 

(a) If no, why not? 

(b) If yes, why is it not being assessed as part of the Boodarie Heavy Industry Estate, Port 
Hedland proposal? 

(3) Why, when the Minister previously stated that the Boodarie heavy industry site project would be 
assessed as a consultative environmental review, is it now being assessed as advice to the Minister 
under section 16? 

(4) Is this because, as indicated in a letter to the Conservation Council and Mr Robin Chapple, that the 
development is merely a proposal and falls within the findings of the Burrup Peninsula 
environmental case? 

(5) If yes, why is the Government committing $2.5m to a project that is only a proposal as defined by 
the Burrup case? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. I am advised by the Minister for Resources 
Development in the following terms -

(1) The Government and BHP are contributing financial resources to further develop community and 
industrial infrastructure to the Port Hedland area. This includes the construction of a sealed road 
which will provide access to BHP's direct reduction iron plant and the proposed Boodarie estate. 

(2) (a) Not applicable. 

(b) Although the road was not identified in the previous draft of the proposed Boodarie 
Heavy Industry Estate, Port Hedland - Woodward-Clyde November 1994 - it has been 
assessed by the Environmental Protection Authority as a variation to the HBI project 
approval. 

(3) The EPA does not believe that it has the ability to continue the assessment under part IV and has 
therefore recommended that it provide advice under section 16(e). 

(4) It is not considered to be a "proposal" for purposes of environmental impact assessment under part 
IV of the Environmental Protection Act. 

(5) The Government is providing funds to provide sealed access to the HBI plant and the proposed 
Boodarie estate. 

ROCK LOBSTER PROCESSING LICENCE 

176. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister representing the Minister for Fisheries: 

(1) Has the Minister received a request for approval of the transfer of a rock lobster processing 
licence by a firm trading as Aussie Lobsters? 

(2) If so, when did the Minister receive this request? 

(3) Has the Minister given approval for the transfer? 
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(4) If approval has not been given, what is the reason for the refusal or withholding of approval? 
Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of this question. The Minister for Fisheries has provided the following reply -

(1) 

(2)-(4) 

No, not in my time as Minister. The department received an application for a permit to establish a fish processing establishment at Green Head from Sarab Pty Ltd, a company which, according to Aussie Lobsters, is associated with Aussie Lobsters. 
Not applicable. 

The Minister advises that he is prepared to arrange a briefing on this matter should the member so request. 

177. 

(1) 

ROAD FUNDING 
Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Transport: 
Has the Minister had discussions with the new Federal Government aimed at increasing the State's allocation of road funding? 

(2) If so, can the Minister confum that the forthcoming State Budget is being formulated to include additional road funding from the Commonwealth? 
Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 
(1) I had the pleasure a couple of weeks ago of meeting with the new federal Minister for Transport, Hon John Sharp. We discussed a number of issues, including road funding. He was able to inform me that the allocation of national highway money will be increased and that the amount has yet to be determined. The black spots program will also be reintroduced. The llIIlionwide allocation will be about $34m. A new allocation of funding will be made to roads of national significance. The Federal Government will be proceeding to taking applications for funding for those roads. I had made some submissions to the previous Government on roads of national importance, particularly those that have any bearing on export income for the State and the nation, because the Federal Government is the big winner from those sorts of roads due to the consequent taxation benefits. 
(2) Main Roads' budget spending is being set on the amount of money from the Federal Government identified for that task. 

HOSPITALS - MANDURAH HEALTH CAMPUS 
178. Hon J.A. COWDELL to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Health: 
With reference to the community trust proposed for the new Mandurah health campus -
(1) Can the Minister explain to the House how this trust will work? 
(2) Given that taxpayers' money will be used to pay for public patients using this hospital, can the Minister explain the statement that "no capital contribution will be required by the Government" for the trust? That was in the "Hospital News" of December 1995. 
(3) If the hospital is to be a "not for profit" hospital, can the Minister explain where the profit will come from to go into the community trust fund? 
Hon PETER FOSS replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of this question. 
(1) This is being negotiated. It is envisaged that the community trust will be an independent body overseeing the operations of the public component of the hospital. 
(2) The principle of the service contract is proposed around the government purchasing services in accordance with quality outcomes on behalf of public patients. In this, it is recognised that there is a capital component to the cost of the operator in the recurrent prices. It. is not proposed to utilise capital works funding. 
(3) The profit will be any operating surplus obtained. 

SCHOOLS - KEWDALE SENIOR HIGH 
179. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister representing the Minister for Education: 
(1) Has the Minister met with some Belmont city councillors? 
(2) If so, when? 

(3) Did the councillors suggest that Kewdale Senior High School be closed and the building sold or leased to the private sector? 
(4) Which councillors were present at that meeting? 
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Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of this question. The Minister for Education has advised me in the 
following terms -

(1) Yes. 

(2) 6 March 1996. 

(3) This meeting was convened to discuss the possible amalgamation of the Cloverdale and Whiteside 
Primary Schools. During the meeting wide ranging discussion occurred about the provision of 
primary and secondary education in the Belmont area. 

(4) Mayor, Peter Passeri; Deputy Mayor, Marion Blair; Chairman of Planning Committee, Mal 
Meikle; City Planner, Neville Deague; Chairman of Resources and Policies Committee and 
School Principals Committee, Alan Richardson. 

HOSPITALS - CARNARVON REGIONAL, FUNDING 

180. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Health: 
(1) What funds have been allocated to the Carnarvon Regional Hospital as a result of the decision of 

the State Government to inject $81m between March and 30 June this year into the health system 
of Western Australia? 

(2) For what purpose have these funds been allocated? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1)-(2) The Gascoyne Health Service was allocated $198100. The majority of these funds relate to 
services provided by the Carnarvon Regional Hospital as the main provider of health services to . 
the Gascoyne communities. 


