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THE SPEAKER (Mr Clarko) wook the Chair ati 11.00 am, and read prayers.

PETITION - ANZAC TERRACE PRIMARY SCHOOL, ADMINISTRATIVE
FACILITIES UPGRADE

MR BROWN (Morley) [11.04 am]: I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
dhe Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned petitioners -

Note the devolution of more responsibility to schools over recent years has
created the need for proper administration facilities to be provided to
enable schools to operate in an effective and efficient way.
Believe the services available to students, parents and the community of
the Anzac Terrace Primary School =i severely hampered by the
inadequate administation facilities at the school.
Call on the State Government to ensure these administrative facilities are
upgraded to an appropriate standard as a matter of urgency.

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

The petition bears 51 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of the
Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 292.]

PETITION - MOTOR VEHICLE REGISTRATIONS, $50 LEVY; CHANGES
TO COMMON LAW RIGHTS UNDER THIRD PARTY INSURANCE DAMAGES

CLAIMS
MR BROWN (Morley) [ 11.05 am]: I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned people of Western Australia wish to express our concern of
the illegality of the Government's introduction of a fifty dollar levy on all vehicle
registrations. We also wish to express our concern about the equity of changes to
the Common Law rights of citizens under the third party insurance damages
claims.
We therefore call on the Government to:
a). abolish die fifty dollar levy on all vehicles because it is illegal;
b). follow the correct processes in setting Third Party Vehicle Insurance

premiums;
c). reconsider changes to Common Law rights under third party insurance

damage claims and to improve the effect on women at home, children, the
unemployed, the retired and pensioners.

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

The petition bears 26 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of the
Legislative Assembly.



The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 293.1

PETITION - SEPTIC DISPOSAL FACILITY, LIMESTONE QUARRY AND
WASTE WATER TREATMENT PLANT IN NATIONAL PARK, DAWESVILLE,

OPPOSITION
MR MARSHALL (Murray) [ 11.06 sin]: I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned are opposing the Septic Disposal Facility, the Limestone
Quarry and Waste Water Treatment Plant proposed in the National Park on Tim's
Thicker Road, Dawesville.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 641 signatures and 1 certify that it conforms to the standing orders of
the Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 294.]

PETITION.- YULE BROOK NATURE RESERVE, REJECTION; BRIXTON
STREET-BRICKLEY ROAD RETAINED AS MAJOR THROUGH ROAD

MRS HENDERSON (Thomnlie) [11.07 am]: I present the following petition on behalf
of my colleague the member for Kenwick -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned people of Western Australia request that the proposal for a
Yule Brook Nature Reserve be rejected and that Brixton Street & Bickley Road
be retained as major through road to service locality and community.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 570 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of
the Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 295.]

PETITION - PAWNBROKERS AND SECOND-HAND DEALERS,
LEGISLATION AMENDMENT

DR EDWARDS (Maylands) [11.08 am]: I present the following petition -
To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
die Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned express our serious concern at the ease with which stolen
goods are traded through pawn-brokers and secondhand dealers and call on the
Government to tighten up the law covering such traders.
The law should be changed to ensure that juveniles cannot sell goods to pawn-
brokers and secondhand dealers and that identification including photograph be
required for all those selling goods through such traders.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you winl give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.
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The petition bears 342 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of
dhe Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table af the House.
[See petition No 296.]

PETITION - WATER ALLOWANCE ISO KILOLITRES, INITATION
DR EDWARDS (Maylands) [ 11. 10 am]: I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, die undersigned pensioners, request the Minister for Water Resources to
initiate die water allowance of 150 Kilolitres. With dhe coming Summer Months
there will be a greater necessity for the use of water and we are concerned that our
accounts will be substantially greater than in previous years. We find it difficult
to meet present commitments and this will be a greater burden.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 217 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of
die Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 297.]

PETITION - RETAIL TRADING HOURS, CHANGES OPPOSITION
MR DAY (Darling Range) [ 11. 11 and: I present die following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
die Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We the undersigned state our total opposition to any alteration of retail trading
hours which are currently prescribed for the retail motor Vehicle Industry, and
ask that they remain unchanged following the review of trading hours presently
being conducted by the Government.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 1 876 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of
the Legislative Assembly.
The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House.
[See petition No 298.]

STANDING COMMITTEE ON UNIFORM LEGISLATION AND
INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENTS

Third Report Tabling
MR PENDAL (South Perth) [11.12 am]: I present the third report of the Standing
Committee on Uniform Legislation and Intergovernmental Agreements; that is, a register
of existing and proposed uniform legislation and intergovernmental agreements and two
submissions received during that inquiry. I move -

That the report do lie upon the Table and be printed.
The contents of this report touch on the initiative of the standing committee to begin the
creation of Australia's first national register of uniform legislation and intergovernmental
agreements.
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[Leave granted for speech to be continued.]
Debate thus adjourned.
[Continued on p 11723 .]

MINITERIAL STATEMENT - MINITER FOR ENERGY
Blackout Report

MR CJ. BARNETT (Conesloc - Minister for Energy) [11.13 am]: The most
significant and widespread power supply failures experienced on the State Energy
Commission of WA's south west interconnected system since Cyclone Alby in 1978
occurred on 24 March 1994. It was triggered by unusual weather conditions. These
caused automatic disconnection of die transmission lines which interconnect the major
power stations to the terminal substations which form the bulk supply points for regional
distribution. This event resulted in major disruption to industrial, residential and
commercial activities. I requested SECWA to investigate die power system blackout. A
report has been prepared in response to my request. The report describes in broad terms
the sequence of events which resulted in the blackout; communication with the public;,
description of power system restoration; follow-up actions and prevention of recurrence;
transmission line maintenance expenditure; and conclusions and futur strategies.
Detailed technical and engineering investigations are continuing and changes in
operational and maintenance procedures have already been implemented to minimise the
possibility of recurrence.
A number of strategies will be introduced to diminish the possibility of the blackout
event recurring. In particular, extra system synchronising equipment will be installed as
soon as possible; system designers will examine the possibility of islanding parts of the
system - using automatic frequency sensing equipment - in the event of a major
disturbance, to minimise the geographic extent of a blackout; a more rigorous line
washing program will be implemented, with particular attention to the 330kV system,
and with emphasis placed on activities through the summer months; when severe
humidity conditions are forecast generation patterns will be rearranged accordingly to
diversify the location of system generation. and improve the restoration response in the
event of widespread outages; voltage on the main 3 30kV trnsmission system will be
reduced as far as possible; an annual review of essential service electricity needs will be
implemented with the respective authorities - this is to ensure changed circumstances are
appreciated and understood; review the feasibility of equipping country substations with
jrmote control and data acquisition. This will improve load restoration times and
improve the performance of under-frequency load shedding by making these loads
available for frequency control.
Discussions with major Eastern States utilities indicate that SEC WA's transmission
system maintenance practices are in keeping with the general industry standards. None
of those contacted had experienced an event of this kind. It is possible that SEC WA's
experiences will result in a review of transmission maintenance practices in other States.
There ar three distinguishing featurs: First, the severity of the power failure which is
obvious to everyone. Virtually the whole of the south west power system collapsed.
Second, dhe uniqueness of it. Evidence collected so far shows there is no parallel in
Australia and, to this point, no parallel has been found internationally of a breakdown of
a system in these circumstances. It is a unique situation which has occurred once in 20
years, but lessons are to be learned. Third, some recognition should be given to some of
the unsung heroes.
Mr Thomas inteijected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr CJ. BARNETT: When the system was collapsing linesmen, particularly the people
in the control stations, went through an experience for which there is no precedent, for
which there could be no training and on which they did an outstanding job in avoiding
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damage to the power system. No-one underestimates the severity of the power failure. It
is a pity members opposite did not have the good prace to recognise the outstanding skill
of people throughout that day.
In keeping with my earlier commitment to Parliament, I now table the report prepared by
SECWA.
[See paper No 983.]

MINITERIAL STATEMENT - ATTORNEY GENERAL
Native Title Act, State Challenge in High Court

MRS EDWARDES (Kingsley - Attorney General) [11.17 am] - by leave: Members
will be aware that on 20 August last year my ministerial statement outlined for them and
the citizens of Western Australia the legal and constitutional aspects and ramifications of
the High Court's decisions in the Mabo cases. Subsequently the Land (Tides and
Traditional Usage) Act 1993 was enacted by this Parliament and came into operation on
2 December 1993. Thereafter, the Commonwealth Parliament passed the Native Tide
Act 1993 which came into operation on 1 January 1994.
The Commonwealth Act targets and seeks to override this Parliament's legislation.
Confronted with this Commonwealth assault on the most fundamental and essential
powers and responsibilities of this Parliament, and the Commonwealth's attempt to
impose, in Western Australia, an inefficient, uneconomical and unworkable regime of
land and resource management, the Government decided to take the appropriate means of
legal redress by challenging the constitutional validity of the Commonwealth Native Tide
Act in the High Court.
The Premier announced this decision on 16 February 1994 and tomorrow on behalf of the
State of Western Australia the Crown Solicitor will file a statement of claim in the High
Court oudlining the grounds of our challenge. To assist members and all Western
Australians, I will now summiarise the arguments we will present to the High Court.
There will be three separate arguments: The Native Tidle Act is unconstitutional and,
therefore, of no legal effect or significance; the Native Title Act is simply inoperative;
the Native Title Act does not apply in Western Australia.
The Commonwealth Native Tide Act is unconstitutional because it is beyond the
legislative powers of the Commonwealth Parliament, which are expressly limited by the
Constitution, the charter of Australian federation. The extent of the Commonwealth's
legislative powers, both generally, and particularly, with respect to race, external affairs
and corporations, will be virtually unbounded if the Commonwealth Native Title Act is
permitted to stand. If the constitutional validity of the Act is not challenged in the High
Court, an opportunity to halt and reverse the disturbing trend toward centralism will be
lost.
Given the uncertainty surrounding the application of the High Court's decision to
mainland Australia, the State Parliament enacted the regime in the Land (Titles and
Traditional Usage) Act. That regime eliminates the uncertainties created by Mabo 2,
provides for the advancement of Aboriginal people, and strikes a sensible balance
between the interests of Aboriginal and non-Aboriginal people in the community.
Although some aspects of the Commonwealth Act appear to parallel the Western
Australian Act, the Commonwealth has distorted the High Court's Mabo judgment. Not
only does the Commonwealth legislation go further than the 1High Court's judgment
requires, but also it has done nothing to reduce the uncertainty concerning the existence
or otherwise of native tide in Australia. The Commonwealth Native Tidle Act
specifically endeavours to render invalid legislation passed by this Parliament. The
Prime Minister in introducing the Native Tidle Hill in the Federal Parliament emphasised
that his Government intended to override the Western Australian Parliament.
Section 223(3) of the Native Tidle Act, which significantly expands the concept of native
tidle, clearly discriminates against Western Australia. It is an undisguised attempt to
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prevent or render void an exercise by this Parliament of its legislative power, namely, the
Land (Tidles and Traditional Usage) Act. The power of the Stare of Western Australia,
through its democratically elected Parliament and Government, to granc, regulate and
deal with land and other resources in Western Australia in accordance with Western
Australian laws is fundamental to the maintenance of the Australian federation and the
proper roles and responsibilities of all States. This includes the power to appropriate land
for public purposes and to alienate and develop Crown lands and waters, particularly for
tourism, fishing, agricultural, pastoral and mining purposes.
The power to administer and regulate land, waters and other resources in Western
Australia, and revenue derived from them, is essential to the continued existence of the
State as demanded by the Federal Constitution. Western Australia has always possessed
these powers. The Commonwealth has now attempted to fetter them by its insidious
legislation. The Commonwealth Act purports to prevent the State Government and this
Parliament from dealing with land in Western Australia except in accordance with its
provisions. Members should be aware that this Act purports to cover land which may
constitute up 10 93 per cent of the State, and all waters within State limits.
The Commonwealth has attempted to destroy, or at the very least redefine, the Federal
balance by regulating - and in some instances preventing - the exercise by the States of
their fundamental legislative, Executive and judicial powers.
Mr DL. Smith inteijected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Mitchell made a lengthy inreijection. I rook no
objection to that; however, he then continued at much greater length. I ask him not to do
SO.
Mr D.L. Smith: Mr Speaker, although I disagree with your judgment I accept your
advice.
Mrs EDWARDES: In this respect, section 12 is perhaps the most alarming provision of
the Native Tide Act. It purponts to give the common law supremacy over State
legislation, retrospectively to I July 1993. It is an unprecedented attempt to invalidate
State laws and incapacitate State legislative power by giving section 109 of the
Constitution an operation it was never intended to have. Thus, a State law which
prohibits something which might be permitted by the native title rights of a particular
Aboriginal group, or permits something prohibited by that native title, will be
inconsistent with the common law. If section 12 is valid, such State laws will simply not
apply.
Laws in the first category include chose which prohibit certain activities, either absolutely
or under regimes which allow exemptions for the holders of statutory licences or permits.
Examples include laws relating to hunting and fishing. Those laws will not apply to the
holders of native title. Laws in the second category include those which permit things to
be done which would otherwise infringe native title rights. For example, native tidle
claims usually include the right to exclude strangers from the area. Laws which authonise
people to enter areas for particular purposes would not apply. For example, police
officers, health inspectors and child welfare officers could not lawfully enter such areas
without the consent of the native tide holders.
If section 12 is constitutionally valid, it will mean that from 1 July 1993 State laws will
be restricted to the extent that they permit mining and other activities on land or waters
where native title has survived. Tidles and permits issued under State laws will not be
effective to authorise any activity which infringes any unextinguished native tide rights.
It virtually renders meaningless section 8, which endeavours. to preserve State laws
"capable of operating concurrently", because any State law which is inconsistent with the
common law relating to native tidle is incapable of operating concurrently with section
12. If the Commonwealth is pernitted to get away with a provision such as section 12 in
this context, the potential for overriding State legislation and legislative powers in other
areas will be almost unlimited. By giving the force of Commonwealth legislation to the
common law relating to contracts, trusts, defamation, unconscionable conduct - section
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51AA of the Commonwealth Trade Practices Act 1974 does not yet go that far - in the
context of corporations or trade, the Commonwealth may be able to give itself the
exclusive power to amend the common law. As the common law "covers the field" until
modified by Statute, the States will consequently have no role in those areas.
The Government also says that if the Commonwealth Act is valid, it is nevertheless
inoperative because of its inconsistency with the Commonwealth Racial Discrimination
Act 1975. This is the consequence of section 7 of the Native Tidle Act. In a last minute
deal with the Greens (WA) and Democrats, the Native Title Act, with the exception of its
limited validation provisions, was made subject to the Racial Discrimination Act to
ensure its passage through the Senate. The Native Title Act is essentially based on racial
discrimination. It is inconsistent with the Racial Discrimination Act, unless the
discrimination can be characterised as a "special measure", so as to be a permissible form
of racial discrimination. However, it is incapable of being a "special nierure" because
the Native Title Act must inevitably lead to the maintenance of separatc rights for
different racial groups. This is contrary to section 8 of the Racial Discrimination Act and
contrary to the international convention on the elimination of all forms of racial
discrimination.
For example. section 211 of the Native Title Act exempts Aboriginal people from
statutory prohibition, and excuses them from statutory licensing requirements and
conditions in certain circumstances. It applies where a law, Commonwealth, State or
Territory, prohibits or restricts an activity, other than in accordance with a licence or
permit. If the exercise of native title rights in an area includes carrying on that activity,
section 211(2) provides that the law does not prohibit or restrict the native title holders
from carrying on the activity, or from gaining access to the land or waters for the purpose
of carrying on the activity. They may do so only for the purpose of satisfying their
personal, domestic or non-commercial needs, in exercise or enjoyment of their native title
rights. The types of activity covered by section 211 are hunting, fishing, gathering.
cultural or spiritual activities, and any other ind of activity prescribed by the regulations.
Section 211 allows native title holders to engage in activities which would otherwise be
prohibited whenever the relevant prohibition provides an exception in relation to the
holders of licences, permits or other forms of authority. When acting in accordance with
its provisions, a native title holder will not be bound by the restrictions and conditions
usually contained in a licence or other authority granted for the activity. This is a clear
example of separate rights for different racial groups.
Rights of traditional use have been given statutory recognition in Western Australia
under the Land (Titles and Traditional Usage) Act. My statement on 20 August 1993
indicated that in the second Mabo decision - Mabo v Queensland (1992) 175 CLR 1
(Mabo 2) - the High Court for the first time in Australian legal history held that
Australia's common law recognised certain rights such as possession, occupation, use
and enjoyment, over land that derived from native laws and customs. Those rights do not
come from any of the usual and principal sources of legal authority; for example,
Commonwealth or State legislation or Commonwealth or State Constitutions. Those
rights are now commonly referred to as "native title".
I further outlined the numerous legal and constitutional uncertainties created by this
decision. The Commonwealth claims that its legislation reduces the uncertainty that
otherwise would have existed by having to litigate the abstract Mabo rights connoted by
".native title" through successive court cases. Of course, any member who has
endeavourtd - I use the word "endeavoured" advisedly - to read the lengthy, convoluted
and complex Native Title Act, will appreciate that such Commonwealth claims have
absolutely no foundation. In fact, the reverse may well be true. However, the question
remains as to the applicability of these Commonwealth statutory or ocher rights in
Western Australia.
The second Mabo judgment concerned the rights of the Meriamn people to possess,
occupy, use and enjoy the Murray Islands. Therefore, the High Court's decision
provided only limited guidance on the content or extent of native title in other parts of
Australia. To some extent it indicated the following -
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Native title is a collection of rights and privileges enjoyed by a group of native
inhabitants in relation to their land.
The content of the rights derives from traditional laws and customs of the group.
The rights may vary from group to group.
The rights, once extinguished, cannot be revived.
The rights cannot be transferred outside the native system except by surrender to
the Crown.

These generalised statements by the court - I remind members that this was not a
unanimous decision - were apparently intended as principles that might apply to
mainland Australia and the Torres Strait Islands. However, the High Court did not
adrss any of the problems of applying a concept of land title developed in a case
dealing with Melanesians on small and remote islands to the Australian Aborigines living
under entirely different circumstances with markedly different lifestyles and customs. In
essence, the High Court has not decided the existence or otherwise of native tide rights in
Western Australia or other pants of mainland Australia. Indeed, no Aboriginal parties or
evidence pertinent to these aspects were put before the court in Mabo. The Government
will put a number of these issues directly to the High Court and ask the High Court to
decide them.
Even a quick comparison illustrates stark differences between the Murray islands and
Western Australia. lIn Mabo 2, the land was pant of a group of three small islands, having
a total area of less than nine square kilometres; smaller than Rottnest! On those islands,
the indigenous people forned an established social group, ranging from time to time
from 400 to 1 000 members. Their ancestors continually occupied the islands before
their annexation to Queensland with only a small component of foreign ancestry, and no
permanent immigrant population. The inhabitants lived in well built huts, grouped in
villages, and gardening formed an important part of their culture. Rules relating to
ownership, enjoyment and inheritance of land were well established. Sovereignty was
acquired by annexation, not by settlement or conquest.
The question of whether native rights had been extinguished in those islands involved a
close analysis of the history of legislation and Executive action concerning the islands
from before their annexation to the present day. A similar analysis of the history of
legislative and Executive action in relation to the State of Western Australia reveals that
any native tidle rights that might have existed in WA have been extinguished. Western
Australia was settled entirely differently from those Torres Strait islands. The rights
recognised by Mabo 2 did not survive either the acquisition of sovereignty in this State,
or subsequent legislative and Executive acts. Seen in this context, the Land (Tidles and
Traditional Usage) Act puts the existence of these rights beyond doubt
The decision of the High Court will be of immense importance to the people of Western
Australia. What is at stake is not simply the question of how to respond to the Mabo
ruling, but the future character of the federation in Australia. If this Parliament is to have
any meaningful role in the future, it is vital that the High Court put an end to the drain of
State power to Canberra.
This is an important matter of principle. It is also a matter which directly affects the
wellbeing: of all Western Australians: Their jobs, their standard of living and the manner
of governance they relate to. The pastoral industry is already affected. There are
presently 568 pastoral leases covering an area of 951 008 square kilometres, 37.6 per cent
of the State. Of these, 42 leases covering an area of 69 220 square kilometres - 2.7 per
cent of the State - are controlled by Aboriginal people. The Native Title Act substantially
impairs the ability of the State to vary or extend existing pastoral leases, or to convert
them to other forms of tenure. It also makes it virtually impossible to grant new pastoral
leases over Crown land. Mining production and exploration is of substantial importance
to the economy of Western Australia, It is a major employer, and a major contributor to
the State's export income and revenue. The Native Tidle Act introduces unacceptable
levels of uncertainty into the mining industry, jeopardising that revenue and those jobs.
Western Australia provides -
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55 per cent of Australia's total expenditure in mineral exploration;
39 per cent of total minerals and energy production in Australia and 69 per
cent of Australia's metallic mineral production;
40 per cent of Australia's mineral exports;
33 per cent of direct employment in the Australian mining industry;
55 per cent of Australia's capital expenditure in mining; and
25 per cent of Australia's total export income, of which mining
contributes a large part.

The maintenance and development of the mining and petroleum industries, which are so
important to the Western Australian economy, depends upon access to prospective land
for exploration and mining purposes. About 274 000 square kilometres of Western
Australia are held under some 16 250 mining tenements. Ninety five per cent of that area
is held under exploration or prospecting licences and five per vent under mining leases.
The Native Title Act substantially impairs the State's capacity to grant such titles,
licences and leases. Major resource projects in the State are carried out under ratified
State agreements. There are 56 State agreements currently in operation, regulating
projects developing iron ore, alumina, nickel, mineral sands, diamonds, gold and others.
Proposals for State agreements presently under consideration include mineral sands,
bauxite, steel processing, power generation, gas transmission and others. These
proposals have an estimated investment value of several billion dollars.
The Government recognises that the rights and interests of Aboriginal people must be
advanced. No part of the community, Aboriginal or otherwise, can benefit from
legislation which stifles investment by imposing unworkable regimes and increasing
uncertainty and risk. The Government is totally committed in its opposition to this
punitive piece of legislation which does little to assist Aboriginal people and the
community as a whole.
MRS HALLAHAN (Armadale - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [ 11.33 am]: The
Opposition notes the statement made by the Attorney General and seeks from the
Government a guarantee that now action has been taken after months of alarming rhetoric
that it will guarantee not to delay any further action so that some certainty can return to
Western Australia and to Australia on this whole question of the Mabo High Court
decision. It is interesting that the Premier of South Australia said that the proposed
action, as it then was, by the Western Australian Government was causing investment
uncertainty throughout the country. The Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western
Australia called on the Court Government to get on with the business of taking this claim
against the High Court decision- Substantial opinion states that this action is doomed to
failure and the Opposition knows it is doomed to very expensive failure.
This Government is taking no account of substantial legal opinion, and is pursuing a
highly political path, at very high cost to the community. The uncertainty relates not
only to the exploration industry but also to households in Western Australia. The
Premier in a most irresponsible way scared Western Australian households without any
basis and never had the good grace to put those fears to rest. The Opposition says to the
Court Government that a guarantee is required so that no further delay is attributed to the
Court Government's actions. We have been concerned that the Government has delayed
this for a long time, but having indicated to the community its decision to take legal
action it should not be responsible for any further delay.
Mr Taylor- Will the Attorney General have this matter expedited? Will the Minister go
to the High Court?
Mrs Edwardes: The date for the High Court hearing is up to the High Court and it is very
responsive to making sure that this matter is put on as quickly as possible.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mrs HALLAIHAN: It was a very useful interchange. There is concern in the community
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that this Government is going to hang onto this issue and hide behind it, as part of its
political artmoury for as long as it can. The Opposition will be watching with interest the
actions of the Government in the conduct of this case. If there is any further delay,
confusion or uncertainty on this matter due to the Court Government, it will be very
strongly highlighted by the Opposition and by the Chamber of Commerce and Industr,
and perhaps by other State Premiers, even those who are of the Government's own
political persuasion. Many Western Australians worry that the Court Government does
not have an ability to negotiate difficult issues on their behalf. If one considers road
funding, one sees the Government is always in trouble negotiating that. The Government
was not able to negotiate - as did every other State - to have a representative on the
Australian Environmental Protection Council. The issue highlighted this week is
sewerage funding; again a dismal performance by the Government on that and the whole
financial assistance rants systems. The Court Government is either unwilling to
negotiate sensibly on behalf of Western Austr-alians or it does not have the capacity. A
very serious situation faces Wester Australia. Although some would say that the Court
Government flagged that it would announce this legal action this week, when placed
under pressure the Government responds to issues in a very predictable way. One
response is to attack the union movement, another is to attack the Federal Government, to
attack the Opposition on WA Inc, or bring up something concerning the Mabo decision.
The Opposition says to the Premier -
Mr Court: The Government told you six weeks ago we would make this statement today.
Mrs HALLAHAN: I am explaining how a lot of people see the Government; the
opposition certainly sees it this way. The Premier should get on with going down the
very costly path which he has consciously chosen even though the Opposition and
everyone else informed on this issue knows it is doomed to failure. The Government has
embarked on a very expensive course of action.
Mr Court: Doomed to failure, is it?
Mrs HALLAHAN: Yes, and a very expensive failure.
Mr Court: Is that what you would like?
Mrs KALLAHAN: This State is faced with uncertainty and confusion for investment in
the community and the divisiveness drummed up by the Premier will be one of the
legacies of his time in Government Although the Government might think that is
expeditious from its political point of view, the Opposition wants this matter settled
because of the effect it is having on industry and investment and to put an end to the
divisiveness that the Government has caused- The sooner this matter is settled, the better
it will be for the community and the economy of Western Australia.

MATTER OF PUBLIC INTEREST - MINISTER FOR LABOUR
RELATIONS' ACTIONS

THE SPEAKER (Mr Clarko): Today I received a letter from the Leader of the
opposition seeking to debate as a matter of public importance the actions of the Minister
for Labour Relations.
If sufficient members agree to this motion, I will allow it.
[At least five members rose in their places.]
The SPEAKER: In accordance with the Sessional Order, half an hour will be allocated to
each side of the House for the purpose of this debate.
MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie - Leader of the Opposition) 1 11.43 am]: I move -

That the House -

(1) Notes the legal opinion by a Queen's Counsel which concludes
that the inister for Labour Relations acted illegally and
improperly in -
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(a) requiring the Construction Industry Long Service Leave
Payments Board to furnish him with a list of names and
addresses of workers registered with the board;

(b) contravening the secrecy provisions of the above Act which
prohibit use or disclosure of names in the register.

(2) Calls for the immediate return to the board of the information
illegally and improperly obtained by the Minister and the
supervised destruction of any copies made.

(3) Expresses its dismay that provisions of the Long Service Leave
Act enacted by this Parliament to protect the privacy of citizens
have been illegally and improperly disregarded by the very
Minister responsible for the administration of the Act.

(4) Demands the Attorney General refer the opinion by the Queen's
Counsel to the Director of Public Prosecutions for a determination
as to whether or not the Minister should be prosecuted for breaches
of the Act.

(5) Calls on the Premier to stand the Minister aside pending the
Director of Public Prosecutions' determination and any subsequent
proceedings.

I understand that by now the Premier and the Minister for Labour Relations will have a
copy of the opinion put forward by Mr Ian Viner, QC, on this matter. All members and
the public should have the opportunity to see the opinion and for that reason I seek leave,
under Standing Order No 115 to incorporate it in Hansard.
The SPEAKER: I am advised that members can only incorporate graphs, maps and
documents of that kind in Mansard. It has been suggested to me that the opinion does not
fit within the rules of this House.
Mr TAYLOR: Mr Speaker, I ask that during the course of my speech you reconsider
whether I can incorporate the opinion in Hansard.
The SPEAKER: I will do that.
Mr TAYLOR: Although it may be possible to incorporate the opinion in Hansard later, I
take this opportunity to table it for the information of members.
The SPEAKER: I have had another look at Standing Order No 115 and it confirms what
I said. The Leader of the Opposition may table the paper.
[Paper tabled for the information of members.]
Mr TAYLO)R: This motion provides the Premier with the opportunity to stand by his
rhetoric on recent issues associated with ministerial accountability. Mr Viner, a former
President of the Western Australian Liberal Party, a former Federal Minister for
Industrial Relations and now a highly respected Queen's Counsel in this State, has
examined this matter and has come down with the view that the Minister has gone well
and truly beyond the powers of accountability available to him. Mr Viner was asked for
an opinion on the lawfulness of the conduct of the Minister for Labour Relations and his
opinion deals directly with that issue. The opinion was sought by a firm of solicitors.
They chose to ask Mr Viner to provide the opinion and it will be paid for by the State
Parliamentary Labor Party. It is not cheap.
Several members interjected.
Mr TAYLOR: Members opposite may say, "Ha ha", but I suggest that when they
examine the opinion they should bear in mind who gave it. When they have done that, as
much as they might want to stand alongside the Minister for Labour Relations, they will
have severe doubts about the Minister's position on this issue.
Approximately a year ago the Premier made a big point in this place on the outcome of
the Royal Commission into Commercial Activities of Government and Other Matters'
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findings on the issue of supplying confidential information. The Premier will recall that
on that basis alone farmer Minister Bob Pearce was required to stand aside. He was
found to have acted improperly in receiving and using confidential information, On this
issue dhe Premier said -

... die public should have confidence in those bodies and in the fact that
confidentiality of information will be maintained.

He also said -

* '. people cannot disclose that type of information.
When speaking on the Australia Card the Premier said -

Concern existed in the community about the information being made public ...

On the same occasion he said these are the sorts of issues that should impose severe
penalties on people who disclose that type of information.
The matter the Premier has raised to the top of the masthead in his position as Premier of
Western Australia is integrity in Government. i his policy speech he said that he was
utterly committed to restoring decency to Government. He also said -

We will show diem that we have new standards of enthusiasm, efficiency and
integrity.

I emphasise the word "integrity". In that same speech the Premier said that the coalition
Government would -

.. restore integrity to Parliament and Government. If you purify a river
upstream, it will flow sweetly downstream.

Today the Premier has the opportunity to maintain those standards which he set for
himself.
Mr Court: I could not get you to resign. You did not accept responsibility for what you
did in Government.
Mr TAYLOR: A couple of days ago the Premier, when referring to the resignation of Mr
Beck, said -

The standards shown by Mr Beck yesterday would be very strange to members
opposite. They would not understand that someone could take the honourable
course of action and resign. The track record of members opposite is that they
tough it out.

In addition, die Premier said -
There are two standards in this Parliament: One on the coalition benches and a
different standard on the other side, where they tough it out.

This is an opportunity for the Premier to show leadership and to stand by that very issue
of integrity in Government which he raised to the top of the masthead back in February
1993. This is die first real opportunity that the Premier has had to deal with this issue
and the inister for Labour Relations. Quite clearly, the actions of the Minister have
been, as pointed out by Mr Viner, unlawful.
On 11I February the Minister wrote to the chief executive officer of the board saying, in
part -

There is however one area where I believe that your Board is in a unique position
to assist the Task Force in promoting the benefits of the Code to die industry.

That is the code of practice. The letter continued with reference to the task force -
it reports considerable difficulty in being able to directly reach "workers on

the tools", and in particular workers between jobs, or workers who have
temporarily left the industry.

He also said -
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I seek your agreement to release to the Task Force the name and contact address
of each building employee registered in your data base.

He did admit in the letter -

While I accept that my request to the Board is perhaps unusual, I am sure that you
will agree.. .

The board replied on 18 February that it was -

of die view that it cannot comply with the request due to the provisions of section
54 of the Act.

Those are the secrecy provisions. It continued -

This section provides that an offence is committed if any information is disclosed
or used other than for the purposes of giving effect to the objects of the Act.

The Minister then thought he could get around the objects of the Act and do it rather
cleverly. All of a sudden he decided the purpose should change; he did not want it for
the task force but rather to announce the intention of die Government to review the Act,
He wrote to the board that he believed the board had resorted to -

a legal technicality, the effect of which is simply to frustrate the efforts made by
Government and industry to progress construction industry reform.

The board replied on 1 March as follows -

The Board is disappointed that you viewed our earlier decision as resorting to a
'legal technicality'. This is not in fact the case. Your earlier letter requesting the
register was, in common with other earlier requests made of the Board, rejected
because the intentions disclosed in the letter were, in the Board's opinion, nor
consistent with the provisions of Section 54(b) of (he Act.

Section 54(b) seems to haunt this Government! The Minister obtained the information.
The board was sufficiently intimidated by this Minister to send the names and addresses
of 3 500 individuals registered with the board, who were compelled to supply that
information to the board. This Minister has direct responsibility for this legislation, and
oversees the Act. He has formed a deliberate intention to overcome and ignore the
privacy provisions of this legislation. He sent the letter, which was an absolute farce. it
was no more than a blatant trick to obtain that information. The letter is accompanied by
a pile of information headed "Code Talk, No Ticket, No Stan, No More". As Mr Viner
points out, that is sufficient to clearly show that the Minister was seeking to do no more
than get the secret information and use it for a quite blatant political purpose. Where
does it stop in terms of Ministers obtaining information? This is an issue of
accountability and standards in Government. If Ministers seek this information fronm
boards that are accountable and answerable to them, where will it stop? Will taxation
information be made available to Ministers? Will health information be made available
to Ministers? Will this Government believe it is in a position to obtain any information it
damn well likes, as long as it suits its political intentions?
I turn now to the opinion given by Mr Viner, a former President of the Liberal Parry and
a former Liberal Party Minister. As much as the Minister for Labour Relations may wish
to attack Mr Viner, he is a Queen's Counsel whose opinion in the legal community is
respected. My Viner was asked for an opinion regarding the lawfulness of the conduct of
die Minister for Labour Relations. He deals with the matter in some detail -

The primary questions for determination are:
1I Was the Board correct in first refusing to provide the employee register to

the Minister because of die secrecy provisions of S.54 of the Act?
The answer to that question according to Mr Viner is yes. The questions continue -

2. Was the Minister lawfully entitled to require the Board under S.11 of the
Act to supply the employee register to him?

The answer to that is no. It continues -
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3. Was the Minister lawfully entitled to use the information contained in the
employee register to send to employees the material on "No Ticket, No
Start" and the Code of Practice?

The answer to thai also is no. In Mr 'liner's opinion -

It is patently obvious the use to which the Minister wanted to put the names and
addresses appearing on the employee register (the proposed mail out by the Task
Force) does not fail within the objects of the Act -

The Minister knew this. it continues -

or the performance of any duty under the Act. By no stretch of the imagination,
in my opinion, can it be said that the disclosure by the Board to the Minister of
the information in the employee register or the use of it proposed by the Minister
in his 11Ith February 1994 letter was for the purpose of giving effect to the objects
of the Act or the performance of any duty under the Act.

Mr 'liner also writes -

It needs only to be observed that the secrecy requirements of S.54 are no mere
technicality but rather serve the fundamental purpose of respecting and protecting
the privacy of both employers and employees about whom information is
compulsorily obtained for exclusive use in the administration of the Act.

He further considers -

The secrecy restraint contained in S.54 is mandatory and cannot be ignored at the
whim of the Board or of the Minister.

He continues -

Secondly, the conduct of the Minister after receiving the employee register clearly
indicates the purpose stated in his letter of 23rd February 1994 (to provide advice
to registered employees of the Government's intention to review the Act) was not
the bona fide purpose for which the Minister had demanded the information from
the board in compliance with his request under 5. 11.

He continues -

T1he Minister's letter of 23rd February 1994 has every appearance of being
contrived -

it quite clearly was contrived. It continues -

so as to express a purpose which was not the true purpose for acquiring the
employee register, in order to overcome the Board's rejection of the request in the
first place.

That rejection was contained in the first reply to the Minister from the board. Mr 'liner
says that -

..the Minister cannot exercise the power conferred on him by S.l1 for some
collateral object not permitted by 5.54.
Having used the information on the employee register for an improper purpose in
mailing out his Newsletter, Issue Number 1 and Code Talk, neither of which
relate to any of the objects of the Act Or the performance of any duty under the
Act, the Minister has acted beyond his powers and in contravention of S.54. In
doing this, the Minister has acted unlawfully.

Mr Viner further says that the Minister used the information for an unauthorised purpose
and his actions were invalid and unlawful. In addition he said that the Minister acted
illegally in contravention of the secrecy provisions of S.54,
This notice before the House is an indication to the Attorney General that she has a
responsibility to pass Mr Viner's opinion to the Director of Public Prosecutions and,
unlike this Governmentt, whatever the DPP decides, the Opposition will accept-
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Mr Kierath: Have you read the Act?
,Mr TAYLOR: Yes, I read it last night. The Opposition will accept that reference to the
DPP. Also while the DPP is examining this issue, by the very standards of accountability
and integrity set by this Premier, he should show some leadership in this matter and stand
aside the Minister for Labour Relations. The Premier will not even sit in the Chamber to
hear those comments because he does not like to listen to and have fired back at him the
issues of integrity and accountability, on which he came to Government in February
1993. The Premier has a responsibility to ensure that this matter is examined by the
proper authorities. He has that responsibility because of the unlawful, illegal and
improper conduct of the Minister in this matter. He has a responsibility to ensure that for
a day, a week, or even five weeks, this Minister sits on the reserve bench until he can
come back to this Government. He cannot ignore this issue. This is a critical issue of
privacy that affects all Western Australians one way or another. This is an issue of
integrity that affects this Government one way or another. This is an issue that neither
the Minister nor the Premier will be allowed to ignore.
MR MARLBOROUGH (Peel) [12.01 pm]: It is interesting that neither the Premier nor
the Minister has taken this opportunity to refute the statements made by the Leader of the
Opposition. I make it clear from the outset that the concerns that have been raised by this
judgment of Ian Viner, QC should be felt by every member of the Parliament and
certainly by every member of the Government. The secrecy provisions of section 54 of
the Construction Industry Portable Paid Long Service Leave Act are attributable not only
to that Act of Parliament. There are similar secrecy provisions in numerous other Acts of
Parliament.
Mr Kierath: Have you read that section?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Yes. The reason that this Parliament put in place those secrecy
provisions was to protect from the unscrupulous use by individuals the private
information that would be obtained by that Act. Never in its wildest dreams did this
Parliament expect that the person who would throw out of the window those secrecy
provisions, that protection of the rights of individuals in this State, would be, the Minister
responsible for that Act. Of course, we should not be surprised about that. It has been
demonstrated today that this Minister will go to any lengths to achieve his goal in regard
to, in this instance, the construction industry. What the Minister set out to do, as
indicated in his letter dated I I February, was not to inform anyone in the construction
industry about the long service leave requirements but to peddle Liberal Party
propaganda to people who work in the construction industry.
It is important for members to understand, particularly members opposite, that the long
service leave provisions of the construction industry have nothing to do with whether
people are members of trade unions. They apply to foremen, engineers, supervisors and
everyone who works in the construction industry. The Act recognises that from time to
time in the construction industry people move from job to job and it is difficult for them
to acquire long service leave. In order for the provisions of the Act to work when
employees work for numerous employees over a 15 year period, the employers must put
money into a scheme, and that money must be managed by an independent board. In
order for that independent board to manage the scheme properly, it needs to have certain
information; namely, the names and addresses of everyone who participates in the
scheme. Section 54 of the 1985 Act recognises the need to provide those individuals
with protection. The Minister knows that section 54 cannot be interpreted in the way that
he wants to interpret it in order to suit his end goal. It can only be interpreted in the way
that this Parliament meant it to be interpreted; namely, to protect employers and
employees.
These days, we can guess what the Minister will say. I will not go into the letters which
the inister wrote to the board, nor the replies, because the Leader of the Opposition has
covered those adequately, but I will look at the lengths to which this Minister will go to
get his own way. In the last 24 hours, we have heard the Minister say in the media that
he was bullied by a member of the board before he had even sent out this information and
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was told that he would be taken to the Hfigh Court. Let us look at what happened. When
the Minister wrote to the board on 11 February, a responsible member of the board
realised that this was not appropriate; the board would be party to an illegal activity by
giving the Minister the information that he sought. He picked up the telephone and
advised the Minister -

Mr Kierath: Did that same board member agree? Of course he did. He also happens to
be President of the Trades and Labor Council and secretary of one of the building unions.
That is the person whom you are tailking about.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: We will come to that. Unfortunately, that statement
demonstrates the real intent and purpose for which the Minister wanted these names and
addresses. That person was a union official! He was a member of the TLC! All that
demonstrates is what the Minister really intended to do with that information. He never
intended to advise people about long service leave. He always intended to kick them out
of unions. That is what Ian Viner, QC says. The Minister says in the first four
paragraphs of the letter which he wrote on 23 February, "How dare you, the independent
board, refuse me the right to this information? I am the Minister. I am Big Brother. I
am the State. I want to use this power as 1 see fit." However, some of the Minister's
subordinates were smart enough to say to him, "Hang on, Minister, you had better cover
your tracks and at least put in a paragraph which says that you will write about long
service leave and what you are doing to review the Act"; and of course the Minister
added that paragraph. It was because of the addition of that paragraph that the board was
satisfied. The Minister did not say that he would send out literature about no ticket, no
start, or about the task fore. He deliberately omitted that. He said he would send out
information about long service leave. Of course, the board was then in a position to
legitimately, under the provisions of section 54 of the Act, band over to the Minister the
information that he was seeking.
That is how this Minister operates. He cannot even in good grace accept that the board
had to protect itself and also attempt to protect this stupid Minister. That is what it did.
It protected him by not giving him the information requested in the first letter that he
wrote on IlI February. Having done that and having had an individual member of the
board telephone the Minister and say, "We cannot send you this letter. It is not
appropriate. We will be acting as illegally as you are if we do that", the Minister turned
that around for media consumption and said, "Here is a union heavy ringing me up and
telling me that he wili take me to the Hi1gh Court. How dare he!" Of course he dared,
and of course he should, because in this whole scenario he is the only person, in
conjunction with his board, who tried to do what this Parliament set out to do; namely,
protect the rights of everybody involved in the construction industry long service leave
scheme. Everybody includes employers and employees.
It is appropriate that this Minister be stood aside. It is appropriate that the Director of
Public Prosecutions look into this matter. If the Minister has nothing to hide, let the DPP
look into this matter and come back and tell this Parliament whether the Western
Australian public have been protected from this marauding madman.
MR KIERATH (Riverton - Minister for Labour Relations) [12.10 pm]: From the
beginning this motion has been a cheap political stunt.
Several members interjected.
Mr KIERATH: At least I can back up everything I say, which is more than members
opposite can do. I will show that the Opposition members have not even read the Act
they claim to represent. I will outline to the House some of the relevant events. It is true
that after I wrote to the board I received a telephone call from Mr Kevin Reynolds, the
State Secretary of the BLF -
Mr Marlborough: Did he ring you in his capacity of member of the board?
Several members interjected.
Mr KIERATH: Mr Kevin Reynolds threatened a Minister of the Crown; he said that if I
attempted to vary the board's decision he would see me in the Supreme Court. He went
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on to use all sorts of ocher examples of where people have tried to misuse information.
That is interesting because the same person is the President of the Trades and Labor
Council - the political master of most members opposite. Most members opposite could
not gain preselection without his endorsement. When I Wrote to the board on a different
issue - long service leave, which I raised through the Western Australian Labour
Advisory Council - a review was being undertaken. I wrote to the board seeking
information for that purpose. I am talking about the same man who threatened a Minister
of the Crown being a member of that board. By letter I was advised that the board
unanimously agreed to give me the information.
Several members inteijected.
Mr KJERATH: The letter is dated 1 March. The Leader of the Opposition highlighted
the first part. However, the second part reads -

Notwithstanding the above explanation, the Board has unanimously agreed to the
provision of the register -

Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! This is an extremely important and serious motion, I
am very much aware that every opportunity was given to Opposition members to be
heard with very few interjections.
Dr Gallop interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! When I am on my feet I do not expect interjections. I
formally call to order the member for Victoria Park. An opportunity was given for the
Opposition to clearly put its point of view. It is fair and reasonable that the Minister be
afforded the same degree of courtesy.
Mr KIERATH: The letter reads -

Notwithstanding the above explanation the Board has unanimously agreed to the
provision of the register of members to you in the light of the purpose stated by
you in the final paragraph of your letter of 23rd February.

The same person agreed unanimously! The next paragraph reads -
The Board suggests it may be appropriate that employer members of the
Con struction industry also receive notice of the review of the Act, and as such the
Board shall be happy to supply you with a register of these names and addresses if
you agree.

I was offered a list that I did not ask for. The board unanimously agreed to provide the
information, and made a further suggestion about additional information. After receiving
a threat front Kevin Reynolds that he would see me in the Supreme Court, I must confess
that every step I rook was very careful. At every stage I sought advice from Crown Law.
I do not hide behind that advice, but when threatened in that way most members would
react in the same way. With every single move I made I sought Crown Law advice about
the legality of the position.
Several members inteijected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr KIERATH: Members should give me a chance, and I will explain. We want to
emphasise the track record of the industry and the players involved, especially the
secretaries of the two trade unions. They survive by threatening, bullying arid
intimidating people. That is how those organisations are run. flat is how they survive in
the industry. Members such as the member for Peel have a background in the trade union
movement. It is a natural reaction for him to threaten, intimidate and bully people. The
Government has served notice on the industry that it will nor stand for threats,
intimidation, bullying or standover tactics. The law of the land will apply to everyone,
and that means the union mates of the member will not be exempt from the law. The law
will be applied evenly across the board.
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Members opposite raised the question of a legal opinion by Ian Viner, QC. It is exactly
that - a legal opinion! Had the Opposition chosen someone of sufficient standing to
produce a legal opinion, I might have considered it in a different light. This same person
was commissioned by the Trades and Labor Council to give an opinion on workplace
agreements. That opinion was tabled in this House. It stated that workplace agreements
were unenforceable. This occurred at a time when the legislation was going through this
place. Subsequently we have witnessed the successful prosecution of an employer who
sacked an employee for nor agreeing to a workplace agreement. I need say no more.
That opinion was controlled by the wrong brief. The brief was designed to give a
particular answer, in the same way that this opinion was designed to give a particular
answer. The opinion on workplace agreements offered by this person has been proved
wrong and without foundation. As Minister, therefore, I do not take much notice when a
further opinion paid for by the ALP lobs in this House - and I am expected to give it
serious consideration.
I have sought advice from Crown Law. When faced with a choice between a Crown Law
opinion and an opinion by this person I wI choose the Crown Law advice every time.
Mr Marlborough: Where is it?
Mr KJERATH: It is coming.
Several members interjected.
Mr KIERATH: I do not do what the member does. He shoots off his mouth, I consider
things carefully.
Several members interjected.
Mr KJJERATJ-l Please, Mr Deputy Speaker. I am losing my voice trying to yell over the
top of that member.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr KIERATH: Last time when such a legal opinion was provided to me, I provided a
summary of the Crown Law opinion. I also got Crown Law opinion on the advice tabled.
I undertake to table a summary of the Crown Law opinion. I will also table a summary
of Crown Law's opinion on Mr Viner's opinion. I will ensure that members opposite get
that information.
If Mr Viner's legal opinion was so good thai the Opposition paid for it -
Several members intwijecred.
Mr KIERATH: Please, Mr Deputy Speaker!
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Thte member for Peel. I do not want to formally call
the member to order -
Mr Marlborough inteijected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: I formally call to order the member for Peel. It is totally out
of order for a member to speak when the Deputy Speaker is on his feet. I am aware that
the member for Peel has a very involved interest in this debate, but it is very important
that each member has a fair opportunity to put a point of view.
Mr KJIERATHi: If the legal opinion is so good, one must ask why the Opposition has not
acted on it.
Mr Thomas: You are the Government!
Mr KIERATH: If the opinion were so good the Opposition would be prepared to act
upon it. I guess the Opposition would have to put its money where its mouth is, and try
to institute some form of proceedings. The Opposition does not have enough confidence
in the opinion to do that. In essence this is just a stunt by the Opposition in an attempt to
create a smokescreen. All the players in the building industry are being hurt by the effect
of the code of practice, and the "no ticket, no start, no more" campaign. It is really
starting to bite out there, and that is what this motion is all about. It is a smokescreen
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attempting to prevent this campaign from occurring. It will not matter, This Government
is committed to reform in the building and construction industry, and it does not matter
whether it is with or without me; the Government will continue with its reform of this
industry. It was a Cabinet and Government decision to endorse the code of practice to
clean up the industry. I can understand those with vested interests screaming about the
action we are taking, but we will not be deterred by a stunt from the Opposition, nor by
threats by several members of the trade union movement or other underhand tactics . We
are firm in our resolve to clean up this industry.
Let us compare the dinosar opposite with their more enlightened colleagues in New
South Wales! Rather than opposing the Government's reforms in that State, the New
South Wales counterparts signed an agreement to abide by the code of practice, upon
which, incidentally, ours is based. In fact, they went further in New South Wales and
ensured that voluntary unionism applied in that State. Let us compare that with members
opposite and their trade union mates. They will protect the closed shop at all costs. They
do not care about threatening the Minister - that is all right in the interest of their cause.
Several members interjected.
Mr KIERATH: Give me half a chance, Mr Deputy Speaker.
Mr DiL. Smith: You are under pressure.
Mr KIERATh: I am running out of time while members opposite interject in this way.
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr KIERATH: My voice is raised because of the level of interjection. Section 54 of the
Construction Industry Portable Paid Long Service Leave Act is important as it debunks
the thrust of the Opposition's argument.
Mr Taylor: Kierath, QC.
Mr KIERATH: Please, It reads -

A person who discloses or makes use of any information that has been furnished
to him or obtained by him under this Act commits an offence unless that
information is disclosed or used -

(a) with the consent of the person carrying on or operating any
business to which that information relates.

I will come back to that point. The section continues -

(b) for the purposes of giving effect to the objects of this Act.. .
Therefore - and this is Crown Law Department advice - by complying with subsections
(a) and (b), one is not committing an offence.
I now come to the best part: In its enthusiasm and desperation to catch the Mnister,
who - even if I say so myself - is achieving tremendous reforms in industrial relations in
this State, the Opposition has selectively mead parts of the Act. We know that members
opposite have selective memories with information, as was indicated during the
proceedings of the Royal Commission into Commercial Activities of Government and
Other Matters. Section 47 of the Act debunks the Opposition's entire argument; it reads -

Proceedings for an offence against the Act shall not be commenced without the
consent in writing of the Board.

Therefore, it is not up to the Attorney General to refer the matter to the Director of Public
Prosecutions; the consent of the board is necessary. Clearly, the only people who have
the power to do anything under the Act are those on the board. Members opposite are
wrong on almost every single count in this motion. They have not done their homework
and read the Act. I find it difficult to deal with people who do not do their homework
properly.
Several members interjected.
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The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order?
Mr KIERATH4: Pant (1) of the motion notes the legal opinion, which I have debunked.
The previous opinion on workplace agreements was a dud; this opinion is a dud. If one
complies with section 54(a) and (1$, one does not commit an offence. I will come back
to that point. Also, the only authority which can take action is the board itself. It is not
the Attorney General, the Premier, the Minister for Labour Relations or the DPP -none
of them can.
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Cockburn has been interjecting
incessantly. The member must show due courtesy and allow people a fair go in
presenting their views.
Mr KIERATH: Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker. The Opposition's attack has no
justification. It is a desperate attempt to score some political points and run a
smokescreen campaign supporting no ticket, no start.
Several members interjected.
Mr KIERATH: In relation to section 54(a) 1 sought in writing, and received, approval
from a number of organisations on behalf of their membership. The Chamber of
Commerce and Industry and the Construction Contractors' Association wrote giving
consent for me to send to the employer members and/or their employees information, and
so on. I also had written permission from the Fire Protection Industry Association of
Australia, and I am happy to table quotes from the letters.
Several members interjected.
Mr KCIERATH: The letter from the fire protection body indicated that it confirmed the
consent of the association. The list goes on.

Withdrawal of Remark
Mr COWAN: I anm sure that as a result of the volume and number of interjections you,
Mr Deputy Speaker, did not hear the comment made by the member for Mitchell. He
knows, along with every member in this House, that it should be withdrawn.
Mr DL. SMITH: In the context of a motion of this kind regarding the integrity of the
Minister, it is appropriate that I withdraw the remark; namely, that he was lying again.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: With the roar of inteujections I did not hear the comment, but
I would have requested that it be withdrawn if I had.

Debate Resumed
Mr KIERATH: I can understand that the truth hurts. I am happy to table this
information for members. I have written authority from the Chamber of Commerce and
Industry, the Construction Contractors' Association, the Association of Wall and Ceiling
Contractors, the Housing Industry Association, the Master Builders Association, the
Electrical Contractors Association, the Master Plumbers' and Mechanical Services
Association of WA, the Master Painters, Decorators and Signwricers. Association and the
Air-Conditioning and Mechanical Contractors Association, on behalf of their employers,
to send information to their members. I am happy to table that information. Therefore,
my actions comply with section 54(a).
Several members interjected
Mr KIERATH: Mr Deputy Speaker, please.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Peel has been allowed to make many
interjections during this debate. However, the Minister has not taken up the interjections,
Therefore, they are disorderly.
Mr KIERATH: My legal advice from Crown Law is that section 54(a) is satisfied.
Paragraph (b) also is satisfied. I draw members' attention now to two othier pans of the
Act: Section 53(2) outlines that provisions of this legislation should be trated as though
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the conviction were under section 96B of the Industrial Relations Act. Members know
that we revamped part 6A of that Act, and made it clear on the principle of freedom of
association. Therefore, it is possible to justify under the Act that no ticket, no start no
longer exists.
Part 23 of the Construction Industry Portable Paid Long Service Leave Act reads that
where a person has been engaged as an employee for any number of days not exceeding
two years. that person's name will be removed from the register arid he should forfeit all
entitlements. I have letters of complaint about that provision. Clearly, if a closed shop is
operating, and the union takes a dislike, say, to the member for Gernldton, they will
ensure that he does not work in the industry. If all building construction sites are closed
shops, the member will not be able to work and after two years he will lose his
entitlements under the Act. I have received advice that that is an object of the Act
Therefore, in any way members opposite want to look at the matter, I have satisfied the
objectives of the Act.
Let us consider what members opposite claim I have done. The building associations
provided the information in a set of labels containing names and addresses. If I posted
those labels, I had no further record of this information. If!I were to do what has been
suggested by some members, certainly by Kevin Reynolds, and posted out political
propaganda before art election, it would be necessary to take a floppy disk or the
information in some form which could be used again. However, I was provided only
with a list of labels containing names and addresses of those in the industry.
The third pant of the motion has been debunked by the first pant. The fourth part of the
motion is about the opinion of the Queen's Counsel. I think 1 have already canvassed the
opinion that was provided. As I have explained to this House before regarding workplace
agreements, I did table a summary of the copy of the opinion of the Crown Law
Department and I also tabled a summary of the assessment of the opinion of the Queen's
Counsel. I gave an undertaking earlier - and I repeat - that, when I have the Crown Law
opinion in front of me, I will ensure a summary is tabled. I will ensure that the sumnmary
of Crown law advice on the opinion that has been tabled is also tabled. The Opposition
has simply got it wrong again. The board must take the action, not the Government.
The fifth paragraph of the motion calls on the Premier to stand me aside. It is true that
this Government in its first year of office has engaged in major reforms in industrial
relations, workers' compensation, and the building and construction industry with the
code of practice. It is also true that one of the next initiatives that I will bring to this
House is a reform of the occupational health and safety areas. We will continue to bring
in reforms when they are needed.

I can understand the reluctance of members opposite. Many of those issues have been
described to me as being Labor Party heartland issues, and the Opposition does not like
reform occurring in those areas. I can understand why those opposite are upset and why
they have some personal dislike for me. I just happen to be the Minister undertaking
chose reforms. We will not be put off from taking those reforms by cheap political stunts
from those on the other side. It does not matter whether a mistake has been made; if I did
make it, another Minister who might be in control of this portfolio would be making
exactly the same reforms.
Mr Taylor: Perhaps one with higher standards.
Mr KIERATH: In the small amount of time I still have available to me, I will run
through the summary of the opinion. I have sought some outside advice on the opinion.
Ten minutes before I got to my feet in this place I received a summary of the opinion
which said that the Viner opinion is off the planet. It did not even approach the issue
about the consent of the employers; it simply assumed that the consent was not there.
The Opposition fabricated the brief to counsel to get the opinion that it wanted. The
Opposition based its entire argument on the first part of section 54. The member for Peel
screams about laws being broken. I have tried to ensure that the law applies equally to
everyone-
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Mr Leahy: Except you.
Mr KiERATH: That includes unions, employers, me - everyone. I am not even exempt.
It applies to everyone. The member for Peel publicly said about workplace agreements
that he condoned the wilful breaking of the relevant legislation. That is the standard by
which he lives his life; it is not the standard by which I live mine. The member for Peel
also criticised this Government for cracking down on law breakers. In essence, the anti-
closed shop provisions are in breach of the Industrial Relations Act. As we have been
trying to enforce the law, the member for Peel has said chat in some cases, which involve
his union mates, the law should be broken.
Mr Ripper: You have taken away their right to privacy.
Mr KIERATH: On the one hand, when it suits the member for Peel people can break the
law, yet on the other hand he says that he does not want the law broken. It depends on
whether his mates are disadvantaged. The Opposition has complained bitterly every time
and it has cried to criticise me for advising people of their rights. I advised the people
that a review was being undertaken. The people also received some information saying
chat under other Statutes in this State, certain practices were illegal. Again, the
Opposition complained that people should know and understand their rights under the
law. I would have thought that Opposition members would be championing the fact that
all people in this State should know their rights under the law. If Opposition members
got their case right, they might have some chance to succeed. However, at the moment
they have no chance because the opinion is wrong. I will table further advice about the
opinion. Opposition members have not done their homework because they have only
narrowly referred to section 54. They have not referred to section 47 which says that
only the board can rake action. I just hope that Opposition members learn their lesson
today, and the next time they want to make a serious move, they might do their
homework.
Mr Taylor: About arrogance!
Mr KIERATH: My advice to the Leader of the Opposition is to get someone who knows
what he is doing - perhaps the member for Morley or the member for Fremantle, but
definitely not the member for Peel.
MRS EDWARDES (Kingsley - Attorney General) 112.34 pm]: This motion is totally
ill-founded.
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mrs EDWARDES: Some members might be puzzled after looking at this motion.
Paragraph 1(b) refers to contravening the secrecy provisions of the above Act. However,
I am sure that members will be confused about which Act is involved. No Act is referred
to in the motion. We are left to presume this is ill-founded. The Opposition cannot even
get the wording in the motion right.
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mrs EDWARDES: We presume that the motion is talking about the Construction
Industry Portable Paid Long Service Leave Act 1985.
Several members inteijec ted.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I am allowing inteijections but only if they are
appropriate. That barrage of intrjections was totally out of order.
Mrs EDWARDES: The Opposition does not identify the Act within the motion. It talks
about the fact that the opinion should be referred to the Director of Public Prosecutions.
Sections 47 and 48 are very express in their provisions. The board can consider the
provisions of the legislation under which it can operate and the board should make its
own assessment about how and when it should proceed in any particular circumstances.
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Mr Taylor: You have a responsibility.
Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I ask the member for Cockburn to cease interjecting.
Mrs EDWARDES: I will not go through section 47 again, as the member referred to it.
Section 48 states -

(1) A complaint for an offence against any provision of this Act may be laid
in the name of the Board by an officer of the Board authorized to lay
complaints on behalf of the Board.

(2) An officer of the Board may appear on behalf of the Board in any
proceedings for an offence against any provision of this Act.

The board that is referred to is obviously the Construction Industry Long Service Leave
Payments Board. It is very clear: Any proceedings for an offence against this Act,
including sections 52 to 54. can be commenced only after the board has provided its
consent to those proceedings.
Mr Thomas interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Cockburn will come to order.
Mrs EDWARDES: No-one other than the board can consent to commencement of
proceedings.
Mr Taylor: You have responsibility as the senior law officer to deal with this matter.
Refer it on. If you have nothing to hide, refer it.
Mrs EDWARDES: This matter as a matter of law cannot be referred to the DPP because
it is not within his functions or responsibilities. The function of the DPP is to bring,
conduct and take over prosecutions on indictment for offences. The DPP can also bring
and take other prosecutions not on indictment for indictable offences, including the
summary trial of indictable offences. This matter clearly does not come within the Act.
Mr Taylor: This is about unlawfulness, about improper cases.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I call on the Leader of the Opposition to come to
order.
Mrs EDWARDES: Any referral of these matters to the DPP would be not only totally
inappropriate but also outside the DPP's statutory powers and functions and could
undermine the integrity of an independent statutory authority.
Mr Marlborough: Do you support the actions of the Minister?
Mrs EDWARDES: We do not support this motion -

Mr Marlborough: Do you support the actions of the Minister?
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Peel will come to order.
Mrs EDWARDES: This motion is totally ill-founded. It does not refer to an Act. It does
not take into account sections 47 and 48, and it certainly does not take into account the
powers of the DPP. We do not support the motion.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! Before I give the Independent member for Eloreat the
call, I believe an arrangement has been made behind the Chair to accommodate the
member's request to speak.
DR CONSTABLE (Floreat) [12.38 pm]: We would all agree that any part of the
breach of the secrecy provisions in any Act is a very serious matter. When a Minister is
alleged to have breached a secrecy provision in an Act, it is even more serious. If
members of Parliament do not protect the privacy of individual citizens, we are in a very
sorry state.
Today we have had chronicled a set of events, and letters that the Minister has sent out,
initially applying to the board to send out information about a code of practice. That was
rejected by the board. The Minister applied again saying that he wanted to send out
I5832-ls
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information about a review of the Act. Section 54 says that the names and addresses can
be given only for the purposes of the Act itself. If one looks at the list of information that
has been chronicled, that the Min ister sent out to those people whose names and
addresses he was given, he went way beyond a review of the Act. I will not read those
letters as I am aware time is short, but the Minister should think seriously about what he
did if he does not think that privacy has been breached. If I were a member of the board,
had given him permission the second time he asked and then found out what he sent out,
I would be angry indeed.
Having heard both sides of the debate today, enough evidence has been presented to
stand the Minister aside pending an investigation. That would be the proper thing to do.
The question of whether he contravened section 54 of the Act should be looked at, and
not his long winded justification that we heard this morning.
MR COURT (Nedlands - Premier) [12.42 pm]: We are dealing with an industry where
there have been some serious problems for many years. The Minister has outlined today
the difficulty of dealing with members in this industry. The Minister has done everything
properly as required under this legislation. The motion says that I should stand the
Minister aside. The Minister has outlined to this House that his actions have all been
done with legal advice, which is a lot more than members opposite did when they were in
Government.
Mr Marlborough: Let us see an accountable Government, put your advice on the Table.
We have given you our advice.
Mr COURT: The member for Peel has a loud voice. This is his first opportunity as the
shadow Minister responsible for this area and here he is trying to stop moves that will
bring about more freedom in that industry.
Mr Taylor: Do you believe that Ian Viner would accept a fabricated brief?
Mr COURT: Ian Viner has been asked to give an opinion. The Opposition has done that
on previous occasions. The brief which came through the last time the Opposition used
him has proved to be incorrect. This time around the Attorney General has spelt out
clearly that the Minister has acted quite properly in this matter. Members opposite
should not keep their heads in the sand; changes are happening in that industry and,
whether members opposite like it or not, there will be reform in that industry. Members
opposite can talk about confidential information. We know the standard under which
they live. Legal advice has been received so the Minister can do it properly. Members
on the Opposition side were prepared to release confidential banking details of members
of the public.
MR D.L. SMITH (Mitchell) 112.43 pm]: The Minister for Labour Relations, at whom
this motion is directed, is the Minister responsible for the legislation that is the subject of
the opinion. The facts that are contained in the opinion of Mr Viner have not been
disputed by the Minister at all. The Minister advised "Dear Wayne" in his first letter to
the board -

There is however one area where I believe that your board is in a unique position
to assist the Task Force in promoting the benefits of the Code to the industry.

That was the objective of the Minister, and that is what the Minister did when he got the
list and posted the propaganda that went out to members. What was the opinion of the
board which has the responsibility under this Minister of being accountable to this
Parliament and has the responsibility for initiating prosecutions? What did the board
have to say about that purpose? It said -

The full Board has this morning considered your request and, consistent with past
decisions, is of the view that it cannot comply with the request due to the
provisions of section 54 of the Act. This section provides that an offence is
committed if any information is disclosed or used other than for the purposes of
giving effect to the objects of the Act.

The advice of the board to this Minister was that if he used that information for the
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purposes that he said in his original letter he would be committing an offence and so
would the board. There are two offences: The board in disclosing the list of names to
the Minister, the Minister in using the list of names for the purposes for which he wanted
to use them. Parliamentary practice precludes me from saying that the Minister told the
board a lie, but he certainly gave a sham excuse to the board-, namely, that he was not
now going to use it for that purpose at all but to give out information about reforms that
might be required in relation to superannuation. The board then replied -

Notwithstanding the above explanation, the Board has unanimously agreed to the
provision of the register of members to you in light of the purpose stated by you
in the final paragraph of your letter of 23rd February.

The facts are not in dispute. The next line of defence that the Minister tried to put before
this Parliament is that various organisations gave him approval. He did not table the
letters, he tabled extracts. The wording in relation to consent is, "with the consent of the
person carrying on or operating any business to which that information relates." It is not
the consent of an organisation, but of every person who provided information to the
board believing it would be confidential.
The board had already informed the Minister that the purpose for which he wanted to use
the board would constitute an offence for the board and for the Minister. The Minister
knowingly committed an offence, and he knowingly misled die board. The Minister
knowingly misled a board for which he is responsible to this Parliament. That is a
sackable offence by itself, let alone then using the information in the way that he did.
We have had the usual response from the Government. It looks at the Labor
Government's standards, so-called, under WA Inc, which this Premier said in Opposition
and during the past few days had to be different from his Government's standards, and
then it shoots the messenger. Mr Viner, a former Federal inister for Industrial
Relation, is a Queen's Counsel. He is required as a Queen's Counsel, as the Attorney
knows, to have certain responsibilities to the court and to the public in terms of the
advice that he gives. There is no better qualified Queen's Counsel in Western Australia
to provide advice on statutory interpretation than this farmer Federal Minister and
parliamentarian, this former industrial advocate and Minister for Industrial Relations.
His advice, which has been tabled - the advice from the Government has not been
tabled - is unequivocal:
The Minister acted illegally in contravention of the secrecy provisions of section 54 when
he used the information contained in the employee register for a purpose not permitted by
section 54(b) - namely, to mail out to employees on the register the Minister's own
newsletter on the subject "No Ticket No Start No More". Absolutely, unequivocally, this
Minister committed an offence under legislation for which he is responsible to this
Parliament. If the Premier does not think misleading a board in the way this Minister did,
committing an offence against the Minister's own Act, and an opinion of this kind is not
reason enough to stand down this Minister, this Premier is as amoral and as dissembling
as this Minister for Labour Relations.

Division
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (20)
Mr M. Samn Mr Graham Mrs Robert
Mr Brown Mr Grill Mr D.L. Smith
Mr Catania Mrs Henderson Mr Taylor
Dr Constable MY Hill Mr'Thomas
Mr Cunningham Mr Kobelke Ms Warnock
Dr Edwards Mr Marlborough Mr Leahy (Teller)
Dr Gal lop Mr Ripper
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Noes (28)
Mr Ainsworth MrlJohnson Mr Shave
Mr CJ. Blarnett Mr Icierath Mr W. Smih
Mr B taikie Mr Lewis Mr Trenorden
Mir Board Mr Marshall Mr Tubby
Mr Bradshaw Mr McNee Dr Turnbull
Mr Court Mr Minson Mrs van de Kiashorsi
Mr Cowan Mr Nicholls Mr Wiese
Mr Day Mr Omnodel Mrt Bloffwitch (Teller)
Mrs Edwardes M~r Osborne
Dr Namnes Mr Pendaj

Question thus negatived.

PETROLEUM ROYALTIES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading
Debare resumed from 5 April.
MR GRILL (Eyre) [12.51 pm]: The Opposition opposes this piece of legislation for
reasons I will give shortly. Before I do chat I thank the Minister for the briefing he
arranged this morning and indicate chat this matter camne onto the Notice Paper only on
Tuesday. The usual convention is seven days. We on this side of the House acceded to a
request by the Minister to deal with it expeditiously, and the Minister arranged for that
urgent briefing this morning. We are satisfied with the briefing and are happy to deal
with the legislation expeditiously after the matter of public importance.
The second reading speech on this matter really is totally inadequate. This Bill deals
with some very complicated and highly sophisticated legislation, which has a substantial
history behind it, and for it to be dismissed in a one and three-quarter page second
reading speech is not good enough. I know it is not this Minister's responsibility but lies
with the Minister in another place. The Minister in another place might well have an in-
depth and expert understanding of this legislation, but quite frankly, I do not and I do not
chink anybody else in this House does. It really places the Opposition and this House at a
considerable disadvantage when debating this legislation and coming to the right
conclusions. Some division has occurred between members on this side of the House on
the posture we might adopt towards this legislation. If we had better second reading
speech notes that division might not exist and we may have come closer to agreement on
the legislation than we did in the other place and we may do today.
It is essential that I go into something of the history of this matter. As I understand from
the briefing this morning five types of royalty regimes are in place for petroleum in
Western Australia. Four of them relate to offshore petroleum and one relates to onshore
petroleum. If we want a starting point for this debate, we need to go back to 1973 and
the High Court decision on the seas and submerged lands case. That decision came about
because legislation by the Whiitlamn Government was challenged by the States in the High
Court. The States argued they had jurisdiction in the territorial waters, but the final
decision of the High Court was against that argument and it upheld the argument of the
Commonwealth; namely, that the Commonwealth had jurisdiction from the low water
mark. Notwithstanding that judgment, the States and Commonwealth got together and
worked out a gentleman's agreement, which was formalised under the heading of the
Offshore Constitutional Settlement of 1979. That was a mutual agreement, more political
than legal, which cook into account the decision of the High Court in the seas and
submerged lands case. It substantially altered the legal basis of the division of royalties
and the placing of excise on petroleum products at the wellhead.
To understand that situation we need to appreciate the fact that the settlement gave the
States the right to administer the territorial seas and the waters inland from the territorial
seas as long as that administration was done in the national interest. The territorial sea
limit is three nautical miles. Internationally it has been argued that it is 12 kilometres,
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but for the purposes of Australian law apparently it is still three nautical miles from a
base line. The base line takes into account bays and islands and as a result dhe line in
many places is considerably out to sea.
Mr C.J. Barnett: Thank god for the islands!
Mr GRILL: Yes, indeed. By way of background, royalties are applicable to gas and
condensate in Western Australia and in other States, but no Federal excise presently is
applicable to diem. I do not know whether that will always remain the case. The
contentious area of this legislation which reflects a difference of opinion between the
Commonwealth and the State is the North West Shelf - not all of it but a large part. To
understand the nature of that disagreement we must look at the various royalty regimes.
[Leave granted for speech to be continued.]
Debate thus adjourned.
[Continued below.]

Sitting suspendedfrm 12-59 to 2 .00 pm

[Questions without notice taken.]

BILLS (3) - RETURNED
1. Iron Ore (Mount Newman) Agreement Amendment Hill
2. Pilbara Energy Project Agreement Bill
3. Adoption Bill (No 2)

Bills returned from the Council without amendment.

PETROLEUM ROYALTIES LEGISLATION AMENDMENT HILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.
MR GRILL (Eyre) [2.36 pm]: I referred earlier to the five royalty regimes currently in
place in Western Australia. The first is in respect of the waters inland of the territorial
seas administered by the State under the Petroleum (Submerged Lands) Act. The second
is the onshore areas administered by the State under the Petroleum Act. The third is the
Woodside areas on the North West Shelf, administered jointly by the State and
Commonwealth Governments pursuant to an agreement. That includes Rankin,
Goodwyn, and shortly Cossack and Wanaea fields. The fourth is all other areas offshore
outside those areas under exclusive Commonwealth jurisdiction in terms of the royalty
regime but under die day to day administration of the State. The fifth is Barrow Island
which is subject to a set agreement. In relation to the territorial seas and the inland
waters, and the onshore areas, a royalty system is in place currently which calculates
wellhead value on an ad valarem basis; that is, that excise applies after the first
30 million barrels from the field. Those areas are the subject of this Bill. It is within
those areas that we find the Harriet and Saladin fields, over which the Commonwealth
and the Stat Governments have a disagreement. The Woodside area on the North West
Shelf has a royalty system which allows excise to be deducted before the wellhead value
is calculated.
Mr C.J. Barnett: As part of the agreed arrangement. The Woodside project is not a bad
deal for Western Australia.
Mr GRILL : I am not sure what percentage we will take up. Is it 30 per cent?
Mr C.J. Barnett: The total volume genemated is strong. It was diverting royalties for a
while but it is now a good deal.
Mr GRILL: In the Commonwealth waters a resource rent tax is applied. On Barrow
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Island there was in the past a similar dispute to the one we are having today with this
matter. That was resolved by a further agreement which introduced a resource reint tax. I
think it is a 30:70 per cent division of the proceeds of the tax, but I am not certain. This
whole debate revolves around the definition and calculation of wellhead value.
Wellhead value is calculated by taking the sale value and making deductions from it. It
is called the net back calculation. Royalties in this State are 10 per cent on a primary
licence and 12.5 per cent on a secondary licence, but the Minister with jurisdiction in this
area - the Minister for Mines, I think - has the ability in certain special circumstances to
reduce royalties to about five per cent. That power has been used very sparingly in the
past. Minister Jeff Canr some years ago used it in respect of the Beharra Springs field for
Sagasco Resources Limited and reduced it to 8.5 per cent. As far as I know that is the
only occasion when there has been a reduction in royalties.
The real crux of the dispute is, what are the appropriate deductions to make that wellhead
value calculation, in particular, whether the Commonwealth excise should be deducted in
making that calculation. Commonwealth excise has applied in Australia only since 1975,
after the first oil shock. It applies only on production in any particular field over
30 million barrels; that is, the first 30 million barrels are free of excise. Excise is
presently set by regulation and can range from zero to 55 per cent on the value of the oil
produced.
The excise is taken on the oil produced but is calculated on the sale price. That leads to
part of the problem. In Western Australia only two projects pay excise. They are both in
inland waters. One is Saladin, operated by WAPET, and the other is Harriet, operated by
the Apache company. I do not think it is possible to draw parallels between those two
fields and any other field in Australia. At one stage it was probably possible to draw
parallels between those two fields and the Bass Strait fields. The Bass Strait fields were
subject to a dispute between the Victorian Government and the Commonwealth
Government some time ago. The consequence of that dispute was that those Bass Strait
fields were convented to a rent resource tax. It is not possible to make a comparison
between the Saladin and Harriet fields and the Bass Strait fields now.
There is no excise on onshore fields anywhere in Australia. There are no onshore fields
which meet the threshold of 30 million barrels. No fields on the North West Shelf
presently pay the excise. The Wanaea-Cossack field will pay excise once it reaches the
30 million barrel threshold. The real subject of this Bill is fields like Saladin and Harriet.
Mr C.i. Barnett: When that occurs it will apply to the Wanaea-Cossack field. It is
covered by the total Woodside agreement. That is my understanding. You are right in
that the return to the State is probably reasonable under that agreement. There may be
another field. Given current exploration, there probably will be a discovery which will
go over the 30 million barrels. The issue will arise then.
Mr GRILL: The dispute about the wellhead value comes about because the
Commonwealth says that the excise should be deducted in calculating the wellhead value
before the royalty is calculated and the Western Australian Government says that excise
should no: be deducted. The problem comes about because of the way in which the
excise is constructed and defined ini the Commonwealth Act. It is paid on sales but tax is
on petroleum recovered and the liability rests with the producer. The Western Australian
position is that excise is a recovery cost. Consequently it is deemed to be a cost of
getting the petroleum out of the ground; that is, it is a pre-wellhead cost.
Mr C.J. Barnett: Are you saying that is the position of the Opposition? Are you
enunciating that now?
Mr GRILL: I will start from the beginning. The position expressed by the Western
Australian Government is that the royalty is paid on the purchase price and is paid to the
owners of the resource and the owners of the resource are the people of Western
Australia. through the State. Therefore, it should be paid prior to any excise. That is the
classical position.
Mr C.J. Barnett: The argument is that the excise is effectively a tax, whereas we are
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talking about a royalty which is the sale price. Therefore, the State Government position
is that excise should not be deducted. We should bring down the base to which the
royalty right is applied and it would be regarded as a tax. Primacy should go to the sale
price. Our sale price should not be affected by Commonwealth tax.
Mr GRILL: The Commonwealth takes the reverse of that position. It says that the excise
payment reduces the sale price and consequently should be deducted prior to the
calculation of the royalty. We have a classic standoff which has been the subject of some
dispute going back a couple of years.
A while ago I said that the resources rent tax in respect of Harrow Island was a 30:70 per
cent split. From my notes I now realise that it is a 25:75 per cent split. The problem was
evident in relation to the Barrow Island field and it was settled by that agreement. The
problem did not raise its head again until the advent of the Saladin field. Negotiations
have taken place in relation to this field for quite some time. The debate went on for a
couple of years. In December 1991 the then Minister, the member for Helena, wrote to
WAPET setting out a schedule of royalty calculations and indicating that excise was not
to be deducted. However, he said that was not the end of the matter and that if excise
was to be taken into account before royalties were paid, WAPET would be refunded the
amount of money it had paid in the interim.
In May 1992, then Premier Carmen Lawrence at an APEA conference made the decision
that the Commonwealth position was the correct one and that the excise payment should
be deducted before calculation of royalties. An announcement was made. That was the
Government's position until a few weeks ago and the introduction of this legislation. I
am told that, by virtue of the excise being deducted before royalties are calculated,
WAPET is paying somewhat lower royalties than it would under the other situation.
That "somewhat lower figure" is about a million dollars a month. If it were divided
between the State and Federal Governments, on the basis that excise should not be
deducted before the royalty is calculated, the State would receive $600 000 in extra
royalties and the Commonwealth $400 000 in additional excise. Saladin is a field which
has performed vastly better than expected. Considerable amounts of money can come
back to the State as a result of the change in the royalty regime.
Despite the arguments put forward by the Government, we on this side of the House can
see some merit in a different form of royalty regime which gives the State a larger share
of royalties. However, we feel it is wrong to change the royalty system at this stage
because it removes that element of certainty which the mining and petroleum industries
rely on for planning operations. If we are going to chop and change the rules and
regulations under which they operate, we cannot say that they operate under a certain
regime.
Mr C.J. Barnett: I could not agree with you more. It is a powerful argument and you
have won it.

Mr GRILL: The Premier made a lot of running out of sovereign risk from Mabo and
other matters. I will not go through them. Suffice it to say those statements were very
strong indeed. It seems to the Opposition that by adopting the regime proposed under
this legislation we are removing elements of certainty and putting in place elements of
sovereign risk which the explorers and producers should not be exposed to. The State
would argue that the legal position is correct. Quite frankly, I am not in a position to say
whether it is or not. I suspect it might be, and pursuant to various agreements, the State
probably does have the ability to change the regime. Nearly everything that has been
done since 1979 to the setting of royalties and excise has been on the basis of agreement
and not legalities. If it had been based on legalities the Federal Government would have
taken a greater proportion of excise duty and excluded royalties on all of the offshore
operations, and all the significant deposits of oil are offshore.
The settlements have been political, and on this side of the House we argue that, legal
niceties aside, it is probably more appropriate to continue with the political agreements
reached earlier on with the Commonwealth than insist upon every ounce of flesh and
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every element of our legal rights. There are also arguments in favour of uniformity. If
we proceed down the road proposed by this legislation we will certainly be out of step
with the royalty regime which applies to the Woods ide North West Shelf project area.
Mr C.J. Barnett: That is a unique area, because there is no other arrangement like
Woodside anywhere else. There is a combination of different regimes there.
Mr GRILL: I think the Minister is right That is the only example I can come up with,
but that does not mean there is not the pore ntial for other arguments in other fields which
in future might come within this definition. However, at the moment that is the only
example we on this side of the House can point to. We also oppose the Bill on the basis
that it represents a new, additional tax source, and that tax should not be applied in what
appear to be in an arbitrary fashion. We do not believe that this State should act
unilaterally in this matter. There was a general agreement between the States and the
Commonwealth in 1979 which was termed the Offshore Constitutional Settlement, and
all Stares and the Commonwealth have abided by it ever since. The State, in acting
unilaterally in this instance, is going it alone. We feel that is not in the spirit of that
settlement.
Lastly, we would argue that this legislation is retrospective in the sense that it backdates
to 1 March 1994. However, in truth I would have to concede that although technically it
is retrospective in fact it is not in that no payments have been made and, if this legislation
is passed, the payments made under this new regime will probably not be retrospective.
However, in the technical sense it is retrospective. There must be a very good cause for
retrospective legislation and that cause has not been shown by the Government. Having
canvassed some of the background to clarify some of the argument, the Opposition
continues to oppose this new royalty regime. Itris an impost on WAPET which will
make it hard to plan. Both the question of sovereign risk and the element of uncertainty
are raised. We feel it would be better to leave the regime as it was even though it may
not have been perfect.
MR D.L. SMITH (Mitchell) [2.56 pm): The Bill simply seeks to change the method
by which one assesses the value of the petroleum produced for purposes of imposing the
royalty. The Commonwealth excises at present are deducted first, and under this Bill the
proposal is not to make that deduction in assessing the value for royalty purposes. I have
no problem with that in principle. We should have clear principles for our own taxing
and excise regimes and a clear idea of what we are to gain from the impositions we make.
This is not helped where the Commonwealth has the ability to change the amount we
receive by changing its taxation regime.
As the member for Eyre said, the problem is that we will be our of line with other States.
I do not see a problem with that, and the States should be able to continue to go down
their own path. The problem, as we all know, is that the Commonwealth tends to get its
own back because when it comes to Commonwealth distribution to the States it takes into
account the revenue bases on which they operate. If we have higher rates of taxes in
some areas than other States, the Commonwealth tends to see that as a advantage and
then contributes perhaps less than it might otherwise do. As the member for Eyre also
said, the problem with this legislation is that for Saladin and Harrier decisions have been
made on the basis of the previous regime. It is unfortunate that the capital commitment
of those companies was made on the basis of a lesser rate of royalty than will be the case
after this legislation becomes effective. While we agree to the principle of what the
legislation is about, the Government should have made some special provision for
Saladin and Harrier to make sure that the companies affected are not put at risk by the
sovereign risk they took when they decided to invest in those fields on the basis of the
existing method of royalty assessment,
I do not think we would criticise the Government if it had sought to make some special
exception in relation to those two fields. However, they are not the reason I am
participating in this debate. The only reason I do that is because of my concern that this
Bill originated in the other place. As members know, money Bills are not supposed to
originate in the other place. The whole idea of that is well entrenched in the Westminster
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system, our own legislation, standing orders and conventions. We must jealously guard
that situation. Where the Minister for Finance is in the other place, there will be a
tendency for this Government to introduce Bills there which impact on public raisings by
the Government through taxes and other methods. This legislation clearly has the effect
of increasing the royalty these companies will pay.
Mr C.). Barnett: The legislation is the responsibility of the Minister for Mines, not the
Minister for Finance.
Mr D.L. SMITH: Whichever Minister it was, if legislation is introduced which will
change a method of assessment of tax, imposing taxes or increasing them we should
insist that it be introduced and debated here first rather than allowing the upper House, by
stealth, to gradually erode the protection this House has had concerning financial
raisings.
Mr Grill: This matter crossed my mind as well. I asked Hon Mark Nevill to raise it with
the Clerk in the Council. The Clerk indicated he did not think it was a money Bill but
that it was merely amending a royalty regime which was in place. Frankly, I do not think
that argument washes. The matter should be taken up currently by the Speaker to ensure
that money Bills do not originate in the upper House.
The SPEAKER: That seems to me to be an important matter and deserves more
consideration than is given to an interjection. I will have some inquiries made.
Mr D.L. SMITH: While the interjection is well made, the last source we should approach
is the Clerk of the Legislative Council. We should be ensuring the Legislative Assembly
has its own advice and we should not encourage encroachment in any way on the
principle that all money Bills should originate in this place. We should not allow it to
happen on the basis that somehow it is a change in the method of assessment arid that,
coincidentally, it increases the royalty companies must pay and, consequently, the
revenue to the Government. Next they will want to initiate Bills in the other place that
involve the expenditure of moneys. We are the protectors of the public purse and we
should ensure our position continues without any encroachment from the Legislative
Council.
MR CJ. BARNETT (Cottesloc - Minister for Resources Development) [3.03 pm]: I
thank members opposite for their comments, particularly the member for Lyre for
agreeing to deal with this legislation in a relatively short period; that is, less than the
usual week the legislation would lie on the Table. I am glad he rook advantage of the
briefing that was available this morning. I also thank the member for his history of
royalties dating back to the High Court case of 1973.
Without going over that territory again, two aspects clearly emerge: First, the legal
position of the respective authority of the Commonwealth and the State is in some doubt.
I guess we ultimately depend on a fair amount of goodwill between the Commonwealth
and the Stare as to how respective taxing and royalty regimes can apply in different
offshore areas. There has been confusion in that various decisions, judgments and
agreements have been made.
The other point I agree with is that we have unnecessary complexity, confusion and
differences between offshore areas concerning how the resource is taxed or priced. There
is a mix of Commonwealth regulation and law, State regulation and law and
Commonwealth-State agreements as apply in the Woodside offshore area. It must be
addressed. The Department of Minerals and Energy has released a discussion paper on
the question of royalties and has proposed a hybrid system involving a minimum charge
and a superior component that picks up a particularly high value or large field. That has
merit. This State has had cases where in Commonwealth waters, because there has been
no effective ad valorem component but only the resource rent tax, oil wells have
produced which have paid no tax or royalty to either the Commonwealth or the State.
Interniationally, we must look foolish if we are effectively giving away our resource,
often to companies with substantial overseas ownership. That is not in anyone's best
interest. It takes the principle of the resource tax too far. A hybrid proposal is sensible.
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A minimum amount of royalty or tax should be paid for any oil or gas resource. Where
that is a particularly valuable or large resource, a component should capture part of our
greater economic rent. We must move towards that. I welcome comments Opposition
members may have on that discussion paper. It is in circulation and we are receiving
responses from industry on it.
Another aspect lost in the whole debate is that confusion exists in the way in which both
the Commonwealth and the State think about the system. There has been a failure to
clearly distinguish between a taxation measure and a royalty. From the company's
perspective, perhaps it does not matter, it is all money paid out. However, there is an
important point of principle; that is, that the royalty is a payment for the resource. It is
effectively the selling price the State places on a Crown resource. I think that has
primacy. Beyond that, there is no doubt the Commonwealth is entitled to impose a
taxation regime. Indeed the State can impose other taxes and charges if it wants.
Nonetheless, we must clearly understand the distinction between a royalty and tax.
Where developers argue for concessions, it weakens us. There can always be a degree of
negotiation on the taxation regime, but longer tenm we must be able to say the royalty is a
selling price. We will not give a company a cut in selling price but we will talk about
taxation. I hope there will be greater agreement in the future about the way in which
royalties and taxes apply to new resources as they ame developed.
The arrangement developed for the North West Shelf project has been good. The second
round of that arrangement, which saw the deferral of royalties as pant of developing the
export LNG phase, allowed that to occur and for the remainder of the 1990s will return to
the State very high royalty income. Western Australia has a rich resource endowment.
We must protect the income from that and ensure we collect sufficient income in the
form of royalties so that the benefits of that resource endowment can be shared across the
whole community through a range of either Government expenditures or reduced
taxation on other members of the community.
The member for Eyre made some comment about sovereign risk with which I agree.
Many statements have been made about that; I have made a few. It is a problem. We
have a responsibility to try to leave the rules of the game unchanged as far as is
practically possible. In this case we argue from a Government perspective that we are re-
establishing the longstanding rules- For some 15 years excise payments were not
deductible before royalty calculations. I understand that was the position previous
Ministers for Mines within the Labor Government had supported. Former Premier Dr
Lawrence, in an address to the Australian Petroleum Exploration Association conference
in May 1992, made a decision to change that longstanding practice and to say that excise
could be deducted prior to the calculation of royalties. It was that decision to give a
concession, which I do not think was warranted, but which created the sovereign risk.
We have taken away that concession and restored the status quo.
Mr Grill: How does it come back? With respect to the Woodside North West Shelf area,
that excise was deducted before the royalty was taken out.
Mr C.J. BARNETT: I cannot answer that in detail, but because of the scale of the North
West Shelf project - the fact it had a domestic gas component and future export
potential - there was an agreement about the way it was done.
Mr Grill interjected.
Mr C.J. BARNEI:- Yes, it was. It was Commonwealth water and the State was given
an entitlement because it was involved with the domestic gas purchase and the LNG site
on land. That was sensible. If some precedent is to be taken from that, it is that on large
pirojects negotiation should occur between the Commonwealth, the State and the
proponent, and a regime should be put in place that allows the project to go ahead and
provide fair reuns. I do not think the North West Shelf should be taken as a precedent
for some of the smaller gas projects.
The member for Eyre raised the question of retrospectivity and said that he did not
consider the Bill retrospective in die sense that payments had not been made. I do not
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consider this Bill retrospective at a. The date of application is 1 March 1994. The
announcement of the Government's intention to do this was made clear well before that.
To me, retrospective law is when it is announced that something will apply for some time
prior to the date of announcement. Most Commonwealth and State taxation laws ame
announced at the time of the Budget and the legislation or date of application can be
some time later. This Bill was announced in advance, clear notice was given to the
industry and, as the member for Eyre pointed out, the payments have not yet been made.
Mr Grill: Isn't it retrospective legislation that was announced in advance?
Mr CJ. BARNETT: Yes, I guess that technically one could argue that. However, my
interpretation of retrospective legislation is when a Bill is announced or enacted to apply
previously, with no prior announcement. In this case, as is the case with most
Commonwealth and State tax legislation, the decision to do it was announced. It was to
apply to a future date and legislation has subsequently been put in place. It would always
be more perfect if the legislation could be passed or applied before the announcement
was made. However, reality - and the operation of this place - dictates that that will not
be the case. I think that is accepted. The retrospectivity argument is not strong in this
case.
The final issue that was raised is the cost impact to the State. The State is losing
$60 000 a month in royalties. That is a significant amount; therefore, the Government is
keen to change what it regards as a wrong decision by the previous Premier and close that
loophole and restore the integrity to the royalty system. I know that is not popular with
the companies. Why would they want to pay $600 000 that they were not paying for a
while? I can understand their anger at that. However, it is a long term policy over 15
years to restore what had been in place for a long time. A lot of work will continue to be
done to restructure the royalty system to provide a fair system between the
Commonwealth and the State, between rich and marginal resources, and between existing
and future producers.
That will be a complex task, but it is long overdue. If it can be done it will put to rest the
sovereign risk argument. The Government will rely heavily on departmental advice from
the Department of Minerals and Energy, the Department of Resources Development, and
the Treasury Department, and also from the industry and any other commentators,
including Opposition members if they wish to give their views on this matter. It is not a
political issue but an economic and financial issue for this State's long term future which
we must get right and put in place. The multiplicity of systems to a newcomer in this
State must be confusing.
I thank the member for Mitchell for his comments about the need for the State to protect
its revenue sources, particularly from natural resources. I noted his comments, as did the
Speaker, about whether it was appropriate that legislation of this sont should commence
its passage in the upper House. This was not a Bill by the Minister for Finance but was
introduced by the Minister for Mines. I cannot comment on that, but the member for
Eyre and the member for Mitchell raised legitimate issues. Wiser heads than mine
should consider that issue and decide whether it is appropriate that royalty-type
legislation be introduced in the upper House. I am quite relaxed for it to be, but under the
Westminster system money Bills should originate in the lower House.
[ endorse that principle although I am not sure whether this legislation firs the nature of a
money Bill. It is a matter the Parliament should consider carefully. I note and respect
the opposition of members opposite to this Bill; however, I think they are wrong. This
legislation is right because it will correct an anomaly that was put in place somewhat
hastily by the previous Premier. I thank members opposite for their cooperation in
allowing this Bill to be dealt with today.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

Third Reading
Leave granited to proceed forthwith to the third reading.
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Ruling by the Speaker
The SPEAKER: Before we proceed I will give a response to the commnts made by the
member for Mitchell and the valuable inteijections by the member for Byre. There has
been a lot of agreement today, which is good. The Bill deals with the taxation process in
terms of the method of calculating tax, but it is not a taxation measure in itself, If I had
been given advice that it was, I would have asked the Leader of the House to give
consideration to holding ibis matter over. In the light of the advice I have been given I
indicate that I do not regard it as a taxation Bill.
Mr GRILL: Mr Speaker, that leaves open the question of royalty Bills generally, If your
ruling applies to all royalty Bills, that suggests it is a significant departure from the past.
Does the scope of your ruling take into account all royalty Bilis or just an amendment to
the royalty Binl?
The SPEAKER: I thank the member for Eyre for those worthy comments. Each Bill is
dealt with on its own and my ruling relates only to this Bill. I will discuss the matter
further with the Clerk. I have indicated the situation with this Bill.

Third Reading Resumned
Bili read a third time, on motion by Mr C.J. Barnett (Minister for Resources
Development), and passed.

BUSINESS FRANCHISE (TOBACCO) AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 6 April.
MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie - Leader of the Opposition) [3.17 pmil: I do not see any
point in making a long speech on an issue with which the Opposition agrees. This Bill
reinstates what was the case before the High Court decision. It makes sense, and the
Opposition has no objection to it.
MR CJ. BARNETT (Contesloe - Leader of the House) [3.18 pm]: That was so quick
that the Treasurer could not even get here! On his behalf I thank the Leader of the
Opposition for his support of the Bill. It was one of the better speeches made in this
Parliament.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second rime.

Third Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading.
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr CS. Barnett (Leader of the House), and passed.

ACTS AMENDMENT (VEHICLES ON ROADS) BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 8 December 1993.
MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie - Leader of the Opposition) [3.19 pm]: I understand the
background to this legislation. However, I raise one matter with the Treasurer, that is,
the comment in the second reading speech about the issue of uninsured vehicles on
private land. My concern relates to private land, be it farmning land or mining leases, on
which many vehicles are driven. Those vehicles are seen to be private vehicles and are
mostly uninsurd although they are probably covered by a variety of insurance policies
through the mining companies or farmers. My concern relates to the standard of those
vehicles. I have seen plenty of vehicles on farms and mining leases, the standard of
which can be described only as appalling. Whether they are rust buckets or whatever,
they axe ordinary vehicles. I anm particularly interested to know whether, despite giving
the significant concession for these vehicles, they can be examined in some way or other.
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Will people be brought to account with regard to the condition of these vehicles? If these
vehicles are involved in accidents, and a contributing factor is the "unroadwonthiness" of
the vehicle, what will be the outcome for the owners and the private landholder?
Mr Blailcie: These are vehicles used exclusively on private property. What a person does
on his private property is his business.
Mr TAYLOR: It is not just that person's business, where employees are concerned.
Mr Court: Do you mean mainly in the mining industry?
Mr TAYLOR: Yes, principally, although it is probably less of a problem today because
there is far greater focus on safety at the sites. However, in underground mining and on
sires where there is a lot of salty water, some of the vehicles used can only be described
as rust buckets. In some cases seat belts are removed from vehicles because they are
inconvenient, and a variety of other features of the vehicles, such as tyres, are not
maintained. Itris often felt there is no need to worry about the vehicles because they will
not be driven from Leonora to Kalgoorlie, but will be used only around the minesites and
so on. However, minesites, farms and pastoral properties can cover large areas, and these
things have been quite a problem. It should not necessarily be ignored when dealing with
this type of legislation.
MR ILL. SMITH (Mitchell) (3.22 pm]: This legislation is another erosion of the
protection of people under the third party insurance system in this State. The principal
objective of third party insurance legislation is to ensure drivers have insurance which
indemnities them against claims for personal injury by other people. When vehicles used
for off-moad purposes are exempted from these provisions, it restricts the number of
people who are protected. Too oftn in the past, a person driving such a vehicle has been
negligent and has been sued by the injured person, but the victim has not been able to
recover his award or costs because the driver had no insurance and no assets. We do not
want to develop a situation in which the protection is removed from people injured by a
vehicle simply because that vehicle is used off-road. The range of vehicles that are now
used off-road and on fanns is increasing all the time. Whereas in the past it probably
involved older trucks and self-propelled large vehicles, today it often includes a range of
motorised bikes - including children's bikes - which are designed not so much for farm
use but for off-road enjoyment on dirt tracks in bush areas and the like. I am increasingly
concerned about the number of accidents involving people using vehicles which are
supposed to be farm vehicles but are being used for enjoyment purposes in public areas
off the farm- They cause injury to other people who find they are not covered by
insurance in that situation. We should protect ourselves against that situation and should
not make these changes without some understanding of the implications of those
changes.
I enjoin the Treasurer in his response to the second reading debate to indicate whether he
knows how many accidents have occurred involving vehicles not carrying third party
insurance coverage? How many of those accidents have involved injury to another
person? In the event of claims for that injury, how many claims have been successful in
proving the negligence but unsuccessful in recovering the award and costs because
neither the driver nor the vehicle were covered by public indemnity policy or any other
form of insurance? In many cases the vehicles are driven or ridden by very young
children. My brother-in-law has a dairy farm and told me that his four year old grandson
is using his motorbike to ride over a ramp he has constructed. The child's father had
adjusted the carburettor on the motorbike so that it would not exceed a certain speed.
However, as soon as his dad was out of sight, the boy went to his grandfather and asked
him to fix the bike by moving a lever on the carburettor because he wanted to go faster.
Children learn at a very early age. They are riding vehicles without having a licence, and
the vehicles are not protected for third party purposes. They can cause injuries to other
people even when the vehicles are not on the road, and we should limit these uncovered
situations. I seek assurance from the Premier that he has done some research on the
matters I have raised.
Mr Blaikie: It would be a foolish fanner who did not have public liability cover on his
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property anyway. The Deputy Premier and I both know that that is how farm kids learn
to drive.
Mr D.L. SM[ITH: If anyone tried to claim damages from a four year old child riding a
bike, I would rather be acting for the insurer because the negligence alleged is not by the
farmer but by a four year old child riding a bike. There might be a defence on the basis
that a four year old child cannot be negligent because he does not know what his duty of
care is.
Mr Court: You lawyers do not mind acting for either side.
Mrt D.L. SMITH: We all like to act for winners, and I would rather act for the insurers in
those circumstances. It is not beyond possibility that farmers could take out cover
because insurers will provide cover of all descriptions, but the problem is chat they do not
all do so. Is the Treasurer aware of how rmany accidents have occurred involving
unlicensed off-woad vehicles, how many injuries have resulted, and how many claims
made for personal injuries have been successful in establishing the claim but
unsuccessful because no one could pay the money, the subject of the award?
MR COURT (Nedlands - Treasurer) [3.28 pm]: I thank the Leader of the Opposition
and the member for Mitchell for their comments. I-do not have specific figures available
on the incidents to which the member for Mitchell refers. If such statistics are available,
I will try to find them and give diem to the member. I recognise that it is a problem. The
member for Mitchell told a story about his relative, and I have a similar story about one
of my children who was a little older at the time. My child got on the motorbike and
learnt as we all learn by falling off and sustaining a gravel rash. Unfortunately, serious
accidents occur on farms although [ do not know the statistics.
The Leader of the Opposition referred to his concerns about safety standards particularly,
but not exclusively, on minesites. I understand the mining companies have their own
public liability policies that cover those sorts of accidents. The Department of Minerals
and Energy has stringent safety standards for vehicles that are used in minesites,
particularly vehicles that are used in underground minesites. Unfortunately, that will not
prevent accidents. I know that two years ago when the goldfields had very wet weather
and it rained from Christmas through to winter, a lot of the open cut mines were
operating in appalling conditions where there was a lot of slippage, and a Holden ute
would not have had a chance alongside a big vehicle. There are a number of safety
related issues in mines that are covered by the different safety rules under which they
operate.
Three or four years ago, I led a delegation of coalition members through a combination of
underground and open cut mines in the goldfields area. We started in Hendy Cowan's
electorate and moved up through the goldfields to Leonora and Leinster. At one of the
underground mines that we went down, we were in a big six wheel, all wheel dhive
vehicle which seated about 20 people. I think it was a Mercedes, bun it was quite old, and
we inquired about its safety because we had a lot of members in it. We were told that
there are pretty stringent safety standards for vehicles and that the vehicles that were
needed were quite difficult to obtain. I think the local company, Oka Motor Co, is now
starting to sell more of those vehicles to the mining market because that is a stronger type
of vehicle. A four wheel drive vehicle can handle the often appalling conditions that we
find in sonic mines.
Safety in mines is very much under the control of the safety inspectors responsible for the
mining industry, and any liability would be covered under their own public liability
insurance policies. I thank members opposite for their support of the legislation.
Question put and passed.
Bil read a second time.

Third Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the trd reading.
eml read a tird time, on motion by Mr Court (Treasurer), and passed.
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POISONS AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 3 November 1993.
DR GALLOP (Victoria Park) [3.32 pm]: The Opposition supports this Bill. The
central purpose of the Bill is to provide a defence from criminal prosecution for health
workers who participate in the Health Department's needle and syringe exchange
distribution program. Obviously, in looking at this legislation and determining whether
one should support it, a number of questions must be answered satisfactorily. The first
question is: Why do we need a syringe and needle exchange program? The history of
this matter is that in 1987, a national program was introduced to provide sterile needles
and syringes for intravenous drug users as part of the strategy to prevent the spread of
IV, hepatitis B and hepatitis C. This strategy has been very successful in containing the

spread of lilY infection in Western Australia by reducing the risk that the disease will
spread to the heterosexual community. Currently in Western Australia, most H-IV
infected individuals are either homosexual or bisexual men. Indeed, the experience in
some other countries, particularly the United States of America, is that the spread of HIV
into the heterosexual community is facilitated through intravenous drug users. ilepatitis
B has a prevalence rate of 50 per cent in the injecting drug users' community. Hepatitis
C also is very prevalent among injecting drug users. Therefore, given the large amount
of infected drug users with hepatitis B and hepatitis C, the needle and syringe exchange
program is crucial if those diseases are to be contained.
The second question is: Why do we need to exempt health workers from legal liability?
Members of Parliament would know that the Misuse of Drugs Act 1991 provides that a
person who uses a prohibited drug commits an offence. Section 7 of the Criminal Code
provides that a person who aids or abets another person to commit an offence is deemed
to have taken part in that offence. Those provisions pose impontant legal questions for
those people who participate in the needle and syringe exchange program. So far, the
Police Department has pursued a policy of non-prosecution in this area and has taken a
commonsense attitude to this issue, but nevertheless it is important to provide a defence
from prosecution for health care workers if the program is to continue and develop
further. When I say "develop further", I guess I refer very much to the non-metropolitan
parts of the State of Western Australia. The focus of a lot of health policy has been in the
metropolitan area. We also must concern ourselves with the non-metropolitan pans of
the State, where the anonymity that is an important part of the health prevention program
for HIV, for example, is much more difficult to implement. Therefore, pharmacists in
particular are very concerned that their legal status be confirmed when participating int
that program.
There is no doubt that currently the Police Department is cooperating to ensure that the
needle and syringe exchange program can be carried out properly to prevent the spread of
disease. However, it would be much more desirable to confirm the legal status of health
workers by passing legislation of this sont, particularly as we try to ensure that this
program is available to all citizens throughout the State and not just those in the
metropolitan area.
The third question is: Does this encourage an extension of illegal drug use in our
community? Of course, it is very important that the law as it relates to drug use be
implemented throughout our community; but there is no doubt that the evidence from
surveys that have been conducted is that the availability of sterile needles and syringes
does not increase drug use in the community. However, it does play an important pant in
reducing the potential for the spread of blood bome infectious disease such as HIV,
hepatitis B and hepatitis C. In other words, no evidence suggests that the availability of
sterile syringes and needles encourages drug use, but a great deal of evidence indicates
that this availability reduces the potential for the spread of blood borne infectious
diseases. Impontantly, syringes and needles are a very dangerous and efficient
mechanism for the trasmission of such diseases.
Mr Minson: Interestingly, the people who are catching HIV and other blood borne

11709



1710[ASSEMBLY]

diseases through meusing needles are usually the jet set type. They believe chat the lovely
people with whom they are sharing needles would not have HIV. Your comments are
true, and this is an effective program.
Dr GALLOP: Comparing needle use and sexual means of disease transmission,
undoubtedly the most efficient transmission from one person to another is through
needles and syringes. That does not mean that we should be complacent about sexually
transmitted diseases. Indeed, our AIDS policy in Western Australia - which has been
very successful so far - is designed to ensure that everyone understands that he or she is
at potential risk by engaging in certain forms of behaviour. It encourages people to use
adequate protection.
Our public health policy in Western Australia must focus on both the education and
prevention sides of this issue. This legislation will assist regarding prevention as it will
allow a very effective intervention mechanism to disease transmission in our community.
The Opposition supports this legislation.
DR EDWARDS (Maylands) [3.42 pml: I commend the Government for introducing
this Bill, which has been a long time coming. Undoubtedly, this Bill will save lives
because hepatitis C is a rarely mentioned killer virus prevalent in our community. This
virus was not recognised by testing until 1989 and was not notifiable until 1993;
therefore, although the disease has been around for many years, it is a new virus about
which we are still learning. Hepatitis C is a sinister, silent epidemic, and it is prevalent in
three to six times more people than the human immunodeficiency virus. In some ways it
is even more important than HIV in relation to this Bill.
The biggest problem in considering this Bill is the fact that we do nor know exactly who
is using intravenous drugs. The Minister for the Environment referred to that issue in
mentioning jet set users. It is said that two per cent of the population have at one stage
used intravenous drugs, and these are the people at risk of hepatitis C. It is a virulent
disease and can be caught by sharing a needle on only one occasion. It is estimated that
32 000 people have taken drugs intravenously in this State since 1970, and these people
are time bombs for hepatitis C. Over 20 or 30 years the virus could develop leading to
problems with cirrhosis of the liver, liver cancer and liver failure. It is estimated that 60
per cent to 80 per cent of people with hepatitis C will suffer these ailments, and that will
result in huge costs to the community.
The drug Interferon is used to treat hepatitis C. but this costs $2 500 for a six month
treatment program. If the jetsetters; realise they have hepatitis C, they will want the
treatment and will be able to pay for it. Unfortunately, others cannot afford the
treatment People suffering liver failure will demand liver transplants.
Mr inson: They will not want mine.
Dr EDWARDS: We will not talk about mine. Liver transplants are now therapeutic
rather than experimental, but a transplant costs the taxpayer $120 000 a pop. However,
liver transplants will be regarded as a cure in the future, and that will become a
reasonable argument.
Hepatitis C was spread through blood transfusions in the past. Obviously, with the
advent of AIDS, all blood used in transfusions is closely tested and hepatitis C is no
longer transmitted that way. Therefore, the main route of transmission is shared needles
and syringes.
The HIV prevention campaigns have been very successful. A recent Health Department
phone-in discovered an awareness of the needle cleaning method; this is known as the
two by two by two technique, and involves rinsing the needle and syringe with cold
water, then with bleach and then with cold water again. However, this method which is
effective with HEY will necessarily not stop the transmission of hepatitis C.
Therefore, it is absolutely critical that needle and syringe exchange programs are put in
place. We should be doing other things as part of that program. Each syringe should
contain a written message warning people about hepatitis C and about the risk of sharing
needles - the risk is incredibly high. It is worrying that the Alcohol and Drug Authority
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estimates that 90 per :ent of people oa the methadone program test positive for
hepatitis C. Also, this high risk of infection should be a worry for anyone who has ever
shared a needle. Hepatitis C requires greater awareness, if only to let people know thac
they have the virus. If so, people can stop drinking alcohol to spare their livers. Most
importantly, we must get through to young people who are most likely to be injecting
drugs. During the recent hepatitis phone-in at Ezhe Health Department, people with an
average age of 20 years indicated that they were using injectable drugs and were sharing
needles. It was a matter of concern that the phone-in attracted a range of people aged 12
years to 47 years. We must do more to target our young people to warn them about this
"new" disease.
For a moment I will imitate our Premier, which I do not do often! The Federal
Government must do a great deal more.
Mr Minson inteijected.
Dr EDWARDS: I am jumping on the crowded bandwagon - move over!
The Western Australian Health Department is the only State organisation which has a
strategy for hepatitis C prevention. It is to the credit - it makes me swallow - of this
Government that this is the case. Also, credit must go to the previous Government as this
program did not start yesterday, but a number of years ago. The Federal Government
must jump on the bandwagon being pushed by this State Government and Health
Department; namely, a campaign must be implemented to deal with aUl these diseases
which can be caught through needle sharing. These are the blood borne diseases to
which the member for Victoria Park referred; they include HIV, AIDS, hepatitis B and
hepatitis C. The member for Victoria Park said that no evidence indicated that needle
exchange programs encourage people to use intravenous drugs. That is extremely
reassuring. [ urge the Government to do everything possible to prevent hepatitis C and to
provide treatment for the individuals with that virus.
I particularly call on the Federal Government to do its bit and stop this silent killer that is
lurking out there about to raise its ugly head.
MR MINSON (Greenough - Minister for the Environment) 13.50 pmJ: I thank
members for their comments and support- This is one of those initiatives that truly is a
bipartisan effort. For the information of members, the Bill was drafted under the old
Administration and the present Minister has brought it into the Legislative Council. We
cannot get any more bipartisan than that.
Mr Kierath: Does that mean the bureaucracy wins?
Mr INSON: It means the bureaucracy can go at any speed it likes. The current
Minister is very keen to have it passed. He sought me out an hour or two ago to see that
it goes through today. The members who spoke reflected comments made in the second
reading speech to the effect that the current system is a nonsense because it is a paradox.
We have a system of prohibition with respect to a certain number of drugs that are taken
intravenously and a policy of allowing incursions and trespass into that area of
prohibition so that people are provided with paraphernalia to use the drugs. We
acknowledge that they have made a conscious decision to use them. We must keep the
prohibition in place in most cases if for no other reason than to make a statement, but also
the fact that a drug is prohibited means that it is not as freely available and people must
consciously go looking for it.
It is interesting to reflect on why there has not been an increase in the number of
intravenous users, as mentioned by the member for Victoria Park. The reason is that
these needle exchange packs are not available in a particularly ostentatious way. They
are available through outlets which drug users know how to tap into. As I said before,
people have made a conscious decision to use these drugs and all that we are doing is
saying, "Okay, you have made a decision and we think it is the wrong choice, but having
acknowledged that choice, we do not want you running around with NWV, hepatitis C or
B or any of the other blood borne diseases." This is sensible legislation. To put in
jeopardy of prosecution the people who go to the trouble of stocking these syringe packs,
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and those who go round to known trouble spots to distribute them, in die metropolitan
area in particular, is a nonsense. We must remove from those people the threat of
prosecution. Although the member for Victoria Park quite rightly says the police have
been very responsible in adopting a non-aggressive, non-prosecution type approach,
nevertheless, it seems a nonsense to have such a Statute on the books knowing full well
that every political parry and the Independent in this place acknowledge that it is of great
advantage to the State to have the needle packs available.
I was pleased the member for Maylands referred to hepatitis C because there is no
question, with the health training that the member and I have, that we are well awart of
the great danger that hepatitis C poses to our community. It is a silent killer and very
often the doses are so sub-clinical that people can destroy their lives completely, for
example, with a simple thing like a social intake of alcohol while unknowingly infected
with hepatitis C. We must do everything we can do as a society to prevent the spread of
hepatitis C. I do not think we should just concentrate on IV; there are a number of
blood borne diseases which are more easily spread using IV techniques than HIV.
All that has been said by members who have spoken so far has been very sensible and
very much appreciated. The member for Maylands raised with me earlier in the day a
matter, which I have checked for her. I appreciate the opportunity to do that in the
second reading speech rather than going into Committee. Clause 5 amends section 8 of
the principal Act so the words "executive director" and "permanent bead" are deleted and
replaced with "the Commissioner of Health".
Those changes are necessary because the definition section in the Poisons Act 1964
refers to the executive director, public health scientific support services, but that position
no longer exists and the permanent head is now the Commissioner of Health. The
draftsman wanted to correct that problem - it is not central to the Bill - but on the way
through perhaps he forgot to tell the Minister what he was doing. It corrects something
which has become obsolete. I thank the members for their comments and support. It has
been a bipartisan effon. It is not often that a Bill drafted by the previous Administration
is introduced by a subsequent one, but this is one such Bill and the only question to be
answered is why it took 15 months to arrive. The member for Maylands was right when
she said the bureaucrats reign supreme-
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

Third Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading.
Bill read a third time, on motion by Mr Minson (Minister for the Environment), and
passed.

MOTION - STATE FOREST, PARTIAL REVOCATION OF Nos 7,13,17,
22,24,25,31,37,38,65, BE CARRIED OUT

Debate resumed from 14 September 1993-
MRS HENDERSON (Thornlie) [4.01 pm]: The motion removes an extensive area
from the State forest estate. However, the transfer of the majority of that land for
conservation purposes is strongly supported by the Opposition. We recognise that there
has been a trend for land of conservation significance to be removed from State forest
and incorporated into parks and reserves- The Opposition supports that move- We note
also that, even though a substantial amount of land has been transferred, there has been a
net addition of land to the State forest estate because of a change in the status of some
land which previously was national park.
The first area I will address is land that had previously been used as a rubbish disposal
site nea Roleystone. It was a landfill site and is being revoked from the State forest and
grassed and used as a recreation site. The Opposition supports the notion of using old
rubbish disposal sites for recreation purposes. When that is to occur, it is appropriate to
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excise the area from the State forest. However, this is an opportunity to put forward our
view that landfill as a method of disposing of rubbish has a short term future. I am sure
the Minister would share the view of members on this side of the House that we all must
work towards other ways of disposing of rubbish and that the archaic method of placing
rubbish into sites which were not thought to be valuable and which have turned out to be
wetlands means that the total area of wetlands in the State has been vastly reduced. I am
not suggesting that this area was part of the wetlands, but a change in philosophy in the
community will mean that in future we will not have these areas which have been used
for landfill and then made available for recreation purposes, thus reducing the area of
State forest. The area concerned in this instance is minuscule when compared with the
total area of State forest. However, as a matter of principle, this is an appropriate
moment to make that point.
T'he second area to which I refer is one of the few areas covered by the motion that is
freehold land. As I understand it. there will be an exchange of an area of forest adjacent
to some farmland in exchange for part of the freehold tidle of a farm which will be
incorporated in the Stare forest estate. I am pleased to note from the Minister's speech
that not only has CALM taken into account the areas involved to ensure that there is an
equal exchange of area, but also the forest is comparable in quality with what is being
offered. Members should bear in mind that the State forest estate belongs to the
community and should be maintained in good condition. We should not have the
possibility of degraded land being exchanged for good quality State forest land. I hope
that in any application for exchanges of this kind that would be a key criterion to be taken
into account by CALM.
The third area near Donnybrook is to be used by a bush fire brigade for the storage of
equipment. It is interesting that the area currently is cleared and covered by grass. The
Opposition agrees that it should be excised from the State forest. It has not been used as
State forest land for same time. In this case, the need to safeguard the interests of the
State in the forest estate has been maintained and carefully managed to ensure that the
State does nor lose. I commend the Minister for the details that he has provided in that
regard.
The most pleasing part of the revocation motion relates to the remaining five areas. T'hey
are significant areas that have been taken out of the State forest estate and placed into
conservation areas. It is pleasing to see that those areas will be managed for conservation
purposes rather than being logged and available as part of the State forest estate. The
Opposition supports the motion.
MR IXL. SMITH (Mitchell) [4.06 pm]: As to area one which involves the City of
Armadale and the development of a sports complex at Roleystone. I support that concept
and that aspect of the motion.
As to area two which relates to an exchange of land, my view is that we should have an
assurance when these matters are brought before the Parliament that not only have they
been referred to the agencies mentioned but also they have been referred to the Valuer
General and he has either conf irmed that the properties are of equal value or, if they are
not of equal value, given the reason for allowing the exchange to proceed without some
monetary consideration from one side to the other. On occasions, there will be
opportunities for us to acquire conservation areas which better belong in the forest estate.
In those situations it may be better to allow some difference in value. 1 have never
understood why, when these matters are brought to the Parliament, we do not include the
names of the parties who are to benefit from the exchange arrangements. I do not believe
it is an intrusion of privacy where public land is being regraded or reclassified in order
for it to go into private ownership. We should be aware of whoever is acquiring the land
by that means. In ordinary land type allocations where people are competing for land, it
is a very public process. Where these sorts of acquisitions are being made, we should
have some knowledge of who the persons are.
In relation to this area and a later one, when I was Minister for Lands it used to worry me
that a number of these areas were described by reference to townsites that very few of us
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know. In relation to describing places as being two kilomets north east of the Preston
townsite, I understand that there are no houses at the Preston towasite. I do not know
exactly where it is but I have an idea that it must be in the Donnybrook Shire. As to
Beechina, I have no idea where that is. I would prefer, when these matters come before
die Parliament, that reference be made to a town that has houses and we are given some
idea where it might be.
Turning to the Dardanup excision from the area north of Donnybrook, the fire station
would be a valuable service, and I support that one. Area 4 refers to an area which was
taken into the forest estate by mistake of the Department of Land Administration. When
these amendments camne before the Parliament I hoped that DOLA had confrrned an
oversight on its part. As it involves taking out an area of the forest estate and enclosing it
into a private property I hoped that it had been referred to the public authorities to which
area 2 was referred and that the Valuer General had been involved in deciding whether
this area should be brought into private ownership.
I strongly support the member for Thornlie in her comments on area 5. The rest of the
revocation involves an increase in the size of the conservation estate. I support the
reason for raising it to conservation status, which is explained in the statement made to
the House.
Question put and passed.
On motion by Mr Minson (Minister for the Environment), resolved -

That the resolution be transmitted to the Council and its concurrence desired
therein.

MOTION - STATE FOREST, PARTIAL REVOCATION OF Nos 4,5S4,
Debate resumed from 4 November 1993.
MRS HENDERSON (Thornlie) [4.15 pm]: This motion concerns two key areas. The
first one relates to an area of State forest which the State Energy Commission of Western
Australia wishes to acquire to construct the new power station. The Minister makes that
clear in his comments and indicates that SECWA has secured the necessary clearances
from other Government agencies and talks about SECWA wishing to acquire freehold
title over this land. The inister then states that SECWA has already transferred several
freehold properties in the Wellington catchment to the Department of Conservation and
Land Management by way of exchange. I ask the inister to give more details as no
information is provided about the size of those areas, to compare them with the area of 92
hectares which SECWA seeks to acquire by freehold. I see nothing in relation to the
conservation values of the areas that SEC WA is relinquishing to CALM. It is difficult to
judge whether this is a reasonable exchange. I would like more information from the

inister in relation to area.
Area 2 off Mundaring Weir Road relates to the land which is to be given to CALM, in
exchange, and the Minister has given us a significant amount of information. It is old
grazed land which has started to regenerate to forest; it contains a reasonable mix of
marti and jarrab and has grown considerably since it was cleared; it is now a mixture of
jarrab, marri and wandoo in good condition. It is good to hear that the land will come
back into the forest estate. Almost no information has been provided about the land
SEC WA wishes to acquire for its substation. It is only 22 hectares but it is a popular area
that is accessed by the public along Mundaring Weir Road. There is no indication in the
Minister's comments of the amount of public consultation. The local council has been
asked for views but no information has been provided about whether this area that
SEC WA has acquired for the substation will involve clearing, whether the area is thickly
forecsted or whether it is fairly degraded. More information needs to be provided.
The last part of the Minister's speech gives detailed reasons why the area offered by
SECWA to replace the area to be taken is a very attractive proposition for CALM, and
those reasons support the acquisition of that land. However, an imbalance exists in the
information provided. No information has been provided about the land to be taken out
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of or excised from the State forest. All the information is in the other direction. The
same applies to the land near Collie to be used for the power station. I ask the Minister to
provide more information about those two areas.
MR D.L. SMITH (Mitchell) [4.17 pm]: I welcome the revocation of portion of State
Forest No 4 which relates to the Collie coal fired power station, and say nothing more
than God speed about that revocation. As to the other one, I endorse the comments of the
member for Thomlie. With the modem technology available I do not know why, when
these matters are introduced into the Parliament, aerial photographs are not provided in
addition to the maps in order to give us some guidance as to whether quality forest exists
on the land being excised. It might also provide information on whether the view or
amenity of surrounding houses might be interfered with when the use of the land is
changed from State forest to the SECWA substation. I encourage the Minister to
consider the use of modem technology to provide a better picture of the vegetation and
nature of the land affected by these changes.
MR MINSON (Greenough - Minister for the Environment) (4.18 pmil: I apologise to
the members for not answering their questions on the first motion. I will answer those
referring to the second motion and refer to the first motion later. Dealing with the motion
before us I did answer many of the questions members raised. I expected this debate to
be later and I have asked for the Director of National Parks to be here to answer the
questions which I could not. I have asked specifically about the conservation value of the
areas to be exchanged. I stated that under no circumstances were areas to be exchanged
unless they were equal to or better than the areas that we relinquished. That was the
proviso I put on the agreement. I cannot give the member any more information except
that I am sure that that maxim has been adhered to. The suggestion put forward by the
member for Mitchell regarding the provision of aerial photographs is a good one and will
be referred to CALM. I refer to comments made by the members when dealing with
Order of the Day No 8: The Office of Waste Management will consider the question of
landfill and the rule it will play in the future of Western Australia.
I agree with the member for Thornlie that we cannot continue, as a society, to dig great
big pits and fill them in again. Although there will always be a certain amount of
landfill, we cannot afford the luxury of our forebears of digging up wetlands or digging
holes in sires which appear to have no value when 20 to 40 years down the track they will
not only be of considerable value, but also many problems will be caused by the rubbish
dumped into these area leaching into the ground water. The tip on the north east side of
Lake Monger is a good example of what will happen. A great deal of rubbish was
dumped there in the early days and has been for some years now, and it will continue into
the future. That is beginning to affect the lake. One cannot do very much about it now,
but to repeat the mistake would be a silly thing to do. Thle member for Thornlie's
comments about landfill are well made.
Reference was made to the revocation of lands for the creation of playing fields and I
refer to State Forest No 22, an old rubbish dump, which is being rehabilitated for playing
fields. It is good use of an old dump. The concept of removing areas from the State
forest to create playing fields must be closely monitored. We have been through a period
where to balance dhe scales has not been all that difficult. However, it will become
difficult. The Minister for the Environment in 20 to 40 years' time will have a much
more difficult job than I have trying to get that balance. I have been confronted with
some difficult situations. I refer to the Creery wetlands, which is an important area and a
lot of development is taking place there. It is difficult to determine which part of that
area can be developed and which part can be preserved and protected. Decisions like this
are not easy to make. One proceeds on the best advice one can get, but that does not
make the decision any easier. Judgments must be made on what will be taken out of the
State forest to be used for various developmental purposes.
I have asked the Office of Waste Management to examine the questions of recycling
factories to ensure maximum recycling and putting as much green waste as possible to
compost. I have requested the office to examine the models in use in Switzerland and
Italy. In some parts of those countries recycling facilities can be economically operated
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for a population of 250 000. Very little of the waste goes to landfill. The residue that
would normally go to landfill is incinerated and turned into a moad making base. These
factories hold the key to the future. I hope that next year when I visit Europe I will have
the opportunity to visit one of these factories. I have watched a couple of videos on them
but I would like to question the people who set them up and operate them. I have a keen
interest in waste management. It is one of the most pressing problems confronting areas
of large population. Although we do not have a critical problem in Perth now, if we do
not plan for the future we will leave a critical problem behind us.
With reference to area 2, the question of the quality of forests was raised, including the
question of land exchanges and the value of that land. In this case, as in others, I have
stated that the conservation value must be the guiding factor. The question of the
monetary value was raised by the member for Mitchell. I did not specifically ask for the
monetary value to be included in this instance - I guess it is determined by the Valuer
General. I was more concerned about the conservation value. For the sake of
completeness it is a good idea that the information be provided. I will ask the
Department of Conservation and Land Management to include the valuation provided by
the Valuer General in future presentations.
Sometimes the monetary value of the land becomes almost nebulous. If the piece of land
that the State wishes to acquire can be acquired only from one person, the price put on it
will depend on how badly he wants to retain ownership of the land. The Valuer
General's valuation is a good starting point, even if we are relinquishing something that
is of greater value.
Mr D.L. Smith interjected.
Mr MINSON: In some cases it would be irrelevant to put it on the record. My
department is in the middle of negotiations with Mr Matthew King over 400 hectares of
land in the Shire of Dumbleyung. The amount of uncleared land in that shire is down to
four per cent. The value of remnant bushland is very high and there could be unique
flora in the area. It appears as though Mr King is being penalised for not clearing his
land in the past. While that may be the case at first glance, I make it clear to the House
that I intend to ask CALM to pay the full market value of that land because I have
refused Mr King permission to clear iL. I do not want it to be seen as a precedent in terms
of its being compensation for not being able to clear the land, but rather as a judgment
that the land is valuable for conservation purposes. For that reason the Government
wishes to acquire it to include it in the State's estate. To do that CALM will pay the
market price as the purchase price rather than compensation.
I have tried to provide the information members required and I will undertake to provide
any further information they may require. I have offered a briefing to members and I
urge them to take up that offer. It is very difficult for a Minister to have detailed
knowledge of eveny reserve that is the subject of these motions. I am more than happy to
give an undertaking that there will be no diminution in the conservation value of the
estate; in other words, anything that we relinquish will be of equal or lesser value than
that which we acquire in exchange. I ask members in the future to take advantage of
bfiefings that are offered if they have any doubts about a matter and if those members
who have an interest wish to have a briefing after the event, I am more than happy for
that to happen.
Question put and passed.
On motion by Mr inson (Moinister for the Environment), resolved-

That the resolution be transmitted to the Council and its concurrence desired
therein.

MOTION -STATE FOREST, PARTIAL REVOCATION OF No 65
Debate resumed from 30 March.
MRS HENDERSON (Thomnlie) [4.31 pm]: This motion relates to the proposed
development of the Ellenbroak project. That project was initiated and progressed to
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some degree while we were in Government. I remember well attending what seemed like
endless briefings, usually early in the morning, about this proposed development.
Consultations went on for many months about the proposal to exchange an area of the
pine plantation for an area of wetlands which was located slightly further north east of
the section of the pine plantation which was proposed to form the first stage of the
development. The entrance to the main estate would be from Gnangara Road, and the
estate would commence in that part of the State forest. This revocation motion is
intended to allow that to take place. Despite the fact that I attended those briefings, I
would like to ask the Minister a number of questions, just to bring me up to date, because
it seems to me that we discussed a number of different proposals. I remember that there
was an issue about the Gnangara mound and the concentric circles of areas of high
priority for water quality and conservation, which radiated out to the lower priority areas,
which were in the area that we are now discussing.
I turn first to the area of land to be negotiated. The Minister said when he introduced this
motion that the exchange provides for an area of land for forestry purposes. There is
almost a suggestion that that area of land will be planted with pine forest to replace the
area given up and that will form part of the forest estate. The Minister said also that "this
will require, at least, provision of an equivalent area or value of productive land for
pines". The suggestion is that part of the land that will be given by the developers in
exchange will be used to plant pines and will be harvested in the same way that the forest
is harvested currently. The Minister also referred to additional wetland areas reserved
and managed by the Department of Conservation and Land Management.
Therefore, the suggestion is that two distinct types of land will be exchanged for this part
of the existing pine plantation. Can the Minister give us an idea of the proportions of
those two types of land, and of the kind of land which will be planted with pine forest?
Are we talking about degraded land? I have driven past that area many times and I know
there is a lot of degraded land in that area which probably is eminently suitable for
planting with pine trees. However, the area in the vicinity of the wetlands, which is some
distance from Gnangara Road, is considered by conservationists, botanists and others to
be very significant. While to the untrained eye it may not look particularly attractive.
nevertheless from a biological point of view it is significant. I would be concerned if any
of that area were cleared of the existing vegetation, which is fairly low level banksia-type
scrub, and replanted with pines. What is the actual area of those wetlands and what is
their location? If it the same area which we discussed when we were in Government,
which was significant, and the move to have it conserved was applauded by people in the
conservation movement, I would be happy to hear that. I would be interested to know
whether there will be any change in the boundaries of that area as proposed originally. I
think that land was largely owned by the Mt Lawley company when it was one of the
proponents.
The next issue is ground water. Am I correct in my recollection that the area of the
Goangara pine plantation to be revoked is in the lowest level water conservation priority
area? Is there any intention to restrict the use of organochlorines in the construction of
houses in that area? I know that some shires have moved in this direction and have been
happy to accept alternative methods of preparing sites for the construction of houses. In
many areas people are using termite mesh or other things rather than heptachlor to
control termites- One of the few allowable uses of heptachlor in urban areas is for the
construction of houses. Because of the close proximity of that area to the Gnangara
mound, will there be any restriction on the use of pesticides, fertilisers and other
chemicals by householders? Is there any general plan for the protection of that Fround
water? I am sure there must be, because this housing development will intrude into an
area of water conservation. I recollect that some suggestions were made at various stages
about covenants and other things to protect the ground water- I do not know how far that
has progressed. What measures will be taken to protect the ground water under that area
of State forest to be revoked?
MR D.L. SMIT H (Mitchell) [4.39 pmJ: With all due respect to the Minister, I Must
say that on my accounting he has used 200 words to inform the Parliament about the
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background to this revocation. This is a major revocation. It is of major significance to
the Onangara mound, the protection of the environment and the fulfilling of the future
residential land needs of the residents of the metropolitan area. Parliament should have
been treated with a great deal more respect and provided with more information than is
conitained in the Minister's explanation. This revocation involves 188 ha of land
immediately north of the end of Lord Street in Wanneroo. That land will be easy to
develop once cleared and it is extremely valuable, yet we have not been told what is its
estimated value, what is the current state of the negotiations in regard to the exchange of
this land for other areas which Sanwa Vines and die co-developer Homeswesr hold, and
what is the relationship of that land with the Mt Lawley Estate land and the land owned
by a John Roberts company. The idea is chat the Sanwa Vines Pty Ltd land, the
Homeswest land, some of the Mt Lawley land and probably the Roberts land will be
developed for residential housing. It will be a large development to provide in excess of
4 000 homes. It is also an area which is extremely sensitive in at least three respects.
One is that it abuts the Onangara mound - a major underground water supply for Perth,
far ounranking the Jandakot mound as a future water supply - yet we are not told in any
way how the boundaries of the land relate tc the mound. We have not been provided, as
a Parliament, even though it may have been provided through other assessment
procedures, with the hydrological or othr reports one would expect Parliament to have to
enable it to decide whether the boundaties are correctly defined. It is an area of 188 ha
and on the batched plan is larger than the area I was dealing with when I was the Minister
responsible for planning. It was always my view that the boundary we developed would
be defined by an assessment of the need to access and protect the water resources. It
appears from looking at the plan provided, that the proposed gas pipeline, which has
nothing to do with water or the environmental value of the land, has been defined as one
of the boundaries of the land to be transferred. More importantly, the nature of the land
which is to be excised from State forest to replace this land is not defined, nor are we told
the current status of negotiations in relation to that land or whether there is to be a cash
settlement for the value of the land being acquired and the land to be acquired for
conservation purposes.
I do not think anyone has approached this issue easily. In the end, the conservation
movement generally accepted the notion that the areas they wanted to protect - the
wetlands and others - were so valuable to the conservation estate that they were prepared
to forgo their concerns about the conservation value and water resources of the area
previously within the State forest. In that situation, we as a Parliament need to be made
aware of how the competing values have been balanced- We need to know the
Department of Conservation and Land Management opinion on the proposal. I know that
concerns were raised by CALM and the Western Australian Water Authority in relation
to the proposal going ahead.
As the member for flhornlie said, originally the area which had the highest conservation
value in the region was the Mt Lawley Estate land. I am not in any way trying to
understate the value of the remainder of the conservation areas, but the Mt Lawley Estate
land has the highest conservation value. When Mt Lawley was part of the negotiations
for the land exchanges it was proposed that they would exchange part of that land for part
of this land; or alternatively there would be a cash sale of the Mt Lawley land to the
State. In the course of negotiations, for one reason or another, the Mt Lawley Estate
beneficial holder decided that he wanted to retain the land in private ownership as a
private conservation estate. I have reservations about that. Currently the beneficial
holder of Mt Lawley Estate is a person whom I respect. He is a significant contributor to
the development of Perth and to the protection of the environment with his financial
support. He has carried out his development very sensitively. On the other hand, one
cannot always guarantee he will remain the beneficial owner of the land with the high
conservation value, If he is not now part of the negotiations, and if the proposal is to
leave his land in private ownership as a private conservation estate, I would like some
explanation about how we will ensure that will be the case. Will we need a private Act
of Parliament to deal with the issue, whereby we can guarantee that the land will be
preserved for the conservation estate?
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Despite what the conservation movement might have thought about me when I was
Minister for Planning, if the Mt Lawley Estate land is not to be brought into public
ownership as pant of the land exchange, I have grave reservations about the value of this
exchange going ahead only for Sanwa Vines and Homeswesc. As to the Minister saying
that he is always open to our obtaining briefings, in this case the revocation document is
dated 15 March; it was tabled in this place on 29 March, and we are debating it within
eight days of that cabling. I urge the Minister to think about delaying the assessment of
this item in this session of Parliament. He should stand it over to the next session and
bring back to the Parliament more information than we possess currently. That includes,
apart from the Mt Lawley Estate issue, the question of identifying precisely the land to be
exchanged from Sanwa Vines and Homeswest, and the proposas in relation to the land of
conservation value in the Roberts property - whatever that value is held under. The
Roberts property is a significant part of the overall development. It would worry me if
we were not tying up some of the issues in relation to the conservation areas on his land
as well as on the Sanwa Vines and Homeswest land. It would have been useful to have
before Parliament aerial photographs which properly identify the various areas being
considered for exchange; the valuations from the Valuer General and an update of the
current negotiations; the exact nature of the proposals relating to the private conservation
estate proposed by Mt Lawley Estate, and the statutory controls; the hydrographic
information and advice from the Water Authority, as well as the final assessment of all
these proposals by the Environmental Protection Authority.
Although this development is critical to meet the future land supply for metropolitan
Perth, the paucity of information on this revocation cannot be justified. I urge the
Minister to think seriously about the matter and at least give us the information which
will enable us to talk to the developers and the parties interested in the conservation
issues. That will enable us to consider all the concerns and various interests balanced
when coming to settlement. It will ensure the final balance, in giving up the area in
exchange for conservation areas as part of the overall development, is in the proper
interests of the future protection of the environment, and will provide value to the State
and meet the future residential needs of Perth.
MR MINSON (Greenough - Minister for the Environment) [4.50 pm]: A number of
major conservation matters have been raised, particularly concerning the protection of the
Onangara mound and our wetlands.
Mr D.L. Smith intrjected-
Mr MINSON: The member for Mitchell is very good with ideas now that he is in
Opposition; but I did not see any aerial photos coming in when he was in Government.
The member for Mitchell quite rightly says that it has been eight days. I told the shadow
Minister that I intended to bring on this debate probably on Wednesday or Thursday and
we are discussing it at nearly five o'clock on Thursday. The previous inister for
Planning also knows well that there is no Committee stage in this matter. It is very
difficult, therefore, to have advisers on the floor when debating a motion. 1 will not hold
up this debate. The member for Mitchell really is going beyond the pale. He could have,
firstly, had briefings and secondly, put questions on notice. Had he an interest in this
matter, as he says he has -
Mr UtL. Smith: You have had eight days.
Mr MIN SON: If the member cannot act within eight days, he should not be in this place.
Mr D.L. Smith: All of us have had other things to do and some of us even live in the
country.
Mr MINSON: I stood in this House and read the motion. 1 extended the courtesy that
used to be extended to me when I was in Opposition and I was a shadow Minister of
saying that we wanted to get this matter under way. The usual time given is a week. I
gave the shadow Minister that courtesy- As a previous Minister for Planning, the
member for Mitchell, more than anybody else in this place, probably had more
knowledge of what was involved.
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Mr D.L. Smith: I am not satisfied that my concerns have been addressed.
Mr MINSON: The member should have moved;, he should have done something about it.
I will not hold up the matter now.
We have had numerous lengthy meetings over a number of months attended by the
Environmental Protection Authority, the Department of Conservation and Land
Management, the Department of Planning and Urban Development and the Water
Authority of Western Australia, convened in the office of the Minister for Planning,
wherein we discussed at great length the question of water quality and the protection of
the Gnangara mound. I will address the Gnangara mound first.
Mr D.L. Smith: The difference when I was the Minister for Planning was that the
Minister for the Environment had control of these issues. I generally got rolled. I
suspect the Minister for the Environment is getting rolled on this occasion.
Mr MINSON: The member is quite wrong. If he would like to check the environmental
protection legislation, he will find that the final conditions are set very late in the process.
at the development not at the rezoning stage. We are moving to address that because I
think it is a flaw in both the planning and the EP legislation. The Environmental
Protection Authority should be involved much sooner than it is currently. A meeting was
held to try to resolve that issue half an hour ago, which I missed. As an aside, I mention
that the act of rezoning, in itself, of filling in bits on maps in different colours, has no
environmental effect at all. I understand that the Crown Solicitor's opinion is that the
EPA has no statutory right to have an input there because colouring in a map has no
effect on the environment. Although the EPA does get involved in the comment phase,
peripherally at the beginning, its real role under the current legislation is at the
development phase.
Mr D.L. Smith: The advice you were given is different from the advice I used to get as
Minister for Planning.
Mr MINSON: I can tell the member that we have been through this matter up and down
and back to front and I have satisfied myself that the area is on the edge of the boundary
of the Onangara mound and conditions will be put in place to protect that area if there is
any doubt at all. I can tell the member that the new chairman of the EPA -
Mr D.L. Smith: Why? Parliament did not have any information before it.

Mr MINSON: Had the member for Mitchell asked for it, he could have had it.
Mr D.L. Smith: In eight days?
Mr MINSON: Of Course. How long does the member want to put a question on notice?
I have officers standing by to give briefings to any member of Parliament on any
legislation or motions that I bring into this House.
Mr D.L. Smith: In my view that is a useless time.
Mr MINSON: Ever since I came here, I have been told that seven days was a reasonable
minimum time. When I occupied the seat two up from where the member for Thomnlie
currently sirs, I was told by the Minister that if environmental legislation came in I had to
be ready to go within seven days, especially if he told me that it was a priority and that it
had to be acted on within a week. I am sorry that the member has a problem with that but
they have been the unwritten rules since I have been in this House. I have no intention of
allowing a further period on this motion. I have been particularly interested in the water
quality issue because, as members have quite rightly pointed out, only a fool will build
something that will cause a problem for the water supply of an area. Clean water is one
of the things that we, as a Government, have an obligation to provide for the community
of Western Australia. I can assure the member that the Environmental Protection
Authority has, dwing its discussions with the Water Authority and Department of
Planning and Urban Development, made it very clear that protection of the Gnangara
mound is particularly important.
With respect to the conservation estate, we are still negotiating about the Mt Lawley land.
It will be preserved, certainly the wetland part. Whether it will be a private park has not
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yet been resolved finally. I am not of the persuasion of the former Minister for Planning.
I believe private parks will become a very significant part of the conservation estate in
Western Australia. The placing of covenants on tidles is a matter that we will be
progressing. I now have a group of people working on that matter, examining the
legislation in other States and other countries. I know that the previous shadow Minister
who drew up the environmental policy for the coalition also has an interest in the
question of covenanting. Extra legislation may be needed to go with that process. If that
is the case, it will be acted upon.
I can tell the members - it is very difficult to have in my head a detailed map of
boundaries that I can describe verbally - that the wetland areas will be protected. 1 ask
the member for Mitchell to cast his mind to that area of wetland under discussion. A
highway was proposed to be built across the wetland area which would have cut a certain
percentage of land to one side. Someone said that the bridge was high enough that it
would not worry the wildlife. I do not accept that and now the highway has been
diverted in such a way that the wetland wil not be traversed by it-
Mr D.L. Smith interjected.
Mr MINSON: There are still two bridges but they do not cut the wetlands in two. I think
I have covered the questions that have been raised. I often regret that within the debate
on these motions there is not the opportunity for a Committee stage where officers can
provide more detailed information as members ask it.
Mr D.L. Smith interjected.
Mr MINSON: That too. I do not have a problem with that concept. We are operating
under a different system. Once again, I urge members to take advantage of the briefings.
I understand that the member for Mitchell lives a long way away. Had he come to me
earlier in the piece and said, "Please hold this matter over", I might have been able to do
that. But for him to get on his feet now and say that he wants it held over, is not
acceptable. The member has forfeited his moral right to have the information provided
because he did not move earlier.
I am convinced that not only have the ground water areas been protected in the planning
process that has gone so far but also the final conditions set by the Environmental
Protection Authority under its new chairman, who has a particular preoccupation with the
protection of water mounds, will ensure that the Gnangara water mound is not adversely
affected in any way. I also give an undertaking that the wetlands will not be developed.
I think members should understand that I have taken some trouble, particularly in regard
to that Mount Lawley land, to ensure that the conservation values are protected.
One other matter has just crossed my mind about which the member for Thomnlie asked;
that is, the land that would be used to replace the area with pines growing on it. A couple
of areas are under discussion. They may well not be anywhere near that area; they may
be well out of the way in a completely different locality. To grow pines in that locality is
not essential. Although that area has not been transferred to CALM yet, that is currently
being negotiated. I commend the motion to the House.

Point of Order
Mrs HENDERSON: I seek your guidance, Mr Acting Speaker. At the beginning of the
debate the Minister moved for a suspension of standing orders to enable the debate to
proceed. It was then subsequently determined that we would deal with it seriatim, which
I am quite happy to do. My recollection is that the motion for the suspension of standing
orders was put to the House and was carried. I am seeking advice about whether that
gives us an opportunity to make further comment. The Minister has indicated that it is
unfortunate that there is no Committee stage associated with motions of this type. It
would give us the opportunity to ask a few further questions arising out of the Minister's
comments. I have no desire to delay the debate; but I would like to ask the Minister
some further questions.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Brown): I ant advised that while there was a proposal for
a motion to suspend standing orders chat motion was not proceeded with and is not
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currently before the House. What was agreed was a wide ranging debate on the basis of
item 10 as it currently is. There is no opportunity, therefore, to make any further
comments on the motion before the House. However, the Minister has to move a
subsequent procedural motion that the Legislative Council be acquainted accordingly and
its concurrence sought. There may be an opportunity as a result of that motion to raise
some very limited matters.

Debate Resumed

Question put and passed.
MR MINSON (Greenough - Minister for the Environment) [5.03 pm]: I move -

That the Council be acquainted accordingly and its concurrence sought therein.
I would appreciate it if you would allow the speakers to comment again,' Mr Deputy
Speaker.
MRS HENDERSON (Thomnlie) (5.04 pm]: I appreciate the opportunity to make a few
comments. I have no objection to waiting a few moments to enable the Minister to
confer with his adviser, who is not yet here, on the floor of the Chamber. I am
particularly interested in the comments about the quality of water in the Gnangara
mound. I have no reason to disbelieve that he has held extensive meetings and that
efforts have been made to ensure that the quality of water in the mound is not to be
disturbed by this proposed residential development. I am concerned about the specific
questions I asked. I appreciate the Minister is not in a position to leap to his feet and
answer those questions. I would like some kind of undertaking to obtain the answers to
those questions, particularly those relating to what measures will be taken where housing,
shopping centres and other aspects of this development will be located directly over areas
currently considered to be pant of the Onangara mound area and as to exactly what kinds
of covenants are to be placed on them. I also raised with the Minister questions on the
restrictions of the use of organochlorines in the construction of those houses. I would
like the answers to those questions, if not today, as soon as possible.
I would also like details of the physical areas to be exchanged and their locations and
conservational values. As the Minister for Industrial Relations, when we were in
Government, I had far less exposure to this proposal than the Minister for Planning. We
had a number of meetings so I am familiar with much of the detail. If that area of
wetlands were taken out and we were talking about other disparate areas for conservation
scattered across other lands, such as some our of the Roberts land and other areas, and if
we were talking about grass parkiand, I would be very concerned. I do not know exactly
what is the land to be exchanged that the Minister is talking about. Some of it will be
wetlands and I suspect probably quite close to the land previously talked about. We do
not have any indication of the area, its location or its conservation value, nor do we have
an indication of how it is to be managed to ensure its conservation value is preserved. I
appreciate the Minister does not have the detail with him and it has been very difficult for
us to deal with something before the Parliament for only eight days; nevertheless, I
recognise that when the Government was in Opposition it was expected to deal with
matters in that time. I ask that the Minister provide that information urgently so that we
can see the full details, particularly the extent to which the proposals have changed since
they were put to us when we were in Government.
MR MINSON (Greenough - Minister for the Environment) [5.08 pm]: I obviously did
not explain very well that the exact measures to be taken with respect to the protection of
the water mound are to be determined by the Environmental Protection Authority at the
condition setting stage of the development. It will include restrictions on
organochlorines and that sort of thing. I suggest that organochiorines, even on the edge
of those wetlands, are to be discouraged and would be prohibited. Now that we have the
alternative of 'termi-mesh", which is a fine stainless steel mesh, rather than the chemical
protection, there should be little excuse for endangering the wetlands. If there is any
danger at all to the Gnangara mound, organochlorines or other chemicals would not be
permitted. I cannot advise the exact area to be exchanged off the top of my head. There
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are some areas further east and south which I understand - it is not in the Mt Lawley
Estate; it is further east on the opposite side of the highway - will be exchanged.
However) there are some other wetland areas also.
The infornation will be provided as quickly as possible to the member for Thornlie. I
can assure her that she will not be disappointed from a conservation point of view. We
have gone to considerable trouble to keep the integrity of the wetlands and, where it is
sensible, to allow wildlife corridors to exist. For example, we discussed die Mt Lawley
wetlands where the thought was to run a highway across die middle of it. It was thought
die animals would be able to go under the bridge to enable genetic crossover to continue.
I could not accept that and it was generally acknowledged that, although some animals
are brave enough to cross under bridges and busy roads - birds in particular will live very
close to human habitat - many fairly timid animals live in that area. Consequently a road
across that wetlands would not be acceptable. I can but undertake to provide the member
with the information. I say again that a briefing will be provided at any time to members
of any persuasion in this House on this matter or any other of a similar nature. I
commend the motion to the House.
Question put and passed.

STANDING COMMITTEE ON UNIFORM LEGISLATION AND
INTERGOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENTS

Third Report Tabling
Debate resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.
MR PENDAL (South Perth) [5.13 pm]: I made the point briefly this morning that the
subject matter is the tabling and the motion to print the third report of die Standing
Committee on Uniform Legislation and Intergovernimental Agreements.
It is probably surprising in the year 1994 that no single, comprehensive register exists
anywhere in Australia to inform Parliaments, or the wider public, of the number and
nature of intergovernmental agreements or uniform laws. One might draw an analogy
that that is a bit like having a school without a pupil roll. It means that Parliaments, such
as our own, are acting in the dark when it comes to uniform legislation and
intergovernmental agreements. That now is the subject of the third report which I had the
pleasure this morning to table. The lack of any comprehensive register was exacerbated
by the decision in 1986 to abolish the Advisory Council for Intergovernmental Relations
which had been set up by die former Fraser Government as a way of monitoring the
growth of that sort of accord across Australia. At the time the abolition occurred in 1986,
there were 92 such agreements. In the eight years since the abolition, there is really no
way of knowing the state of play. Thus, it is that the standing committee of this
Parliament says that die time has arrived when something should happen. A decision
therefore was made by the standing committee, as part of its third report to the House,
that there should be such a comprehensive register and in the absence of someone else
doing that valuable work the standing committee in Western Australia would begin to do
it.

By way of tribute, the Western Australian parliamentary committee, to some extent, has
relied on the Federal Affairs branch of the Department of Premier and Cabinet. For that
we are grateful. However, there are differences in the agendas of that branch and the
standing committee and, therefore, to have total reliance on that section of the Ministry of
Premier and Cabinet is probably not appropriate anyway. In addtion, we would be
relying on a branch of the Executive, which is somewhat at cross-purposes to the
existence of the committee. For that reason, the committee decided to create that
register.
It would be self evident to every member of the House that there cannot be a facility of
that kind without resources. The fact is that to compile, arid subsequently maintain, a
register would call on very considerable resources which are not currently available to
this Parliament. Part of our report, therefore, touches on that thorny question of
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increasing the resources available to the standing committee - I dare say, not only to our
standing committee but also others within the Parliament. I made the point in the
chairman's report concerning a somewhat celebrated remark by the Earl of Pembroke a
couple of hundred years ago, who said something to the effect that Parliament's powers
are unlimited, it can do absolutely anything except legislate that a man is a woman or that
a woman is a man. To that we tended to add one more item: Parliaments seem to have
an inability - certainly that has been demonstrated in the time I have been here - to make
provision for their own work. We pass a Budget in this Parliament of just under $6 orn
for the State of Western Australia. We spend approximately $1.5b on the education
system and a similar amount on the health system. They are massive sums of money; yet
when it comes to resourcing the work of this Parliament we spend less than 0.31 of one
per cent of the entire Stare Budget of the legislative branch.
Important standing committees and, for that matter, important select committees of the
Parliament are being charged with important public roles. However, I think they are
resourced very poorly. I hasten to add, that is not a reflection on the officers of the
House. I for one, and the other members of my committee, acknowledge that we are
resourced by three excellent people. The fact is, the Parliament must assert itself, which
is something of the thrust of the first report we tabled in this place three years ago. Part
of asserting the supremacy of this place is to argue for a better resource base for the
parliamentarians.
You are relatively new to the place. Mr Acting Speaker, (Mr Brown), and 1 think you will
agree that the level at which members of Parliament are resourced is abysmal, to say the
least. Other ministerial members are left without any research capacity and the time has
come, at least in the life of this standing committee, where we require more and greater
resources, particularly now that we are taking on the task 1 outlined earlier, that is, of
creating that first single, national register so that we and other members of the House,
and for that matter the Government, can have a better understanding of the situation with
all of those interstate agreements.
Having made that plea I hope, Mr Acting Speaker, you will convey it to the Speaker and
to the officers who will rake us seriously as we near Budget time, and that they will
resource us for the task we have been given, especially in light of the fact that we are
effectively trying to unravel about 90 years of work in all that has been put before us.
Finally, I thank the members of the standing committee - the members for Floreat,
Geraldton, Ashbunton, Whitford - and our staff members, Lisa Shilton and David
Robinson. The committee continues to charter some most interesting areas of
parliamentary work; work which has never been touched before and which I find most
satisfying and rewarding, I know that view is shared by the other members of the
committee. For that reason I commend not only my remarks but also the contents of the
report to the House.
Question put and passed.
[See papers Nos 981 and 982.]

TABLING OF PAPERS - CROWN LAW OPINION AND ADVICE
MR COWAN (Merredin - Deputy Premier) [5.20 pm]: On behalf of the Minister for
Labour Relations I table the paper which the Minister undertook to table during the
course of the matter of public interest earlier today.
[See paper No 984.]

RESERVES BILL
Second Reading

Debate resumed from 1 December 1993.
MR KOBELKE (Nollamara) [5.21 pm]: The Reserves Bill comes forward each year to
deal with the transfer of vestings of pieces of land which can undergo such transfer only
by an Act of Parliament. A couple of years ago an amendment was placed in the

[ASSEMBLY]11724



[Thursday, 7 April 1994]172

Reserves Bill so chat public access ways could be transferred by administrative process,
and not have to come forward in this Bill. in the electorate of Nollara that was a big
advantage because there are many public access ways in that area which are a problem
with the antisocial behaviour visited on the neighbours of those walkways. In this Bill
we no longer must deal with those matters, and I am thankful for char.
The Reserves Bill tends to be left to the end of the Notice Paper each year and, therefore,
may be rushed through the House. It is not the Opposition's wish to delay this Bill, and
we wish to cooperate fully with the Minister in having its passage expedited. However,
we must take up a number of issues. Many members have a real interest in the land
which is contained within their electorate, or which bears some relevance to matters
wichin their electorate. I ask the Minister whether the Government is considering
bringing forward two Reserves Bills each year. There has been talk that the Minister in
the other place has suggested that that will be the case. I realise char all Governments
have good intentions with these matters, but when it comes to the practice of preparing a
Reserves Bill and having it passed through the Parliament, ir is sometimes difficult to live
up to the goals one sets. We are now in 1994 dealing with the 1993 Reserves Bill. I
would appreciate if the Minister would indicate whether the Government has made a
commitment to bring forward two Bills each year to expedite these transfers and to
ensure that the accountability of the Parliament remains.
The Minister for Planning is acting on behalf of the Minister for Lands in another place;
therefore, I know chat he may have some difficulty with some of the finer detail. I know
the Minister will do his best. I do not wish to cast any aspersions on this Minister.
However, in handling the previous Bill, the Minister for the Environment showed a real
lack of understanding of things within his portfolio. When he was asked quescions of
detail about the revocation of the State forest he said that the Opposition should have
taken up the opportunity of a briefing. That was a lame excuse for the Minister not to try
to give specific answers to specific questions. I say that in relation to this Bill because
we must make some allowances for this Minister who is not the Minister for this
portfolio, but will be handling the Bill for a Minister in another place.
I will comment on only one clause which has its significance well beyond the Reserves
Bill and during Committee I will comment on a limited number of clauses so as to assist
the Government in the speedy passage of this Bill. Does the Minister wish to proceed
with the amendment on the Notice Paper, so that we must go into Committee?
Mr Lewis: Yes.
Mr KOBELKE: When the Bill was first introduced into the ocher place it had 29 clauses.
Two additional clauses, clauses 30 and 3 1, were added by amendment. They relate to the
City of Stirling in a project that was undertaken in conjunction with the Trigg Island Surf
Life Saving Club Inc which enabled the club to be rebuilt and extended, for beach
facilities to be constructed and for a restaurant to be included in the development. That
has added to the general amenity in chat area. 1 know the Trigg area well. As a young
boy and during my teenage years I spent most of my holidays in the area. I have swum in
just about every cove between Scarborough and Waterman. In fact, at the age of five my
first Education Department swimming lesson was conducted at Trigg in an area
notoriously known as the blue holes. It is an area about which I know something and for
which I have great affection.
I have looked at the constructions on this piece of land. I visited the surf club and
enjoyed the amenity of the restaurant. I was pleased with what the council has been able
to put on the ground to improve the general level of facilities. Previously there was a
bitumninised car park and minor facilities in the way of a kiosk and surf club. Over the
years Western Australians have enjoyed the facilities provided on their beaches.
However, when we talk of facilities on the beaches in metropolitan Perth we are basically
talkcing about the high quality of the sand and surf. In more recent times we have seen
the establishment of a range of more adequate, sophisticated facilities along the coastline.
That is long overdue, The beach is not only a tremendous resource and facility for the
people of Perth, but also a Major tourist attraction. We must ensure there are facilities
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along our famous and beautiful beaches so thai people do flat have to sit in the sand; so
that people can enjoy a picnic on grass or avail themselves of the restaurant facilities and,
at the sante time, enjoy the outlook and ocher features of our beautiful coastline. The
Labor Government in the 1980s put in place the marina at 1-illarys, a project of which the
Government, when in Opposition, was critical. The former Government made a big
improvement to the facilities along the northern coastline. The development contained
within clauses 30 and 31 will be another benefit to the north metropolitan coastline. I
understand the facility cost approximately $2m, and discussions had been taking place
for some time between the Trigg Island Surf Life Saving Club (Inc) and the City of
Stirling with respect to the improvement of the facilities at this location. Plans were
being worked on when the Federal Government announced its One Nation policy, which
made available a large amount of money to deal with the high unemployment levels by
creating employment in areas of need. The amount of money that went to the City of
Stirling for job creation - $7.2m - received plenty of Press coverage at the time. The
primary reason for this allocation was the high unemployment level in the City of
Stirling. Other councils took issue with that because the collection of figures across local
government boundaries had led to a clear distortion in the unemployment figures. The
City of Stirling beneficed because it had a high rate of unemployment. It was also
relevant chat the City of Stirling moved quickly and put together a range of projects
which met the guidelines of the Federal Government. It was, therefore, able to pick up
approximately $7m for job creation projects. The redevelopment of the Trigg Island Surf
Life Saving Club and the construction of the restaurant were part of those programs.
Mr Johnson: What did the Federal Government do about about the City of Wanneroo
which had the same number of unemployed people but received nothing? That Program
was especially designed to help the unemployed. Stirling got $7m and spent it on a surf
club. The unemployed people in Wanneroo are second-class citizens.
Mr KOBELKE: I addressed that matter but only briefly because it is a moving away
from the clauses in the Bill. The money was allocated by the Commonwealth
Government on the basis of the levels of unemployment within local government
boundaries. That caused gross distortions because it is not the best way of reflecting the
highest level of unemployment. Nonetheless, it had to use objective criteria. The
Federal Government chose to use certain criteria, and debate about the appropriateness of
those criteria could be held on another day.
Mr Johnson: Those criteria seem to be to give funds to marginal Labor seats rather than
to Liberal seats.
Mr KOBELKE: The member has indicated his feelings, and that debate can take place
on another day but this is not the appropriate time. The City of Stirling moved quickly in
putting forward a range of projects which met the guidelines of the Commonwealth
Government, in addition to having high unemployment levels. As a result, it did
exceptionally well. This project cost about $2m, of which approximately $1.5m was
provided from the Federal Government's One Nation funds. This excellent facility was
provided very quickly, and it was not necessary for the funds to be put together by the
City of Stirling over a number of years. The member for Whitford will know chat with
many projects, local councils must often plan for several years in order to accumulate the
funds for the project. The City of Stirling, of course, did not look a gift horse in the
mouth, but cook the money very quickly and completed the project very well.
This became a controversial issue, due to the way in which politics entered into the
proposal. I note that the member for Scarborough is in the House, and he played a
leading role in die controversy that arose over this issue. It is important to go trough
some of those facts. We could certainly spend a lot of time debating the details and
Mnother occasion may be presented to do so, as the member for Scarborough has a notice
of motion on the Notice Paper to refer this matter to the Public Accounts and Expenditure
Review Committee. That would provide an opportunity to discuss this matter in more
detal.
On 24 August 1992 a special meeting was held at the City of Stirling to approve this
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range of projects for funding from the Commonwealth Government. This proposal is
dealt with in clauses 30 and 31 of the Bill. The councillors unanimously decided to go
ahead with the redevelopment of the Trigg Island Surf Life Saving Club building and to
develop a restaurant on the site. On 1 July 1993 in a Budget speech the member for
Scarborough raised a number of issues, and indicated he was not happy with the way it
had been done. The council had held a series of meetings to reach an agreement with the
club. Local clubs when seeking facilities from the local authority generally make some
contribution themselves. Most of them find it difficult to put together the finances to
make a sizeable contribution, and the amount a club can contribute in order to upgrade its
facilities or establish facilities is generally an issue. The negotiation went backwards and
forwards, and at one stage firm agreement was reached between the club and the council
on the basis on which the new facilities would be provided, bearing in mind that the
council was able to use a fairly large amount of the Federal unemployment program
funds to undertake the project. I understand it was agreed the club would contribute
$20 000 for the fit out, and a $40 000 bank loan would be provided, to be repaid by the
club over 10 years. A further condition was that the community could use the social
areas - the bar, kitchen and training rooms - when they were not being used by the Trigg
Island Surf Life Saving Club. At the end of July a fair degree of understanding had been
reached between the club and the Stirling City Council. However, the member for
Scarborough, who became involved in the mailer publicly at the beginning of July. made
a speech in this House in which he indicated he was a vice patron and trustee of the club.
He became involved because he was trying to look after the interests of the club. Of
course, all of us, as local members, try to do that for various clubs in our electorates.
However, the events went beyond the bounds of normal representation on behalf of a
member's local club. At the end of July the Minister for Lands called for a meeting with
the parties involved. The Trigg Island Surf Life Saving Club, the City of Stirling, Mr
Strickland and the Minister attended the meeting, at which the Minister told the City of
Stirling that he would not approve the land transfers required - which are contained in the
clauses in this Bill - unless the City of Stirling were willing to make an arrangement with
the club that it would receive a percentage of the income from the restaurant. Bearing in
mind that the club had been negotiating for some time with the City of Stirling and would
have received an upgraded building costing a large part of $2m, it was certainly getting a
good deal from the City of Stirling. That was not good enough for the club in the eyes of
the member for Scarborough and the Minister for Lands. They attended a meeting with
the City of Stirling and decided to head off the authority by saying, "If you do not come
to an agreement which suits the purposes of the club and the member for Scarborough,
you will not receive what is necessary for the project to go ahead smoothly." That sort of
action has rightly been described as extortion. Following that meeting negotiations
indicated that the club wanted a 25 per cent share of the project's revenue of $96 000 in
rent annually. The club was looking for a windfall gain in addition to the advantages it
would receive from the project.
Some councillors who were present at that meeting made scathing comments on the
heavy-handed approach, which many saw as extortion. People said that they were being
held to ransom, and that members of Parliament attended the meeting to twist
councillors' arms. People also said that they were given no room to move apart from
agreeing to the points dictated to them by the Government. The Government was
effectively saying that if the councillors did not agree to the proposition, the paperwork
would not be processed. This Bill represents the processing of that paperwork following
agreement being reached. That agreement serves the interests of the Trigg Island Surf
Life Saving Club. The councillors were obviously incensed that the Government should
use such standover tactics.
I asked a question of the Minister for Planning in this place on this matter. He has strong
views regarding standover tactics used by local government in relation to developers. He
has been consistent in his comments opposing requirements by local government
authorities for developers to make contributions to local government for general facilities
in an area before they receive approvals. He has referred to that activity as blackmail.
The Minister has a clear record in that regard. Therefore, I asked him a question about

18 -6

11727



1728[ASSEMBLY]

his Government being involved in standover tactics. The Minister wisely avoided
answering the question. The councillors were upset about the approach adopted by the
Minister for Lands and they sought a legal opinion. The opinion provided by Kott
Gunning, headed "Reliance on the Previous Advice from the Department of Land
Administration", reads -

The fact that the Minister has at this extremely late stage stated that he would not
give his approval unless a funding arrangement is entered into with the club is
extraordinary.

I emphasise that last word. It continues -
The Department of Land Administration has provided both oral and written
advice that they have no objection to the proposed change of use and in fact
advised that the change of use would be proceeding as soon as possible. The
Minister, contrary to the accepted tradition of the Westminster system and past
State administrations, has refused to endorse a commitment previously made by
his department. The Minister's actions could not have been anticipated given its
unusual nature.

The letter also mentions requests by the club for the 25 per cent of revenue from the rent
to be received for the restaurant. It indicates that although the percentage may seem
modest, it is in reality "outlandish". The City of Stirling provided a large sum of money
for the maintenance of the beach and the provision of various surf patrols. Also, the
maintenance of the club building had been taken over by the City of Stirling. Therefore,
the running of the building represented no heavy impost on the club. The club was then
to receive a windfall grant. This well served the club but not the ratepayers and residents
of the City of Stirling, Those people pay the rates to maintain the facilities on the
beachifront.
Yesterday we discussed pork-barrelling undertaken by the Government in certain areas
with the provision of sewerage. In this case we find a slight variation on the pork-
barrelling: The member for Scarborough has not only batted for a club in his electorate,
but also he has arranged for the Government to stand over a local government authority
the largest in Western Australia - in order to provide a windfall gain to the club. The
member is a vice patron and trustee of the club. The fact that the Minister for Lands
should be caught up in such a grubby little episode is a matter of great regret for the
Government and this State. The member for Scarborough has been in the thick of it for
some time. On one or two occasions he has made attacks on the City of Stirling and
some of its officers. We will take up that issue on another occasion as we have a notice
of motion in this regard.
The member for Scarborough has taken a very close interest in the City of Stirling. I go
to the city offices regularly for citizenship ceremonies, and I am regularly told that the
member for Scarborough has been attending committee meetings within that authority.
He seems to make more speeches at the City of Stirling than he does as a member of
Parliament. Perhaps as a former mayor, the member is having difficulty handing over the
reins, and he regards himself as the current de facto mayor. One wonders why he spends
so much time attending meetings and asking questions within that authority, and so little
time making speeches in this Chamber.
Mr Strickland: What do you think a local member should do when a constituent
approaches him? Does he ignore the constituent or does he try to find out the facts?
Mr KOBELKE: It is right for a member to make representations on behalf of
constituents arid clubs within his electorate. However, in this case the member has gone
far beyond that. He has taken action to force the City of Stirling to pay money to a club
with which the member has a close involvement. Also, the member for Scarborough has
been meddling for some time in the running of the City of Stirling. One of the grounds
that the member used to indicate something was wrong was that he could not obtain
information from the city offices relating to this project. He said that questions were
asked but answers were not provided. I went to the City of Stirling and asked why
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officers had not provided answers. I was told that the member asked for all motions,
records and reports relating to the redevelopment of the surf club going back to 1988 -
and he wanted them within 24 hours!
I asked a question on notice of the Premier in October 1993. Only last week I received a
written answer indicating that the question was too difficult to answer. That is the type
of response we receive from this Government.
A key member of the Government has no trouble standing here saying he cannot get
information from the City of Stirling because it cannot provide in 24 hours a response
that requires the council to go back through all the records to January 1988. If that is not
totally hypocritical. I do not know what is. This Government does not make information
available. I have found the City of Stirling quite willing to make information available,
but one sometimes must wait a little while. I would like answers back within seven days.
It might take a few weeks to get action, but it has never refused to answer my questions
or to take action, even though it might not always have wanted to take up the request I
was asking. flat is something we must deal with in local government authorities. The
member for Scarborough in speaking on I July indicated that he needed this information
because he was going to make a contribution on the Reserves Bill. On 1 July 1993 the
member for Scarborough said that the City of Stirling could not provide him with this
information within 24 hours, so he would have difficulty making a contribution to the
Reserves Bill, which we are now getting around to debating on 7 April 1994. It does not
stack up. It amounts to interference by the member for Scarborough in the functioning of
our largest local government authority. I realise that the member for Scarborough has
experience in local government, but there are times when he must realise he has moved
on. The member for Scarborough is no longer the Mayor of the City of Stirling; he does
not have a role to play in running the City of Stirling. Although he might have the
numbers on the City of Stirling, because clearly a Liberal majority is running the City of
Stirling - it has for many years - and we know the direct connections the member has
with councillors who control the city, it is not appropriate for a member of Parliament to
be directly involved in and interfering with the running of a local government authority.
If members were to look at the questions the member for Scarborough asked of the City
of Stirling, it is far more than just a passing interest with the City of Stirling. We find
that he not only regularly attends meetings but also puts many quite lengthy questions on
notice. The one or two questions I have seen seemed to have been answered fairly fully.
That is something we do not find with the questions we ask of the Government in this
place.
It is not my intention to hold this place up unduly but the matters contained in this Bill
require the due consideration of this House. The clauses within the Reserves Bill range
across a large area of this State. We have had representations from local groups on many
of them, particularly from people who are concerned about the conservation value of
some of these pieces of land, the vestings of which will be changed. I notice a number of
them involve local government use such as refuse tips or gravel pits, and that is always
an issue of some contention in a local area. The provision of those facilities is of vital
importance. The facilities, whether a rubbish tip or gravel pit, need to be provided at a
level which is economically sustainable. We must ensure there are no undue
impediments to the provision of those small facilities in country areas. But there is
always a concern that in order to provide those facilities at the lowest possible cast
consideration of the environment of the area may be overlooked. People have certainly
made representation in this respect on some clauses in this Bill. There is also concern
about the rarity of flora and fauna in reserves, and a number of clauses improve the
control of areas which have a high conservation value. I notice that the islands off Safety
Bay in Rockingham will be amalgamated into a reserve. One hopes we can go a lot
further than just amalgamating the islands and make them a full marine park. We would
like to take up those issues during Committee in the briefest possible way.
MR STRICKLAND (Scarborough) [5.55 pm]: I listened with interest to the comments
of the member opposite. We are debating the Reserves Bill yet the member for
Nollamara spent about one minute on matters of no consequence in the Bill, then the
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Parliament heard a whole lot of things, and my name was mentioned. I wish I could
claim credit for being a key player in this Government and being able to get people to do
things for me, but the member for Nollamara is sadly mistaken. From the cone of the
member's address I take it the member would be very interested in supporting the motion
that I have on the Notice Paper so that this matter can be investigated very carefully by a
committee which contains some members from the other side of the House. [ will be
looking forward to his comments on that. I did not intend to turn the debate on the
Reserves Bill into some sort of attack on the City of Stirling or its officers. That is not
necessarily appropriate; but I intend to talk to clauses 30 and 31 which involve the City
of Stirling and the electorate of Scarborough for which I have prime responsibility.
According to the second reading speech, the provisions contained in clauses 30 and 31
are necessary. They look simple, but the matter is quite complex. The second reading
speech does not indicate this, but the Parliament has been pre-empted and these two
clauses correct and authorise a situation which should never have occurred.
I take the opportunity to record in Hansard that I intend to proceed with my motion on
the Notice Paper. The motion has been approved by the coalition party room and has the
support of two Ministers involved. In due course we will be proceeding with this motion
and, should it be passed, the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee can do
its work. There is good reason for this motion; the member for Nollamara should not get
bound up in personalities and all sorts of problems that have obviously been fed to him so
that he can stand and regurgitate them in this House. From what the member for
Nollamnara said he does not have an in-depth knowledge of the matter. The member
should have a chat with the President of the Trigg Island surf lifesaving club, Andrew
Goss, and probably hundreds of members from the club who will have a more in-depth
knowledge than the member on the matter. In fact, many of those people followed the
matter fairly closely. My involvement was at the request of the club.

Sitting suspended from 6.0010o 730 pm
Mr STRICKLAND: I am very familiar with what happened at Trigg beach and I am
concerned about the processes, procedures and consultation that occurred which led to
the situation in which this House now finds itself;, that is, rectifying a situation in the
interests of allowing buildings to remain.
I support the relevant clauses. However1 I do not support the way in which the building
of a restaurant eventuated- I do not want to use this Bill to debate an issue that is detailed
and protracted. Originally I wanted the Minister for Local Government to establish an
inquiry but as the information came to me it became obvious that it involved not only the
Department of Local Government, but also the Department of Land Administration.
Therefore, two Ministers are involved. It would be beneficial if the Public Accounts and
Expenditure Review Committee had the opportunity to examine this matter in a calm,
rational way out of the heat of this Parliament. It could invite witnesses and take
evidence to sort out this issue. It could then submit a written report which would become
available to this House. Eventually, what occurred would be exposed.
This is not the only matter about which I am concerned. The public believe that
members of Parliament have a role in protecting A class reserves. The problem with
Trigg is that we are trying to put right something which has already happened. The
building is already there, restaurants are operating and other things are happening. It
makes a mockery of the present system.
We have reached the end of this session and I will be required to move my motion again
in the next session of Parliament. My motion reads -

That this House requires the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee
to inquire into the actions taken and procedures followed by the City of Stirling
and the Department of Land Administration (DOLA) in approving and
constructing a commercial restaurant on Crown land at Trigg with specific
reference to -
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(a) the extent to which DOLA met its responsibility to ensure that the reserves
involved were used in accordance with legal requirements and
Government policy;

(b) the adequacy of advice provided to Council to support sound decision
making as it relates to the development of the concept plan incorporating
the Present redevelopment project with a restaurant;

(c) the status of and heed paid to the DOLA document "Guidelines for the
Administration of Land Act Reserves" and in particular the use of these
guidelines in determining "ancillary and beneficial use';

(d) the validity of the agreement between the City of Stirling and DOLA and
the extent to which it authorised the City to proceed with the development;

(e) the legality of the City of Stirling decision in issuing itself with a building
licence and the extent to which this pre-empted any decision by
Parliamient; and

(f) the means by which procedures should be amended to ensure appropriate
and current consultation with the public on proposals which involve
commercial developments on Crown Reserves vested in Council and how
such public opinion should be considered and Parliamentary approval
occur prior to approvals for development being issued.

It is a comprehensive list of requests and I hope that all members in this House feel it is
important.
Mr Kobelke: What is the substance on which you are basing your list of requests?
Mr STRICKLAND: In his speech the member for Nollanara made a personal attack on
me. I do not intend to respond to that, but I do intend to put certain things on the record.
I became involved in this issue when the club members asked me to assist them with their
project. This issue has nothing to do with the Trigg surf life saving club and its project; it
is all about approval processes. In June I asked the Minister for Lands a series of
questions on the proposal at Trigg beach. I refer members to question 112 which is in
several pants. Part (2) reads as follows -

Can the existing reserve, set aside for the purposes of "Surf Life Saving Club' be
used for the purpose of building and/or operating of a private restaurant?

The Minister's answer was -
For building - yes. For operating - a change in purposes will be required.

I also asked the Minister -

What approvals are necessary to allow for -
(a) the building of the restaurant;
(b) the operation of the restaurant and have any such approvals been granted?

The Minister replied -

(a) DOLA's agreement. DPUD approval.
(b) Governor's approval to a change in purpose of class C reserve 2847.

Parliamentary approval to additions of portions of two class A reserves to
reserve 28477 is required to achieve the overall development proposed by
the City of Stirling. All reserves are currently vested in the Council.

Part (4) of my question reads -

What agreements are in place with the City of Stirling in regard to this project?

The Minister replied -

DOLA has agreed to the development subject to change in reserve purpose and
inclusion of portions of adjoining reserves.
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It is a very qualified answer. Part (7) of my question reads -
With respect to the total project, has any building encroached on to any existing
class A reserves and if so, what are the details?

The Minister replied -

Yes, the surf club's operations building encroached onto a small, severed portion
of class A reserve 32559, set aside for "conservation of dunes, education and
passive recreation". The alfresco and kiosk open air dining areas encroach onto
reserve 27060.

Those answers indicate quite clearly that Parliament has been pre-empted because we are
now addressing those matters in this Bill, although the restaurant and the improved
facilities have been built and are operating. I also mention very briefly the agreement. I
tried to establish whether there was some form of agreement because I was concerned
about this matter, and on I11 August I asked more questions of the Minister for Lands in
question without notice 569, as follows -

(1) Is there a facsimile message from Mr B. Dimond of the Department of
Land Administration sent to the City of Stirling on 27 April 1993?

The answer was yes. I also asked -

(2) Will the Minister confirm his answer to my question on notice 381 part (1)
of 1993 in the light of the response to (1)?

The Minister's response was -
When answering question on notice 381 the existence of the handwritten
facsimile message to the City of Stirling was not brought to my attention by the
Department of Land Administration. Having since been provided with a copy of
the facsimile and having now read its contents, the answer to question on notice
38 1 (1) given on 6 July 1993 was incomplete.

The Minister was obviously not aware of things happening in his department at the time.
Only one written agreement can be found, in the form of a fax, of which I have a copy.
This handwritten, unsigned fax is the basis upon which the restaurant and surf club
improvements have proceeded. The only name on this fax is B. Dimiond. It reads -

Trigg Beach Reserve
I wish to confirm agreement with the letter from the city manager of 6 April 1993
regarding the above.
Leasing of the land now in reserve 28477 under sect 33(3) and subsequent
subleasing by the city for the restaurant will be possible as soon as this "C" class
reserve is amended to the appropriate shape and purpose. This will happen
ASAP.
Inclusion of the land out of A class to the north into this reserve awaits
Parliament. However, P.T.L. -

[ assume that means permission to lease. It continues -

can be pranted in the interim.
That is the agreement between the City of Stirling and the State Government to authorise
these developments, and tonight we are debating the Bill required to implement them.
That fax was dated 27 April 1993 when construction of the surf club building was under
way. It goes on to the A class reserve set aside for conservation, sand dunes and
recreation. My concerns are about the process itself. Obviously things are wrong with
this process and they need to be investigated.
Even at the City of Stirling there are problems. Back in 1988 a public meeting was held
to discuss what should be done at Trigg Beach. The development of a restaurant was
also raised. After the public meeting, the City of Stirling received advice from its coastal
advisory committee, the matter was discussed by the council committees, and the
following resolution was passed -
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That any futre plan for the Trigg Beach area not include any proposals for
restaurants or water playgrounds, but residents requests for additional barbeque
facilities be noted.

flat is a very clear resolution of council which was printed in the newspaper. As mayor
at the time, I signed letters to people wha attended the meeting, indicating council had
followed up the meeting and taken action.
I digress for a moment: The member for Nallamara indicated that I attended lots of
meetings at the City of Stirling. Since I have been elected a member of this Parliament, I
have probably attended about half a dozen meetings at the City of Stirling, in the
company of the President of the Trigg Island Surf Life Saving Club to advise him on how
to handle the situation with the city. I hardly call that excessive attendance. If any club
group came to me, it would get the help I considered necessary and reasonable.
That aside, do members think that current Stirling City councillors were advised of the
resolution on the books that no restaurant would be built? No, they were not. I went to a
council committee meeting and distributed to the councillors copies of the summary of
the public meeting, and the resolution of the council at the time. It came to light that in
October 1991, the administration had put forward a proposal to rescind that resolution
because for some time certain members of the administration had wanted a restaurant to
be built. The council did not accede to the request by the administration to rescind that
resolution in October 1991. It was not brought to the attention of the councillors who
subsequently decided to support the construction of this restaurant, and many of them
were new councillors and could not be expected to know that a public meeting had been
held at which strong opposition was expressed to the proposal. That is a very poor
situation, because the prime function of council officers and administration is to advise
the council properly, not only of the facts of the matter, but also of past decisions of
council. Two of the officers who attended meetings at the time opposition was
expressed, and who were part of the decision making process, still serve an that council
today. What is their role in not telling the councillors of these matters? The council has
subsequently rescinded that resolution; it had to because the restaurant had been
constructed. What a nonsense that was. Those sorts of things should be investigated.
The member for Nollamara spoke about visiting the club and the restaurant, and said it is
a good facility which is needed in the district. I must agree with the member for
Nollamara that the surf club buildings and the restaurant are attractive. On the surface
one would say it is a nice situation, but let us dig deeper. Originally this Parliament set
aside a small reserve for a very exclusive purpose - the surf life saving club. It gave the
club the opportunity to establish its facilities to service the public on safety matters.
They were exclusive rights. Following the construction of the restaurant, the site has
been expanded in order to fit the buildings onto it. Therefore, this Reserve Bill provides
for bits and pieces encroaching on the reserve to be amalgamated, changing the purpose
of the reserve. That creates a difficulty with respect to sponsorship, because Coca-Cola
sponsors the club and in turn expects to have its advertising signs in the club. However,
the restaurant is not interested in buying Coca-Cola products, and buys only Pepsi Cola
products. There is a conflict of interest with regard to signage and so on. This is creating
difficulties and it is a negative situation for the surf club. The surf club now does not
have as much power to attract sponsorship as it had.
I went to the City of Stirling on one of these four or five occasions and asked some
questions on notice. Question 5 of 14 June to the City of Stirling was -

Has authorised construction work associated with the restaurant caused any
obscuring of the line of sight from the observation tower to the seawater, and in
particular to the blue hole?

We all know about the blue hole; that is where people have drowned. Trigg island is a
fantastic spot for surfing and swimming, but it is also very dangerous. The answer was -

The sight line to the Blue Hole from a seated position within the Patrol Tower is
not impeded by any works associated with the Restaurant nor is the sight line to
seawater during usual patrol season conditions.
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Nonetheless adjustments are being made to 5 columns thac support a proposed
wind screen. These will be replaced with smaller columns.

That building has now been completed. The height of the cower was raised another
met, presumably to get around the problem, but the difficulty is still there. I invite the
member for Nollamara to go to the club, say hello to the members, and ask them if he can
go into the patrol tower to see the blue hole. Ask the members why they have to open the
windows and put their feet outside to try to get a look at the blue hole. This matter is
subject to a report. I do not have a copy of the report. However, there is a problem with
the surf-life savers being able to properly observe the blue hole from the patrol tower.
Mr Kobelke: I actually did go into the patrol tower and have a look.
Mr STRICKLAND: Talk to the life savers who know where the problem spots are.
They are the experts. They advised me that there has been a problem and it has to be
fronted now by the council.
Mr Kobelke: I went into the patrol tower. I had a look around and was not aware of the
problem.
Mr STRICKLAND: The member for Nollamara did not talk to anyone. He must talk to
the people who know what they are doing.
Mr Kobelke: Have you been in the patrol tower?
Mr STRICKLAND: Yes. I talked to the people and I know what is going on.
Mr Kobelke: Can you explain the nature of the problem?
Mr STRICKLAND: The matter has been dealt with by the club, through the council
officers, and there has been a report on it, which I do not have.
Mr Kobelke: You went there and had a look and you could not understand the nature of
the problem.
Mr STRICKLAND: The member should not be foolish. I do understand the problem.
Mr Kobelice: Can you explain it to me?
Mr STRICKLAND: I have explained it and I do not intend to have my time wasted by a
member who obviously has just been fed a lot of stuff and has regurgitated it. [ have hit a
raw nerve. The member is protecting someone in the City of Stirling. Does the member
support a committee looking at this matter and at what the various people who were
charged with responsibility to do things did and did not do?
Mr Kobelke: I asked you to substantiate your allegations. You have not done that.
Mr STRICKLAND: Does the member support that inquiry? I do. I want an inquiry. I
want the witnesses called. In due course, it will be very interesting to read the evidence
that comes forward. I did not intend to go into the details of the issue, but I had to
respond to some of the matters raised by the member for Nollarnara in his obscure attack.
I support the two clauses. I have grave concerns about the reason that they had to come
into being. Had there been a public consultation process - which was denied, as the
evidence will show - it might have been the case that the community at large and the city
councillors did not want to proceed with the restaurant. There is no choice now. The
decisions were made before the public or I were aware of them.
An interesting legal point is that the City of Stirling issued itself with a building licence
on land which it did not control, land on which it was not authorised to put any buildings
and land on which it really did not have any approval from the Department of Land
Administration to proceed with the building. DOLA was very clever. DOLA officers
indicated that they supported what was going on but it was conditional upon the
Governor's consent for some of it and the Parliament's approving what we are being
asked to approve now. The City of Stirling got itself tangled up by jumping in to grab
grant money which suddenly fell out of the sky. The rumour is that the Federal member,
Ron Edwards, was involved in getting the money to save his seat. It did not really work.
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Mr C.J. Bamnett: Pork barrelling!
Mr STRICKLAND: Some people have said that, but it is interesting char the City of
Stirling in its haste did not have to jump in and spend the money at Trigg; there were
plenty of ether projects on which the money could have been spent. The City of Stirling
jumped in and said to the club, "We do not want you as project managers any more. You
will have to sit back because we will do it and we will give you what you want. We will
put a restaurant there. We will take charge." The City of Stirling did that, and it put the
club under severe financial pressure. That is all documented. It is not part of this
exercise, but it will come out in the evidence. I look forward to the Public Accounts and
Expenditure Review Committee's investigation.
MR D.L. SMITH (Mitchell) [7.57 pm]: I was undecided whether to speak about the
Reserves Bill, but the member for Scarborough has inspired me.
Mr C.J. Barnett: You need so little encouragement to speak; just the sniff of a chance
and you are on for the full 30 minutes!
Mr D.L. SMITHI: The member for Scarborough has reminded me how important the
Reserves Bill is because it always raises a number of controversial issues. The Trigg surf
life saving club is only one of the issues raised by this Bill. The other two important
issues that are included in it are the Kintyre-Rudall River reserve and the Caddadup
reserve at Mandurah, adjacent to the Dawesville Cut. It is a great pity that the Reserves
Bill is always one of the last Bills to be debated in a session, and it never seems to cover
enough of the reserve areas that need to be considered. The House should sit for at least
another two weeks. That will enable us to give more time to the issues raised by this Bill
and to deal with a number of important issues which are still on the Notice Paper from
both the Government and Opposition sides. In the first five months of this year, we will
have sat for only nine days. There are a number of Bills which the Government intended
to introduce this year, and it is a pity that they are being left to the Budget session, when
the first part of that session will be preoccupied with Budget and Estimates Committee
matters.
Mr Strickland: We have sat for 21 days.
Mr D.L. SMITH: We did not sit for the first six months of last year and we will have sat
for only nine days in the first five months of this year. A great number of issues in this
Bill are important. For instance, this Bill was introduced in the last week of the last
session, and here we are considering it in the first days of this session. There is only
about five weeks between this session and the next. The Government intends to prorogue
Parliament and reopen for the next session, which means a number of matters on the
notice paper will fall off. The Government will only reintroduce those matters it wants to
keep alive by suspending standing order at the commencement of the next session.
Mr CiJ. Barnett: We will reintroduce all our legislation.
Mr D.L. SMITH: But that will not enable all Opposition motions and legislation to be
reintroduced in the same way.
Mr C.J. Barnett: You can reintroduce them.
Mr D.L. SMITH: Apart from the fact that we should be sitting longer to enable us to
give proper time to important issues, today we have handled the revocation of State forest
65, involving 188 hectares of land in the Wanneroo Shire and the Gnangara water
mound; this week we have had the Caddadup reserve added to be considered as part of
this Bill. Both areas are of enormous importance to the communities and to the State.
We should have been able to give them much more time than we can tonight.
Mr Minson inteijected.
Mr D.L. SMITH: I know that tonight one will not be popular on either side of the House
if one takes the appropriate time to deal with all the issues in this Bill, and the Official
Corruption Commission amendment Bill which is to be discussed later this evening. Itris
a pity we ame rushing these matters now and not sitting next week. We should be sitting
at least another week so that we can properly resolve the issues surrounding the Minister
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for Labour Relations. We should not be allowing these matters to run over until
Parliament reopens in five weeks.
The second matter I wish to raise in relation to this Bill is that we need at least two
Reserves Bills each year. We need to ensure that much more is placed in these Bills than
is currently the case. The number of reserves and the amount of land included in this Bill
this year is not as great as it should be - and the Caddadup reserve is added late - and that
is an indication of the pressure that the Department of Land Administration is under. In
12 months, staff at the department has reduced by 15 per cent. We are all aware of the
enormous pressures placed on the Tidles Office, an important institution managed by the
department, simply because it is short staffed. In the electorate of Bunbury, where we
used to have a local registry service with an officer to provide advice to the local legal
profession so that we could register in Bunbwry rather than sending documents to Perth,
staff has been made redundant. The registration service will no longer be available in
Bunbury. We will not be able to effect registrations in Bunbury. It will act only as a
renewal office. In due course, that may mean we cannot effect local settlements. We can
no longer receive advice from the department about problems with registration or legal
issues confronting the public, settlement agents and legal practitioners. This is an
example of the problems created by the Government for the Department of Land
Administration. It is an example of the way it is rapidly cutting down services for
country areas and not paying attention to the importance of maintaining regional centres
in the way that previous Labor Governments maintained them.
Unfortunately, the Department of Land Administration has been most affected by the
huge number of redundancies in the area of land information, surveying, and the lie.
Mr Minson: How many staff have gone?
Mr D.L. SMITH: Something like 117. The member for Swan Hills will be interested
because one of the areas compensating for the phasing down of the Midland Workshops
is the shifting of the Land Tides Office to Midland.
Mr Lewis: That is not true. Are you saying you were not going to close down the
workshops?
Mr D.L. SMITH-: I am saying that one of the compensating factors -

Several members inteiJected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr D.L. SMITH: We never intended to close the Midland Workshops.
Several members inteijected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The discussion taking place between a handful of members in
this Chamiber is disgraceful. I direct the member for Mitchell to face in the direction of
the Chair so everyone can have the opportunity to listen to his words of wisdom, It is not
appropriate for the member - and I do not blame him entirely - or other members to
engage in such conversations.
Mr D.L. SMITH: The Midland Workshops has been closed, and one thing that is
ameliorating against the effect of the closure was the decision by the previous
Government to shift the Department of Land Administration to Midland. The member
for Swan Hills will be interested to know that this Government has not only closed the
Midland Workshops but also it has been busily sacking people at the DOLA Midland
office. Many people in the Department of Land Administration are taking redundancies,
and joining private firms or setting up consultancies to provide some of the services they
previously provided as employees. They now act as private contractors to the
Department of Land Administration. In the end that will be more costly than the
previous system. It will lead to enormous problems in the department. That is one of the
reasons why this Reserves Bill does not cover as much as it should, and why there will
not be another reserves Bill brought to this House for some time. If it is, it will be a very
skimpy Bill that will not cover as many issues as it should.
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As a former Minister I know how important Reserves Bills are to local authorities and
other people interested in the use of Crown Land and the proposed changes in the uses
and classifications of Crown land. It is important that those matters are dealt with
expeditiously. They cannot be dealt with expeditiously if staff are not available to carry
out the surveying, and cannot do all the preliminary work before items can be included in
a reserves Bill. The Department of Land Administration, especially its land information
service, has a world class reputation. We have the most modem Land Titles Office under
Register 2000. With our land information system and technology we are a world leader.
The way in which the department has been treated by the Government is a disgrace. The
way in which the quality of service provided by the department to the public is
deteriorating is also a disgrace.
One of the important issues that will be raised later at the Committee stage is the
Caddadup reserve adjacent to the Dawesville Cut. Again, this is a large area of land
which is currently vested in the Mandurah Shire Council for conservation and recreation.
A large part of the reserve is tree'd, and the purpose of the amendment before us tonight -
only introduced earlier in the week - is to allow a change in the status of the reserve so
that a greater number of uses can be made of that land. The exact nature of all these new
uses is not specified. We have not seen a diagram indicating how the land will be split
between the various uses for the reserve. Also, we are not told whether any management
plan is in place for the new vesting which will control the question of devegetation.
Anyone who has been down to the Dawesville Cut recently - I know a number of
members have - would have seen to the south of the cut work takting place on a large part
of the Caddadup reserve. When the Minister gave notice of the amendment through
clause 32, the Water Authority had already started work on a facility on part of that land.
The Western Australian Water Authority is currently acting illegally because the reserve
reclassification was not achieved by the Parliament before work was commenced, and the
Water Authority, or any such agency, should not be placed in that position. If a
reclassification of a reserve is necessary, it should be included in the Reserves Bill at the
earliest opportunity. It should not come before the House during the last week of the
Parliament with little information provided.
The Dawesville Cut is only one means of solving the algae problem at the Peel Harvey
Estuary. This facility will change dramatically the possibilities for land use around the
cut. When speaking about whether the previous Labor Government did anything about
the problem of algae around Western Australia, it must be emphasised that we were
prepared to commit $S0m-odd to combat the problem. Nearly $3m per annumn is also
being spent on work done in the hinterland to deal with the causes which lead to the
pollution of the Peel Harvey Estuary. Suggestion has been made that we did not pay
attention to those issues - it is untrue. This project is an example of a huge expenditure
by the previous Government to solve that problem. During the course of that
development, and in substantially changing the value of land in or about the cut itself, we
had the opportunity to capture some extra funding through capturing some of the
increased value in land near the channel development to offset its cost. That should have
led to a close examination of all the purposes to which public land could be devoted
around that channel.
The Daddadup reserve does not abut the Dawesville Cut, it is some 600 metres to the
south, and it is a disgrace that the Water Authority is building on the land, and work on a
golf course and other facilities is taking place in full public view, prior to the approval Of
the Parliament being given. This is occurring while the reserve retains its current
classification.
The Kintyre and Rudall River reserve was a matter of major controversy regarding
development and conservation and making proper arrangements for indigenous people in
relation to land ownership through native title. I am not directing the blame for this
controversy at the current Government. However, it is a pity that the matter is being
debated now when the major controversy surrounding the matter arose during the last
two years. It is a pity that it takes so long to have the issue resolved as it caused many
problems.
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Of course, the other controversy is with the Trigg Island Surf Life Saving Club. Those
three matters are controversies which deserve a great deal snore consideration by the
Parliament than members will be inclined to give tonight. This is the last sitting night of
the session. Whenever someone rises to speak on these nights, we are urged by many
members opposite and on our own side to keep the speech short so that the night is not
prolonged. In the end the thick skinned members like me, who are willing to risk the
anger of colleagues, do speak. However, many members are discouraged from speaking
at all. Therefore, members' electorates and constituents will not be heard on a number of
important issues.
We all know the experience of reserve Bills in the past. They were an opportunity for
every country National and Liberal Party member to give a full half-hour speech on the
reserve in his electorate, through a genuine interest but aiming at a mention in the local
Press. My prediction is that not one country or Liberal or National Party member Will
speak tonight on reserves in their electorates. The vast majority of the reserves in this
Bill are in Liberal and National Party country electorates. Members will not even be able
to say that they endorse the change in classification or that they are pleased that the
electorate will obtain the benefit of the change. Members opposite do not want their
colleagues to be involved in this Bill. Also, being conscious that members on this side of
the House do not want me to speak at great length, I conclude my remarks.
MR LEWIS (Applecross - Minister for Planning) [8.17 pm]: My experience in this
place is that the Reserves Bill is an important piece of legislation because, primarily, it
affects A class reserves. In recent times A class reserves have not been treated in such
high regard because other reserve classifications are now used for similar purposes in
planning legislation. Therefore, the great importance hitherto placed on A class reserves
has diminished. Today these reserves are not recognised in the public domain or in
Government administration as being so important due to other categories, certainly with
those associated with environmental protection. Nevertheless, it is essential that this
legislation is presented to the Parliament to take the processes of administration into a
statutory form. Governments of every persuasion need to reclassify reserves over time.
The member for Mitchell made the point that in recent years the Reserves Bill has been
left until the dying hours of the parliamentary session. Therefore, I will not accept the
criticism that it is this Government's scheme or predilection to deliberately hold the Bill
until this time to thwart Opposition members from commenting on the Bill's content
which affects members' constituents. I do not accept that criticism. When in
Government the Labor Part& used that in thie same way. It is a sad fact that because of
the break over Christmas and its late introduction, this Bill has only just got to this
Assembly. Anyone would understand and appreciate the priority of other Government
legislation which was recognised as being very important to enable us to put in place
policies which were announced in the mun-up to the last election. Obviously, that
legislation took priority over the Reserves Bill, notwithstanding its importance in an
administrative sense.
I will refer to some of the comments of the member for Nollamnara. I do not want to be
critical of hini personally in any way. His contribution to the debate revolved around the
illegal goings on of the City of Stirling with regard to building on an A class reserve.
Indeed, the council had no ability and no statutory right to do that.
Mr Kobelke: Would you like to explain that? Do you accuse the council of taking an
illegal position? I have no information by which I can substantiate that.
Mr LEWIS: I reflect on the fact that the member for Nollamara spent most of his time
trying to justify the activities of the City of Stirling and what went on at Scarborough, in
line with member for Mitchell, whose contribution to the debate would have been better
directed to die various amendments that are being made to the Reserves Bill rather than
focusing on the justification of the activities of the City of Stirling at Scarborough. As it
has been raised, I think it is necessary to put the matter in its true light. I suggest that any
local authority, whether it be the City of Stirling, the City of Wanneroo or the Shire. of
Kalarnunda, which does not accept that an A class reserve is in existence for a specific
purpose and proceeds to build a structure on that land is in absolute contempt of the
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Statutes of this State and deliberately bypasses the needs of the community. In my
estimation the council acted in absolute contempt of the Statutes and absolutely illegally.
It was a calculated act.
Mr Kobelke: Are you await of the percentage of the park that the building goes on to?
Mr LEWIS: The member should look at the Reserves Bill and the amount of land that
needs to be excised from the park to facilitate that building. I do not care how much that
is. The fact is chat the City of Stirling acted quite illegally. I challenge anyone in this
House to defend the council's decision.
Mr Kobelke: I will because you do not have the facts.
Mr LEWIS: The council well knew that it had no statutory right to do what it did without
reference of its intentions to the Minister for Lands and, indeed, the Government.
Mr Kobelke: But it did, through the departmentL It had witten approval of the
department.
Mr LEWIS: It is appropriate to correct that. I do not want to get involved in side plays
of whether there is an inquiry Or any of that sont of business. That is not my function
tonight in responding in the second reading debate. I am not prepared to do that. More
properly I should address die substance of the legislation rather than the personalities and
the by-play that has gone on with regard to this quite bizarre affair.
The member for Mitchell referred to the Cadcladup amendment. That amendment has
never been stated in the legislation. Although I am more than cognisant that in second
reading speeches it is not proper to specify the substance of the legislation, in accordance
with a well established convention, certainly in this House, the second reading speech for
die Reserves Bill focuses on each clause in the Bill. Therefore, for the record it is
appropriate for me formally to read the intentions of proposed clause 32 which has been
put on notice in today's Notice Paper and is to be considered this evening.
As part of the overall implementation of agreements associated with the Daweaville
Channel project and adjacent land development, the Caddadup reserve to the south of the
channel is proposed to be developed as part of a master plan for active recreational
facilities, necessary public utilities and areas rezoned for conservation and foreshore
management. The facilities proposed to be developed include a public golf course, and
areas for baseball, soccer, basketball, netball, cricket, hockey, football and rugby. In
addition, a rubbish transfer station is proposed to be established on an area of the reserve
that will be severed by a deviation of the Old Coast Road required to replace the sanitary
landfill site subsumed by the Dawesville project. The Water Authority also requires a
site for a waste water treatment plant, essential to developments in the area. Under
normal circumstances the approval of the Parliament would be sought to excise certain
areas of land for these purposes and to reserve them separately. However, as these land
uses will occur over a period and as and when required, and the exact areas are yet to be
defined on the ground by survey, it is considered to be expedient for die current A
classification of the Caddadup Bay reserve to be cancelled so that the reserve changes
can be considered by His Excellency the Governor, as is the case for all other C class
reserves when the need arises.
The Caddadup reserve currently is set apart for recreational camping and is vested in the
City of Mandurah. It has an area of 116.1211 ha. The city has endorsed the Caddadup
reserve recreational development plan, as have the Water Authority of Western Australia,
the Peel Development Commission, the Department of Land Administration, and the
Environmental Protection Authority. I have available copies of the development plan for
members. There is some urgency in having Parliament consider this matter as an
amendment to the Bill because the Water Authority has anticipated stage 1 of the
construction of the waste water treatment plant being completed and the plant operational
by December 1994. In seeking Parliament's agreement to declassify the Caddadup
reserve so that the reserve development plan may be implemented, I am able to assure
members that, if the community wished die reserve to be reclassified to A class once the
various actions I have outlined have been achieved, this would be supported by the
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Government. I therefore commend this amendment to the House and will move it when
we go into Cornmnittee.
I will touch on something else the member for Mitchell said that should not go
unremarked. When the member was speaking about transference and the establishment
of the Department of Land Administration at Midland -

Mr DL. Smith: I made it clear we would in no way be involved in closing the Midland
Workshops.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr LEWIS: The member for Mitchell should let me finish. The record will show
exactly what the member for Mitchell said.
The SPEAKER: The Minister needs to seek leave to table the plan he mentioned during
his speech; it cannot be done during Committee.
Mr LEWIS: I seek leave to table the plan.
Leave pranted
[See paper No 985.]

Point of Order
Mr D.L. SMITH: I do not want to give the impression that I feel sometimes that I am
being selectively sought out by you, Mr Speaker, but the speaker on his feet is clearly
trying to put words into my mouth and impute things that I said which are completely
untrue. I find it impossible that he should be allowed to do that, and not receive some
interjection from myself. I think it is quite frankly unparliamentary that I should be
deprived of that opportunity to interject.
The SPEAKER: I did not hear the Minister say anything which was unparliamentary. I
will give the member for Mitchell an opportunity to explain, but the words must be
clearly unparliamentary and not just words which the member thinks do not fit with what
is the truth as he sees it.
Mr D.L. SMITH: I was not implying that he had said anything unparliamentary, I was
complaining that the treatment of me by you, in not allowing me to respond to the
untruths he was trying to project, was unparliamentary.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Mitchell will resume his seat. I find that
particularly offensive. The member has interjected today, as he did yesterday and the day
before, at great length. I have rarely called the member formally to order - maybe on one
or two occasions - and I could have done it readily. I have tried to give the member some
scope to make his points; but it is not appropriate now for the member to try to suggest
that he is not getting a fair game of cricket. The member has not put any evidence to me
that that is the case. The Minister may be saying things that the member totally dislikes
and disagrees with, but if it is not said in an unparliamentary way the member must cop
it.

Debate Resumed
Mr LEWIS: There is an old saying, 'The lady doth protest too much, methinks."
Perhaps the slip of the tongue by the member for Mitchell -

Mr D.L. Smith: This is the Minister's usual misrepresentation. He is careless with the
truth.
Mr LEWIS: I have not said anything yet, and I am "careless with the truth." That is
quite incredible. The member for Mitchell is very tender on this subject.
MrD.L. Smith: I just hate being misrepresented by the likes of you.
Mr LEWIS: I have not said anything yet and I am misrepresenting the member for
Mitchell. It is clear he does not even know what I am going to say. That is a reflection
of the guilt that he is carrying. The member for Mitchell is trying to second guess what I
am going to say. Perhaps he is reflecting on his own statement, the slip of the tongue, the
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honest statement that came out in the full flight of debate. We should focus on that
honesty which he is now trying to cover up. 'he Labor Party has been very vocal about
the terrible things that this Government has done with the closure of the Midland
Workshops. In the full flight of debate the member for Mitchell justified the building of
the Department of Land Administration offices at Midland on the basis of the closure of
the workshops. The Minister cannot deny that is what he said.
Mr D.L. Smith interjected.

Withdrawal of Remark

Mir COWAN: Once again, the member for Mitchell knows that the words he used then
are totally unparliamentary and I insist that he withdraw them.
Mr D.L. SMITH: I withdraw.

Debate Resumed
Mr LEWIS: The truth comes alit in obscure and quite extraordinary ways. The record
will clearly show that part of the game plan of this Opposition when in Government was
to close the Midland Workshops. The great justification for the closure of the workshops
was to build the DOLA offices at Midland. That was against all advice. Everyone knew
it was a dumb deal, that the Government was paying $100 a square metre above the
going rate. The truth came out in debate when the member for Mitchell said that was
why the office of DOLA was built at Midland, but it so happened that was two years
before the workshop was closed. It was part of the Labor Government's game plan.
Members opposite should not stand here in their gross hypocrisy and criticise this
Government when they knew it had to be done.
Mr D.L. Smith: Absolutely untrue.
Mir LEWIS: We have it on record very firmly from the former Minister for Lands who
was responsible for building that office -

Points of Order
Mr D.L. SMITH: I seek your direction, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr Day). If members are
allowed to stand and misrepresent what another member in this place said and to repeat
untruths in the way that the Minister has been doing, and we are expected to sit here
without interjection, it is my belief that that is a parliamentary system that is not working.
Members can look at the televising of the Federal Parliament to see what happens with
interjections in these situations. It is a completely unfair situation where the Minister is
allowed to attack me, and the Speaker picks me out and says, "Do not interject; do not
respond to what he is saying."
Mr KOBELKE: I am not sure, Mr Acting Speaker, if you were in the Chamber yesterday
when the Speaker gave a ruling which bears closely on this. Debate was taking place on
a motion during private members' business and the Speaker took it upon himself to step
into the debate and say that a member could not say something, because it was untrue.
That was a very clear direction from the Speaker. A judgment was made about
something a member said and if what a member said was judged untrue, it was not
allowed. Mr Acting Speaker, that should be borne in mind when making a decision on
the point of order taken by the member for Mitchell.
The ACITING SPEAKER (Mr Day): I was not in the Chamber yesterday when that
alleged event took place. I do not believe there is a point of order. It is possible to
strongly disagree with what is being said, and that is why everyone has the opportunity to
have their say in this Chamber.

Debate Resumed
Mr LEWIS: I would be more than happy if the Acting Speaker would like to suspend
this Chamber for a few minutes to recall the Hansard and see exactly what the member
for Mitchell is protesting about. The member for Mitchell should move for a suspension,
so we can get the record. The member for Mitchell will stand as finally coming clean
with the truth about why his discredited Labor Government built the DOLA offices.
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I do not need to carry on with that any more. Everyone in the Chamber can read the
member's body language.
Mr D.L. Smith: Mr Acting Speaker, I seek to make a personal explanation under
Standing Order No 117.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Day): Order! I amn advised tha: it is not possible to make a
personal explanation at this stage, but that it is possible for the member, by leave of the
House, to do so at the next most convenient opportunity, which will be when this item of
business is concluded.
Mr LEWIS: As I was saying, I do not need to carry on because the member's body
language says it all.
Mr Ripper: If you want the Parliament to continue sitting, go on attacking our members
and we will keep the place going for a while.
Mr D.L. Smith: This has cost you three hours of sitting tonight and your members should
remember it.
Ms LEWIS: That is quite extraordinary. Because someone exposes die truth about
members opposite and amplifies the truth by putting it on the record, they protest too
much. They say that they will make us sit here longer.
Mr Taylor: You are an insult to this Parliament and to the Opposition. You are part of a
one-term Government.
Mr LEWIS: I have heard all this many times before. Members opposite do not like
being reminded of the truth. I will return to the substance of the debate.
Mr Ripper: That would be in accordance with standing orders, wouldn't it?
Mr LEWIS: I was merely reflecting on other speakers, which is in order when summing
up a second reading debate.
Mr Taylor: You will have Your turn at being summed up during Committee, I can tell
you that.
Mr LEWIS: That is all right.
Mr Taylor: You will have your turn over and over. You will really enjoy this by the end
of the night.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Taylor: Don't tell me to come to order. This boofhead has been going on like a
maniac for the past half an hour.

Withdrawal of Remark

Mr C.J. BARNETT: I request that the Leader of the Opposition withdraw that comment.
Ms Taylor: Everybody knows he is a boolbead.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! That is unparliamentary. I ask the Leader of the
Opposition to withdraw the remark.
Mr Taylor: Mr Acting Speaker, my kids call me a boofhead every morning.
Mr Cowan: And they are right.
Mr Taylor: And they am right. This is unbelievable!
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! I ask the Leader of the Opposition to withdraw the
remark.
Mr TAYLOR: I will withdraw it.

Debate Resumed
Mr LEWIS: Although this is an entertaining debate, I will wind it up. At least all
members of the Opposition are in the Chamber for the first time in the past three: weeks
of this sitting. That is something that we have accomplished. The other night, most of
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them went home; only five or six of them remained in the Chamber. They thought that
was rather smart. They will probably do that tonight when they all get tired. However.
as it is the last night of the session, I am happy to sit down in fear and tremble at the
thought of the Committee stage of the debate and this powerful Opposition which has
been exposed this evening and does not like it.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

Comittee

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr Day) in the Chair, Mr Lewis (Minister for
Planning) in charge of the Bill.
Clause 1: Short title -
Mr KOBELKE: This Bill is to be cited as the Reserves Act 1993. Given the way that the
Minister started to handle the Bill following the dinner suspension, perhaps it should be
the reserve port Bill 1994, because it seems like he has had a change of attitude. I hope
that we can conduct the debate on the remainder of the clauses of the Bill as dealing with
the Reserves Bill and not be waylaid by other matters that have nothing to do with the
contents of this Bill.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 2 to 4 put and passed.
Clause 5: Reserve No. 23850 in the Shire of Albany -

Mr D.L. SMITH: It is currently set aside for the purposes of "Recreation, Camping and
Water", but it is not vested. The intention of this clause is to change the purpose for
which it is set aside to "Conservation of Flora and Fauna", which is supported strongly by
the Opposition. The reserve is part of Lake Corimup. Can the Minister give members
some explanation of when it was set apart for the purposes of recreational camping and
water? Has it ever been used for those purposes; if so. when was the last occasion? Are
plans in place for alternative areas for recreation, camping and water to replace the area
now the subject of this conservation and reserve area?
Mr LEWIS: I do not know when it was originally reserved for recreation, camping and
water. If the member wants to know, I am more than happy to supply that information at
some other time.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 6: Closure of roads and amendment to Reserve No. 27107 in the Shire of
Albany -

Mrs HENDERSON: My understanding of the excision of the 7 ha referred to in
subiclause 4(b) is to create a gravel pit. The area is located alongside Gull Rock National
Park. It is the view of the people in the community that for too long national parks and
nature reserves have been regarded as convenient places for removal of gravel and for
landfill rubbish tips. During an earlier discussion on the motion relating to the revocation
of forests, the Minister for the Environment indicated that he shared the Opposition's
view that we should no longer use State forests for landfill rubbish tips. In the same way,
there is a strong view that one should not look to the nearest national park for gravel. In
line with concerns expressed not only in Australia but also around the world about the
spread of dieback and its impact on our State forests, there is a very strong argument that
it is important to have a management plan for a gravel pit when it is located alongside a
national park, as it is for the movement of vehicles in and out of the national park
alongside that gravel pit. For a long time gravel pits have been considered to be the most
convenient source of road making material and very little control has been exercised over
the way they are managed. Vehicles go in and out of them constantly and local councils
often regard them as convenient sources of gravel. However, in many cases they do not
take any precautions to safeguard against the removal of soil on the wheels of the
vehicles.
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Mr Blaikie: Where is that occurring right now? Name shires that are doing that.
Mrs HENDERSON: The spread of dieback throughout the southwest should be a
concern to the member for Vasse. His electorate, above all others, is affected by the
continuing spread of that problem. As both he and I know, gravel pits have been created
under successive Governments; they are flat something new. The view of Governments
has been to accept that a small corner of a national park or nature reserve is most
convenient to develop into a gravel pit. That kind of attitude must change and we must
look far gravel in the most degraded areas, not from national parks.
Mr Wiese: It can only come from areas where there is gravel.
Mrs HENDERSON: Of course that is so, but we have a choice. There is no shortage
whatsoever of gravel in this State. It is time the Government started talking to the shire
councils which manage gravel pits in order to impose the same requirements an them that
the Department of Conservation and Land Management has on a national park that sits
alongside a gravel pit. It is important to consider that issue for the future to ensure we do
something about dieback -
Mr Blaikie interjected.
Mrs HENDERSON: I do know what I am talking about.
Mr Blaiki.. Have you been there?
Mrs HENDERSON: I have been to Gull Rock.
Mr Blaikie: Do you know what a gravel pit is?
Mrs HENDERSON: Of course I do; what a fool the member is. It concerns me that a
member who has so much State forest in his own electorate seems to consider it a joke
that anyone should suggest measures to ensure some control over the movement of
vehicles in and out of gravel pits.
Mr Blaikie interjected.
Mrs HENDERSON: By and large, management plans are not in place for gravel pits. I
am asking the inister handling the Bill to consider the location of areas of land to be
excised and handed over to local authorities for use as gravel pits. The area for excision
in this Bill is located alongside a national park which is a prime asset of this State. The
local authority should be under some constraints to prepare a plan which will minimise
the possibility - I am not saying it will remove it - of the spread of dieback.
Mr Minson: Wherever gravel is available on private land, use of the gravel must be
negotiated. It has been my policy not to allow them in national parks.
Mrs HENDERSON: Does the Minister for the Environment approve of this excision?
Mr Minson: Where a gravel pit is situated, access is strictly controlled, as in a national
park. People cannot drive all over the place and spread dieback. That has never been the
case. You are misrepresenting the situation.
Mrs HENDERSON: Has the Mlinister for the Environment examined the gravel pit
which is the subject of clause 6(4)(b)?
Mr insan: Yes.
Mrs HENDERSON: Has the Minister examined a management plan for vehicles using
the gravel pit?
Mr inson: No.
Mrs HENDERSON: Why not?
Mr Minson: I know it is in place.
Mrs HENDERSON: Has the local shire developed a management plan for this gravel
pit?
Mr Minson: Don't be silly; it doesn't have to. It is not necessary to have a management
plan for every gravel pit.
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Mrs HENDERSON: The Minister knows that as a general rule management plans are
not made for gravel pits. It has been a matter of what has been convenient. I do not
expect the Minister to roll out a plan tonight, but he should examine this matter in the
same way as he agreed to consider the landfill situation earlier this evening. I felt that he
dealt with it very competently and progressively. In the same way, it behaves us all to
change our attitudes towards gravel pits, particularly those adjacent to national parks. I
am not saying this situation has not been a problem with successive Governments; I
believe it has. However, we are yet again excising an area to create a gravel pit. We
must think about the future of these areas and ensure they are treated as carefully as the
national parks they abut.
Mr D.L. SMITH: The class A reserve No 27107 referred to in clause 6 is located on the
eastern shore of Oyster Harbour at Albany. It is one of the absolute jewels of Western
Australia, as are all the waterways around Albany. The existing reserves which have
been established around those waterways, especially the harbour areas, are critically
important to the preservation and health of those areas. They are of immense scenic
beauty, and play a valuable role in attracting tourists to Albany. We all know that there
have been substantial problems with the health of the ocean waterways at Albany. The
lack of weed growth and the algae growth has led to the formation of a waterway
authority in the area that is now seeking to address many of the pollution problems that
have occurred in the past. We should be assessing any excisions from the existing
reserves around Oyster Harbour in the closest possible way. Clause 6 provides foj four
excisionjs from the existing reserve 27107 of 1.326 3 ha, 7.473 7 ha, 9 342 mn and
2 023 mi . They are not insubstantial excisions.
Will the Minister explain the approximate location of each of the areas that will be
excised, and the purposes for which they will be used once they are excised? If they are
to be used for such things as gravel extraction, what constraints and conditions will be
imposed on the extraction of gravel in those areas to ensure that the existence of
extraction areas does not detract from the overall nature of the reserves and Oyster
Harbour?
Mr LEWIS: Surely the member for Thornlie understands that gravel does not occur just
anywhere. In my experience with local government, certainly in the country regions of
this State, a gravel resource is seen as being valuable for councils, and they go to extreme
measures to reserve gravel for use in their towns for road maintenance and the like. This
excision of 7.47 ha is out of a reserve of 2 131.6 ha. The portion being excised is
contiguous to freehold land and is in the extremity of the reserve. That is not considered
to be such a big deal. At times rationalisation needs to occur to make a basic raw
material resource which is fairly scarce in a locality available for the wider community.
It is strange that the member for Mitchell is asking for further advice on this matter
because in a letter to one of his officers in September 1992 the member, as the Minister
for Lands, requested that the matter be expedited and included in the Bill. When the
member for Mitchell was the Minister for Lands he initiated this clause in the Bill.
Mr D.L. Smith: I am aware of that, but I ask the question for the information of the
Parliament.
Mr LEWIS: It seems the member for Mitchell is just trying to filibuster, because he
knows why the clause was included. One of the excisions is for gravel and the other,
which is adjacent to Ben Dearg Beach, is for high level tanks to service a house that was
built under the previous Administration for the late Paul Terry, and was to include some
of that land in existing foreshore reserves at Nanarup Beach. It should also be
understood that four other parcels of land are being incorporated into the A class reserve
in the substance of this clause.
Mr D.L. Smith: I know that. The question was about the four excisions.
Mr LEWIS: If the member is aware of that I do not need to continue. I hope my answer
has satisfied his question.
Mr D.L. SMITH: The answer given by the Minister demonstrates what I said about the
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extreme delay that is occurring in the Department of Land Administration under this
Government. It is true that I wrote in relation to these areas when I was the Minister in
December 1992. Here we are 16 months later and we are only just getting around to
having the matter debated in this House. Sixteen months delay after a Minister has
requested expedition of a matter is a clear indication that under this Government the
Department of Land Administration is under pressure because of the number of people
being made redundant. I repeat that Oyster Harbour is an area of critical importance and
is a jewel in the crown of Western Australia. It does not exist just for the benefit of local
people, although they must be involved in any decisions affecting it.
It is appropriate for me as a parliamentarian, no longer as the inister, to ask this

inister to explain to the Parliament so that it is on record the purpose of the excisions
and what the land in each case will be used for. It is not enough for me as a forner
Minister to have private information about what may have been the situation 15 months
ago. I do not know whether in those 15 months the size of the reserves and the excisions
has changed. I cannot remember the exact size of the excisions nor whether all four Of
the excisions were included in my request for expedition. We are in the Committee stage
of a parliamentary debate and I am entited on behalf of the people of Western Australia
to ask questions of the Minister so that the infonmation about these matters is not private
to the inister, or to myself as a former Minister, but is out in the public arena. The
purposes to which the excised areas are to be put by the shire, and the arrangement for
their transfer to or vesting in the shire, should have been included in the second reading
speech. If they had been included and more information had been provided in that
speech I would not have to ask these questions for the benefit of the public during the
Committee stage of this legislation.
As the Minister said, the rest of this clause, apart from those four excisions, is about
including areas. However, most of those areas are former closed roads and the like.
Every addition to nature reserves and class A reserves of the kind protecting Oyster
Harbour are welcome. Parliament and the public need to be informed of the reasons for
any excision. Excisions from any A class reserve should be a last option. That includes
when people seek gravel reserves. When we make the choice to excise from any nature
reserve, let alone one as important as that abutting Oyster Harbour, it is proper that we
ask these questions and get responsible answers from the Government. If the Minister
wants to delay the Chamber by not answering the questions, and I get up in each stage of
this debate in Committee and use my time, so be it. I am not here solely for the business
of extending the sitting, but for the purpose of trying to get some information on the
record about these clauses.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 7 put and passed.
Clause 8: Reserve No. 21380 in the Shire of Bruce Rock -

Mr KOBELKCE: This clause provides for the cancellation of reserve 21380 to enable the
contained land to be divided into four lots for residential development. The existing
reserve has not been used for recreational purposes. Will the Minister explain the level
of demand for residential lots in Bruce Rock? Will these lots be taken up for residential
land and is that the reason for this change or, as the land is not being used for recreational
purposes, is it seen as an unnecessary upkeep imposed on the Shire of Bruce Rock and it
wants to be relieved of this burden?
Mr D.L SMITH: It is only too true that scattered among residential subdivisions in
many country areas are areas which were previously created for recreation purposes.
Many of these am not maintained by the local authority in which they are vested and only
a few of them are used by the local residents for the purposes for which they were
originally created. Bruce Rock was one of the local authorities which recognised this and
it has applied for the classification of this reserve to be changed so it can become
available for residential development.
Members may =eall that Bruce Rock is one of the country towns that tried to do
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something about the problem of the depletion of businesses and residents in country
areas. Members will recall the Save Our Towns Conference. Following that conference
negotiations were held between the Government of the day and the Western Australian
Municipal Association to try to ensure that arrangements were made to allow these
developments to occur. Following that conference Bruce Rock decided -

Mr Cowan: Wrong. It was long before.
Mr D.L. SMIT H: My recollection is that it was after. However, I will bow to the Deputy
Premier's superior judgment if he thinks that is the case. The Shire of Bruce Rock
recognised that it owned a number of vacant residential lots in the town. They had came
into the shire's ownership by acquisition for various purposes or they had been vested in
the shire as a result of forfeiture for non-payment of rates. That shire took the initiative
of advertising nationally that it would give away those residential lots in the town of
Bruce Rock to anyone who would go to the town and build on the lots or establish
businesses. Brnce Rock was fortunate to get national television coverage for its offer to
give away land. That coverage resulted in a flood of applications coming into Bruce
Rock for the land the shire owned. The supply of land the shire had for residential
purposes was quickly exhausted. The shire approached the Government of the day and
me as Minister to identify residential and other lots held by the Department of Land
Administration which could be made available on the same terms to attract people to
Bruce Rock. I was happy to assist the shire and was able to get the support of the
Government to do that and the various DOLA lots in the town were made available for
that purpose. This is an extension of that program. Most of the DOLA land has been
exhausted and the shire is looking at recreation and other reserves which have not been,
and will never be, used and which can be developed for residential purposes and be made
available to attract people to that town.
I want the Minister's confirmation that ibis is part of that program and that the land will
be made available free of charge to the Shire of Bruce Rock. Will the shire subdivide the
land and make it available on the same ternms as it has quite successfully made land
available in the past? I congratulate the shire for that
Mr LEWIS: These four lots are part of a program which was introduced by the previous
Government when the member for Mitchell was the Minister for Lands. The lots will be
made available to the shire for $500, principally to encourage people to establish in that
town. Currently, the land is vacant.
It would be useful if the member for Nollamara made use of the briefing notes which I
know were made available to him. The answer he is seeking is included in the briefing
notes and I am disappointed he did not read them.
Mr KOBELCE: I ask the Minister to treat the questions with more respect and to try to
answer them. I have the briefing notes relevant to clause 8 in front of me. I have read
them and the question I asked was not answered. I know he is not the Minister for Lands,
but he is the Minister responsible for that portfolio in this place. If he does not have the
information with him, he should say so and I would accept it. The matters I raised were
taken up by the member for Mitchell, but I asked him to indicate whether the lots will be
sold and used for residential purposes or whether the council is trying to relieve itself of
the cost of upkeep of that land. It is a practical question that the Minister can answer if
he considers it.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 9: Reserve No. 24869 in the Shire of Camarvon -

Mr D.L. SMITH: This clause refers to class A reserve 24869 on Don~e and Bernier
Islands. It appears to be a reserve for the conservation of flora and fauna. Will the
Minister inform the Chamber of the nature of the flora and fauna on these islands which
is sought to be protected? What is the actual size of the two islands? Will the proposed
excisions intrude on any area where there is flora and fauna which were sought to be
protected by the original reserve? What type of additional navigation inftastructure does
the Australian Maritime Safety Authority intend to construct on the islands? Will that



construction require construction crews to be accommodated on the island? If it does
will their presence interfere with the flora and fauna which is meant to be protected by
this reserve?
Mr LEWIS: The two areas comprise approximately 9719.9595 hectares and are set aside
for conservation of flora and fauna. I have no information of what flora and fauna is
being preserved. A helicopter pad has been constructed adjacent to the existing
lighthouse and associated support buildings.
Mr D.L. SMITH: If the Minister is suggesting I personally have received briefing notes
in relation to various clauses, I can assure him that they have not been made available to
me.
Mr Lewis: The notes were given to your spokesman and you should speak to him about
it.
Mr D.L. SMITH: The Minister should not assume that I have received those briefing
notes because he handed them to the Opposition spokesperson, nor should he suggest that
it is not appropriate for me to ask for information so that it appears on the public record
and is not just contained in the briefing notes. This is the place in which these matters
should be discussed. We spoke earlier this week about the role of the media in
publicising the proceedings of Parliament. The public will not be aware of the situation
if many of these matters are reserved for briefing notes and do not appear on the public
record.
Mr Wiese: If it is good news it will not be in the media.

Mr D.L. SMITHl: At least it will appear in Hansard and those who are interested will
have access to the information. It would not be necessary to ask many of these questions
at this stage if the queries raised had been answered at the second reading stage. The
purpose of the question is to get these matters on the public record.
Mr KOBELKE: Am I correct in assuming that the Australian Maritime Safety Authority
is a Commonwealth authority?
Mr Lewis: As far as I know.
Mr KOBELKE: I congratulate the Government on its very constructive approach to land
matters with regard to the Commonwealth Government. This State certainly benefits
from having proper navigational facilities, which are up to date and provide the highest
possible level of service to shipping and the fishing industry, which is so important to
Western Australia, particularly this area around Shark Bay. This seems to be contrary to
the way in which this Government is talking about land matters with regard to the
Commonwealth Government. Today in this Chamber the Attorney General made much
noise about Mabo, berating the Commonwealth for its approach and wishing as far as
possible to avoid any cooperation with the Commonwealth on land matters. It is good
that in this instance, to my knowledge a totally cooperative approach has been adopted.
Mrs Roberts: It was probably initiated by the previous Government.

Mr KOBELKE: That may be the case but this Government has introduced the Bill, and
die Opposition fully supports it and recognises that the Government is cooperating with
the Commonwealth Government.
Will these areas of land, which are very small, be handed over gratis or will some charge
be made? I understand in the past land has been handed over at no cost to the
Commonwealth. Some of the older facilities around our coastline, including the
lighthouses at Cape Naturaliste and Cape Leeuwin, with modem technology find there is
no need for the large areas of land previously aside for lighthouse facilities. In addition,
they have now become tourist attractions and it is much more appropriate that they be
under State legislation as a conservation reserve or reserved for tourism purposes. In the
early days the establishment of major lighthouses such as Cape Leeuwin and Cape
Naruraliste was carried out by the State. A few months ago I was at the Cape Leeuwin
lighthouse and stood in awe to think that it was built by the independent State of Western
Australia in the last century, and was opened by Lord Forrest. On the formation of the
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Commonwealth in 1901, and a few years afterwards, when the Commonwealth assumed
responsibility for navigation, those facilities and the land on which they stood were
handed gratis to the Commonwealth, as required by the Constitution of Australia. The
operation of those lighthouses has changed with the introduction of new technology, and
it is now appropriate that the land on which they stand be returned to the control of
Western Australia. I understand the Commonwealth is asking the State to pay for the
land. In my view that is totally inappropriate and there is absolutely no reason that
Western Australia should pay the Commonwealth for this land.
Under the provisions of clause 9 the State wilt transfer a small parcel of land to the
Commonwealth so that the Australian Maritime Safety Authority can improve the
navigational facilities on the Dorre and Bernier Islands. Will the transfer be gratis, and in
organising this transfer has the Government taken up discussions on the transfer to
Western Australia of the land used for the older style lighthouses? If so, what success
has it had in those discussions? Will the Minister comment on the problems of control
which may exist on this land which then becomes Commonwealth land because it is
taken out of the jurisdiction of State legislation? Although the land may appear to be
insignificant, because the area is small, the principle remains. The Government has said
a lot about State jurisdiction over land and I ask the Minister to comment on the
implications for the control of this land which will pass to the Commonwealth.
Mr LEWIS: There is no consideration involved. Usually these things are offset by other
acquisitions in land dealings with the Federal Government.
Mr KOBELKE I asked the Minister also whether any discussions had been held on the
return of that land used for navigational purposes to the State, and whether there is quid
pro quo for the cooperation the State Government has given the Commonwealth
Government on this issue with regard to the return of the land referred to. I also asked
the Minister to comment on the lack of application of State laws to such land once it is
under the control of the Commonwealth.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 10: Reserve No. 15214 in the Shire of Cranbrook -

Mr D.L. SMITH: This clause seeks to change the description of the purpose of the
reserve from "protection of indigenous flora" to "conservation of flora and fauna". The
reason is that a great number of reserves throughout Western Australia arc established for
the purpose of conservation of flora or fauna but cover a variety of different
descriptions - in this case, the protection of indigenous flora - and it is a good policy, and
one which the former Government was trying to implement, that all of the reserves
around Western Australia be given a common description so that people can identify
fairly easily what is the purpose. It also broadens the nature of the protection. Often in
the past we spoke only about the protection of indigenous flora, when in order for that
flora to continue to exist we need to preserve the whole environment. It is also the case
that many of those areas which were previously reserved for flora only have been
preserved as natural bushland, and those reminant areas in that location are often the only
areas where there is native fauna. Therefore, although those areas were established
originally for the protection of flora, they have now become reserves where the fauna
needs to be protected also. The change of purpose in this case will not only give a
common description but also ensure that everything that is on the reserve is protected and
not just the items which were described in the previous purpose of the reserve. I
welcome this change and commend the clause to the House.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 11: Reserve No. 14376 in the Shire or Denmark -

Mr D.L. SMITH: This reserve is currently set aside for "parkiands" and vested in the
Shire, of Denmark with power to lease. Although that reserve was set aside for paridands
in the past, the Shire of Denmark has used its power to lease to apparently allow a
caravan park on that reserve. The Minister said in his second reading speech that a
caravan park has existed on the reserve for some 30 years. However, when we come to
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the new purpose, the inention is that part of the area that is currently used for that
purpose is to be separated out and a new reserve is to be created for thac area, which is to
have a new classification of "caravan park, chalets and foreshore management". Some
part of the remainder of the rzserve is to be set aside for "parkiand, recreation and
foreshore nanagement". The intention apparently is to enable part of that area to be used
to accommodate the Denmark boating and angling club. I presume that the council does
not run the caravan park and that it is sublet to a private tenant who runs the park. If that
is the case, can the Minister assure us that the tenant of the caravan park has approved of
these arrangements being made between the shire and the Department of Land
Administration and that it does not intrude in any way on his current lease or the use to
which he puts the land? Are cha'ets already established in this area or is it intended to
allow for futur development of chalets in this area? Will the approval of that
development simply be a matter for the shire, or will there be some involvement and
approval by DOLA in regard to the nature of the chalets to be constructed?
In regard to the area which is to be set aside for "parkland, recreation and foreshore
management", will the only recreation facility be the one provided by the Denmark
boating and angling club; and, if not, has the shire suggested any other recreational uses
to which the land might be put? Has the angling club established any facilities on the site
at present, or is it waiting for this Bill to be passed? Has it suggested when it might
commence the construction of facilities on this site?
[Quorum formed.)
Mr LEWIS: The purpose of this clause is to fornalise what exists. There are currently
no chalets. The reserve is vested in the shire. It was intended to make available land for
the angling club and to get that sorted out before the summer.
Mr D.L. SMITH: I do not know whether I was distracted by the request for a quorum,
but I put a number of questions to the Minister which I do not think he has answered. Is
that land sublet or leased by the shire to a private individual who runs the caravan park;
and, if so, has he approved of this change of reserve? Secondly, if this amendment will
allow for the construction of chalets on that portion of the reserve, what part will DOLA
play in approving the development in regard to both building design and construction? in
relation to the recreation portion of the reserve, is there room for a facility other than that
provided for the boating and angling club? If so, has the shire made approaches to the
Government to approve the use of the land for other recreation purposes? Does anything
exist currently on the site? If not, when does the Minister understand that the club is
likely to commence building its headquarters?
Mrs ROBERTS: This clause seeks to cancel the class A classification on reserve No
14376 to enable the creation of two separate reserves. What classification, if any, will
the reserves have?
Mr KOBELKE: It is a pity that the Minister is treating this process with such contempt.
He will not answer a simple question. He should at least indicate that he does not know
or that he will provide the answer later. We are dealing with a reserve to be set aside for
parland, vested in the Denmark Shire Council with power to lease. The reserve is on the
Denmark River, which flows into Wilson Inlet Both the land and the water are premium
in the area. It is a beautiful, prime area for recreational use. The caravan park has
existed on the reserve in excess of 30 years. The park is recognised by the Department of
Land Administration through a formal leasing arrangement, but there is some legal doubt
about the type of facility that may exist on a parkland reserve. I do not know whether the
Minister is willing to treat us with a little more respect and indicate the basis of those
doubts, or why there could be a problem with having a caravan park on a parkland
reserve. I understand that DOLA and the council instigated an agreement covered by this
clause.
The proposal is that the class A reserve be divided into two parcels; one portion east of
Inlet Drive is to be reserved for a caravan park, chalets and foreshore management and
will be vested in the council with the power to lease. Apparently the council has long
term plans for chalet development. We are asked to simply accept that. Can the Minister
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indicate the plans the council has for chalets in the area? What controls or guidelines
might be required for the development of chalets? The other parcel of land to the north
and west is to be reserved for parkland recreation and offshore management, and vested
in the council with power to lease. The purpose of ths portion of land is recreational use
for the Denmark boating and angling club, which wishes to establish a much needed
headquarters. I understand that the plans for the headquarters are fairly well advanced,
therefore it should be possible for the Minister to give some information about it. We
have already had debate on a later clause regarding a club on a reserve. We have referred
to some of the problems which can arise. It would be useful if the Minister could explain
the arrangements to be entered into with the Denmark boating and angling club on the
possible premises the club may locate on this portion of the land. Apparently the council
has no objection to the two separate reservations, but it is necessary to define the land
prior to further action.
A further complication is that a need has been indicated for a reserve along the foreshoec.
The Waterways Commission is insisting on a separate 25 m foreshore management
reserve, which will not be created by this clause. How will that reserve be created? Will
we need another Reserves Bill in a year or so, or can this matter be handled without
addressing the issue in later legislation? We are considering a proposal which may meet
the immediate concerns of both the boating and angling club and the caravan park and
chalets, but this clause does not address the total land control issues concerning the land
bordering the Denmark River. I hope the Minister will treat us a little more seriously and
give us an overview of how the package will be handled in relation to the boating and
angling club and the Waterway Commission's request for the (oneshore management
reserve.
Mr D.L. SMITH: I thought the Minister was about to get to his feet. Members on both
sides of the Chamber are becoming concerned about the delay the Minister is creating. I
assure the Mnister that matters would be expedited if he took the trouble to respond to
questions on various issues. He is not the Minister responsible for this legislation, and he
may not have personal knowledge of some of these matters. However, I know from
personal experience that his adviser is a mine of information on everything affecting
DOLA and the reserves which he is called upon to manage and classify'. H~e could
provide the information- If it is the case that between the Minister and the adviser they
cannot provide the information, the Minister should say that he does not know the
answers to the questions and that he will undertake to provide the information at a later
date. The Minister would find that if he did that, the clauses would flow more quickly.
Mrs ROBERTS: As a new member I am disappointed to see the contempt with which
the questions have been treated by the Minister. I was a witness to the second reading
speech, which consisted mainly of vitriol and personal attacks on Opposition members. I
want to learn something about this H~ill. That is why I am here participating in the
Committee debate. I would lie some answers.
Mr KOBELKE: The Minister should trat our questions with a little respect. I will give
him another opportunity to answer. Clause 11I deals with A class reserve No 14376, set
aside for the purpose of parkland, and vested in the Denmark Shire Council with power
to lease. The reserve is situated on the Denmark River, which flows into Wilson Inlet.
Both the land and water are used by many people for recreational purposes. Many
members have visited the area in Denmark and appreciate the idyllic spot. It appears to
be a good spot on which to have a caravan park. A caravan park has existed at this
location for more than 30 years. The park is recognised by DOLA with formal leasing
arrangements but some legal doubt exists about the type of facility which should exist on
a parland reserve. Can the Minister explain the legal doubts involved in having a
caravan park on a parkland reserve? Is that issue fully addressed by the changes we are
debating? These changes were instigated by DOLA and have received local council
agreement. It is my intention to meet with the council in the next couple of weeks to
discuss this matter. But that will be too late for the passage of this Bill. I hope the
Minister is willing to listen to my questions so I do not have to ask them for a third time.
How is that problem resolved by the measures contained in this clause, particularly
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regarding the land divided into two sections? One section is to the east and the other to
the west and nonth. The section to the east by Inlet Drive is to be reserved for a caravan
park. chalets and foreshore management vested in the council with the power to lease.
The council has indicated that it has long term plans to develop that area. I assume that it
is for chalets. How will the chalet development will be controlled? In travelling south of
Fremantle one can see a caravan park on an old land disposal site developed with dog
box-like chalets. Such a development would be inappropriate.
Mr Blaikie: That was a questionable decision made in the lead up to the America's Cup.
Mr KOBELKE: Due to the hype at the time; in hindsight some decisions were made
which perhaps should not have been. However, those matters are behind us and do not
change the benefits which accrued as a result of the America's Cup.
Mr Blaikie: This is the development alongside Robb Jetty.
Mr KOB3ELKE: It is just before there. However, I thank the member for his assistance.
The other portion of the land to the west and north is to be set aside for parkland for
recreation and a foreshore management plan, again vested with the council with the
intention to lease. The intention is to tease the land to the Denmark boating and angling
club. This is the reserve at Holling Road and Inlet Drive, and will be the club
headquarters. We are advised by the Government that the headquarters are very much
needed by the club. One assumes that this is an active club which is not currently catered
for.
What will be the arrangements with this facility? We have seen problems arise with the
use of such reserves for clubs; I refer to clauses 30 and 31 relating to the Trigg Island
Surf Life Saving Club. We do not want similar problems to arise with the Denmark
boating and angling club. The Waterways Commission has insisted that a 25m foreshore
management reserve be created for these two reserves. The council has indicated no
objection to that. However, the arrangement could not be made because of surveying and
other procedures which must be followed. This could not be done in time to bring this
amendment into this Reserves Bill. What procedures will be followed in establishing the
foreshore and will it be necessary for this amendment to be pant of a later reserves Bill?
Mr LEWIS: I am glad to have an opportunity to answer the raft of questions. As I
indicated previously, the caravan park has existed for 30 years, and the reserve is
currently vested in the shire. The shire has the jurisdiction to determine what is built on
that land; that is, whether the caravan park remains, chalets are built or other options are
adopted. Obviously, any lease which is negotiated with people dealing with the shire will
need the approval of the Crown. The Denmark boating and angling club is anxious to get
on with its plans following the passage of this Bill. The reserves will be C class reserves
and, as such, it will not be necessary to come back to the Parliament for further
amendment.
Mr Kohelke: What about the foreshore reserve? Will that be handled by administration
or legislation?
Mr LEWIS: It is under the control of the shire.
Mr Kobelke: I understand that it will come under the control of the Waterways
Commission.
Mr LEWIS: It will be created as a C class reserve and will come under normal
administrative action.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 12 put and passed.
Clause 13: Reserve No. 24364 in the Shire of Harvey -

Mr DL. SMITH71: This amendment deals with land closer to home, although it is not
quite within my electorate. The original purpose of the reserve within the Shire of
Harvey was for a water supply. Both the Western Australian Water Authority and the
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local council agree that the reservation sire is no longer required far that purpose. The
council has proposed that the majority of the reserve be retained for recreational
purposes. It has also determined that iots 101 and 103 should be sold for residential
purposes.
To attract people to Binningup. unlike Bruce Rock, it is not necessary to give land away.
It is developing into an attractive place in which to live, and people are prepared to pay
for the land. Is the residential subdivision to be undertaken by the Shire of Harvey or by
the Department of Land Administration? If it is to be undertaken by the shire, is the land
to be vested in the shire free of cost? What is the area to be sold for residential purposes,
and how much will be left for recreation? Has the shire indicated the kind of recreational
activities for which the area will be used?
MrLEWIS: The land is tobe dzoned to besoldrtothe shire for $17 500, and the arat
be used for recreational purposes will need to be rezoned accordingly. The land in the
triangle on the map appears to be on the top of a hill, and I understand it is to be used for
recreational purposes, principally as a lookout.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 14 put and passed.
Clause 15: Reserve No. 30082 (Karijini National Park) -

Mrs H-ENDERSON: The Opposition strongly supports this amendment, although a
couple of issues must be raised with the Minister. The areas described under this clause
were identified back in 1972 as being suitable for conservation purposes. Some of those
areas a= renowned for their beauty and conservation value. This applies particularly to
the area in subclause (1) which relates to the Hamtersley Gorge. This reserve will join the
main park to another section of the park which is very popular with tourists.
Area 1 covers that land. Area 2 is another disconnected block. I understand it is called
the Turee Creek incline, which was part of the Juna Downs pastoral lease. It is an
attractive landscape feature with rocks and hills that are different from the rest of the park
and have a particular value in both tourism and geological terms. Area 3 covens Mt
Harry. Although it is not the most spectacular part of the range, it is considered to be a
high quality area that is quite attractive. This is the Stare's highest point and, as such, has
been deemed to be an appropriate inclusion in the conservation reserve.
It has been put to me that all of these areas were recommended for conservation as long
ago as the 1970s. They were adopted by the Environmental Protection Authority in the
Red Book recommendations to the State Government. There should be no suggestion
that they are in exchange for the land which was excised for the Marandoo development.
Theme is some concern among conservationists in this State that the Government will see
that these areas will now be fair exchange for the land that was taken out of the national
park and used for Marandoo. That is the very strong view among people who worked for
a long time to have these features recognised for their conservation significance. It has
taken 20 years for some of those areas to be included in the national park. We recognise
that it has taken a long time but, nevertheless, we have got theme. The Opposition
applauds that-
When the Marandoo area was excised for mining there was an understanding that an
equivalent area of land would be returned to the national park. I understand that one of
the areas which has been identified as being suitable to be incorporated into the park is a
section of Dales Gorge. That was originally excised from the Dales Gorge nature reserve
by an iron ore agreement Act which came before this Chamber a number of years ago. It
has not been used by Hamersley Iron Pry Ltd, which was the subject of that agreement
Act, and that company has indicated that it would be prepared to relinquish this area and
for it to be put back into the national park. It recognises the conservation significance of
it.

Firstly, what progress has been made to identify those areas which will be put into the
park in exchange for the areas taken out for the development of Marandoo7 Secondly,
can we get some indication of when the Minister agreed to include these areas mentioned
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in the Bill? Is the Minister aware of the progress of the development of the long
promised management plan for the Karijini National Park? When can we expect to see
it?
Mr LEWIS: To this time no decision has been made about further additions to the park,
although there is an ongoing evaluation about other areas that could be suitable. The
management plan has yet 10 be finalised and the Government is considering the proposed
arrangements for involvement of Aboriginal interests. Other than that, the management
plan is complete.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 16 put and passed.
Clause 17: Reserve No. 39422 in the Shire of Lake Grace -
Mrs HENDERSON: Of all of the clauses that we have discussed, this is the one about
which I have the greatest concern. It refers to an excision from the Lake King nature
reserve before the creation of a rubbish tip. This land is vested in the National Parks and
Nature Conservation Authority, not the local authority.
Firstly, although I understand that the Minister has indicated that the Department of
Conservation and Land Management has agreed to this excision, was the body in which
the reserve is currently vested - that is, the National Parks and Nature Conservation
Authority - consulted? Was it asked for its opinion and, if so, what was its view? Does it
agree to the excision of this land from the nature reserve?
Secondly, the whole of this nature reserve consists mainly of salt lakes. There are some
areas of remnant bush land. What investigations were carried out for Mnother potential
location for a rubbish tip other than in this nature reserve?
J make the point that I made earlier about the gravel pit. It has been the custom to
consider that nature reserves and conservation areas and so on are the easiest and most
convenient places to make a rubbish tip or from which to get gravel. Those attitudes
must change. There is no question that other land should be available that is different
from this land which has been identified as having conservation value. It has been set
aside in a nature reserve. Why now are we seeking to excise land from it for a rubbish
tip?
I am sure that other members in the Chamber will have concerns about the next matter I
will raise. There has been a considerable amount of publicity given to the fact that this
State is very poorly served by the number of A class reserves it has and that the last
remnants of the wheatbelt ecosystem should be conserved - very few remain. It is the
view of many that those that do remain should be treated with the greatest of respect and,
if possible, should not be excised to create a rubbish tip. Does the Minister intend to
require a management plan from the local council for this rubbish tip - and that relates to
its length of life, and how it will be treated in juxtaposition to the nature reserve
alongside it ensuring that it does not detract from the conservation value of the nature
reserve? What kind of fire protection measures does the Minister plan to require the
shire to implement to ensure that fires do not escape from the rubbish tip to the
surrounding nature reserve? Has the Minister sought any requirement of the council to
prevent the escape of chemicals or other residues from the rubbish tip into the nature
reserve? Most importantly, what investigations were done about other potential areas for
a rubbish tip that would not rake land out of the nature reserve? That is the most
important issue of all when it comes to this legislation.
Mrs ROBERTS: I share the concerns of the member for Thornlie about clause 17.
Although I will not reiterate any of the points she made, which I endorse, I have further
questions of the Minister. The size of the excisions appears to be excessive. Was any
consideration given to whether the rubbish tip site needs to be 8.437 8 ha, especially
given that the shire has a population of only 1 800 people? Will it be a landfill site and is
any financial consideration involved between the council and the Government?
Mr LEWIS: The proposition to excise this land and use it for refuse disposal has been
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approved by the National Parks and Nature Conservation Authority. The land was
degraded over many years through its usage as an unofficial tip. It was used as a tip
before the nature reserve was created.
Mrs Henderson: Is the Minister saying it was part of the reserve, that it was set aside at
that point?
Mr LEWIS: It has now been excised to use as a tip. Part of the proposition in excising
8.437 ha is to rehabilitate degraded land at the tip.
Mrs Henderson: Is it to develop a new rubbish tip alongside the old?
Mr LEWIS: Itris to clean up the tip that existed even before the nature reserve was
declared. No monetary consideration is involved. The management plan will be put in
place, and that will cover any threat of fre.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 18 to 23 put and passed.
Clause 24: Reserve No. 35815 in the City or Perth -

Ms WARNOCK: I seek information on behalf of the ratepayers of the City of Perth, of
whom I am one. I understand there is some history between the City of Perth and
Transperth about who should be in charge of maintaining various parts of this reserve.
Naturally the roof garden of the Transperth terminal is costly to maintain. There have
already been disputes over who should maintain the verge on the side of Mounts Bay
Road. I am concerned on the part of the ratepayers of Perth to find out whether this has
been changed so that Transperth sheds the responsibility for part of this and that
responsibility lands on the ratepayers of Perth. What is the purpose of this change and
can the Minister provide any further details on the reclassification?
Mr LEWIS: Part of the sire is occupied by a busport and the rest is for parking. The
principal reason for the clause is to downgrade the classification from A class. This will
mean the two locations will be set aside under administrative provisions in the Act to
become C class reserves to more accurately reflect the land use. I am advised that the
Perth City Council has agreed to this amendment and downgrading of those reserves.
Mrs ROBERTS: I am not aware of the City of Perth having agreed to this. What is the
Government's intention as to the vesting of that verge area on Mounts Bay Road? Is it
the intention that the City of Perth take up that maintenance bill? Will Transperth
continue to maintain the roof garden?
Mr LEWIS: I am advised that the Perth City Council has agreed to these amendments;
whether that is at an administrative level I cannot say. The road reserve fronting the
busport is not part of the reserve, and the road is vested in the City of Perth. Technically
it falls within the responsibility of the city to maintain that road, notwithstanding that an
agreement could be made with Transperrh. The roof garden is not germane to the clause
we are debating, but I understand there is no change to the existing arrangement.
Mrs ROBERTS: I will correct the Minister on one point. Councils are not normally
responsible for verge areas in front of properties. Just as prvt roperty owners are
responsible for the verge in front of their area, in this intac it is Transperth's
responsibility to maintain that verge.
Mr LEWIS: I was a councillor for many years too and I know a little bit about who looks
after roads and the like. Most people would understand that the camn and maintenance of
road reserves is vested with local authorities.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 25 and 26 put and passed.
Clause 27: Reserve No. 34607 (Rudall River National Park).-
Mrs HENDERSON: I have a number of questions to ask the Minister, the first one
relating to the management plan for the national park. T'he issue has concerned many
people for a long time. Could the Minister give mue an update on the matter? I am
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interested to know what consultation has occurred with the Aboriginal people who will
be affected by the Bill and what the outcome of those negotiations has been. Do the
Aboriginal people who live in this area agree with the proposal contained in this clause?
Do they support the boundaries defined in the accompanying documentation? Were there
any differences of opinion on where the boundaries should be set? It has been an
ongoing issue about where the boundaries of the national park should be located. Al
members will be aware of the significance of this park in relation to possible future
mining activities. It is a very mineral rich area. The suggestion has been made that no
logical reason exists for the boundaries which have been set. Certainly, in conservation
terms, they do not follow a logical pattern. Do the boundaries relate to the discussions
and negotiations with the Aboriginal people? Can the dilemma be explained by the
outcome of negotiations with those people?
Mr LEWIS: The Martu people, who live in the area, have made an ambit claim for the
whole area. As a former Minister, the member would know that the decision was made
by her Government to excise this area. She should be aware of the reasons that those
decisions were made.
As to the management plan, although I do not have up to date information, I am advised
that not much progress has been made because of the claim by the Martu people. It is
interesting that the member for Thornlie was a former Cabinet member and was party to
a Cabinet decision made in July 1992 which put in place the excision of the Kintyre
portion and the addition of that land to the west of the RudaIl River National Park which
was to be included.
Mrs HENDERSON: I thank the Minister for his response. I am well aware of the
discussion that occurred in Cabinet. At the time that decision was made, negotiations had
not been completed with the Martu people. The Minister may have seen documentation
which makes it clear that the decision was contingent upon further negotiation and
discussions and was not publicly announced because those discussions had not been
completed. As the Minister has been in Government for 14 months, can he advise
whether there have been further discussions with the Marto people and whether the
progress that was made in discussions with our Government has been continued? As
well, could he advise the outcome of those discussions and negotiations?
Mr LEWIS: That information is not available on file to me. It would seem that ongoing
discussions on the management plan properly fall within the jurisdiction of the Minister
for Aboriginal Affairs. I would be happy to ask him to fotward an answer if the member
so desires.
Mrs Henderson: Could you undertake to forward that to me?
Mr LEWIS: Yes. The member wants to know what stage the discussions have reached?
Mrs Henderson: I want to know what discussions have gone on since you have been in
Government and what has been the outcome of those discussions.
Mr LEWIS: I will get that information for the member.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 28 and 29 put and passed.
Clause 30: Reserve No. 27060 in the City of Stirling -
Mr KOBELKE: This is the matter which I raised during the second reading debate. I
will attempt to be brief, but a number of important matters were opened up in that debate
and responded to by the member for Scarborough and by the Minister when he closed the
second reading debate. If I can have some forbearance from the Chair, I will also refer to
clause 31 when discussing this clause, because they both relate to the same project. If
that is allowed, I will not debate clause 31.
The member for Scarborough indicated that the issues I was raising were of no
consequence. That is not how I see it. It reflects that the member for Scarborough is
under pressure on this issue. During his speech, he asked me if I would support his
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motion. His motion is inappropriate when it talks about the matter going before the
Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee. That committee deals primarily
with the expenditure of Government departments. A number of his items refer to
consultation by local councils with the local community. Although that may be an issue,
it would be a misuse of the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee to refer
such matters to it. It indicates that the member for Scarborough is playing games on this
issue.
A formal complaint or inquiry has already been made through the Department of Local
Government. I am not awart of the outcomne of that, but the Minister would be.
Government members could easily find out about that. It would appear that there was no
substance to those complaints. If that is not the case, there is an opportunity to bring chat
forward. We are finding some of the murky dealings that have been cardied on by the
member for Scarborough and the Minister for Lands. This is a smokescreen to cover up
what has been going on and an attempt to visit some of the difficulties back on the
council. All councils have difficulties organising procedures at times and there may have
been some minor problems here, but no evidence has been advanced by the member for
Scarborough or the Minister to indicate that there is any substance in the allegations
contained in the motion by the member for Scarborough. I asked by way of interjection
whether he would give some substance to them but he was not willing to do so. He
indicated, as did the Minister, that there was perhaps some illegal action by the council
relating directly to these pieces of land contained in clauses 30 and 31. We know that
rime and time again the use of land is made without necessarily going through the full
formal process. That is not necessarily correct.
Mr Lewis: Itris an A class reserve.
Mr KOBELKE: I think the Minister will find that is not the case. I refer to the examples
mentioned by the member for Mitchell which will be moved in an amendment by the
Minister with respect to the reser-ve at Cape Bouvard. A range of activities are in
progress which are incompatible with the existing vesting. Will we blame the
Government for that and accuse it of undertaking illegal action because it is proceeding
with the development without first obtaining Parliament's approval? That is nonsense.
Another example on which the Minister and I have had an exchange of correspondence
through the Freedom of Information Commissioner is the establishment of a concrete
batching plant at Neerabup. That plant is operating and, as such, requires a lease. Some
kind of undertaking, formal or informal, has been made that a lease will be ranted.
However, when I inquired a couple of months ago the land was being used for purposes
for which it was not set aside and no lease has been granted to allow the occupiers to use
that land. In due course a lease will be granted. The Minister has given special approval
for that batching plant and the last time I asked, he had not issued a building permit.
When the council tried to pull the plant owners into line for not having a building permit
the council was told it did not have the authority to take action because the land was not
vested in the council.
Anomalies such as this are appearing all over the place. Accusations by the member for
Scarborough and the Minister that illegalities occurred with the development of the
restaurant at the Trigg Island Surf Life Saving Club do not stand up. I asked the
Minister, at the time, to substantiate the allegations he made. The member for
Scarborough knows quite well that the money used for that development had to be
allocated and spent within a limited time. If the development was conditional on the
passage of this Reserves Bill the restaurant and surf club would not have been built.
Facilities the population generally see as an advantage to the area would not have
proceeded. The member for Scarborough is simply stirring the waters and trying to
muddy the issue by suggesting that somehow it could have waited until this Bill was
passed-
Mr Strickland: There was no condition by the Federal Government to spend money at
Trigg. You should go and find our the facts. The City of Stirling made chat decision on
the advice of the administration. Maybe they rushed into something and got it wrong.
Do your homework.

11757



Mr KOBELKE: I accept the point that money could have been spent elsewhere, but I do
not accept that I have not done my homework. Is cte member for Scarborough saying he
would have preferred not to see the new surf club built?
Mr Strickland: You are being quite childish. Everyone knows the member for
Scarborough is a strong supporter of the Trigg Island Surf Life Saving Club.
Mr KOBELKE: The member for Scarborough has just said the surf club should not have
taken the money - it should not have fulfilled the conditions - but should have tried to
find the money some time in the future.
Mr Strickland: The City of Stirling jumped in and overrode the original project with
which the surf club warnted to proceed; that is, stage 1, saying that was the offer and the
club could not refuse. It said stages I and 2 would be developed as well as a restaurant
and, athough it agreed to listen to some issues, it said the club would not have very much
involvement. The club was therefore denied the opportunity of seeking sponsorship and
support in kind.
Mr KOBELKE: I accept there is validity in some of the things the member for
Scarborough says, but he can speak in a moment if he wishes. He is overlooking the fact
that the surf club made proposals for redevelopment for which it needed cooperation,
support and finance from the City of Stirling. The City of Stirling provided the money to
do it immediately with the help of a Commonwealth grant. If the surf club did not want
to take that option it would have been a different project and it might have waited 10
years before the surf club was built. There was no guarantee that without the
Commonwealth funds the club would see the building renewed in a short period. The
member for Scarborough cannot have it both ways. The club had to either accept the
Commonwealth grant or find there was no money available because, as part of the project
the City of Stirling had to contribute a certain percentage, and stage 1 would not have
been built.
Mr Strickland interjected.
Mr KOBELKE: To suggest that, is to stir up the issue and create difficulties. The
member for Scarborough referred to a public meeting in 1988 and said that because
decisions made at that meeting were not implemented, the development was somehow
illegal.
Mr Strickland interjected.
Mr KOBELKE: I grant that there may have been a lack of consultation, given the short
period available. However, it is strange for members of this Government to decry a local
government for lack of consultation. That is rubbish and everyone in the community
knows that. Where was the consultation when the Government did away with the Perth
City Council? I could list other situations, but I will not, given the limited rime.
The member for Scarborough also suggested there was a problem with the surf patrol's
observation tower. When I asked him to substantiate the problem, he would not. He
simply wanted to dream up issues to run a little vendetta in local politics. As I indicated,
I visited the patrol tower. Members of the club might have been able to point out some
difficulties, but they did not. I would be happy to hear about them if there were any
problems. It is nonsense for the member for Scarborough to say there were problems, but
that he could not tell me why. It shows the shallowness of his argument.
Mr Strickland: Ask the members of the club and the people who know.
Mr KOBELKE: If the member for Scarborough thinks there is a problem, he should
know about it if he works for that club. However, he is not working for the club; he is
pushing his own local political agenda. He wants to control the City of Stirling and is
somewhat miffed that he missed out on being a Minister and is nor able to have his way
in relation to the details of the City of Stirling.
I refer to the allegations by the Minister that somehow the siting of the restaurant at Trigg
Island Surf Life Saving Club was illegal. The Minister should be more certain about
where the building is located. The restaurant is built on reserve 28477 according to the
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map he has passed to me. It does not encroach on reserve 27060 which is the subject of
clause 30. Only the outdoor eating area is on that reserve, but it is only on a bitumen car
park. There was no problem with waiting and not using that outdoor area until all the
technicalities had been resolved. It may be illegal, but it is a very minor technicality. As
will be seen from the next amendment, this Government has no difficulty breaking those
legal technicalities. f1 were to say thaz Ministers in this Government were doing things
illegally, there would be a huge hue and cry. Nonetheless, they are doing exacdly the
same as the City of Stirling did in that case.
Clause 31 relates to reserve 32599 which is the major bushland along the eastern side of
West Coast Drive and includes a very small triangular piece on the west side. The new
surf club building protrudes onto that. If the Minister is to be technical, that is also
possibly illegal. To suggest that somehow the decision to locate the building on that
reserve was improper and was not done with the full consent of the authorities is to
totally misrepresent the facts.
Mr Lewis: It never had approval.
Mr KOBELKE: If the Minister is going to accuse other people of illegal activities when
he and his Government do exactly the same thing he will get it straight back at him.
Mr Lewis: What is the purpose of this clause? Is it not to correct anomalies that have
occurred? Thbis clause, as with all the clauses in this Hill, is to give the correct vesting for
pieces of land.
Mr KOBELKE: The Minister's use of the word "anomaly" suggests that there was
something improper that needed to be put fight. This clause will allow the correct
vestings to be put in place to allow that to happen. The Opposition agrees with that.
However, to suggest that it is illegal or improper is putting a totally incorrect spin on it.
In debate on earlier clauses the Minister has indicated usage of land which is not correct.
The Minister would not answer my questions on Denmark, but there are suggestions that
the construction of chalets in that area was incorrect. In answer to a question from the
member for Thornlie the Minister indicated that a conservation reserve was already being
used as a tip, and that that was improper. It is happening everywhere. In this case, there
was a minor use of land which did not accord with the correct vesting, and that is now
being put right. To somehow try to make a capital case out of that is playing dirty local
politics.
Mr LEWIS: A couple of paints need to be corrected. Firstly, there are no chalets at
Denmark; therefore, they cannot exist illegally. The proposition is to facilitate their
being built. Secondly, the reserve in Lake Grace was a rubbish tip before it was ever
made a reserve. The member for Nollamara. said that because irregularities have
occurred before, that is the practice. That is not true in the context of the member's
comments, If there had been no improper intrusions of structures into A class reserves at
Scarborough which were not vested for that purpose there would be no need for this
clause. By virtue of there needing to be a clause to regularise it, that in itself is all I need
to say.
Mr Kobelke: You said that the Denmark caravan park has existed in excess of 30 years.
There is some doubt as to the legality of that.
Mr LEWIS: The member referred to chalets before. Hie has changed his tune.
Mr Kobelke: The Trigg Island development is not much different from what has been
done in other cases.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 31 put and passed.
New clause 32 -

Mr LEWIS: I move -
Page 12, after line 27 - To insert the following -
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Reserve No. 2951 in the City of Mandurab
32. The classification as of Class A of Reserve No. 2851, containing
116.121 1 heccares, set apart for "Recreation and Camping" and vested in
the City of Mandurah. is cancelled.

My second reading speech gave the reasons far this amendment. It will facilitate what is
occurring at Part Bouvard. It will also facilitate the intentions of local government for
certain works and for works of the Water Authority to deal with the new waste water
treatment plant. It is to carry out the devesting of an A class reserve so that there will be
no transgression. It is not a similar situation to that which exists at Scarborough; it is to
declassify the A class reserve so that ocher reserves can be put in place and vested to
facilitate the intentions in that area.
Mrs HENDERSON: I have some concerns about this proposal. The area we are
considering is substantial - 116.1 ha. Most of the material the Minister has provided
suggests that the reason this clause is being added to the Bill is to allow for the Water
Authority sewage treatment plant to be constructed and become operational by the end of
this year. Are 160 ha required to construct the treatment plant? Is this area south of
Mandurah pant of the area which was recommended under the System 6 proposal? If it
is, will the Minister take action to set apart chose sections of this reserve which are not
required by the Water Authority so that they can be reclassified as class A?
One of the Minister's final comments in the second reading speech assures members of
the community that if they wish the reserves to be reclassified to class A once the actions
he outlines have been achieved, it will be supported by the Government. It is a generous
offer but it is vague and does not give any information about the current conservacion
values of that area. All we are told is that the land is currently classified for camping and
that it is proposed that there be facilities for golf, baseball, soccer, basketball, netball,
cricket, football, hockey and rugby together with a rubbish transfer station and other
facilities. However, there is no indication in the second reading speech of the
conservation value of the area as a whole, whether particular parts of this area are of a
higher conservation value than others, whether pants of it were recommended under
System 6 and, if they were, what will happen to those areas.
Mir D.L. SMITH: My principal concern about this late amendment to the Bill is that it
was provided to the Opposition only this week. Although it may well meet with the
approval of the Peel Development Commission, the city council and the other agencies
which have been referred to, I know only too well as the former Minister for Planning
that those agencies' approval of something does not mean chat all community groups or
individuals all approve of the proposal. The Opposition had no opportunity to present
anything to our sources in the community who may have been able to provide us with
some information about the reaction of the community to these proposals. I would prefer
that if there was a problem with the Water Authority and the golf course in particular, the
Bill dealt wich those problems and not the total development. That would have enabled
members to go to the community for advice on che remainder of the proposals.
It is clear from the Minister's comments in the second reading debate that the nature of
the facilities to be provided are quite extensive. They include a public golf course and
facilities for baseball, soccer, basketball, netball, cricket, football, hockey and rugby, in
addition to a rubbish transfer station, a reserve and the Water Authority site. 7Te
remainder of the areas are to be reclassified to return them to a reserve classification
which would offer some protection.
When I was Minister for South-West, Planning and Lands I was involved in some of the
earlier discussions in relation to these matters. I was aware there was very little public
consultation of a kind that would enable us to really know what the community at large
felt. While in most cases I am happy to take the view that the Peel Development
Commission should be able to assess that and advise the Government on those matters, I
know how deeply divided the Mandurab community often is on these types of
developments. People like Len Howard and others need to be consulted to ascertain their
views which should be taken into account in the deliberations.
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In this case the Minister has nor only brought forward a lace amendment, but his
explanatory documentation on this clause is nonexistent. The Minister has not provided a
plan which shows how the 1 16.16 hectares is to be used. We do not know where the
boundaries axe for the sporting facilities, where it is proposed to establish the rubbish
transfer station, or a number of other matters that we need to know to make a judgment.
The land I am talking about stretches from the Indian Ocean and includes the beach and
foredune areas and extends back across the highway to the estuary foreshore. It is clear
from the photocopy of the photograph included in the Minister's documentation that a
large part of the area, in spite of the work that has already commenced, is well treed and
is very much in its natural state. It is obvious that in part of the foredune ama there is a
blowout. The Opposition has not been given any information on whether the foredune
area will he part of the recreational aspects or whether those areas will be included in the
foreshorre protection areas. My view is all the areas identified as being for conservation
purposes, dune and foreshore protection, or public access should not be taken out
altogether. Those areas should remain class A reserves and it should be clearly specified
that they are for those purposes.
The last paragraph in the Minister's notes, as the member for Thorulie pointed out, is
ominous. It states that in seeking Parliamnent's agreement to reclassify the reserve in
order that the redevelopment plan can be implemented the Minister assures members that
if the community wish the reserve to be reclassified back to class A when the various
actions of that line have been achieved, it will be supported by the Government.
Ministers normally include those heartwarming words in speeches because they have had
strong representations from either the community or the local member in relation to the
matter. If those strong representations have been made it is irresponsible for the
Parliament to simply allow those areas to go to a class C or an unclassified state and then
have to mount an argument on behalf of the community that the area revert to class A
when the various actions have been taken. In this case those actions - the development of
the waste water treatment plant, recreation facilities and the rubbish transfer station - are
incompatible with a class A classification.
While I appreciate the position of the Water Authority of Western Australia, it has acted
unlawfully by commencing work. While I appreciate the position of the person
responsible for the development of the golf course, work them has commenced
unlawfully as well. The Minister does not have to do what he is doing to overcome these
problems. He could have included a clause and a description which took out of the A
class reserve all the areas that are required to avoid anyone continuing to act unlawfully.
The rest of the area could have been left as a class A reserve. The Minister could have
come back to the Parliament in five or six weeks with a separate Bill or he could include
the necessary amendment in the Reserves Bill next session. I hope there will be another
Reserves Bill in the next session.
Mr LEWIS: This clause will reclassify an A class reserve so that the uses which are
proposed can be carried out and the Government does not have a problem with the
improper use of an A class reserve vested for a specific purpose. The area to be set aside
for a waste water treatment plant is surrounded by recreational uses on the basis of those
uses providing a useable buffer to that facility which obviously will be recognised as
being detrimental to its general area. It must be understood that this proposition has been
referred to the Environmental Protection Authority. The EPA has ticked off the
proposition by way of this clause.
Mr Kobelke: Will you indicate the level of inquiry it gave it?
Mr LEWIS: I am referring to a letter from the EPA and the penultimate paragraph
reads -

I wish to advise that the Authority has no objection to the temporary
reclassification of Reserve No. 2851 from an 'A' Class to a 'C' Class reserve in
order to facilitate the various land use changes proposed, provided the above
points are taken into consideration, and that land use activities undertaken during
the time the Reserve is categorised as a 'C' Class Reserve involves minimum
modification to the dune forms and associated native vegetation.
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Therefore, the untouched dunes which it is considered should be retained, will be
retained.
The Opposition is aware that this proposal is part of the Dawesville Cut. The 200 metre
wide cut has involved an incredible amount of earthworks and the excavated sail has had
to go somewhere. Contrary to what the member for Michell said, no formal work has
commenced on the golf course other than the depositing of the material from that cut. It
was a practical way of using the soil excavated from the cut.
Mr D.L. Smith: I am talking about the area that has been cleared of vegetation. The soil
has been taken from the cut and deposited on the golf course. Work has commenced on
dumping refuse from the old rubbish dump on the site. It will be used as a mulch.
Mr LEWIS: flat may be mrue but I think there is also an erosion problem. Obviously
one cannot do those earthworks without taking action.
Mr D.L. Smith: I am sure it cannot be done on A class reserves.
Mr LEWIS: I have been advised by Mr -Ibllyard that the work done to date has not been
contrary to the A class reserve classification, because a golf course would be a
conforming use.
Mr D.L. Smith: I have grave doubts about that.
Mr LEWIS: At least we can agree on something. The plan that has been made available
to the member indicates that the transfer station will be subjected to further work and
further formal identification by way of survey.
Mr D.L. Smith: The document I have is nine or 10 years old.
Mr LEWIS: It has probably changed considerably. There is nothing sinister about the
Government's endeavours. We do not want to do things which are contrary to vesting of
the A class reserve.
Mr Kobelke: I do not suggest there is anything sinister but taking such a large area out of
the classification is giving the Government carte blanche. If the Government understands
our concerns, ensures proper procedures are taken and the usages are properly
investigated, and comes back with a set of appropriate reforms, we shall have no
problem. We want to guarantee that the full process will take place and we are
particularly concerned about the environmental aspects. The golf course will require a
great deal of water and if it is drained from ground water, with the ocean on one side, it
could mean salt getting into the ground water. That is one issue of many that needs to be
thoroughly addressed.
Mr LEWIS: I am confident in saying that under the previous Administration the
Dawesville Cut would have been the subject of a comprehensive environmental
assessment, and comprehensive measures would have been taken to ensure that no
degradation occurred to the environment within the work area. The whole idea of that
waste water treatment plant is to irrigate the golf course, reuse the waler and put it to
good purpose. I understand that no draw down will be made on the aquifer because that
facility was deliberately placed there.
Mr D.L. Smith interjected.
Mr LEWIS: Mr Hillyard has advised me that absolutely no objections have been
received from the community. I can only repeat the advice I have been given. I refer
members to the undertaking by the Government in the second reading speech, through
me as the inister representing the Minister for Lands, that if some adjustments are
needed, the Government has no objection to re-establishing the A class reserves, where
appropriate.
New clause put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, with an amendment, and the report adopted.
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Third Reading
MR LEWIS (Applecross - Minister for Planning) ( 11.06 pmn]: I move -

That tke Bill be now read a third time.
MR D.L. SMITH (Mitchell) [ 11.07 pm]: I do not want re touch on matters I will seek
to cover by way of a personal explanation later, but I reiterate my concern about the way
in which we now treat Reserves Bills. I do not blame just the current Government,
because in the past Reserves Bills have also not received the priority they deserve. The
matters covered by these Bills axe extremely important, and at least two should be
introduced into the Parliament each year.
Most of Ike matters dealt with tonight were under my supervision when I was Minister 16
months ago. I was seeking to expedite them then and we are only now dealing with
them. Many other matters being dealt with when 1 was Minister have nor yet come to the
Parliament as a Reserves Bill. Many local authorities and organisations would like
changes of classification of public land so that better use can be made of the land. I urge
the Government in future to treat Reserves Bills with all the prestige they deserve, and to
bring as many Reserves Bills before the Parliament as quickly as possible so that we can
process these matters with the speed they warrant.
I reiterate my concern that part of the apparent delay- is a result of the severe reduction
this Government has made to the staffing levels at the Department of Land
Administration across various areas, but especially in the land tidles office, the surveys
branch and the land information systems section. As a result of those cuts, it will be
much harder for these matters to be dealt with expeditiously by DOLA and if it cannot do
so, neither can this Parliament.
I honestly believe this Government will regret the way in which it is decimating the
quality staff at DOLA. I must confess that as a lawyer, before I became a Minister, I
approached that department with some trepidation because of its general reputation in the
community. However, after two years as Minister I had the highest respect for the chief
executive officer, Alan Sinner, and for the whole staff. The pressures to which they are
currently being subjected, as a result of this Government's reforms and the McCarrey
recommendations, are resulting in delayed services in the titles office, and have led to the
closure of the registration office at Bunbury.
Those pressures are starting to eat into the morale of the staff in such a way that people
are seeking redundancy, because they see no future in DOLA and would rather work as
private consultants for DOLA building up their own professional service providers
business. They already have very high standards and they want to make the profits that
are available to those in the private profession. In the long terni, the Government will
miss the quality of the people who are leaving the service, and ultimately it will have to
pay much more for the services which they used to provide as valuable and loyal
employees but will then provide as expensive consultants.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a third time and and returned to Ike Council with an amendment.

PERSONAL EXPLANATION - MEMBER FOR MITCHELL
DOLA's Move to Midland, nothing to do with Midland Workshops Closure

MR D.L. SMITH (Mitchell) 111. 12 pm] - by leave: In the course of interjections and
in the course of his response to the second reading debate, the Minister for Planning
implied that I as Minister for Lands was involved in decisions which supported the
closure of the Midland Workshops and that the previous Government supported the
closure of the Midland Workshops. He also implied that 1 had stated or implied that the
location of Ike Department of Land Administration to Midland was meant to be some
recompense for the intended closure of the Midland Workshops by the preirious
Government. The decision to relocate DOLA to Midland was made before I became the
Minister for Lands, and while I very much supported and did everything I could to
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expedite that move, and still support it, as do the vast majority of the staff of DOLA. that
was never intended by me or by the previous Govenrnmet to be any indication that we
intended to close the Midland Workshops.
The true situation is that the decision to relocate the DOLA office to Midland was
sponsored by the Shire of Swan and the local members at the time, Mr Troy and Mr Hill,
to which the Government acceded, not out of any wish to support the shire and those
members but as part of its overall push for regional development around the metropolitan
area. We nominated quite some time ago that we intended to have regional centres at
Joondalup, Midland, Fremantle, Rockingham, Armadale, Canning and a number of other
places in the metropolitan area in order to alleviate the pressure of people having to come
into Perth to work and so that employment would be provided near the place of residence
of the people in those areas which we were trying to develop. That was the only reason
for the decision to move the DOLA office to Midland. It had absolutely nothing to do
with the closure of the Midland Workshops.
I am the first to acknowledge that, despite my education and my training as a lawyer, I
come from what I regard as fairly impecunious circumstances, and occasionally my
grammar is not what I would hope it to be and sometimes I say things in a way which
allows people to misunderstand what I say. Perhaps as a result of that, I am sensitive to
people misinterpreting what I say, in regard not to challenging my integrity but to using
what I say in a way which seeks to harm others or to attribute opinions to others which
are not true. I never want to be the cause of harm or concern to other people, and when
people use what I say to cause harm or concern to others, that is a matter to which I am
particularly sensitive. I must confess that, for reasons which I will not go into now, I am
always particularly sensitive to it when the Minister for Planning is the one responsible
for those sorts of implications.
Whatever I said in the Parliament will be revealed in Mansard. I just want to reiterate
that at no stage was there any inference when I was Minister for Lands that DOLA's
move to Midland had anything to do with the closure of the Midland Workshops. In all
the time that I was a member of the backbench and a member of the transport committee
with IHon Fred McKenzie and others, including the late Ken Mclver, and in all the time
that I was in Cabinet, there was never any suggestion by anyone, other than some people
in Westrail who seem to keep making suggestions to particular Ministers who were given
the responsibility for transport, that we would ever contemplate closing the Midland
Workshops. Indeed, we made an absolute commitment that those workshops would
never be closed under a Labor Government, somewhat similar - without being political -
to the commitment that was made by the current Government when it was in Opposition
prior to the last election. No-one should infer from anything that I have said this evening
or at any other time that the previous Government or the Labor Party would ever have
been involved in the closure of the Midland Workshops, in the loss of those jobs to
Midland and in the loss of those services to Westrail's efficiency and productivity. The
point that I was trying to make was that I regretted that the benefits that would have
flowed to Midland and that to some extent would have ameliorated the effect of the
closure of the Midland Workshops by this Government, not by any previous
Government, have not been as great as we had hoped, because DOLA has now about 118
fewer staff at Midland than would have been the case had we still been in office.

REPRINTS AMENDMENT BILL
Council's Amendment: In Committee

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr Brown) in the Chair Mrs Edwardes (Attorney
General) in charge of the Bill.
The amendments made by the Council were as follows -

NolI
Clause 4, page 2, line 16 - To delete the line and substitute the following -

(ka) "of this definition";
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No 2
Clause 5, page 4, lines 4 and 5 - To delete the lines and substitute the
following -

(c) by deleting "give such a certificate" and substitute the
following -

".sign such a statement".

No 3
Clause 6, page 4, line 10 - To delete the word "person" and substitute the
word "'officer".

Mrs EDWARDES: I move -

Thai the amendments made by the Council be agreed to.
Question put and passed; the Council's amendments Breed to.

Report

Resolution reported, the report adopted, and a message accordingly returned to the
Council.

ACTS AMENDMENT (OFFICIAL CORRUPTION COMMISSION) DILL
Returned

Bill returned from the Council with amendments.

Committee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr- Brown) in the Chair; Mrs Edwardes (Attorney
General) in charge of the Bill.
The amendments made by the Council were as follows -

No 1
Clause 5, page 5, after line 2 - To insert the following -

'standing committee" means -

(a) a standing committee of either House of Parliament;
or

(b) a joint standing committee of both Houses of
Parliament;

No 2
Clause 9, page 15, lines 8 to 12 - To delete the lines and substitute the
following -

7F. (1) This section applies to a person who is -

(a) the Parliamentary Commissioner,
(b) the principal officer of a public authority; or
(c) an officer who constitutes a public authority,
but does not apply to the Director of Public Prosecutions.

No 3
Clause 9, page 17, after line 19 - To insert the following -

Director of Public Prosecutions to notify Commission of
certain matters.
7G. The Director of Public Prosecutions shall -

(a) report to the Commission any matter which the
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Director of Public Prosecutions suspects on
reasonable grounds concerns or may concern
conduct or involvement referred to in section
7(1)(a) or (aa) on the part of the Deputy Director of
Public Prosecutions or of a member of the staff of
the Director of Public Prosecutions; and

(b) provide the Commission with such statistics as are
specified from time to time by the Commission by
writing given to the Director of Public Prosecutions,
being statistics relating to the number and types of
allegations of the kind referred to in section 7(l)(a)
or (aa) or both received by the Director of Public
Prosecutions during each calendar year or during
such other period as is specified by the
Commission.

No4
Clause 9. page 17, lines 22 and 23 - To delete the following words -

who is not a person to whom section 7F applies.
No 5

Clause 11, page 20, after line 3 -To insert the following -

( 2) A person who fails, without reasonable excuse, to comply with
a request in writing made under subsection (1) commits an offence
and is liable to a penalty of $2 000.

No 6
Clause 11, page 20, after line 18 - To insert the following -

(2) A person who fails, without reasonable excuse, to comply with
a request in writing made under subsection (1) commits an offence
and is liable to a penalty of $2 000.

No 7
Clause 14, page 23, lines 8 and 9 - To delete the words "joint standing
committee of Parliament" and substitute 'standing committee".

NoS8
Clause 14, page 23, line 15 - To delete the word "joint'.

No 9
Clause 14, page 23, line 18 - To delete the word "joint".

No 10
Clause 15, page 26. line 8 - To delete the word "joint".

No 11
Clause 17, page 27, line 25 - To insert before the figure '169", the figure
'122".

No 12
Clause 17, page 27, line 26 - To insert before the figure '385", the figure
'384".

No 13
Clause 17, page 27, line 26 - To insert before the figure "386", the figure
'387".

Mrs EDWARDES: I move -
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That amendment No I made by the Council be agreed to -

Mr THOMAS: The amendment by the Council suggests chat the standing committee
proposed under the original Bill as a consequence of recommendations from the two
select committees be deleted. The options are a committee of either House or a joint
standing committee to satisfy the recommendations in the select committee reports that a
parliamentary committee should be created to oversee the operations of the Official
Corruption Commission.
When this Bill was before us last year it was discovered accidentally when going though
it that the Government did not have a policy on the recommendation for the creation of a
parliamrentary committee, although reference was made to a standing committee in the
Bill. When I asked the Attorney General what the Government's intention was, she gave
some glib answers. She said that it was not for the Government to decide whether a
select committee would be created; it was for the Parliament to decide. She was not in a
position to answer questions in that regard. That was a fairly glib response because it is
up to the Parliament, or even one House of Parliament, depending on whether it is a
single House committee or a joint standing committee; but the Government has the
majority and, therefore, is in a position to create committees. The Bill before us
envisages the creation of a committee, and one would expect the Government to have a
position. I am disappointed that the Government does not have a position, because the
two select committees made well-considered recommendations after examining the
structures that apply in New South Wales and Queensland. The reports recommended
the terms of reference for a parliamentary committee to undertake this task.
The second select committee had gone to the trouble of drafting joint standing orders to
create such a committee and regulate its existence. Now we Find that, although the
Government was nor able to declare its position and led us to think it would not create a
select committee, the Bill has been returned from the Legislative Council with
amendments sponsored by the Government. flat is, the joint standing committee
envisaged by the select committees and hitherto by the Bill need not necessarily be a
joint standing committee but could be a standing committee of either House. That leaves
this place in a position of approving legislation where - if these amendments are to be
agreed to - Assembly members could be cut out of the action. These requirements could
be satisfied by the creation of a committee of the other place, and that is not very
satisfactory.
One of the reasons for the recommendation that there should be a standing committee
within the Official Corruption Commission structure is that there is no more important
task for Parliament than to ensure that its public sector is as far as possible free of
corruption, and that bodies responsible for ensuring that is the case do their work
properly. Also the citizens of the State might feel aggrieved by the operations of such
body. By their very nature they can be secret bodies which have the potential to infringe
upon the civil liberties of the citizens. As legislators answerable to the citizens we should
take our responsibility very seriously to be aware of what occurs. That is as much our
responsibility as it is of the members in the other place.
The other reason why it is desirable to create a joint standing committee rather than a
committee of the Legislative Council is that the Official Corruption Commission is
largely a creature of the Parliament. Its commissioners are not to be appointed by the
Government; they will be appointed by a committee prescribed under the Act. It is not a
ministerial appointment or a Government appointment in the normal sense. They will
report directly to and be answerable to the Parliament. As this place has 57 members and
the other place 47 members, the commissioners cannot be answerable in the literal sense
to such a substantial body. It is appropriate that the commissioners answer to Parliament
through a committee. That responsibility to answer to Parliament is as much a
responsibility of this place as it is of the other place. In chose circumstances it is
appropriate that a joint standing committee should be created as recommended by the two
select committees in the last Parliament.
I am pleased that this Government amendment is before us. It seems to indicate that the
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Government has some intention of supporting the creation of a standing committee. Can
the Attorney General indicate whether it is the intention to create a standing committee?
Will it be a joint standing committee? If so, why is this amendment necessary?
Mrs EDWARDES: The amendment was inserted primarily to clarify that the intention
always was to create a standing committee. Given the level of confusion, we considered
it would be best to define it because the Opposition was not prepared to accept my
comments. It was not for me to reflect upon members in another place or on their
concerns about participating in a joint standing committee. As the member is aware, a
number of committees am established in another place, and with fewer members they
have difficulty ensuring adequate representation on committees and finding the time
required to attend the various committees. I mention that now because the matter was
raised in debate in the other place today; I would not normally reflect on members in the
other House. The amendment provides that a standing committee will be created, be it of
one of either Houses or both Houses of Parliament. The member's concern that the
Legislative Assembly could be cut out of the process is unlikely to be realised. The other
place is concerned that it has insufficient members to be able to participate in such a
committee.
I participated in the Joint Select Committee on Parole - probably one of the rare joint
committees established over the past few years. Th1at committee worked very well and
enabled members of both Houses to participate in its important terms of reference
regarding justice in Western Australia. However, I cannot tell the Chamber whether this
proposed committee will comprise members from this House only, the other House only
or both Houses. Once the legislation is passed, we will bring recommendations back to
the Parliament accordingly.
Mr KOBELKE: Like the member for Cockburn, I served on the select committee which
wrote the report which was largely accepted by the Government in the legislation
adopted last year. During debate on that legislation I made the point that this
Government is not really committed to the Official Corruption Commission.
This Bill was first read back on 8 September 1993, and completed its passage through
this Chamber on 25 November 1993. The Bill has only now been returned to this
Chamber from the Legislative Council on 7 April 1994. Obviously, the Government
gives this legislation low priority. Also, the Government has given little consideration to
the provisions contained within the Bill.
As was indicated in debate last November, the Government has given no consideration to
the establishment of a joint standing committee. That was a crucial ingredient of the
amendments recommended by the select committee. We now find that the Government
has decided that it will be a standing committee of either House of Parliament, or a joint
standing committee of both Houses. The Government cannot make up its mind. It has
given no serious consideration to a key ingredent of the Bill. My earlier belief seems to
be reinforced by the Government's actions; that is, the Government is attempting to show
that it will be more accountable by putting in place a system to stamp out corruption, yet
it is not really doing so. The Government does not care and is not committed to this goal.
The Government has not spent time in Cabinet determining this issue.
The Attorney General is placed in the farcical situation of saying we will have a
committee of one House or a joint committee of both Houses. She says that at some time
in the futur the Government will get around to working it out. Perhaps her argument
about fewer members in the Legislative Council has merit and that a joint standing
committee will require a commitment of time which cannot be fulfilled by members of
that House. However, one would think that the Attorney General would then state that
we will establish a standing committee of the lower House to overcome the problem in
the upper House. She does not say that. She still claims the committee may be in the
upper House. It is a non sequitur. How can the Attorney General leave open the option
of forming a committee in the other place?
This adds further weight to my argument in a previous debate; namely, that this
Government has absolutely no commitment to improving the Official Corruption
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Commission. The Government is taking cynical action to appear to be doing something
when it has no intention of doing anything. Maybe I am wrong. Maybe I am too cynical
about this Government's behaviour during the past 12 months; maybe die Government is
just incompetent and cannot do things properly.
If the Attorney General was so concerned about problems in the upper House with a joint
standing committee, why did she support clause 22 of the Commission on Government
Bill to form a joint standing committee for the purposes of that Act? The Attorney
General had no difficulty on that occasion making that decision. However, in this case it
seems it cannot be done. There may be good reasons for her decision, but we have not
heard them. Are we to be cynical and say that the Government has no commitment and
is simply trying to cover up, or is the Government simply incompetent? The people of
this State must come to grips with this question: Is it a cynical or an incompetent
Government or, unfontunately, is it both?
Mrs EDWARDES: I am sorry that the level of debate has degenerated on the first
amendment. The member obviously did not listen to my earlier comments. I said that it
was unlikely char it would be a standing committee of the upper House only.
The comments made in the select committee report will be taken into account by the
Government when bringing recommendations back to Parliament.
Question put and passed; the Council's amendment agreed to.
Mrs EDWARDE.S: I move -

That amendments Nos 2 and 3 made by the Council be agreed to.
Mr THOMAS: The reason I suggested the Attorney General move the two amendments
together is that amendment No 2 is consequential upon No 3. A provision in the Bill
requires principal officers of Government authorities to report corruption within areas of
their responsibility to the Official Corruption Commission. Amendment No 2 seeks to
delete the Director of Public Prosecutions from that list. At first one wonders why that
would be the case. Obviously, if there is corruption within the office of the DPP it would
be of great concern; corruption in few agencies could be worse. For example, if bribes
were being accepted not to prosecute matters, it would be a matter of extreme concern.
When I read this amendment I wondered why on earth the Government would seek to
move it. However, my reading of amendment No 3 provides the explanation; that is, the
Director of Public Prosecutions will be required to report to the Official Corruption
Commission on matters which occur within his area of responsibility. It is not necessary
that other matters that he may be aware of through prosecutions of people in other areas -
one hopes that would be the vast majority - be reported. They will be caught by the
principal officers of the departments or the instrumentalities wherein that corruption has
occurred. It seems to me that this amendment is sensible, and I have no problems with it.
Mrs EDWARDES: By way of explanation, I will provide some reasons for the request of
the Director of Public Prosecutions. The reason for the exemption was that the DPP
often has consultations with the police on operational matters. Often the police consult
directly with the DPP for advice about evidence and possible charges arising from
complaints of corruption made to them. The extra clause provides for the DPP to report
to the Official Corruption Commission suspected official corruption either by the deputy
DPP or by any member of the DPP staff. The other amendment still requires that -

The Director of Public Prosecutions shall -

(b) provide the Commission with such statistics. .. relating to the number arnd
types of allegations of the kind referred to in section 7(l)(a) or (aa) or both
received by the Director of Public Prosecutions during each calendar year
or during such other period as is specified by the Commission.

I thank the Opposition for its support.
Mr DUL. SMITH: I must confess that although I have not been involved in ascertaining
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the reason for these amendments in the other place, I am a little concerned at the
direction in which some of diem seem to be going. This amendment seems to be
allowing the commission to obtain reports from the Director of Public Prosecutions of a
kind that I san not sure would serve very well the public or personal interests of those
involved. Although I understand the function of the commission, in the past it really has
had very little prosecution powers. It does the investigation and normally refers martens
elsewhere. The object of its work is to provide some avenue for these matters to be
investigated and referred on.
Mrs Edwardes: Are you talking about proposed section 7?
Mr D.L. SMIT: Yes, proposed section 7G.
Mrs Edwardes: That is just statistics; it does nor deal with the number and types of
allegations. Your concern about individuals and privacy will not arise.
Mr D.L. SMITH: In relation to the staff members of the Director of Public Prosecutions,
it seems to require that that matter be referred. My concern about statistics, especially
when we refer to them as they are specified from time to time, is that they can convey
information. [ wonder in the end result what is the purpose of this amendment. The
object of the Official Corruption Commission is to provide an avenue for allegations of
corruption to be investigated and then referred for prosecution to the appropriate
authority. I do not know that the commission should have a lot of feedback about general
things from other agencies, such as the DPP. I think the kind of information, whether it
is statistical or otherwise, chat is in the possession of the DPP should not be released to
anyone without parliamentary approval and scrutiny. I am concerned chat an information
gathering function is being given to the commission. What will the commission do with
the information and statistics when they get there? Will they be in a position to publish
them? Will they be included in the annual reports? Is there some implication that it will
have a wider role that provides a commentary on its view of the world, rather than what 1
think is its primary purpose; that is, to investigate and to get to the bottom of allegations
about corruption rather than having a generalised view of those matters?
Mrs EDWARDES: It is to get a general picture of the extent of corruption and it would
primarily just be included in the report to Parliament. It would just be advice to
Parliament. as such. During the debate in the other place, members said that they felt the
Official Corruption Commission should have an educative role as well. Although that
will not be the case with the Official Corruption Commission - we believe other agencies
can carry out that education and preventive role - the collection of the statistics which is
purely information gathering in this instance, quite appropriately by the Official
Corruption Commission in terms of the level and extent of corruption, will enable it to
advise Parliament so that Parliament, if necessary, can take any action it believes to be
appropriate or to make legislative change if that is required.
In relation to the requirement of the DPP to report to the commission any suspected
corruption by either the Deputy DPP or any other member of the staff of the DPP, it is
consistent with the requirement of all other chief executive officers. We believe it is
important that that be maintained.
Question put and passed; the Council's amendments agreed to.
Mrs EDWARDES: I move -

That amendment No 4 made by the Council be agreed to.
Question put and passed; the Council's amendment agreed to.
Mrs EDWARDES: I move -

That amendment No 5 made by the Council be agreed to.
Mr THOMAS: Could the Minister briefly explain these penalty provisions? Presumably
the explanation for amendment No 5 will also apply to amendment No 6.
Mr D.L. SMITH: The conduct of this matter for the Opposition has been given to the
member for Cockburn because he has an interest in these matters and because of his role
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as a member of the select committee which reviewed the operations of the Official
Corruption Commission. I make it clear that I am absolutely committed to the rooting
out of all corruption in any public office, or anywhere else for that matter, and for those
people to be prosecuted. One of the great corruptions is the harm done to people's
reputations and the failure to ensure that under whatever processes Governments operate
the proper civil rights of individuals ame protected. It has long been the situation that
people were free to refuse to make statements which might incriminate them and free, in
many areas where they might be suspected of offences, not to make statements if that was
their wont. It is an important foundation for the protection of civil rights in Australia that
people are generally not obliged to incriminate themselves in either making statements or
giving information.
I always approach with caution any clause which imposes penalties and establishes an
offence where people are simply exercising that traditional right as citizens. Like
everyone else I am concerned at the deterioration of respect in our society and the
increasing presence of unlawfulness. Certainly we should protect ourselves especially
from any aspect of corruption, but I am coming slowly to the view that perhaps in this
State and generally in the western world we are very much now in dancer of going
overboard. We are starting to vest powers in people which go beyond the need to
achieve the protection that we desire both from unlawfulness and corruption. The great
thing about living in a democracy, about living in Australia in particular, is that nobody -
apart from police on the roads perhaps in relation to traffic matters such as driving under
the influence - can stop and ask one for information and command one to answer. They
cannot ask for identification, or whose permission one had to do certain things. In the
past we have not been obliged to answer questions which might give information about
ourselves which we would prefer other people not to know. Generally speaking, we must
be extremely careful in conferring on any organ isation a right to compel people ta answer
questions, even though we all agree that the objective of those questions being asked is
quite proper.
We have generally been able to run our legal systems and Governments without any
serious level of corruption or malpractice. Just because there has been a single royal
commission report and someone has a particular view on particular events does nor mean
we should be throwing overboard any of those real safeguards that give us the quality of
life, freedom and democracy that we all aspire to. Whether it is kids being swept up in
the streets or otherwise we must be careful that we do not go overboard. Given that I
have not had the opportunity to read the debates in the other place about why these new
clauses have been included, I hope that in their drafting my concerns - which I am sure
have been expressed by others - have been considered and we do not create a monster
that we will regret later on.
Mrs EDWARDES: The member for Mitchell may recall there was some debate on this.
The comments he made, particularly about privacy, were taken into account. The penalty
provided for persons not confined with written requests to provide information under
section 8 was highlighted by the Royal Commission into Commercial Activities of
Government and Other Matters. The royal commission said there were limitations
because of the absence of such penalties. That can be found at section 498 in part 11 of
the report.
Question Put and passed; the Council's amendments Breed to.
Mrs EDWARDES: I move -

That amendments Nos 6 to 10 made by the Council be agreed to.
Question put and passed; the Council's amendment agreed to.
Mrs EDWARDES: I move -

That amendment No I11 made by the Council be agreed to.
Mr THOMAS: Amendment Nos 11I to 13 amend the definition of "corruption". This Bill
defines corruption essentially by citing areas of the Criminal Code. The people of
Western Australia will be pleased to know that we are sitting at 11.55 pm on the last day
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of the session to protect them against corruption, and that amendments Nos 11I to 13 will
extend the definition of corruption to include section 387 of the Criminal Code which is
removing guano without a licence from the territorial dominions of Western Australia. I
am sure we will all rest much easier knowing that such people will be subject to not only
the sanctions of the Criminal Code but also the Official Corruption Commission Act.
Similarly the illegal use of registered brand names will fall within the Act; that is
probably a more serious matter than taking guano. I have no objection to the
amendments, although I anm a little surprised at why they would be included.
Mrs EDWARDES: The Director of Public Prosecutions requested that section 387 be
included, and I am sure that he was aware of the content of that section. I will not argue
with him if he wishes it to be included. I thank members for their support.
Question put and passed; the Council's amendment agreed to.
Mrs EDWARDES: I move -

That amendments Nos 12 and 13 made by the Council be agreed to.
Question put and passd; the Council'Is amendments agreed to.

Report
Resolutions reported, the report adopted and a message accordingly returned to the
Council.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE - SPECIAL
MR CJ. BARNETT (Coutesloe - Leader of the House) [11.58 pm]: I thank all
members, particularly those opposite, for their cooperation over the past three weeks. A
significant amount of legislation has progressed through this House, including the
Commission on Government Bill, the Adoption Bill and gas to the goldfields legislation.
I acknowledge all members. I particularly thank the shadow Leader of the House. I
move -

That the House at its rising adjourn until a date and time to be fixed by the
Speaker.

The SPEAKER: I do not intend to bore members with a long soliloquy as happens at the
end of session because we are somewhat out of kilter. All of us, including the father of
the House with his interjection from out of his place, are used to having this pre-
Christmas. I thank all the people associated with the good running of Parliament both
inside the Chamber and outside, and also to the members, I express my appreciation.
Question put and passed.

House adjourned a; 11.59 pm

11772 [ASSEMBLY]



[Thursday, 7 April 1994]117

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

AGRICULTURE, DEPARTMENT OF - COMPOUND, JARRAH ROAD, SOUTH
PERTH

Workers Statis tics; Relocation Consideration
1879. Mr PENDAL to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Referring to the Department of Agriculture compound at Jarrah Road in
South Perth, how many people now work on the site?

(2) How many people can the compound take?
(3) What is the reason for the reduction?
(4) Has any consideration been given to relocating the department to better,

more modem premises and developing the compound for housing?
Mr HOUSE replied:
(1) At 18 March 1994 there were 703 staff working at South Perth.
(2) The present office and laboratory accommodation at the South Perth site is

fully utilised.
(3) Not applicable.
(4) Consideration has been given to relocating the Department of Agriculture

and this will be further addressed in the current portfolio review.
ROCK LOBSTER INDUSTRY ADVISORY COMMITEE - REPRESENTATIVE

OF ROCK LOBSTER ASSOCIATIONS
1899. Mr HILL to the Minister for Fisheries:

Is the Rock Lobster Industry Advisory Committee representative of the
rock lobster Associations in Western Australia?

Mr HOUSE replied:
Advisory committee members are drawn from nominations provided by
rock lobster associations.

ROCK LOBSTER FISHERIES - PUERULUS SETTLEMENT COUNTS
Fisheries Department Puerulus Counting Boxes, Location

1900. Mr HILL to the Minister for Fisheries:
(1) Where are the Fisheries Department puerulus counting boxes currently

located?
(2) How frequently and at what times throughout the year is the puerulus

settlement counted?
(3) Will the Minister provide me with the raw data from the puerulus

settlement counts for each of the calendar years from 1988 to 1994 (to
date)?

Mr HOUSE replied:
(1) South Passage - Shark Bay. Seven Mile Beach, Jurien Bay, Lancelin,

Alimos, Warnbro Sound, Cape Menteile, Abroihos Island.
(2) Every full moon period throughout the year; for example 13 times per

year.
(3) Validated and analysed data from all collector sites is released to industry

annually and data for key long term sites for the period specified is
available to the member in WA Fisheries Management paper 54. Interim
results for 1993-94 year have been released during this season and will be
available in full at the 1994 coastal tour.
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ROCK LOBSTER FISHERIES - POT REDUCTION MANAGEMENT MEASURES
Geraldion Petition; Impact on Smatll Coastal Town Businesses

1901. Mr HILL to the Minister for Fisheries:
(1) Has the Minister received a petition from a large number of small business

people in Geraldion, including boat builders, marine engineers, electronic
equipment suppliers, retailers, botcliers, estate agents, pharmacists,
builders, and others, indicating their concern about the effects of the pot
reduction management measure on their business and livelihood?

(2) Will the pot reduction have a greater impact on such businesses in small
coastal towns?

Mr HOUSE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The value of the catch for 1993-94 shows a significant increase compared

with the samte period last season. The increase in value to this time is in
excess of $20m.

ROCK LOBSTER INDUSTRY ADVISORY COMM=lTE - MEMBERSHIP
1902. Mr HILL to the Minister for Fishenies:

(1) Who are the current members of the Rock Lobster Industr Advisory
Committee?

(2) Which of those members of the RLIAC are entitled to vote on matters
considered by the committee?

(3) How many members of the RLIAC currently comprise a quorum?
Mr HOUSE replied:
(1) Membership of the committee is as follows -

Mr Peter Rogers Chairman
Mr E. Little Fisheries Department
Mr John Fitzhardinge Professional Rock Lobster Fisherman
Mr Ian Finlay Professional Rock Lobster Fisherman
Mr Gary Winfield Profes sional Rock Lobster Fisherman
Mr Phil Travia Professional Rock Lobster Fisherman
Mr Phil Taranto Rock Lobster Processor
Mr Leith Pritchard Rock Lobster Processor
Ms Jennifer Browne Person not commercially engaged in

fishing in the fishing industry
Mr Guy Edgar Observer
Mr Angelo Caranna Observer
Mr Terry Lissiman Observer
Mr John Cole Observer.

(2) Legally all members except observers. In practice I understand the
chairman seeks to obtain consensus on issues whenever practical.

(3) Four.
ROCK LOBSTER FISHERIES - POT REDUCTION MANAGEMENT MEASURES

Campaign Against Pot Reduction, Meeting with Minister Request
1903. Mr HILL to the Minister for Fisheries:

(1) Has the Minister received request/s from the organisation known as the
Campaign Against Pot Reduction for the Minister to attend a meeting with
them?

(2) If yes, has the Minister attended any meetings with that organisation?

(3) If no to (2), why not?
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Mr HOUSE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2)-(3) 1 have met with CAPR committee members in their dual role as members

of the Western Australian Fishing Industry Council Rock Lobster
subcommittee.

ROCK LOBSTER FISHERIES - POT REDUCTION MANAGEMENT MEASURES
Further Reductdon Next Season

1904. Mr HILL to the Minister for Fisheries:
Does the Minister believe that a further pot reduction is a possible
management measure which could be used in the Western Rock Lobster
fishery next season?

Mr HOUSE replied:
The current management packag! has been implemented for two seasons.
The 18 per cent pot reduction in .l'ace this season will be continued next
season.

ROCK LOBSTER FISHERIES - WESTERN AUSTRALIAN FISHING INDUSTRY
COUNCIL ROCK LOBSTER SUBCOMMITTEE MEETING, MINISTER'S

AI'TENDANCE
1905. Mr HILL to the Minister for Fisheries:

(1) Did the Minister attend the Western Australian Fishing Industry Council
Rock Lobster subcommittee meeting on 27 January 1994?

(2) Did the Minister advise the meeting that the Minister had not consulted
directly with fishermen in relation to proposed changes to the Fisheries
Act 1905 due to pressure of work and that for the same reason the
Minister was unlikely to find the time in the future?

(3) Was this was the same meeting that moved a vote of no confidence in the
Minister because of the nature of the management package introduced this
season for the rock lobster industry?

Mr HOUSE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) No.
(3) I have been informed that a vote of no confidence in me was moved at this

meeting.

ROCK LOBSTER FISHERIES - CRAYPOTS, ESCAPE GAPS INCREASE
Benefits, Research Data Accuracy

1906. Mr HILL to the Minister for Fisheries:
(1) Is the Minister satisfied with the accuracy and substance of the research

data provided to the Minister about the benefits of a 55mm escape gap in
rock lobster pots?

(2) Does the Minister acknowledge that a 55mm escape gap could lead to a
shift of fishing effort to the larger animals, or breeding stock?

Mr HOUSE replied:
(1)-(2)

A decision on this matter has been deferred pending further consultation
with industry.
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FISHERIES ACT - NEW LEGISLATION, FISHERIES DEPARTMENT
CONSULTATIONS

1907. Mr HILL to the Minister for Fisheries:
(1) Will the Minister direct the Fisheries Department to arrange a tour of

fishing associations to consult widely on the proposed new Fisheries Act?
(2) If no, why not?
Mr HOUSE replied:
(1)-(2) The draft Fisheries Management Bill was released as a discussion paper

for public comment on 15 December 1993. At the request of fishermen
the public comment period was twice extended with I I March 1994 being
die final date for the receipt of submissions. Approximately 180
submissions have been received from individuals and associations
representing fishermen, fish processors, fish farmers, fishing industry
financiers, the petroleum industry and conservationists. In addition, the
Fisheries Department is liaising closely with the Western Australian
Fishing Industry Council on the provisions of the legislation.
I understand separately that WAFIC held meetings with industry along the
coast to discuss the Bill. This process is providing all individuals,
organisations and associations with the opportunity to make constructive
comment on the Bill which will be introduced to Parliament.

ROCK LOBSTER FISHERIES - TAGGING PROGRAM BY FISHERIES
DEPARTMENT

Undersize White, Don gara, to Assess Contributions to Big Bank Fishery
1908. Mr HILL to the Minister for Fisheries:

(1) Did the Fisheries Department previously indicate an intention to conduct a
tagging program on undersize white rock lobster off Dongara in order to
assess contributions to the Big Bank fishery?

(2) Was this program undertaken?
(3) If yes, will the Minister release the results of that ragging program and

survey?
Mr HOUSE replied:
(1)-(2)

Yes.
(3) Preliminary results from the major 1992-93 tagging experiment were

presented to industry at the coastal RLIAC tour in September 1993 -
further results will be presented during the 1994 tour.

ROCK LOBSTER FISHERIES - TAGGING PROGRAM BY FISHERIFES
DEPARTMENT

Abroihos, Dongara and Fremtantle
1909. Mr HILL to the Minister for Fisheries:

(1) Did the Fisheries Department undertake a major rock lobster tagging
program at the Abrolhos, Dongara and Fremanule during the last fishing
season, as part of a breeding stock survey?

(2) If yes, will the Minister release the results for industry information?
Mr HOUSE replied:
(1) Yes, a major tagging program was undertaken prior to and during the

1992-93 season, minor tagging was also undertaken during the October
1993 breeding stock survey.
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(2) Prelinminary results from the major 1992-93 tagging experiment were
presented to industry at the coastal RLIAC tour in September 1993 -
further results will be presented during the 1994 tour.

ROCK LOBSTER FISHERIES - POTTING NORTH OF CAPE INSCRIPTION,
RESTRICTIONS REMOVAL

1910. Mr HILL to the Minister for Fisheries:
(1) Have previous restrictions on lobster potting north of Cape Inscription

been removed?
(2) If yes, what was the basis of the Minister's decision?
Mr HOUSE replied:
(1) Lobster fishing rules for the area north of Cape Inscription have been

modified.
(2) Current rules for this area permit up to three boats to fish based on a

nomination process. The purpose of permitting fishing north of Cape
Inscription is to collect information on lobster stock to enable informed
decisions to be made in the future.

ROCK LOBSTER FISHERIES - BIG BANK FISHERY, TOTAL CLOSURE,
FISHERIES DEPARTMENT ADVICE

1911. Mr HILL to the Minister for Fisheries:
(1) Did the Fisheries Department advise the Minister's predecessor in 1992

that, in reference to the Big Bank area, "a total closure of this area
projected at some time in the future would be of benefit to the breeding
stock'?

(2) Given this advice, what action, if any, has the Minister taken to signal to
industry a possible closure of the Big Bank area in the future?

Mr HOUSE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Other options to protect the breeding stock are preferred.

ROCK LOBSTER FISHERIES - ALBROHOS ISLANDS SEASON, SHORTENING
1912. Mr HILL to the Minister for Fisheries:

(1) As part of the Minister's management package for the rock lobster fishery
this season, did the Minister consider shortening the Abroihos Islands
season?

(2) If yes, why was this not undertaken?
(3) If no, why not?
Mr HOUSE replied:
(1) Yes, changes to lengths of seasons are one of the options considered for

reducing fishing pressure.
(2) Other management options were considered more appropriate to meet

breeding stock objectives.
(3) Not applicable.

ROCK LOBSTER FISHERIES - FISHERMEN, CHARGES AND PROSECUTIONS
Tar Spots Removal and Unlawful Retention of Setose

1913. Mr HILL to the Minister for Fisheries:
(1) How many rock lobster fishermen were charged during the 1992-93 and

1993-94 seasons (to date) for -
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(a) the removal of tar spots;
(b) the unlawful retention of setose lobster?

(2) How many of these prosecutions were successful in the courts?
Mr HOUSE replied:
(1) (a)-(b)

Nil.
(2) Not applicable.

SALMON FISHERIES - BUY-BACK SCHEME
1915. Mr HILL to the inister for Fisheries:

(1) What action, if any, has the inister taken to examine the possibility of a
buyback scheme for the salmon industry?

(2) Does the Minister support a redistribution of catch share towards the
recreational salmon fishery from the commercial sector?

Mr HOUSE replied:
(1 )-(2)

The Australian Salmon and Herring Resource Allocation Committee was
set up to in part address this issue. It is now developing a discussion paper
on possible solutions to perceived resource allocation issues within the
salmon fishery. It will include a buy-back scheme.

ALBANY WATERWAYS MANAGEMENT AUTHiORITY - CHAIRMAN;
MEMBERSHIP

1984. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for the Environment:
(1) Who is the Chairman of the Albany Waterways Management Authority?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the Committee Members of the Albany Waterways Management

Authority?
(4) What -are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Wr MINSON replied:

(1) The Chairman of Albany Waterways Management Authority is Mr Mant
Stephens.

(2) Mr Stephens' appointment is for three years and expires on 28 February
1994.

(3)-(5),(7)
Name of Term of Nominated by Date of
Member Appointment Appointment
Mr B. Hudson 3 years Albany Port Authority 18.2.91
WrK. Benson Self 18.2.91
MrtR. Clrabb Self 16.3.92
Mrs A. Knight II Town of Albany 16.3.92
Mrt W. McGowan Shire of Plantagenet 18.2.91
Mr R. Kerruish Self 18.2.91
I&rJBlaney-Murphy Self 18.2.91
Mr G. Paust Dept of Agriculture 18.2.91
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Mr T'. Ham bleron
Mr C.G.R. Ayres
Mr R.S. Richards
Mr At. Prout
MrJ. Janssen

WAWA
Shirt. of Albany

2 years Self
3 years Dept of Agriculture
1 year WAWA

(6) Remuneration -
Members who are non-government employees receive a sitting fee of $73
for each half day meeting and $108 for each full day meeting they attend.
Government employees are not paid for their membership.
The chairperson - Mr Stephiens - is paid $7 500 plus $600 allowance per
annum as remuneraton.

LESCHENAULT INLET MANAGEMENT AUTHORITY - CHAIRMAN;
MEMBERSHIP

1990. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for the Environment:
(1) Who is the Chairman of the Leachenault Inlet Management Authority?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the Committee Members of the Leschenaulr Inlet Management

Authority?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr MINSON replied:
(1) The Chairman of the Leschenault Inlet Management Authority is Sir

Donald P. Eckersley.
(2) Sir Donald Eckeraley's appointment is for three years and expires on 21

June 1995.
(3)-(75),(7)
Name of
Member
Mr R. Lane-Glover
Mr D.W. Brown
Mr D. Spriggins
Mr M.T. Bennett
Mr A.G. Bricknell
Mr R.W. George
Mr J.R. Nuir
Mr J.C. Evans
Mr R.J. Chandler
Mr 3. Willinge
Mr D. Figliomeni
Ms M.W. Smith
Mr G. de Chaneet
Mr F. Dixon
(6) Remuneration -

Term of
Appointment
3 years

I year
I year
2 years

Nominated by

Self
Self
CALM
Shire of Darlanup
City of Bunbury
Self
Self
Self
CALM
Bunbury Port Authority
Bunbury Port Authority
Shire of Harvey
Dept of Agriculture,
Dept of Agriculture

Date of
Appointment
22.6.92
1.7.91
22.6.92
22.6.92
22.6.92
1.7.91
22.6.92
1.7.91
22.6.92
1.7.91
17.8.93
3.8.93
1.3.94
1.3.94

Members who are non-government employees receive a sitting fee of $73
for each half day meeting and $108 for each full day meeting they attend.
Government employees are not paid for their membership.
The chairperson - Sir Donald Eckersley - is paid $7 500 plus $600
aflowanice per annum as remuneration.

20.5.91
22.6.92
3.8.93
20.5.91
3.8.93
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PEEL INLET MANAGEMENT AUTHORITY - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1992. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Peel Inlet Management Authority?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the Committee Members of the Peel Inlet Management

Authority?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr MINSON replied:
(1) The Chairman of the Peel Inlet Management Authority is Mr Owen H.

Tuckey.
(2) Mr Tuckey's appointment is for three years and expires on 30 June 1994.
(3)-(5).(7)
Name of Term of Nominated by Date of
Member Appointment Appointment
Mr J.E. Hughes 3 years Self 22.6.92
Mr B. Tatham Self 1.7.91
Mr M.J Paul DMH 17.8.93
Mr G. Halpin 1 year Self 17.8.93
Mr K. Low 3 years CALM 17.8.93
Ms R. Coleman ". Self 22.92
Mr M.J. Greenup 1 year Shire of Murray 3.8.93
Mr R.G. Hull 3 years Shire of Wamoona 17.8.93
Ms J.M. Leat 2 years Self 22.6.92
Mr J.H. Costley 1 year City of Mandurah 3.8.93
Mr J. Reeves 2 years Self 11.5.93
Mr N. Siragusa 3 years DM11 1.7.91
Mr M. Love 3 years CALM 17.8.93
(6) Remuneration -

Members who mre non-government employees receive a sitting fee of $73
for each half day meeting and $108 for each full day meeting they attend.
Government employees are not paid for their membership.
The chairperson - Mr Owen H. Tuckey - is paid $7 500 plus $600
allowance per annumn as remuneration.

SWAN RIVER TRUST - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP

1994. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for the Environment:
(1) Who is the Chairman of the Swan River Trust?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the Committee Members of the Swan River Trust?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?

(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?

Mr MINSON replied:
(1) The Chairman of the Swan River Trust is Hon Ron Davies AM.
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(2) Mr Davies' appointment is for three years and expires on 30 June 1994.

(3)-(5),(7)
Name of Term of Nominated by Date of
Member Appointment Appointment
Mr 1. Forbes On-going DPUD 16.1.89

(Sec 12 SRT Act)
Mr B. Sanders WAWA 16-.89

(Sec 12 SRT Act)
Mrs V. Humphrey 5 years Self 16.1 .89
DNM. Paul On-going Dept of Transport 16.1.89

(Sec 12 SRT Act)
Mr D.N. Robins 5 years Self 16.1.89

(Sec 12 SRT Act)
Mrs P.M. Morris 3 years Local Govt Assoc 26.8.91

(Sec 12 SRT Act)
Ms W.J. Vincent Self 26,8.91
(6) Remuneration -

Members who are non-government employees receive a sitting fee of $73
for each half day meeting and $108 for each full day meeting they attend.
Government employees are not paid for their membership.
The chairperson - Mr Ron Davies - is paid $7 500 plus $600 allowance per
annum as remuneration.

WATERWAYS COMMISSION - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
1995. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Waterways Commission?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Waterways Commission?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By wham was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr MJNSON replied:
(1) The Chairnan of the Waterways Commission is Mr D.N. Robins.
(2) Mr Robins' appointment is for 15 years and expires on 27 October 1994.
(3)-(5),C7)
Namneof Term Of Nominated by Date of
Member Appointment Appointment
Hon R_ Davies 3 years SRT 26,8.91
Mr O.H. Tuc key ' PIMA 13.4.77
Sir D.P. Eckersley LIMA 13.4.77
Mr M. Stephens "AWMA and WIMA 18.2.91
Mr A.D. Morgan ARMA 26,10.93
(6) Remuneration -

Members who are non-government employees receive a sitting fee of $73
for each half day meeting and $108 far each full day meeting they attend.
Government employees are not paid far their membership.
The chairman - Mr D.N. Robins - receives an annual fee of $14 000 and
$600 per annum allowance.
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RECREATIONAL FISHING ADVISORY COMMITTEE - CHAIRMAN;
MEMBERSHIP

1997. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Fisheries:
(1) Who is the Chairman of the Recreational Fishing Advisory Committee?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Recreational Fishing Advisory

Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Governent Gazette at the time of
appointment.

PEARLING INDUSTRY ADVISORY COM[MITTE- CHAIRMAN;
MEMBERSHIP

1998. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Fisheries:
(1) Who is the Chairman of the Pearling Industry Advisory Committee?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Pearling Industry Advisory

Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

ROCK LOBSTER INDUSTRY ADVISORY COMMITEE- CHAIRMAN;
MEMBERSHIP

1999. Mr GRAHAM to the inister for Fisheries:
(1) Who is the Chairman of the Rock Lobster industry Advisory Committee?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairnan?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Rock Lobster Industry Advisory

Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Governent Gazette at the time of
appointment.
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WESTERN AUSTRALIAN FISHERIES ADJUSTMENT SCHEME - COMMITITEE
OF MANAGEMENT - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP

2000. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Fisheries:
(1) Who is the Chairman of the Western Australian Fisheries Adjustment

Scheme - Committee of Management?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Western Ausuralian Fisheries

Adjustment Scheme - Committee of Management?
(4) What are the terns of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration was paid to each member and the chairman?
(1) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Governmenr Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2072. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister representing the Minister for Lands:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Zoological Gardens Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Zoological Gardens Board?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) Hy whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairm an?
(7) When was each member firt appointed?
Mr LEWIS replied:
(1) Mr Charles MacKinnon.
(2) 1 March 1994 - 18 December 1994.
(3) Mr Len Hitchen

Mr John Kirwan
Mr Tony Macri
Mr Peter Campbell
Prof Don Bradshaw

(4) Mr Len Hirchen 25.12.88 - 18.12.94
MrlJohn Kirwan 21.1.92 - 18.12.94
Mr Tony Macri 21.1.92 - 18.12.94
Mr Peter Campbell 12.10.93 - 31.5.95
Prof Don Bradshaw 21.1.92 - 18.12.94.

(5) Each person was nominated by the Minister.
(6) Chairman is paid $4 500 per annum plus $600 expense of office

allowance. Members are paid $73 half day attendance fee.
(7) See answer to question (4).

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2107. Mr GRAHAM to the Mtinister for Police:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Police Appeal Board (Disciplinary)?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman.
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(3) Who are the committee members of the Police Appeal Board
(Disciplinary)?

(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman.
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr WIESE replied:

The Commissioner of Police has advised the following -

(1) Mr Kenneth Moore - Stipendiary Magistrate.
(2) Two years in accordance with section 33(c)(1) of the Police Act.
(3) Chairman Mr K. Moore - fourth term

Commissioner's appt Chief Supt V.F. Doherty - first term
Members' elected member Supt M.J. Brennan - third term
Secretary Supt M.J. Douglas.

(4) Two years, as in answer to question (2).
(5) Chairman Nominated by Chief Stipendiary

Magistrate
Commissioner's appt Nominated by the Commissioner

of Police
Members' elected Elected by members of the Police
member Force in the manner prescribed
Secretary Nominated by the Commissioner

of Police
(6) Nil.
(7) Chairman Mr Moore, 1.7.87 serving fourth

term of office.
Commissioner's appi Chief Supt Doherty - 1.7.93
Members' elected
member Supt Brennan - 1.7.89
All of the above were reappointed for a further two years from 1
July 1993.
Secretary Supt Douglas - 11.6.92.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2108. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Police:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Police Traffic Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are dhe committee members of the Police Traffic Board?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr WIESE replied:

There is no such body as the police traffic board. If the member's
question refers to the Traffic Board of Western Australia, the answers are
as follows -

(1) Mr B. Bull.
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(2) Term of appointment of chairman is concurrent with term as
Commissioner of Police.

(3) Mr E. Crawford

Dr K. Michael
Mr S. Hicks
Mrs J. Brown
Mr J. North
Mr D. Fairciough

(4) Mr B. Bull
Mr E. Crawford

Dr K. Michael

Mr S. Hicks

Mrs J. Brown
Mr J. North
Mr D. Fairciough

(5) Mr B. Bull
of Police
Mr E. Crawford
Dr K. Michael

Mr S. Hicks

Mrs J. Brown
Mrn. North
Mr D. Fairciough

Acting Assistant Commissioner -
General & Traffic Operations
Commissioner, Main Roads
Director General of Transport
Local Government Assoc representative
Country Shire Councils Assoc representative
Country Urban Councils Assoc.
Term of office as Commissioner of Police
Term of office as A/Assist Commissioner -
General & Traffic Operations
Term of office as Commissioner Main
Roads WA
Term of office as Director General of
Transport
Three year term to expire on 118196
Three year term to expire on 3 1/12Z/96
Three year term to expire on 31/12/96
Appointment is by position as Commissioner

Nominated by Commissioner of Police
Appointment is by position as Commissioner
Main Roads WA
Appointment is by position as Director
General of Transport
Nominated by Minister for Police
Nominated by Minister for Police
Nominated by Minister for Police

(6) Mrs J. Brown, Mr J. North and Mr D. Fairclough are remunerated
at the following rate: Full day $108; half day $73. Chairman and
other members are Government officers and as such do not receive
remuneration.

(7) Mr B. Bull 1/3/85
Mr E. Crawford 11/3/94
Dr K. Michael 5/4/91
Mr S. Hicks 20/8/90
Mrs J. Brown 28/8/90 - appointedl deputy member

Mit North
Mr D. Fairclough

12/10/93 - appointed miember
2/2/82
18/1/94

BOARDS AND COMMITTES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2 120. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Agriculture Protection Board?
(2) What is the ternm of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Agriculture Protection Board?
(4) What are the trmns of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
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Mr HOUSE replied:
The information is made public in the Goverwnenr Gazette at the rime of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2121. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Beekeepers Compensation Fund Committee?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Beekeepers Compensation Fund

Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
('7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:
(l)-(7)

The Beekeepers Compensation Fund Committee ceased to exist with
effect 4 February 1994, at which time the Bee Industry Amendment and
Repeal Act 1993 was proclaimed.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2 122. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Boyup Brook Soil Conservation District
Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Boyup Brook Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Governent Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITITEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2123. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Bruce Rock Soil Conservation District
Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Bruce Rock Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person uominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
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Mr HOUSE replied:
The information is made public in the Government Gazette at rho ime of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITEES - CHAIRMAN: MEMBERSHIP
2124. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Buntine West Wubin Soil Conservation
District Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Buntine West Wubin Soil

Conservation District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2125. Mr GRAHAM to the inister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Burakin Soil Conservation District Advisory
Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of' the chairmnan?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Burakin Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Governmemt Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2126. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Carnamab Soil Conservation District
Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Carnamali Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What ar the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
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Mr HOUSE replied:
The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMNflTES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2127. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Carnarvon Banana Industry Compensation
Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Carnarvon Banana Industry

Compensation Committee?
(4) What are die terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2128. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Dairy Industry Quota Appeals Committee?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Dairy Industry Quota Appeals

Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2129. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Denbarker Soil Conservation District
Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Denbarker Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What rem uneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is madec public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.
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BOARDS AND COMMITT'EES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2 130. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Carnarvon Soil Conservation District
Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Caniarvon Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2131. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Cattle Industry Compensation Act Research
Fund Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Cattle Industry Compensation Act

Research Fund Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMIrIEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2132. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Chicken Meat Industry Committee?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chair-man?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Chicken Meat Industry

Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Governent Gazette at the time of
appointment.
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BOARDS AND COMMITITEES - CHAIRMAN:, MEMBERSHIP
2133. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Dairy Industry Authority?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Dairy Industry Authority?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2134. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:,

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Denmark Soil Conservation District Advisory
Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Denmark Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2 135. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Derby/West Kimberley Soil Conservation
District Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Derby/West Kimberley Soil

Conservation District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2136. Mr GRAH9AM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Dowerin Soil Conservation District Advisory
Committee?
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(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Dowerin Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Governent Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2137. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Dried Fruits Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of Lhe chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Dried Fruits Board?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Governent Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2138. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the East Ballidu Soil Conservation District
Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the East Ballidu Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Governent Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2139. Mr GRAHAM to the inister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the East Perenjori Soil Conservation District
Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the East Perenjori Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?

sn-Is

11791



(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2140. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the East Yornaning Soil Conservation District
Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the East Yomnaring Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2141. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Esperance Soil Conservation District
Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Esperance Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITITEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2142. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Frankland below Gordon Soil Conservation
District Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Frankland below Gordon Soil

Conservation District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
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(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Governent Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2143. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairmaan of the Fruit Growing Industry Trust Fund?
(2) What is the tenm of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Fruit Growing Industry Trust

Fund?
(4) What are the tertms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2144. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Gnowangerup Soil Conservation District
Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Onowangerup Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND CODMMTITES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2145. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Grain Pool of Western Australia?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Grain Pool of Western Australia?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
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Mr HOUSE replied:
The information is made public in the Government Gazette a: the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMfITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2146. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Grain Research Committee?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Grain Research Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2147. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Hay River Soil Conservation District
Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Hay River Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What axe the terms of appoinmnent of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7/) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITITEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2148. Mr GRAHAM to tie Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Herd Improvement Service - Board of
Management?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Herd Improvement Service -

Board of Management?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.
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. BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP

2149. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:
(1) Who is the Chairman of the Honey Pool of Western Australia?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Haney Pool of Western Australia?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:
(1)-(7) The Honey Pool ceased to exist with effect 1 April 1992, at which time

the Honey Pool Repeal Act 1991 was proclaimed.
BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP

2150. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:
(1) Who is the Chairman of the Horticultural Export Development Council?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Horticultural Export Development

Council?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2151. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Kalgoorlie Soil Conservation District
Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the tern' of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Kalgoorlie Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member frst appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2152. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Kellerberrin Soil Conservation District
Advisory Committee?
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(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Kellerberrin Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN: MEMBERSHIP
2 153., Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Kent River Soil Conservation District
Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Kent River Sail Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2 154. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(I) Who is the Chairman of the Kondinin Soil Conservation District Advisory
Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Kondinin Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2 155. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Koorda Soil Conservation District Advisory
Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?

11796



[Thursday, 7 April 1994] 19

(3) Who are the committee members of the Koorda Soil Conservation District
Advisory Committee?

(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Governent Gazette at the time of
appointment.

HOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2 156. Mr GRAHAM to the inister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Manypeaks Soil Conservation District
Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Manypeaks Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Governent Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2157. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Meekatharra Soil Conservation District
Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Meekathara. Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Governent Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MIEMBERSHIP
2158. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Merredin Soil Conservation District Advisory
Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Merredin Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
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(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Governent Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMUTTEES - CHAIRMAN-, MEMBERSHIP
2159. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Mingenew Soil Conservati District
Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Mingeniew Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The infornation is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2160. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Minyulo Soil Conservation Advisory
Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Minyulo Soil Conservation

Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the trmns of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Governent Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2161. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Mobrup Soil Conservation Advisory
Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Mobrup Soil Conservation

Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
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(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member firs: appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITT EES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2 162. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primrnay Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Mogumber Soil Conservation Advisory
Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Mogumber Soil Conservation

Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2 163. Mr GRAIHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Morawa Soil Conservation Advisory
Committee?

(2) What is the tern of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Morawa Soil Conservation

Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2164. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Mt Marshall Soil Conservation Advisory
Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Mt Marshall Soil Conservation

Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member firs: appointed?
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Mr HOUSE replied:
The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2165. Mr GRAHAM to the Mvinister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Mukinbudin Soil Conservation Advisory
Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Mukinbudin Soil Conservation

Advisory Committee?
(4) What amt the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2166. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Murchison Soil Conservation Advisory
Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Murchison Soil Conservation

Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointedJ?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2 167. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Napier King Soil Conservation Advisory
Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Napier King Soil Conservation

Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
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Mr HOUSE replied:
The information is made public in the Government Gazette at cte time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2168. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Narembeen Soil Conservation Advisory
Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairnan?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Narembeen Soil Conservation

Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairm an?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2169. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the North Eastern Goldfields Soil Conservation
District Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the North Eastern Goldfields Soil

Conservation District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2170. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(I) Who is the Chairman of the Nungazin Soil Conservation District Advisory
Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Nungarin Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are die terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
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MY HOUSE replied:
The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITI7ES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
217 1. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Nugadang West Soil Conservation District
Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are die committee members of the Nugadong West Soil

Conservation District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terns of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is madec public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMrITES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2172. Mr GRAHAM to die Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the North Midlands Soil Conservation District
Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the North Midlands Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMNflTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMB3ERSHIP
2 173. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Northam Soil Conservation District Advisory
Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are die committee members of the Northam Sail Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each membe r?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
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Mr HOUSE replied:
The information is made public in the Government Glazettre at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMJ1TEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2 174. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairnan of the Nullarbor-Eyre Soil Conservation District
Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Nullarbor-Eyre Sail Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Governent Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMflTrEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2175. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Perth Market Authority (formerly
Metropolitan Market Trust)?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chainnan?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Perth Market Authority (formerly

Metropolitan Market Trust)?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Governent Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITITES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2176. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Pig Industry Compensation Fund Advisory
Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Pig Industry Compensation Fund

Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
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Mr HOUSE replied:
The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMWITEBS - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2177. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Pingaring Soil Conservation District Advisory
Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Pingaring Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are die terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2178. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Pithara-Dalwallinu Soil Conservation District
Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are fth committee members of the Pizhara-Dalwallinu Soil

Conservation Disurict Advisory Committee?
(4) What am the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?

M~r HOUSE replied:
The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITITEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2179. Mr GRAHAM to the inister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Potato Growing industry Trust Fund Advisory
Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Potato Growing Industry Trust

Fund Advisory Committee?
(4) What ane the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member fir-st appointed?
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Mr HOUSE replied:
The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2180. Mr GRAHAM to the inister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Poultry Industry Trust Fund Advisory
Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who am the committee members of the Poultry Industry Trust Fund

Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2181. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Quairading Soil Conservation District
Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Quairading Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITITEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2182. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Ravensthorpe Soil Conservation District
Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Ravensthorpe Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
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Mr HOUSE replied:
The information is made public in the Governent Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2183. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Roebournec-Port Hedland Soil Conservation
District Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Roebourne-Port Hediland Soil

Conservation District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2184. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Rural Adjustment and Finance Corporation of
WA?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Rumal Adjustment and Finance

Corporation of WA?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AN!) COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2185. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Soil and Land Conservation Council?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who art the committee members of the Soil and Land Conservation

Council?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

11806 CASSEMEBLY)



[Thursday, 7 April 19.4J4180

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - Cf. AIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2186. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Sri! Fertility Research Fund Trust?
(2) What is the term of the appointrent of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Soil Fertility Research Fund

Trust?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of e. chb member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITITEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2187. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the South Mogumber Soil Conservation District
Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the termn of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the South Mogumber Soil

Conservation District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Governmnent Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITITEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2188. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the State Wheat Advisory Committee?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the State Wheat Advisory

Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMflTES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2189. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Stirling Soil Conservation District Advisory
Committee?
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(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Stirling Soil Conservation District

Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Governent Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COM1iTTES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2190. Wv GRAHAM to the inister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Tammin Soil Conservation District Advisory
Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Tammin Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chair-man?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Governent Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2191. Mr GRAHTAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(I) Who is the Chairman of the 1Three Springs Soil Conservation District
Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Three Springs Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Governent Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2 192. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Trayning Soil Conservation District Advisory
Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
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(3) Who are the committee members of the Trayning Soil Conservation
District Advisory Committee?

(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMJITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2193. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Veterinary Preparations and Animal Feeding
Stuffs Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who am the committee members of the Veterinary Preparations and

Animal Feeding Stuffs Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND) COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2194. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Veterinary Surgeons Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Veterinary Surgeons Board?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2195. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Waddi Forest Soil Conservation District
Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Waddi Forest Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
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(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Goverrnent Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMI'ITEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2196. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Watlieroo Soil Conservation District Advisory
Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Watheroo Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITIEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2197. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the West Maya Soil Conservation District
Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the West Maya Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the tenms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMNfl=ES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2198. Mr GRAHAM to die Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the West Mount Barker Soil Conservation District
Advisory Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the West Mount Barker Soil

Conservation District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
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(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2199. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Western Australian Cost of Egg Production
Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Western Australian Cost of Egg

Production Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:
(1)-(7)

This was a ministerial committee which was disbanded in 1992, as it
served no worthwhile purpose and there was no requirement for it to
continue.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2200. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Western Australian Egg Marketing Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Western Australian Egg

Marketing Board?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Governent Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2201. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Western Australian Meat Commission?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Western Australian Meat

Commission?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chaiman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
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Mr HOUSE replied:
T1he information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMrrrEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2202. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Western Australan Meat Industry Authority?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Western Australian Meat Industry

Authority?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMM=lTES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2203. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary fndustr-y:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Western Australian Meat Marketing
Corporation?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Western Australian Meat

Marketing Corporation?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMW~rEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2204. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Western Australian Potato Marketing Board?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Western Australian Potato

Marketing Board?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Nr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.
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BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2205. Mr GRA14AM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Wickepin Soil Conservation District Advisory
Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Wickepin Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member frst appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2206. Mr GRAHAM to the inister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Woodanilling Soil Conservation District
Advisory Comm ittee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Woodaniliing Soil Conservation

District Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2207. Mr GRAHAM to the inister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Yilgarn Soil Conservation District Advisory
Committee?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Yiigarn Soil Conservation District

Advisory Committee?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.
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BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2208. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Zone 10 Outer Metropolitan Zone Control
Authority?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the co'rimittee members of the Zone 10 Outer Metropolitan Zone

Control Authority?
(4) What are the terns of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
('7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2209. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Zone IA East Kimberley Zone Control
Authority?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Zone IA East Kimberley Zone

Control Authority?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
('7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2210. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Zone lB West Kimberley Zone Control
Authority?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Zone lB West Kimberley Zone

Control Authority?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
('7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

[ASSEMBLY]11814



[rhursday, 7 April 1994]181

BOARDS AND COMMIl1TES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2211. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Zone 2 Pilbara Zone Control Authority?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Zone 2 Pilbara Zone Control

Authority?
(4) What ame the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMIlTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2212. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Zone 3 Carnarvon-Meekatharra Zone Control
Authority?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Zone 3 Carnarvon-Meekatharra

Zone Control Authority?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMiTTES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2213. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Zone 4 Esperance Zone Control Authority?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Zone 4 Esperance Zone Control

Authority?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
22 14. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Zone 5 Albany Zone Control Authority?
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(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Zone 5 Albany Zone Control

Authority?
(4) What arm the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2215. Mr GRAHAM to the inister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairnan of the Zone 6 Bunbury Zone Control Authority?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Zone 6 Bunbury Zone Control

Authority?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITITEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
22 16. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Zone 7 Geraldton Zone Control Authority?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Zone 7 Geraldton Zone Control

Authority?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the time of
appointmenL-

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN; MEMBERSHIP
2217. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Zone 8 Merredin Zone Control Authority?
(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairman?
(3) Who are the committee members of the Zone 8 Merredin Zone Control

Authority?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
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(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairm an?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr HOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Government Gazette at the rime of
appointment.

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - CHAIRMAN;, MEMBERSHIP
22 18. Mr GRAHAM to die Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Who is the Chairman of the Zone 9 Eastern Goldfields Zone Control
Authority?

(2) What is the term of the appointment of the chairnan?
(3) Who are die committee members of the Zone 9 Eastern Goldfields Zone

Control Authority?
(4) What are the terms of appointment of each member?
(5) By whom was each person nominated?
(6) What remuneration is paid to each member and the chairman?
(7) When was each member first appointed?
Mr ilOUSE replied:

The information is made public in the Governnment Gazette at the time of
appointment.

VOCATIONAL EDUCATION EMPLOYMENT TRAINING ADVISORY
COMMITTEE (VEETAC) - REPORT ON PARTIALLY REGISTERED

OCCUPATIONS, WA RESPONSE
2256. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Premier:

(1) Which agency is developing the Western Australian response to the
Vocational Education Employment Training Advisory Committee report
on partially registered occupations?

(2) What consultative processes have been put in place to ensure input from
the professionals concerned and their organisations?

(3) Will the WA response to the VEETAC report be made available to the
Parliament prior to its submission to the Federal Government by 30 June
1994?

Mr COURT replied:
(1) Consideration of the VEETAC report is being coordinated by the Ministry

of the Premier and Cabinet.
(2) The implications of the report's recommendations will be fully examined,

including the need for additional consultation where considered necessary.
However, the member would be aware that there was wide consultation ini
the preparation of the report with submissions sought from all interested
groups and individuals and a public meeting held in Perth.

(3) A report on this matter is to be discussed at the next Council of Australian
Governments meeting scheduled for August this year. A final position on
the report reached by this Government will be in the interests of all
Western Australians. All decisions ultimately made by the Goverrnent
which require alterations to present statutory provisions or new provisions
will require the assent of the Parliament of Western Australia.
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ABORIGINAL HOUSING DEVELOPMENT ASSOCIATION - REPORT,
PREMIER'S STAFF ROLE

2259. Mr GRAHAM to the Premier:
(1) Did any member of the Premier's staff have a role in the preparation of the

report on the Aboriginal Housing Development Association?
(2) If so:

(a) who;
(b) what was the role?

Mr COURT replied:
(1)-(2) As the report in question has been referred to the DPP it would be

inappropriate to comment on its preparation.
FISHERIES - WEST KIMBERLEY COAST TRAWL FISHERY

Catch, Total Wei ght; Value
228 3. Mr HILL to the Minister for Fisheries:

(1) What was the total weight of catch taken from the West Kimnberley Coast
Trawl Fishery in:
(a) 1990;
(b) 1991;
(c) 1992;
(d) 1993?

(2) What was the value of that fishery for each of those years?
Mr HOUSE replied:
(1) 1990 27tonnes

1991 173 tonnes
1992 63 tonnes
1993 138 tonnes

(2) Value figures are not maintained by the Fisheries Department. However,
in 1993 I understand the average value of king prawns was $12 per kg.

POLICE - OPERATION SWEEP
Young Persons in Moral Danger, Circumtances

2286. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Police:
(1) What circumstances must be present for police officers to arrive at the

conclusion that a young person is in moral danger?
(2) Do the police consider a young teenage girl to be in moral danger if she

speaks to a young teenage boy at 8.00 pm?
(3) Do the police consider a young teenage boy to be in moral danger if he

speaks to a young teenage girl at 8.00 pmn?
(4) Do the police consider a young person is in moral danger if they are not

accompanied by a parent or responsible adult at certain times of the day or
night?

(5) If so, what times of the day or night?
(6) How many young people have been taken into custody under Operation

Swoop?
(7) How many were:

(a) charged with an offence;
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(b) in danger of taking drugs or becoming involved in drugs in some
way;

(c) in danger of being attacke~d
(d) out of the house with their parents' permission?

(8) Do police consider a young person is in moral danger if that young person
is found in certain premises or locations?

(9) If so, what premises and locations?
(10) Has any tacit instruction been given to police officers to:

(a) enforce a curfew;
(b) keep young people away from the Perth central business district or

any other nominated locations?
Mr WIESE replied:

The Commissioner of Police has advised the following -

(1) Circumstances such as the age of the juvenile, the time, the
location and the activities involving such juvenile at that time.

(2) Any decision would depend on the circumstances existing at the
time.

(3) As for (2).
(4) Any decision would depend on the age of the juvenile, the time

and the location.
(5) In most instances, the later at night the greater the likelihood the

juvenile is in need of care and protection.
(6) There is no such operation as Operation Swoop. However, if the

member is referuing to the recent Operation Sweep, 547 were taken
into custody.

(7) (a) 85 were arrested and 38 sumnmonsed.
(b) Not known. However, 32 were charged with drug

of fences.
(c) Not known. However, juveniles located in areas where

distubances are likely to occur are generally spoken to.
(d) Not known. Information is available from the Department

for Community Development Killara youth support
services personnel.

(8) Yes.
(9) Liquor outlets, locations where drugs and solvents ame known to be

used and/or sold and where child prostimution and alternative
sexual activity may occur.

(10) NO.
WORKING GROUPS - RESPONSIBLE TO COUNCIL OF AUSTRALIAN

GOVERNMENTS
Statistics; Purpose and Tidle; Western Australian Representatives

2302. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Premier:
(1) How many working groups responsible to the Council of Australian

Governments were in place between the June 1993 meeting and the
February 1994 meetings of the Council of Australian Governments?

(2) What was the purpose and title of each group?
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(3) Was Western Australia's representative for each working group present at
each meeting of that working group?

(4) If not, why not?
(5) Is it the case that the representatives from Western Australia were not

present for the entire proceedings of working group meetings?
(6) If not) why not?
(7) Were any representatives of any of these working groups directed to not

attend any meetings?
(8) If so, who directed them not to attend?
(9) Why were they so directed?
Mr COURT replied:
(1) At the June 1993 meeting there were 13 working groups in existence. At

the February 1994 meeting there were 10.
(2) The titles of the working groups as at the last meeting were:

Microeconomic Reform WO. Water Resources Policy WG. Free and Fair
Trade in Natural Gas WO, National Electricity Grid WO, Regulatory
Reform WO, Commonwealth State Roles and Responsibilities WG,
Review of Services Provision WG, Asian Languages Development WG,
Housing and Urban Development WO. and the National Strategies for
ESD and Greenhouse Response WG. The purpose of each group is self-
explanatory from the title.

(3) In most cases, yes. Western Australia is not a participant in the National
Electricity Grid WO.

(4) It is very costly for Western Australia to attend all metitings. In some
cases the subject matter on the agenda did not warrant the cost. In such
cases, Western Australia's viewpoint was conveyed by teleconference
and/or in writtent submissions.

(5) No, except for the National Electricity Grid WO.
(6) Not applicable.
(7) Yes.
(8) A/Chief Executive, Policy Office.
(9) They were required here in Perth for higher priority duties on the days in

question.

NATIONAL ENVIRONMENT PROTECTION COUNCIL - LEGISLATION
INTRODUCTION, WESTERN AUSTRALIA'S REFUSAL; REPRESENTATIVES

2304. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Premier:
(I) Why has Western Australia refused to introduce legislation to establish the

National Environment Protection Council, which has been agreed to by
every other State and Territory Government?

(2) Did Western Australia have a representative present at every meeting of
the working group which developed the legislation for the National
Environment Protection Council?

(3) Have Western Australian representatives been present at every meeting of
every Ministerial Council since the present State Government took office?

(4) If not, why not?
Mr COURT replied:
(1) 'The environmental standards applying in Western Australia are properly
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the responsibility of the Western Australian Government. Australian
environments are marked by their diversity, not by their uniformity.

(2) No.
(3) Yes.
(4) Nor applicable.

PRIMARY PRODUCT PROMOTIONS UNIT - GOVERNMENT FUNDING
WITHDRAWAL

All Flags, Gosnels, Government Payment
2308. Mr HILL to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Why did the Government withdraw funding from the primary product
promotions unit prior to the end of the 1993-94 financial year?

(2) Does the Government owe AllFRags of Gosnells $3 500?
(3) Will the Government accept liability for paying All Flags?
(4) If nor, why nor?
(5) If so, when will the account be paid?
Mr HOUSE replied:
(1) Primary Product Promotions is a privately incorporated organisation. The

Government provided some financial assistance to the company for the
1993-94 financial year.

(2)-(3) No.
(4) An application has been made to the court to appoint a liquidator to wind

up Primary Product Promotions Incorporated.
(5) Not applicable.

FISHERIES - RESEARCH AND DEVELOPMENT FUND
Levy Rare for Commnercial Fishermen

23 10. Mr HELL to the Minister for Fisheries:
(1) What is the levy raze applied to commercial fishermen for the Fisheries

Research and Development Fund for the 1993-94 year?
(2) What levy rate will apply in the forthcoming year?
Mr HOUSE replied:
(1) Generally 1. 1 per cent of the computed value of the fishery. This figure

has varied for some fisheries in accordance with specific agreement with
industry.

(2) Still being considered but will not be less than 1. 1 per cent.
FISHERIES - WEST COAST PURSE SEINE LTD ENTRY FISHER

Government Policy Changes
2312. Mr HILL to the Minister for Fisheries:,

(1) Over the last twelve months have there been any changes to the
Government policy effecting the West Coast Purse Seine Limited entry
fisher?

(2) If yes, will the Minister provide derails of those changes?
Mr HOUSE replied:
(1) No. There have been no changes to the limited entry fishery notice for

this fishery since it came into effect on 1 October 1989.
(2) Nor applicable.

11821



1822[ASSEMBLY]

WHITEBAIT FISHERIES - STOCKS, RESEARCH BY FISHERIES
DEPARTMVENT

2313. Mr HILL to the Minister for Fisheries:
(1) Has die Fisheries Department undertaken any recent research work into

the status of whitebait stocks in Western Australia?
(2) If yes:

(a) when did this research study commence;,
(b) what area of Western Australia has the study focused on;
(c) will the results of the study be made available to the industry?

(3) Does a legal minimum size for whitebait currently apply to the
commercial fishery?

Mr HOUSE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) (a) Early 1992.

(b) The Fremantle to Bunbuiy section of the west coast.
(c) Yes.

(3) A legal minimum size does not apply to the fishery generally; however,
specific conditions have been applied to some operators.

AIR POLLUTION - LEVELS ABOVE WORLD HEALTH ORGANISATION
LIMITS

Constituent Elements; Samples, Sites and Times of Day
2330. Mrs HENDERSON to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) Could the Minister provide details for the last five years of the occasions
when Penth's air pollu1tion levels were above World Health Organisation
limits?

(2) Could the Minister provide a breakdown of the constituent elements of the
pollution referred to above?

(3) Could the Minister provide details of the sites from which pollution levels
in Perth are determined and the times of day when samples are taken?

Mr MINSON replied:
(1) Pollutant Location Period WHO Limit No of

Exceed-
ences

Carbon monoxide Perth CBD 1989-1993 Shr-lOOO0mg~m 3  9
Sulphur Dioxide Hope Valley 1989-1993 1 hr- 350 ug/m 14

Wattleup 1989-1993 11
Ozone Caversham Oct 1989-1993 1lhr- 172 ug/ni 22

Swanbourne Oct 1992-1993 4
Kenwick Oct 1992-1993 5
Quinns Rock Oct 1992-1993 3
Cullacabardee Dec 1992-1993 2
Rolling Green 1993 9
Rozinest Island 1993 1

where mg/rn3 is milligrams per cubic metre and ug/m3 is micrograms per cubic
met at zero degrees Celsius and 10 1.325 kilopascals.
(2) (i) Carbon Monoxide (C0) constituent elements - Carbon and Oxygen

(hi) Sulphur Dioxide (SO2) constituent elements - Sulphur and Oxygen
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(iii) Ozone (03) constituent elements - Oxygen.
(3) (i) Air quality monitoring stations are located at -

Hope Valley, Wattleup, North Rockingham, Wiliam Street
central Perth, Two Rocks, Quinns Rocks, Swanbourne,
Cullacabardee, Caversham. Roitnest Island, Kenwick,
Railing Green, Duncraig. and Jandakot.

(ii) All air quality monitoring is conducted on a continuous basis.
FISHERIES - RECREATIONAL NET FISHING, ESTUARIES OR INLETS

OPENED
2346. Mr HILL to the Minister for Fisheries:

(1) Which estuaries or inlets have been opened to recreational net fishing by
the Minister?

(2) What was the basis for making the decision to reopen recreational net
fishing in those areas?

(3) What, if any, conditions apply to the recreational net fishing in those
estuaries?

Mr HOUSE replied:
(1) The estuaries reopened to recreational net fishing as at 24 December 1993

are -

Thomas River
Stokes Inlet
Hamersicy Inlet
Gordon Inlet
Broke Inlet
Hardy (Blackwood) Estuary

(2) These estuaries were reopened after a comprehensive review and
extensive public consultation.

(3) Nets must be checked and cleaned every hour in estuaries where
recreational netting is permitted. Unattended netting is only permitted in
Wilson's Inlet on Wednesday nights with attended netting at other times,
and in the Peel-Harvey Inlet on Wednesday and Friday nights. Netting is
prohibited at other times in the Peel-Hanvey Inlet. A research program is
also under way to examine the impact of unattended netting. It is also
noted that closed seasons for recreational netting apply to the Blackwood
River in June, July and August to reduce the catch of black bream and the
Leschenault and Peel-Harvey Inlet in August, September and October to
reduce the catch of cobbler.

A series of regulations designed to reduce the catch of species other than mullet is
currently being prepared.

PAINTE ALL - SERIOUS OR FATAL INJURIES
2351. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Police:

(1) Is the Minister aware of any serious or fatal injuries in Western Australia
resulting from the game of paintball?

(2) If so, will the Minister provide details of the injuries/deaths?
Mr WIESE replied:
(1) There are currently no paintball guns licensed for use in the game of

paintball in Western Australia. Therefore it is unlikely that any injuries
would be reported to police as occurring from the use of an unlicensed and
hence illegal firearm.

.5-,.
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(2) Not applicable.
PAINTBALL - PAINT MARKERS. PROHIBITED IMPORTS

2352. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Police:
Will the Minister advise whether or not the paint markers used in the
game of painiball are prohibited imports under the Customs (Prohibited
imports) Regulations?

Mr WIESE replied:
The Commissioner of Police advises that pain: markers are not prohibited
imports.

QASAR - BAN; LEGAL
2353. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Police:

(1) Has the Minister banned the game of QASAR?
(2) If so, on what advice did the Minister ban the game?
(3) If not, why not?
(4) Is the game of QASAR legal in any State or Territory in Australia?
(5) If so, in which States or Territories is it legal?
(6) Is the game of QASAR legal in any other countries in the world?
(7) If so, in which countries is the game legal?
Mr WIESE replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) I am advised by the Commissioner of Police that while the devices used

resemble weapons, they do not operate in a manner which could cause
them to be classified as a firearm and therefore they are not required to be
licensed, and it is not illegal to use them to play the game of QASAR.

(4)-(5) I am informed by the Commissioner of Police that QASAR is played in
each State and Territory of Australia and is also known as Laser Zone,
Zone 3 and Laser Force.

(6) Such information is not readily available.
(7) See answer to (6).

MINISTERIAL STAFF - MINISTER FOR PRIMARY INDUSTRY
Weekend Seminar, Yanc/iep

2357. Mr GRILL to the Minister for Primary Industry:
(1) Did the Minister's staff attend a weekend seminar at Yanchep in 1993?
(2) What was the nature of the seminar?
(3) Where was the seminar held and on what dates?
(4) What was the total cost of the seminar?
Mr HOUSE replied:
(1)-(4) 15 staff attended a planning and development seminar at Sorrento on the

weekend of 30-31 October 1993. External facilitators were employed.
The total cost of this seminar was $4 138.30.

WEDGE-TAILED EAGLE - PROTECTED SPECIES
2358. Mr GRILL to the Minister for Primary Industry:

(1) Is the wedge-tailed eagle, aquila audax, a protected species?
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(2) Are farmers entitled to shoot the eagles?
(3) If so, under what conditions?
(4) Is there any scientific evidence that wedge-tailed eagles pose a threat to

livestock?
Mr HOUSE replied:
(1) Yes. The wedge-tailed eagle is subject to management programs

developed jointly by the Agriculture Protection Board and the Department
of Conservation and Land Management.

(2)-(3)
Only after issue of damage licence by the Department of Conservation and
Land Management. Only one game licence has been issued during the last
two years.

(4) Four studies have shown that lambs make up a small pant of the diet of the
wedge-tailed eagle. One by Leopold and Wolfe claims that seven per cent
of the diet comprised lambs.

DAWESVILLE CUT - OPENING DATE
Monitoring Program; Peel-Harvey Regional Park, Establishxment

2386. Mrs HENDERSON to the Minister for the Environment:
(1) When is the Dawesville Cut scheduled to open?
(2) Who is the official proponent for the Dawesville Cut?
(3) What was the cost of construction of the Dawesville Cut?
(4) How much did the Government contribute to the overall cost of the

Dawesville Cut?
(5) Has the monitoring and management program for the Dawvesville Cut been

implemented?
(6) If not, why not?
(7) If so, would the Minister provide a copy of the program and the results of

the monitoring?
(8) Does the monitoring and management program for the Dawesviile Cut

include studies of fish and waterfowl populations in the Peel Inlet and
Harvey Estuary?

(9) If not, why not?
(10) If so, will the Minister provide copies of these reports?
(11) Has baseline monitoring of fish, waterbirds and fringing vegetation in the

Peel-Harvey system been carried out?
(12) If not, why not?
(13) If so, will the Minister provide copies of these reports?
(14) Does the monitoring and management program also include studies of salt

marsh mosquitoes which are known to spread the Ross River virus?
(15) If not, why not?
(16) Will all of the required baseline studies have been completed prior to the

opening of the Dawesville Cut?
(17) If not, why not?
(18) How much funding has been allocated to the monitoring program for the

Dawesville Cut?
(19) Who has carried out these monitoring studies?
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(20) Has the integrated catchment management plan for the Peel-Harvey
system been implemented?

(21) If not, why not?
(22) Is the moratorium on clearing and drainage in the Peel-Harvey catchment

still in force?
(23) If not, why not?
(24) Have the ministerial conditions on phosphorus input and concentration in

the Peel-Harvey system been met?
(25) If not, why not?
(26) Has the Peel-Harvey Regional Park been established?
(27) If not, why not?
Mr MINSON replied:
(1) The formal opening of the Dawesvifle Channel is on 23 April 1994.
(2) Under the Environmental Protection Act, the Ministers for Transport and

Primary Industry are the joint proponents for the Peel Inlet and Harvey
Estuary Management Statutory, which includes construction of the
Dawesville Channel.

(3) The cost of construction of the Dawesville Channel is $63.468m.
(4) The Government contribution to the overall cost of construction of the

Dawesvillc Channel is $56.7 17m.
(5) Yes. It is an ongoing program which has begun.
(6) Not applicable.
(7) The monitoring program is currently being put in place and detailed

information will be provided at the opening of the Dawesville Channel.
(8) Yes.
(9) Not applicable.
(10) Monitoring has only just begun for some programs and is in the planning

stage for others. No reports are available at this early stage.
(11) Considerable monitoring of fish, water birds and fringing vegetation has

taken place over a number of years as part of the Peel-Harvey
investigations and the results are contained in a number of reports which
have been published and are available.

(12) Not applicable.
(13) Answeedby (11).
(14) Yes. This work will be an extension of a considerable amount of work

that has already been carried out by the Health Department and the
Waterways Commission together with local government.

(15) Not applicable.
(16) Sufficient monitoring prior to the opening of the Dawesville Channel has

been carried out to allow a full evaluation of its performance and impacts.
(17) Not applicable.
(18) Additional funding of $200 000 has been allocated in 1993-94. Further

monitoring will be carried out within existing budget allocations. Funding
for future years has been separately identified and will be the subject of
the normal budget process.

(19) Monitoring has been carried out by the Departments of Transport, Health,
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Fisheries and CALM, and the Waterways Commission. A social impact
assessment and public information program will be coordinated by the
Waterways Commission.

(20) Integrated catchment management. in the Peel-Harvey catchment is
ongoing and considerable advances have been made.

(21) Not applicable.
(22) Yes, but it has been superseded to a great degree by statutory planning and

environmental protection policies. Proposals involving clearing and
drainage are carefully assessed and appropriate catcbment management
measures incorporated if they are approved.

(23) Noc applicable.
(24) Significant progress has been made in meeting the phosphorus input and

concentration targets for the Peel-Harvey system and I am confident they
will be met when the many catchment management measures are fully
implemented.

(25) Answered by (24).
(26) No.
(27) Planning for the establishment of the Peel-Hanecy Regional Park is well

advanced, It is a very complex proposal and has required considerable
consultation and the resolution of a number of difficult issues.

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION ACT - INDEPENDENT REVIEW
2387. Mrs HENDERSON to the Minister for the Environment:

(1) Is the Minister aware that an independent review of the Environmental
Protection Act 1986 was caried out in 1992?

(2) Does the Minister intend to implement the recommendations of the
independent review?

(3) If not, why not?
(4) If so. when will this be done?
(5) Did the coalition parties promise, prior to the 1993 State election, to take

close account of the finding of the independent review panel before
amending the Environmental Protection Act?

(6) Did the independent review panel recommend any of the amendments to
the Environmental Protection Act which the Government has already
implemented?

Mr MINSON replied:
(1)-(5) Yes, I made a ministerial statement to the House on this issue on 1

December 1993. At that time I advised the House that I intended to seek
the advice of the newly appointed Chairman of the Environmental
Protection Authority and the Chief Executive Officer of the Department of
Environmental Protection in the preparation of amendments.

(6) 1 have established an Office of' Appeals Convenor in line with the thrust
but not the wording of the recommendations of the review committee
relating to appeals procedures.

FISHERIES - COMMERCIAL NET FISHING, SOUTH COAST ESTUARIES
Rationalisation Measures

2403. Mr HILL to the Minister for Fisheries:
(1) Has the Minister examined any measure which may assist in the

rationalisation of the commercial net fishing effort in south coast
estuaries?
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(2) If yes, which measures are to be introduced?
Mr HOUSE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) There are a number of schemes in operation or under consideration

including -

(a) The general Western Australian Fisheries Buy Back Scheme
introduced under the Fisheries Adjustment Schemes Act 1987 has
been in operation for a number of years - see question 2404. This
scheme has acquired some south coast estuary licences.

(b) The South Coast Estuaries Working Group is examining
rationalisation mechanisms for the fishery.

FISHERIES - COMMERCIAL LICENCES ACQUIRED THROUGH LICENCE
BUY-BACK SCHEME

2404. Mr HILL to the Minister for Fisheries:
(1) How many commercial licences have been acquired through the licence

buy-back scheme in the last twelve months?
(2) Which fisheries have these licences been acquired from?
Mr HOUSE replied:
(1) 21 commercial licences were acquired through the general buy back

scheme over the last 12 months.
(2) These licences were acquired from the South Coast Estuarine, Mandurab

Estuarine, Shark Bay beach seine, Leschenault Estuarine, Fremantle beach
and one open West Coast Wetline fisheries.

TYRES DISPOSAL - COMMERCE AND TRADE, DEPARTMENT OF,
INVOLVEMENT

Companies Receiving Assistance
2405. Mr HILL to the Minister for Commerce and Trade:

(1) Has the Department of Commerce and Trade been involved in attempting
to find a commercial solution to the problem of the storage and treatment
of used motor vehicle tyres?

(2) Which Western Australian companies arm involved in the disposal of used
tyres?

(3) Have any of these companies been provided with any financial support by
the Department of Commerce and Trade to assist in the disposal of tyres?

(4) If yes -

(a) which companies have received financial support;
(b) how much support has been provided to each company;
(c) what was the reason for that support?

Mr COWAN replied:
(1) Yes. The Department of Commerce and Trade and its predecessor, the

Department of State Development, were involved in a call for expressions
of interest in the reprocessing of waste tyres. A joint Government and
industry committee assessed the 26 expressions received and decided not
to recommend any specific proposal to Government.

(2) A number of companies are involved Statewide in disposal of used tyres
to landfill and in recycling or reprocessing tyre rubber. A comprehensive
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list of all operators is not readily available and would take considerable
resources to develop. However, the dominant company in dhe disposal of
tyres is Tyrewaste WA.

No companies involved in disposal of tyres to landfill have been provided
any financial support by the Department of Commerce and Trade or, to
the best of my knowledge, its predecessor departments. The following
companies involved in recycling or reprocessing used tyres have received
financial support as indicated. Information prior to 1991 is not readily
available.

Tennyson Holdings (Tyrenamics Recycling). $16 500 (November
1991). Feasibility study into a new process for recycling tyres.
Andi Skid. $3 000 (June 1992). 50 per cent cost of a second hand
rubber shredding machine to assist in the manufacture of rubber
paving bricks from waste trm rubber.
Anti Skid. $2 500 (August 1992). NIES grant for a business
assessment service. Jointly funded by Commonwealth and State
Governments.
Anti Skid. $17 500 (September 1992). 50 per cent contribution
under the NIES scheme for a consultancy report on a business
assessment and engineering design study for the manufacture of
rubber payers.
Work Power Inc. $3 100 (May 1993). For an engineering
feasibility and drill press automation to expand production of
rubber mats from waste cross ply tyres.
Masterfibre. $489 (August 1993). Assistance for air fare to
Melbourne to inspect manufacture of rubber guide posts made
from waste tyre rubber.

SALMON FISHERIES - EMPLOYMENT STATISTICS
Price per Tonne, South West and South Coast Fishery

2406. MrT HILL to the Minister for Fisheries:
(1) What is the current price per tonne obtained by commercial salmon fishers

in the south west and south coast salmon fishery?
(2) Approximately how many people are employed in the salmon fishery in

Western Australia?
NIr HOUSE replied:
(1) I understand the current price is $400 to $450 per tonne.
(2) Assuming that there are an average of four people per team for the 21

south coast licences and two people per team for the I11 active south west
licences, there are about 106 people employed in the catching sector of the
salmon fishery.

UNIVERSITIES - SEXUAL ASSAULTS STATISTICS
2407. MrT CATANIA to the Minister for Police:

How many sexual assaults occurred in the grounds of Western Australian
universities in -

(a) 1990;
(b) 1991;
(c) 1992;
(d) 1993?
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Mr WIESE replied:
The Commissioner of Police advises that the information sought in
relation to this question is nor readily available from the Western
Australian Police Department. The dedicated human resources of
approximately 14 working days would be required to manually search
existing records, including records contained in a now superseded
recording system from which information is not easily extracted.
It is not possible to readily establish the number of sexual assaults
occurring in the grounds of Western Australian universities, as these
offences are reported as offences against the individual and not the
university. The area which is defined as a university has varied over the
periods in question, some having been convented from institutes of
technology and others having been created reducing the validity of
comparisons between years.
It is suggested that the member may be able to obtain some of the relevant
information directly from the various universities concerned.

CUMINS, BRIAN - OR EXECUTIVES OF CASH CONVERTERS, MEETINGS
WITH MINISTER FOR POLICE

2408. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Police:
(1) On what dates has the Minister met Mr Brian Cumins or other executives

of Cash Conventers since February 1993?
(2) Is the Minister intending to meet with Mr Cumins in the near future?
Mr WIESE replied:
(1) On 27 October 1993 and 23 March 1994.
(2) No.

MOTOR VEHICLE REGISTRATIONS - $50 LEVY
Sir Month Payment Information; Lease Vehicles Subject to Payment

2411. Mr CATANIA to the Premier, representing the Minister for Finance:
(1) With reference to the $50 levy on third party insurance, wilt the Minister

advise whether renewal notices clearly indicate that people paying for a
six month renewal need pay only $25 of the levy?

(2) Are Government lease vehicles subject to payment of the levy?
Mr COURT replied:

The Minister for Finance has provided the following reply -

(1) Vehicle renewal notices display a six and 12 month payment
option. These options include an insurance premium for each
period. The insurance premium includes a $25 Or $50 levy
component relative to the six or 12 month period selected.

(2) Yes. All vehicles registered in Western Australia must have
compulsory third party insurance, which includes a $50 premium
increase.

SOUTHERN PROCESSORS - RURAL ADJUSTMENT AND FINANCE
CORPORATION, GRANTS TO GROWERS

2412. Mr HILL to the Minister for Primary Industry:
(1) How many farmers in the great southern and south west have applied for

Rural Adjustment and Finance Corporation assistance made available
through the $500 000 State Government grant to growers who were owed
moneys by Southern Processors?
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(2) Were any of those grants made to previous members of the Southern
Processors board of directors?

Mr HOUSE replied:
(1) Southern Processors Limited (SPL) identified and supplied a list of 65

grower-creditors who met the criteria established for support under the
scheme. The Rural Adjustment and Finance Corporation (RAECOR) then
sent application forms to those 65 girower-creditors and received responses
from 63. Payment has been made to 61 of those grower-creditors as of 5
April 1994.

(2) Grants were made to the following companies: B & B Shirley, and H.V.
de Pledge and Co.

SPORT AND RECREATION - GRANTS
Panel, Terms of Reference: Review Budget

2414. Mr TAYLOR to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Sport and
Recreation:
(1) What are the terms of reference for the panel appointed to review sport

and recreation grants in Western Australia?
(2) What is the budget for the review?
(3) What groups will the panel consult?
Mr TUBBY replied:

The Minister for Sport and Recreation has provided the following reply -
I assume that the question refers to the community sporting and recreation
facilities fund triennium review panel.
(1) To assess the benefits of triennium - three yearly -funding versus

annual funding for the CSRFF program, specifically in the areas of
budgeting and planning, administrative benefits, community
benefits and any other changes which might improve the program.

(2) There is no predetermined budget for the review. Any costs
incurred will be met from the Ministry for Sport and Recreation's
budget.

(3) Local government authorities, sporting associations, sporting
clubs, community groups, as well as bodies such as the Western
Australian Sports Federation and Western Australian Municipal
Association.

COMMISSION ON GOVERNMENT - COMMISSIONERS APPOINTMENT
2416. Mr TAYLOR to the Premier:

(1) When does the Premier intend appointing commissioners to the
Commission on Government?

(2) Will the Opposition be consulted, or granted veto rights, over the
appointments in accordance with the recommendations of the royal
commission?

Mr COURT replied:
(1) As soon as possible after the Commission on Government Bill is passed

by Parliament. The Opposition's motion to refer the Bill to the
Legislation Committee of the Legislative Council will cause a further
delay of unknown duration.

(2) Clause 1O(2)(b) of the Bill requires the Minister to consult the Leader of
the Opposition about appointments to the commission. Additionally, the
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appointments must be approved by the parliamentary committee - clause
10(2)(c) - on which the Opposition will be represented.

POLICE - BENTLEY CIB
Manpower: Officers Emloymei'a

2424. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Police:
(1) What is the allocated staffing strength for the Bentley Criminal

Investigation Bureau?
(2) How many officers are currently employed at the Bentley CIB?
Mr WIESE replied:

The Commissioner of Police has advised as follows -

(1) Allocated strength - 17 officers
(2) Current strength - 10 officers
Five of the ocher officers are on leave and two of the officers are on
temporary secondment to other dudies.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

SEWERAGE TAX - GOVERNMENT PLANS
637. Mr RIPPER to the Premier:

I refer to the fact that the Premier and his Ministers have been caught red-
handed covering up plans to impose a sewerage tax arn Western Australian
families and to the Premier's claim that the sewerage strategy endorsed by
Cabinet in June 1993 was dropped after Federal Government funds were
not forthcoming.
(1) Is it not a fact that Cabinet has not rescinded its decision of 7 June

1993?
(2) Is it not a fact that the Premier's claims this year that no decision

had been made on the sewerage tax were, and still are, patently
untrue?

(3) Is it not the case that the Government deliberately deceived the
community about its sewerage tax plans to avoid fallout during the
Glendalough by-election campaign?

(4) Is it not true that the sewerage tax is already locked into the State
Budget and will be introduced as sure as night follows day?

Mr COURT replied:
(1)-(4)1 do not know how many times I have to tell members opposite -

Mr D.L. Smith: As long as you tell us the same thing every time.
Mr COURT: I do. There is a major problem which is going to cost $800m to

resolve. The Governiment has been looking at a wide range of financing
options.

Mr DL. Smith: The Government has been making decisions and covering up
those decisions.

Mr COURT: The Government has been examining a wide range of options as to
how the project can be funded. Last June, Cabinet made a decision on a
package that it sent to the Federal Minister. I wrote to the Federal
Minister in September asking for some support. In December he wrote
back saying that at this stage they would not give us support. We have
continued to try to obtain some Federal funding for it. Recently at the
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Premiers' Conference we were told what our allocations were going to be
for the next financial year. We were given sonme additional funds for
projects but not to do with this sewerage operation.
The Government has not finalised a decision on how this package will be
funded.

Mr Ripper: That is not what the managing director of the Water Authority says in
his advice to the board.

Mr COURT: As Treasurer, I am telling the member that it has not been finalised.
Mr Ripper: So is he incompetent?
Mr COURT: No. He is a very competent man. The Minister for Finance and I

have been working for many months on a number of options. In three
weeks, we will have completed putting the main framework in place for
the Budget, including the proposals for taking on this project. An
announcement about the financing arrangements will be made publicly
before the Budget comes down.

Mr Hill: Doesn't the Mvinister for Water Resources have any say in it?
Mr COURT: The final decision will be approved by all members of Cabinet.
Mr Taylor: Is the Minister for Water Resources involved in these decisions?
Mr COURT: Very much so.

They will be taken to Cabinet by me because we regard it as one of the
most important public infrastructures we will implement.
As far as deceiving the community during the Glendalough campaign,
nothing could be further from the truth. Members opposite said we were
going to introduce a sewerage or an environmental levy. I have told
members today that the Government has not finalised. the way in which
this matter will be handled.
In answer to the fourth part of the question, we are looking at a number Of
options concerning how we can finance this major problem. If the
Government comes up with a responsible financial package for this
project, I hope we receive a few apologies from members opposite.

HOSPITALS - WANNEROO
Facility for Children Need; Psychiatric, Obstetric, Paediatric Services

638. Mr W. SMITH to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
(1) Is the Minister aware that the system for the treatment of children and

adolescents at the Wanneroo Hospital has remained unchanged since the
hospital was opened by the Liberal Government in 1980 when the
population was 94 000. Children shame a general admittance floor with
adult patients and have only a five unit cot ward?

(2) What consideration has the Minister given to providing the hospital with
an exclusive facility for children, including essential psychiatric services
and up to date obstetric and paediatric services given that the City of
Wanneroo has the largest population of under 14 year old children in this
State, the total population of which has grown from 94 000 in 1980 to
210 000 to date?

(3) Is the Minister aware that doctors in the Wanneroo electorate are
themselves calling for this much needed facility for children, which the
previous Government neglected to provide?

Mr MINSON replied:
(1)-(3) The hospital was built by the previous Court Government and was opened

by Hon Ray Young. the Minister for Health, in 1980. The member for

11833



Wanneroo is correct in saying that nothing has been done since. The north
metropolitan regional health service executive has been assessing services
in the area and has found that paediatric and obstetric services are sorely
needed.
Owing to the short time I had available I was unable to obtain information
on the psychiatric services. However, the need for improved paediatric
and obstetric services is acknowledged. The health services executive is
now considering what should be provided, particularly in the Joondalup
area. Funds will be allocated to that area in the next Budget cycle. As the
Budget has been brought forward to June, that allocation will not be in the
1994 cycle, but in the 1995 cycle.
I am aware that doctors in the Wanneroo electorate are calling for a
facility for children and that nothing has been done in that hospital for
almost a decade.

SEWERAGE TAX - GOVERNMENT PLANS
639. Mr RIPPER to the Minister for Water Resources:

I refer to the Minister's cover-up of the sewerage tax plans and remind
him of the following statement in The West Australian of 8 March 1994 -

The WA Government says it has not decided whether to impose a
$50 levy on WA households to clean up WA's sewerage backlog
problems.

Again, the Minister said on Radio 6WF on 15 March -

No, there may not be a sewerage levy. You know the Government
has not made a decision.

He further stated in this place on 5 April -

The Government has not yet made a decision on how it will fund
the package. However, it is unlikely that a levy will be
imoed...

(1) Which of the Minister's above statements are true, if any?
(2) Has legislation already been drafted, or is it being drafted, to bring

about a sewerage tax?
Mr OMODEI replied:
(1) All of those statements aretrue. As the Premier has just advised the

House, the Government is continuing to put together a package to solve
the $800m problem. I will give members a rundown of events in the past
week. The member for Arrnadale asked a question about Commonwealth
funds. On 29 March Hon Sam Piantadosi asked a question in the other
place about the service charge. On 30 March the member for Belmont
asked a question on the Dardanup sewerage scheme and on 31 March we
had the debate on a matter of public importance about the Pemberton
sewerage plan.

Mr Ripper: Since then we have had advice from a Cabinet decision.
Mr OMODEI: Let us get it right. On the first occasion I was accused of corrupt

and improper behaviour in making sure that the sewerage scheme was
undertaken in Pemberton. However, the Opposition was proved wrong
because on a bit of investigation by the Government it was found that $4.9
was spent in the electorate of a member opposite, and there was no 30 per
cent contribution from the local authority. Let us put that accusation to
bed.
The next huge revelation as a result of my giving the member access to
papers at the Western Australia Water Authority was that the Government

[ASSEMBLY)11834



[Thursday. 7 April 1994] 13

had been considering a sewerage levy. The Government had been talking
about this sewerage levy. I said to the media only this morning that when
we came to Government there was a serious problem with sewage
affecting our ground water and environment. It was the Government's
decision to address that issue. When we considered the situation in other
States we found that Sydney had an environmental levy of $80 and
Geelong had a levy of $100.
It is true that the Government considered, and I promoted, the concept of a
sewerage levy to get some feedback from the community. The
Government put together a package to Brian Howe which was
subsequently rejected. That package had been in existence since 25
September 1993. Lo and behold, these new revelations that members
opposite found in the Water Authority operational papers from the south
west had existed, and were available from their Federal colleague, all
along. I do not think members opposite have much to crow about.

(2) Nobody has asked why the Labor Party in its time in Government did not
address the sewerage problem in this State. During the 1980s we had
buoyant times; we had the leader's fund; we had the WA Inc deal; and we
had sewage running down the streets. What did the Labor Party do? It
did absolutely nothing. This Government will fix the problem.

CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRY PORTABLE PAID LONG SERVICE LEAVE
ACT - CROWN LAW ADVICE ON VINER LEGAL OPINION

640. Mr DAY to the Minister for Labour Relations:
Has the Minister received preliminary Crown Law advice on the Viner
legal opinion on the Construction Industry Portable Paid Long Service
Leave Act 1985?

Mr Taylor: We want to see all the Crown Law advice.
Mr KIERATH replied:

I hope that within an hour or so I will have the complete advice ready to
table. Members opposite may be interested in this. I have been given
approval to quote from sections of that advice, which states -

If prior to the utilisation of the information you sought, and
obtained, the consent, either written or oral, express or implied
from the employers to use the names and addresses of all their
employees for the purposes of sending to such employees
information concerning recent developments in the construction
industry including information concerning the Code of Practice for
the W.A. Building and Construction Industry then you acted
lawfully and consistent with the provisions of section 54(a) of the
Act.
Accordingly, such a use of the information concerning the names
and addresses of employees would not be in breach of the Act.
The question of the capacity to use the information which you
obtained from the board with the consent of the employers to
whom the information related -

This is important -

- does not appear to be considered in the opinion of Ian Vimer QC
dated 6 April 1994.

The Crown Law Department states that Ian Viner's opinion has not taken
into consideration section 54A. It continues -

The penalty prescribed for breach of section 54 is a fine of $500.
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Proceedings may not be commenced without the consent in writing of the
board under section 41 and may be laid in the name of the board by an
officer of the board authorised to lay complaints on behalf of the board.

The offence created by section 54 is a simple offence and, under
section 42 of the Interpretation Act 1984, the penalty may be
recovered summarily under the provisions of the Justices Act
1902.

It states that under section 54A it is lawful; that if we had the approval,
which we have - and I tabled that previously - then we are not in breach of
the Act. It further stated that Viner's opinion had not taken into account
section 54A. As stated before - but this time the Crown Law Department
is backing me - it is very narrow and selective and, by being so, the
opinion is fundamentally flawed.

CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRY PORTABLE PAID LONG SERVICE LEAVE
ACr - CROWN LAW ADVICE TABLING

641. Mr TAYLOR to the Minister for Labour Relations:
(1) In respect to that last answer, will the Minister table all the advice

received from Crown Law?
(2) If. as the Minister suggests, Crown Law tells him he does not have any

concerns, will the Minister continue to stand in the way of the Director of
Public Prosecutions considering his position in relation to this issue?

Mr KIERATH replied:
(1 )-(2)

I do not think the member has listened to anything that has been said
today. I gave an undertaking before; the member would know as a former
Deputy Premier that it is a longstanding practice that Crown Law opinion
is not tabled in this House. Crown Law did say it will prepare a precis of
its opinion suitable for tabling in this House. It covers all the main
ingredients of its advice. I am happy to wait for that. Crown Counsel said
it is probably an hour away. That is why I said I am prepared to table the
document in this House at a later stage of this day's sitting.

Mr D.L. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the member for Mitchell. There

are too many interjections at the moment.
Mr Taylor The answer to the first question is no?
Mr KIERATH: I will read Crown Counsel's opinion.
Mr Taylor: We have beard that.
Mr KIERATH: The Opposition is not listening. The DPIP is not the person who

takes the prosecution; it is the board that takes the prosecution. The board
has the sole authority to do it and authority in writing is needed to do so.
Again I challenge Opposition members, if they feel so strongly about their
position, why do they not write to the board asking to take action? The
Opposition could have done that. Has it done that? Has the Opposition
taken that action? Of course, it has not. The Opposition has been so
enthusiastic to try to corner someone, it has not done its homework. I
stated previously I would table the advice in a precise form at a later stage
of this day's sitting. I have read the appropriate material relating to the
actions I have taken and anybody in this State except the members of the
Opposition can understand it. The Opposition members appear to have a
real difficulty. It is like their selective amnesia when they chose to select
certain facts and ignore others.
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SGIO FLOAT - PRESENT STATUS
642. Mr BOARD, to the Premier:

Can the Premier inform the House of the present status of the recently
closed 5010 share issue?

Mr COURT replied:
I thank the member for the question. The float has been successful and it
has been widely promoted by the different underwriters. As the
Government said in this Parliament previously, the allocation of shares
will be done in a way which will maximise the opportunities for Western
Australian investors. The institutions have received 36 per cent -

Mr D.L. Smith: Are you going to tell us which institutions, how much the
underwriters got and how the shames are distributed?

Mr COURT: It is a public company and people can find out who gets what. The
member knows that. I do not know what has got into him - he has not
stopped talking for the last 12 years.
The institutions have received only 36 per cent of the float. It is nornal
for them to receive 60 per cent of floats of this type. The four
underwriters have Perth offices and two are Perth based. The majority of
Western Australian brokers have received allocations. Ten per cent of the
allocation was locked into policyholders and two per cent for employees.
Over 75 per cent of the shareholders are Western Australian - that is,
28 784 out of 37 892 - and between them they control approximately 50
per cent of the value of the operation. The net proceeds to the
Government will be in the vicinity of $120m which is nearly double the
amount which was mentioned when the legislation was debated in this
Parliament. The then Minister said the proceeds to the Government would
be approximately $64m.

Mr Ripper: flat is another revenue windfall.
Mr COURT: The member for Belmont falls for it every time. What does the

Government do with $120m? it pays back hundreds of millions of dollars
of debt which this Government inherited from the previous Government.
What the previous Government did to the State Government Insurance
Commission and the State Government Insurance Office was the most
scandalous financial deal this State has ever seen. It took hundreds of
millions of dollars out of the hands of taxpayers. Unfortunately, the
Government has no other option than to repay the debts that it inherited.
The Government, because of certain delays and other activities which
have taken place with this float, has been able to maximise the value of
the float to the taxpayers. It will be more than double the original amount.
As members know, we had to wait some time for changes to be made to
the legislation. By and large it shows that the Western Australian capital
market has matured. Only a few years ago people could not be found to
underwrite the float of a blue chip stock such as West Australian
Newspapers Ltd. That float had to be done which heavy allocations going
to the Eastern States. We now have a mature capital market in this State
which can raise in the vicinity of $l10rn out of the marketplace. It is a
terrific sign and mome action will take place with the public being prepared
to invest in these types of companies. The good news is that Western
Australians have 75 per cent of the shareholding. The float has been
successful and I believe it will be listed on Tuesday.

SEWERAGE TAX - GOVERNMENT PLANS
643. Mr RIPPER to the Pmemier:

I refer to the Government's secret decision to impose a sewerage tax and

11837



1838[ASSEMBLY]

other charges on Western Australian families. I refer also to the Premier's
answer to my first question this afternoon in which he referred to his
approach to the Federal Government and its response in December 1993
rejecting it. If the situation is as the Premier outlined - that is, that he
made a request in September and it was turned down in December - why
did he mislead the community on 21 March this year by saying in The
West Australian that, "An environmental levy would be considered as a
last resort if Federal money was not forthcoming", when he knew full well
that he had already been turned down by the Federal Government four
months earlier?

Mr COURT replied:
The member must know something I do not know. I went to the Premiers'
Conference three weeks ago -

Mr Ripper: You were turned down in December.
Mr COURT: My requests to the Federal Government are turned down every

week. Is this not terrific? In a telephone link up with the Treasurer in the
week before the Premiers' Conference I put forward a number of requests,
which included support for this project. We received support for a couple
of matters raised in those discussions, and that was public at the Premiers'
Conference. Members opposite should get their facts right.

Mr Ripper: We have some facts that you have been trying to hide from the
community.

Mr COURT: The Government is not trying to hide anything. During the election
campaign when asked for a commitment that taxes and charges would not
be increased, we would not give that commitment. We were also asked
for a commitment that no environmental levy would be imposed, but no
such commitment was given. What did the Opposition's side of politics
do? It gave a commitment that taxes and charges would not be increased
for four years.

Mr Taylor: You and your Minister have misled the public on this matter, quite
deliberately and knowingly.

Mr COURT: I ask the Leader of the Opposition and the Leader of the House -

Mr Taylor: I am asking you the question.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the Opposition.
Mr COURT: The Leader of the Opposition has said a $50 levy will be imposed.

If that is not the case, will he resign?
Mr Taylor: No, I will not resign.
Several members interjected.
Mr COURT: If there is no levy -

Mr Taylor: We will take the credit for bringing it about.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the Leader of the Opposition.

There are too many interjections, and I ask that they cease.
Mr Taylor: We will take the credit if there is no levy.
Mr COURT: The Leader of the Opposition has said that he will take the credit if

the Government does not impose a $50 levy.
Mr Taylor: Absolutely. We have exposed what you are up to.
Mr COURT: The previous Government did nothing for 10 years. Raw sewage is

flowing from house to house and into the river, and what did the
Opposition do about it? Absolutely nothing. The Government installed a
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sewerage system in Pemberton where raw sewage was flowing down the
hill into the river, and members apposite can only criticise.
When this Government came to office it inherited many problems, and
one by one it has been ticking them off as they are resolved. In last yenr's
Budget the Government started to solve some of those problems. For
example, a large number of police stations did not even have fax machines
in them. That has been fixed, The previous Government did nothing
about sewerage problems for 10 years. Will the Leader of the Opposition
hand in his resignation if the Government resolves this problem without
imposing the $50 levy?

Mr Taylor: You can resolve the problems by getting windfall revenue or money
from the Water Authority and using the $65m -

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COURT: Windfall revenue -

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Ripper: Why should we resign?
The SPEAKER: Order! I did not hear -,vho made that remark otherwise I would

formally call him to order, but I call on the two members of the
Opposition front bench to cease interjecting.

Mr COURT: In contrast to the situation when members opposite were in
Government. revenue this year will be approximately SlO~m more than
budgeted for. That windfall revenue - as Opposition members describe it -
will be used to reduce the deficit this year. One thing members opposite
could never understand was debt management.

CHILD ABUSE - NATIONAL STRATEGY FOR PREVENTION OF
Federal Legislation, Australian Institute of Family Studies Inquiry

644. Mrs van de KLASHORST to the Minister for Community Development:
(1) Is the Minister aware that the Federal Minister for Family Services has

commissioned the Australian Institute of Family Studies to examine
Australia's child protection laws and institutions?

(2) Is he able to tell the House whether this will have any effect on the
recently announced national strategy for the prevention of child abuse?

Mr NICHOLLS replied:
(1)-(2) The announcement in the media about the decision by the Federal

Minister was a shock to me because approximately two weeks ago I
chaired a ministerial council meeting in Perth, which the Federal Minister
attended. There was overwhelming support for a national strategy for the
prevention of child abuse across Australia. All States and the
Commonwealth have worked very hardi over the three years since the
inception of the strategy. Over the last 12 to 18 months much work has
been put into the formulation of a strategy. The strategy is designed to
ensure that as a nation we put the issue of child abuse above politics. We
arrived at a point where we were trying to prevent child abuse in
Australia. Unfortunately, that strategy was built on trust and cooperation -
trust that all the decisions and initiatives of the strategy would be
undertaken and agreed to by each State and the Commonwealth before
anything proceeded. Within a couple of weeks of the decision -

Mr Ripper: Now you will not cooperate to prevent child abuse!
Mr NICHOLLS: The Minister attended the council and made it clear that the

uniform legislation imposed by the Commonwealth was not on the
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agenda. However, I saw in the media that there has been a move to get
Ms Raynor to undertake studies to consider the Federal legislation.

Several members interjected.
Mr Ripper: Aren't our standards on the prevention of child abuse to be

improved?
Mr NICHOLLS: If I were sitting over there, I would say yes. We always need to

improve the child abuse prevention laws and measures. The stupid notion
that passing Commonwealth legislation will resolve the issue of child
abuse is not only ridiculous but also very disappointing.

Mr Taylor: Why?
Mr NICHOLLS: The real agenda is that the Federal Minister believes that

Western Australia should have mandatory reporting, so instead of putting
up an argument -

Several members interjected.
Mr NICHOLLS: I have issued a challenge to members opposite, to the wider

community, and the Federal Minister, that if anybody has any substantial,
credible information to demonstrate that mandatory reporting prevents
child abuse, I will consider it. I will definitely give strong consideration
to the introduction of mandatory reporting if I am convinced that it will
prevent child abuse. The problem is that nowhere else in the world has
that situation occurred.

Mr Marlborough interjected.
Mr Taylor interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr NICHOLLS: Members opposite do not understand what the Commonwealth

or this issue is all about. They do not understand that we are in a
situation -

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the member for Peel. A moment

ago I indicated that he should come to order. I am sure that he knows chat
he is interjecting from an inappropriate place. The Leader of the
Opposition has also interjected excessively. I ask him to cease.

Mr NICHOLLS: Members opposite do not understand that the only way we will
deal with child abuse is through community cooperation, and by making
sure that programs are effected. The sorts of stunts used by the
Commonwealth trying to use the United Nations Convention on the Rights
of the Child to implement Federal legislation, thereby requiring mandatory
reporting in Western Australia, not only is disgraceful but also raises the
question of whether we can have trustworthy negotiations with the Federal

inister.


