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THE SPEAKER (Mr Barnett) took the Chair at 2.15 pin, and read prayers.

PETITION - (;RAYLANDS HOSPITAL
Prison/Forensic Unit - Establishment Opposition

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe) [2.17 pm]: I present a petition in the following terns
To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned respectfully showeth:
That the conunwiity is extremely concerned about Government plans to establish' at
Graylands Hospital a prison/forensic unit for mentally disordered offenders and
persons who have committed serious offences but found "not guilty" by reason of
insanity, particularly because such unit will now be in the heart of a residential area
and dlose to a public primary school and private college, and therefore your
petitioners humbly request that:-
(1) Plans to establish the prison/forensic unit be abandoned forthwith; and
(2) Any future plan to open a prison/forensic unit within a populous suburb and

next to schools and playgrounds be fully discussed with and justified to the
community and all relevant authorities and interests before such future
decision is made.

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

The petition bears 51 signatures a nd 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 95.]

PETITION - LIQUOR LICENSING ACT
Amendment Request - Liquor Stores Sunday Trade Option

MR KIERATH (Riverton) 12.18 pm]: I have a petition couched in the following terms -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We the undersigned request that the Liquor Licensing Act 1988 be amended to allow
Licensed Stores the option to trade on Sunday between noon and 9.00 pm.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest attention
and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 144 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 96.]

STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSION - POLICE SURVEILLANCE
Deputy Commissioner - Royal Commission Appointment

MR MacKiNNON (Jandako: - Leader of the Opposition) (2.19 pan]: I move -
That so much of the Standing Orders be suspende$ Pa fa IlC9~ oeal
consideration forthwith of the following motion -
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That the Government immediately appoint an independent Royal Commission
with appropriate terms of reference to determine -

(a) the nature and extent of phone-rapping and other forms of surveillance
and its use by the police in spying on its own officers, and whether it
extended or extends to the public;

(b) the facts surrounding the surveillance of Deputy Commissioner Frank
Peters with the approval of Police Commissioner Brian Bull;

(c) the involvement of the Minister for Police in the affair including when
he became aware of the spying on Deputy Commissioner Peters and
when he became aware char electronic surveillance was being used as a
part of that examination;

(d) the basis of the report in The West Australian of 15 November, that
referred to Mr Peters as saying *"he wanted to 'spill the beans
altogether' and said that it would guarantee a Fitzgerald-type inquiry in
Western Australia';

Point of Order

Mr PEARCE: Is the Leader of the Opposition giving a speech on a motion to suspend
Standing Orders? The Opposition, on private members' day, did not seek any acquiescence
from the Government to use Government time.
Mr Hassell: That is not a point of order. The Leader of the Opposition is in the middle of a
speech.

The SPEAKER: With respect to a motion to suspend Standing Orders, firstly it will be my
intention at a later stage to rule that it will need an absolute majority. Be that as it may, any
member is entitled to move at this time for a suspension of Standing Orders.

Mr Macinnon: As the Leader of the House well knows!

The SPEAKER: Order! In so moving the Leader of the Opposition may outline the motion
and speak to it for a period which I understand is 20 minutes.

Debate Resumed

Mr MacKINNON: I shall conclude my motion by repeating paragraph (d) -

(d) the basis of the report in The West Australian of 15 November, that referred to
Mr Peters as saying "he wanted to 'spill the beans altogether' and said that it
would guarantee -

Point of Order
Mr PEARCE: Mr Speaker, I seek to know the limits. Perhaps you could outline for me and
for other members who may have a greater knowledge of these matters precisely what the
member can debate in moving to suspend Standing Orders. As I understand it, the member
seems to be moving onto a speech in support of his motion-

Mr Macinnon: I have not even concluded outlining the motion I intend to move.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr PEARCE: Can we have a ruling before the member starts up on a speech? Can we have
an indication on precisely the ambit that a member can cover in debating a motion for
suspending Standing Orders?

Several members interjected.

Mr PEARCE: It is private members' day and this is Government time.

Mr HasseUl: It is the number one issue in Western Australia.

Mr Peter Dowding: Why did you not put it down for the next matter of public importance?

The SPEAKER: Order! The next member who interjects might incur a little wrath from the
Chair. [ do not chink it is appropriate to have all these interjections while I am standing ready
to rule on a point of order. If members do not like the way I rule on a point of order, they
may by all means do whatever they will.
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It is appropriate for any member to move for a suspension of Standing Orders. It is
appropriate for the member to outline the motion that he intends to move if Standing Orders
were suspended. Having done that, there is a period - 19 minutes of it are left - during which
the member can canvass why Standing Orders should be suspended, being very careful not to
debate the motion which would be debated if Standing Orders were suspended.

Debate Resumed

Mr MacKINNON: Thank you, Mr Speaker. As I said by interjection a moment ago, I have
yet to conclude the motion I wish to move should Standing Orders be suspended. Let me
again repeat paragraph (d) -

(d) the basis of the report in The West Australian of 15 November, that referred to
Mr Peters as saying "he wanted to 'spill the beans altogether' and said that it
would guarantee a Fitzgerald-type inquiry in Western Australia";

(e) recommendations on how these matters should be pursued by senior police
officers in the future.

Let me address the question of why there is a need to suspend Standing Orders today. Two
matters have been raised by interjection by Government members. The Leader of the House
cries, "It is Government time!" He apparently believes we must debate this matter, the most
important single matter in Western Australia for many a long day, in private members' time.
Heaven forbid! Are we not to be allowed to stop the processes of this Parliament to debate
this huge issue, an issue which involves the basic core of democracy, and that is the
confidence of the public of Western Australia in their law enforcement system and the ability
of the Government to open itself up to scrutiny in these matters?

The second point was made by the Premier, who must be still reeling from the article in
Saturday's The West Australian, "The Man who would be King". He said, "Why don't you
debate it by way of a matter of public inmportance?" As you know as well as I do, Mr
Speaker, under our rules in Parliament that is appropriate only once a week, and we did it
yesterday. If the Government had nothing to hide, why should we not suspend Standing
Orders to debate this most important of matters?

Having discounted those points made by the Government about the necess ity to debate this
issue today, now, and not later, as I outlined at the beginning, let us look at the reports in The
West Australian, the Daily News and elsewhere. The most senior public officer in the Police
Force in this State, the commissioner, is under-taking a spying mission on his deputy. When
that sort of thing becomes public knowledge, it shakes public confidence in the law
enforcement agency. There is no question of that whatsoever. Fundamental to the
democratic system is a strong and respected law enforcement agency. If that respect is lost,
the law itself comes into disrespect. This Parliament is surely the first and most appropriate
place for this affair to be debated; not at midnight tonight, nor at six o'clock tonight, but at
the first available opportunity when this Parliament meets, which happens to be right now.

Mr H-assell: This is the very reason Parliament sits.

Mr MacKINNON: Absolutely! That is why this matter should be debated now and not later;
we as a Parliament owe it as a vote of confidence for the 99.9 per cent of the police officers
who have had their morale and confidence in the system they work for shaken to the very
core by these revelations.

Mr Cunningham: That is not true.

Mr MacKJNNQN: What does the member think the sergeant at Nollamara feels when he
sees his commissioner spying on his deputy?

Their morale and their belief in what they work for has been shaken. That is why Parliament
and every member of this place should have the opportunity to debate this important motion.
How can we restore morale in the Police Force without having a debate in this place which,
as the member for Cottesloe said, is the forum established for this type of debate? How will
we restore the confidence of the police officers themselves - the men and women who work
in the State's Police Force - without an independent inquiry to ascertain the facts? That is the
essence of this motion which deals with the establishment of a Royal Commission. It is viral
that this debate proceed now so that it can clarify the positions of both the Minister for Police
and Emergency Services and the Premier in relation to this affair. A report in today's The
West Australian reads as follows in respect of the Minister -
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But he admitted that "the whole matter as it's got to today is a bit sad for everyone
involved".

That is the man who was appointed to protect the law enforcement agency of this State; that
is how he grasped the biggest conflict this State has ever seen among its senior police
officers. The Minister said that it was a bit sad; in effect he said, "I had better get a box of
Kleenex tissues."

The SPEAKER: Order! Not so much for the Leader of the Opposition but just in case other
members wish to address the suspension motion, the Leader of the Opposition may be
transgressing just a little. If he intends to speak any more on that matter, he ought to draw it
fairly quickly to a close and deal with the reasons for the suspension rather than the content
matter of the motion if it comes up.

Mr MacK.INNON: Tharnk you, Mr Speaker. That is the other reason this matter should be
debated. The suspension motion should be agreed to if the Government has nothing to hide.
In addition, past of the motion relates to the involvement of the Minister himself and the
leadership he - and the Government - must now show if we are to get on top of this problem
and restore public confidence and morale in the Police Force, The questions the Opposition
will raise about the Minister's involvement are absolutely central to the argument. If the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services and the Premider have nothing to hide they will
support this motion. They will want this matter brought forward if they have nothing to bide;
they will want a Royal Commnission in that circumstance. I assure the House that the
Opposition has nothing to hide. I am prepared to guarantee that every one of my colleagues
would be prepared to go before a Royal Commission to testify on these matters if necessary.
The Opposition has nothing to hide; it wants these matters dealt with and debated today, not
tomorrow or next week. T7his. issue is of importance to Western Australians now; today is the
day the people of Western Australia are looking to this Parliament to show them the lead.
The people of Western Australia are looking to the Government, the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services and the Premier to show them some leadership. They do not want them
to run away from the issue or to say that they are a bit sad or, as the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services said -

"You have to try to take into account what it was the commissioner was trying to
achieve at the time."

He did not say what it was, neither did the commissioner. What were they trying to achieve?
I will develop that matter at far greater length when [ move my motion. If the Government
has nothing to hide it will support this motion to suspend Standing Orders. The Government
will allow the matter to be debated immediately. If the Government has any respect for the
Commissioner of Police, the Deputy Commissioner, and the entire Police Force of Western
Australia, it will not run away and hide. The Government members should be the first people
putting this Royal Commission in place; in fact, had the Government nothing to hide it would
have brought on this motion. I urge members to support the motion.

INlR PEARCE (Armadale - Leader of the House) [2.35 pin]: The point I made by way of
interjection dealt with the question of how serious members are when they raise matters of
this kind. The Leader of the Opposition sought to say that if the Government were really
serious about this matter it would agree to support the suspension of Standing Orders. So
there is no doubt, I can tell the Leader of the Opposition that the Government is prepared to
suspend Standing Orders. However, if the Leader of the Opposition were serious in making
that request, he would have had a discussion with the Governm-ent earlier, as is normally
done, so that the proper business of the Parliament could be arranged.

Mr Macinnon: You do not do that any more. We are playing the game according to your
rules. You set the rules, now you can live by them.
Mr PEARCE: Apart from two hours, this is the day set aside for private members' business.
Private members are able to organise business for themselves. The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition, late last night, well after the matters canvassed by the Leader of the Opposition
this morning occurred, discussed with me what the Opposition wanted to raise on private
members' day. He told me that the Opposition wanted to talk about planning and pig meat. I
do not m-ind whether the Opposition talks about planning, pig meat or the police. I agree with
the Opposition that the police issue is more important than planning or pig meat,
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important as planning and pig meat might be to people involved with planning or pig meat.
Had the Opposition been serious about wanting to be sure that this matter could be raised in a
way which would enable us to spend our rime discussing the issues - and not who is right or
wrong in suspending Standing Orders - it would have come to the Government earlier today
and said, "Look, this matter has arisen. It is very important -

Mr Lewis: You do nor own this Parliament.
Mr PEARCE: I am not saying that we do. I am trying to explain the way in which the time
of the House is made available for discussion of matters which are of public importance.
Several members interjected.

Mr PEARCE: I am trying to speak in a soft and gentle way so as not to set off members like
the member for Applecross. However, in the face of claims of the sort that this is
Government business or that this matter is of such importance that it should override
whatever the House is doing, we are quite happy to have the time of the House set aside for
discussion this afternoon. If the Leader of the Opposition were serious in saying that this is
what the Opposition wanted to do, he would have made a simple arrangement, as happens on
almost every other occasion, for the suspension of Standing Orders. I have been in this
House a good few years now and I have never seen a suspension of Standing Orders motion
moved by the Opposition and agreed to by the Government, except by this Government. One
of the most frequent things I have had to do, as Leader of the House, is to stand and say on
behalf of the Goverrnent that it is prepared to accept the suspension.

Mr Clarko: That is untrue.

Mr Peter Dowding: Name the time.
Mr Clarko: You little slob. That is not right.

The SPEAKER: Order! I will not ask for a withdrawal.

Mr Clarko: I would be delighted to withdraw, Mr Speaker. Instantly or even sooner.

The SPEAKER: No, I will not ask for a withdrawal because it would give that remark more
credence than it warrants. It is a hot day and I do not think we should be nasty to one another
in a personal way.

Mr PEARCE: The levity on the other side demonstrates how seriously members opposite
view this matter. In conclusion, the Government is happy to have this matter discussed and I
accept the point of view on behalf of my colleagues that it is a matter worthy of the time of
the Parliament. On the other hand, we are four weeks away from the end of the session and a
great deal of work still has to be done, including the discussion of the Budget Estimates, an
important matter to members on this side of the House as it involves education grants needed
for the beginning of the school year, and whole range of matters of importance to the people
of Western Australia.

In the discussions yesterday between the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, the Deputy
Leader of the National Party and me we tried to find a way to organise the Parliament over
the next four weeks so that all (iovemrnent Bills could be debated in a proper way, arid the
Budget could be properly dealt with, and so we could deal with as much private members'
business as possible. In convening that meeting I was trying to get a consensus. It is a
disappointment to me that when we try to put that into effect, we have a stunt -

Mr Hassell: Ir is not a stunt.
Mr PEARCE: It is a procedural stunt. If the Deputy Leader of the Opposition came to the
Government and said that rather than use parliamentary time today to discuss planning and
pig meat, he wished to suspend Standing Orders to discuss the matter of the police, even
though there was no motion on the Notice Paper, I would have said that we would facilitate
the move.

Mr Watt: If you did not anticipate this move today, you must be more naive than I thought
you were.
Mr PEARCE: Members opposite might be crying to make it a matter of whether we have a
discussion, but it really is a matter of whether we discuss it at 2.30 pm or 4.30 pm. The
Government is prepared to have this discussion now; however, the Budget is a matter of
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great importance, so we will have to organise the rest of the day so thar we can deal with
Government business. The Government is quite happy to have a discussion of this kind and
support the motion for the suspension of Standing Orders, but members must realise that
these are important things.
Mr Macinnon: You set the rules my friend, and you will have to live by them!
Ms PEARCE: The Leader of the Opposition wrote a letter to the Premier a couple of days
ago asking for a guarantee about the operation of the House. I convened a meeting with his
deputy, although I believe the communications between tern are not very good, and a
meeting with the Deputy Leader of the National Party - I believe the communications there
are rotten - and I tried to put into effect the request the Leader of the Opposition put in the
letter. Once we reached an agreement, the first one to break the agreement is the Opposition.
I hope the Opposition does better in the debate.
MR COWAN (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [2.43 pmn]: The National Parry
supports the motion as it is clear that this motion deals with the most controversial and topical
issue in Western Australia since some of the Government's failed business dealings. Clearly
there is a need for this Parliament to discuss this issue at length. I strongly recommend that
the Government accept the motion to suspend Standing Orders. If the Government does not
like the subject of the motion, it may move to amend it. I have a message for the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services: In his desire to take everybody on I hope he saves some
time for me because I will be happy to accommodate him.
The SPEAKER: Order! Hang on.
Ms COWAN: That is in a debate, Mr Speaker, and not in any other way; I have too much
respect for the Minister for Police and Emergency Services to mean that in any other way.
This is a very serious and important issue. The Leader of the Opposition is correct when he
says that it needs to be debated. If the Leader of the House wants to adjust or curtail the
order of private members' business, he will be doing no more than has been done in the past.
In the early days we did not have a Leader of the House and business was handled by the
Premier. The National Party accepts that if the Government wants to adjust private members'
business it will; and we accept that the most important business should have priority.
Mr Pearce: The point I made earlier was that if this had been agreed to in advance, we would
not have to make adjustments.
Mr COWAN: I have been in this House longer than the Leader of the House and it is a
commuon practice for either side of the House not to give formal notice of what will happen -
that has occurred from time immemorial. We should not make any judgments on how the
House performs today on the basis of whether this side of the House gave notice. The
Government should be able to judge the matter on its merits, and it has done so by saying that
it should be debated. We support the concept of having this matter debated today and
subsequently support the motion moved by the Leader of the Opposition.
MR COURT (Nedlands - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [2.46 pm J: In supporting the
motion I explain to the Leader of the House that last night a meeting was held with the
Deputy Leader of the National Party, the Leader of the House and me to see how we could
ensure the orderly running of this House as we move towards the end of this session.
However, the Leader of the Opposition is saying that he wants all business finished by the
end of four weeks. The Government has set the timetable and, if it takes six, seven or eight
weeks to deal with the business, we have a responsibility to remain here until it is dealt with.
If the Government introduces a lot of legislation at the end of the session, even though we
have the Budget to discuss, it is our responsibility to debate it. We have not said that we
deliberately want to delay the House. It is childish of the Leader of the House to say that we
should have given notice of the motion, when a couple of weeks ago he did not give notice
himself.
Mr Pearce: I told you a few hours beforehand.
Mr COURT: The Leader of the House did not give notice of what was to take place.
Mr Pearce: I certainly did.
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Mr COURT: What happened was that somebody stood and told us what was raking place.

This is an urgent matter and it should have been brought on by the Government.

Mr Taylor: Rubbish! You do not know what you are talking about.

Mr COURT: The Minister thinks it is rubbish when I say the Government should have
brought on the motion. If the Governent does not treat this matter seriously, it does not
deserve to be in Government.

Question put and passed with an absolute majority.

MOTION . POLICE SURVEILLANCE

Deputy Commissioner - Royal Commission Appointment
MR NMacKINNON (Jandakot - Leader of the Opposition) [2.51 pm]: I move -

That the Government immediately appoint an independent Royal Commission with
appropriate terms of reference to determine -

(a) the nature and extent of phone-tapping and other forms of surveillance and its
use by the police in spying on its own officers, and whether it extended or
extends to the public;

(b) the facts surrounding the surveillance of Deputy Commuissioner Frank Peters
with the approval of Police Commissioner Brian Bull;

(c) the involvement of the Minister for Police in the affair including when he
became aware of the spying on Deputy Commissioner Peters and when he
became aware that electronic surveillance was being used as part of that
examination;

(d) the basis of the report in The West Australian of November 15th, that referred
to Mr Peters as saying "he wanted to 'spill the beans altogether' and said that
it would guarantee a Fitzgerald-type inquiry in Western Australia"; and

(e) recommendations on how these matters should be pursued by senior police
officers in the future.

I assure the Leader of the House that this motion is not a stunt. The Opposition believes
seriously that this Royal Commission should be set up as a matter of urgency. The
Government owes that to the people of Western Australia and to the Police Force in this State
in particular. Unless the Government takes action in this regard the Opposition in the
Legislative Council will intiate action to ensure that such ani inquiry is initiated to clear the
names of those whose names should be cleared. We should get to the root cause of the
problem and examine these astounding revelations made in the newspapers in the last
24 hours.

I repeat what I said in the debate on the motion to suspend Standing Orders: If the
Government has faith in the commissioner it has no alternative but to support this motion. If
it does not agree to establish such an inquiry, it will be a massive vote against an independent
examination of the commissioner. That is the first reason the Government should agree to the
motion. Secondly, it needs to show faith in the Police Force. A Royal Commission will
ensure that that happens. Thirdly, we need to have a commitment from this Government that
it has faith in itself and that it has nothing to hide- I will expand on that as I go through my
remarks.

Let us examine the track record of this Government. This Government, by its own actions
and subsequent inaction, has destroyed the reputation of Western Australia. It is the laughing
stock of the nation. That is why the Premnier and his deputy have travelled far and wide
attempting to restore our good name. They are like Dracula selling blood from the blood
bank. The Minister for Education has threatened to resign over the way the Premier sought to
destroy the education system. This Government is now prepared to sit idly by and see the
reputation of the Police Force and everyone involved in it destroyed. Its actions have caused
the morale of the Police Force to plummet to the dept of despair.

What would this inquiry do? Firstly, it would examine the nature and extent of telephone
tapping and the other forms of surveillance used by the police in spying on its officers. it
would investigate also whether that surveillance extended to members of the public.
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Mr Pearce: Are you attacking the commissioner?

Mlr MacKINNON: The Leader of the House will hear, as I proceed, what I have to say about
the commissioner.

Mr& Pearce: Are you attacking the commissioner or not?

Mr MacKINNON: No. The Leader of the House will be attacking the commissioner if he
does not support this motion.

Mr Pearce: A little while ago you accused the commissioner of spying on his deputy.

Mr MacKINNON: Does the Leader of the House deny that is what he is doing?

Mr Pearce: I am asking why you axe attacking the commissioner?

Mr MacKINNON: There is no explanation of why this surveillance was ordered and that is
one of the questions that needs to be answered. I will come to that in a moment. Perhaps the
Leader of the House and the Minister for Police and Emergency Services will tell the
Parliament - I will lay London to a brick that they do not - how widespread this matter is.

Mr Taylor: I do not run the operational side of the Police Force. That is what you did when
you were in Government. Under this Government, the Commissioner of Police controls the
Police Force, and he does not involve me.

Mr MacKINNON: Aid we get from that is that the Minister does not care whether the
communissioner spies on his officers.

Mr Taylor: Don't put words in my mouth.

Mr MacKINNON: He does not care, that is the point. He is responsible for administering
the Police Force and he does not care! He is "a bit sad"! The wimp should go and buy
another box of leenex.

Is this surveillance limited to Mr Peters?

Mr Taylor: Hard hitting debating tactics.

Mr MacKINNON: Is it? The Minister for Police and Emergency Services will not deny that
the practice is widespread in the Police Force. How can he have confidence in this Police
Force when he knows that the commuissioner, with his approval, is spying on senior officers?
Mr Clarko: He was pant of it.

Mr MacKINNON: I will come to that. Does the Minister riot care if that surveillance
extends to the public? If Mr Peters was under surveillance, what is to say that every person
with whom he came into contact is not also under surveillance?

Mr Kierath: I spoke to him once; does that not count?

Mvr MacKINNON: It may. I would be surprised if many members of this side of the House
had not spoken to Mr Peters in recent times. Are they under surveillance?

Mr Taylor: I would not have asked.

Mir MacK.INNON: Because that is not the Minister's job!
Mr Pearce: Why are you after a Queensland-style Police Force here?

Mr MacKINNON: We want a Royal Commission established to find out what happened.

Paragraph (b) of the motion refers to the "facts surrounding the surveillance of Deputy
Commissioner Frank Peters with the approval of the Police Commissioner Brian Bull". What
has the Minister said about that matter? The Minister is reported in an article in The West
Australian as saying -

The commissioner does have to make difficult decisions ...
I am sure he does. He said that he has to make decisions that those people "with the benefit
of hindsight can say were not the right decisions.' He went on -

You have to try to take into account what it was the commissioner was trying to
achieve at the time.

I agree. The article continued -

4528 [ASSEMBLY]



[Wednesday, 15 November 1989] 42

Asked whether he knew what the comm-issioner was trying to achieve, Mr Taylor
said: "That's a matter you'll have to discuss with the commnissioner."

What was the commissioner trying to achieve at that time?

Mr Taylor: Ask the commnissioner.

Mr MacKINNON: All the Minister can say is, "Ask the commissioner" knowing full well
that he was informed of what was going on. He knew the extent and nature of what was
happening, but says to the Parliament and to the public that we should trust this man who has
spread mistrust throughout this State.

The Minister states that I should askc the commissioner. Ms Bull is also quoted as saying that
he found nothing strange in the Commissioner of Police going to those lengths in order to
find out what Mr Peters and a reporter were going to discuss. Does the Minister find nothing
strange about that? He does not answer the question. In the absence of an explanation, I find
it very strange. The article also states -

Mr Bull said there were ways in which a police officer could break regulations by
talking to a non-police officer. Mr Peters had requested a meeting with Miller away
from police headquarters.

If I were the commissioner and I wanted to know why my deputy was speaking to a reporter,
I would call him in and ask him.- I find this whole matter very strange indeed. Why has no
explanation been given? The Government members may think this is a frivolous matter, but I
can assure them it is not. When an inquiry is held it may be that the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services will be required to provide some explanations.

Thirdly, the comnmissioner said that an investigation had been launched because of
information on numerous matters that had come to his attention, although he said there was
no suggestion of corruption. Perhaps if there had been a suggestion of corruption in Mr
Peters' activities or affairs one could understand why the Commissioner of Police was taking
this action. Why was it necessary for the commissioner to go to those extraordinary lengths?
from reading the reports, it appears that it was because Ms Peters spoke to a journalist. I
cannot fathom why the commissioner did not ask his deputy what the discussion was about.
If, following that action, any doubts remained the journalist could be called in. It is a very
simple course of action, but it was not followed. No explanation has been given for the
extraordinary lengths to which the surveillance procedures were implemented.

Mr Peter Dowding: Would you like a confidential brie fing about it?

Nb MacKIN4NON: The Premier refers again to a confidential briefing. I have said over and
over again that I do not want confidential briefings. I do not want a personal explanation; the
public of Western Australia are entitled to have their faith and confidence in the Police Force
restored. The police men and women of this State are entitled to that explanation and, above
all, Mr Peters is entitled to it. Is he not the Government's deputy commissioner?

Ms Pearce: He is also your deputy commissioner, and the commissioner is also your
commissioner.

Mr MacKIN4NON: Does the Leader of the House not have any faith in Ms Peters?

Mr Pearce: It is no good asking me whether or not I have faith in him.

Ms MacKINNON: Perhaps that is the $6 000 question, because I am sure all members want
to know on whose information Mr Bull was acting.

Ms Pearce: Have you asked Mr Bull?

Mr MacKINNON: Has the Minister for Police and Emergency Services asked Mr Bull? He
says it is an operational matter, and that he has washed his hands of it and wants nothing to
do with it. He says he is very sad but he will not do anything about it.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: As this is a mailer of some public importance I have two
requests: Firstly, a number of very audible conversations are taking place in the Chamber at
the moment which makes it very difficult to follow the debate. Secondly, while obviously a
certain amount of cross interjection occurs, it does not help the debate if the Leader of the
Opposition directs questions across the Chamber. This is eliciting a response arid arn
uncontrollable cross exchange develops. I ask the Leader of the Opposition to direct his
remarks to the Chair, and members on the Government side to desist from responding.
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Mr MacKINNON: A further interesting question in this matter is who authorised the events.
The Listening Devices Act states that a listening device can be used by -

a member of the police force acting in the performance of his duty if he has been
authorised in writing to use a listening device by the Commissioner of Police or the
Senior Assistant Commnissioner or by an officer of or above the rank of Inspector who
has been appointed in writing by the Commissioner to authorise the use of listening
devices.

Who authorised this matter? Section 5 of the Act states -

The Commissioner of Police shall furnish to the Minister on request a report
containing such particulars as the Minister requires of the use of any listening device
by any member of the police force to overhear, record, monitor or listen to any private
conversation ..

Has the Minister received such advice? Has he requested such information, and has he used
section 5 of the Listening Devices Act? It will be interesting to hear the Minister's response,
and I hope it will be more than an expression of his sadness. He could be called "sad sack".
The third part of this Royal Commission will deal with the nature and extent of the
involvement of the Minister for Police and Emergency Services in this matter. Perhaps the
Minister will answer the following question: When did he first become aware of this affair?

Mr Taylor: A couple of months ago.

Mr MacKINNON: What does that mean? Was it in May, June, July, August, September,
October or November?

Mr Taylor: It is not necessarily important to know which month. It was a couple of months
ago. I do not run the Police Force.

Mr MacKINNON: I do not suggest that the Minister does; I am asking a very fundamental
question. When did he become aware of this matter?

Mr Taylor: A couple of months ago.

Mr MacKINNON: So much for a Government committed to accountability, and so much for
a Minister who is prepared to stand up and be counted, and who has nothing to hide.
Mr Taylor: That is absolutely dead right.

Mr MacKINNON: From whom did the Minister get the information and when?

Mr Taylor: I have made it clear that it came from the Commissioner of Police a couple of
months ago.
Mr MacKINNON: What did the Minister find out?

Mr Taylor: I will let the Opposition know when I speak.
Mr MacKINNON: When did you learn that the police were undertaking electronic
surveillance?

Mr Taylor: I will let you know exactly what I want you to know.

Mr MacKINNON: I would have expected the Minister for Police and Emergency Services to
want this information to be on the record. When did the Premier know about this matter?

Mr Taylor: He probably knew a couple of months ago.

Mr MacKINNON: When did the Minister give the information to the Premier?

Mr Taylor: That is for me to know. If I want to let you know that, I will let you know that.

Mr MacKINNON: We might find that Laurie Connell thinks the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services is equally arrogant in his approach to matters.

Mr Pearce: You used to interfere with operational matters.

Mr MacKINNON: Give us one example.

Mr Pearce: I caught you out in the Parliament on one occasion when you interfered with the
police on a particular matter.

4530 [ASSEMBLY)



(Wednesday, 15 November 1989] 53

Mr MacKEfNNON: It is clear that we will not get anything of value out of the Minister; he
will not stand up and be counted. Perhaps now that the Premnier is back he can tell us when
he first found out about this affair, and from whom.

Mr Grill: What about making your speech!

Mr MacKIN4NON: I would be interested to know why the Premier is silent all of a sudden.
Mr Wilson: You have a few gaps in your speech.

Mr MacKINNON: I have no gaps; I just want to know when the Premier found out about it.

Mr Peter Dowding: About what? I have just walked into the Chamber. What are you talking
about?

Mr MacKINNQN: I will put it in words of one syllable - "There is no guarantee", etc. When
did the Premier find out about the surveillance of the deputy commissioner being undertaken
by the Commiss ioner of Police?

Mr Peter Dowding: The Minister for Police and Emergency Services gave me a report
yesterday about these matters, and it would be improper of me to make -

Mr MacKINNON: Was that the first time the Premier became aware of it?

Mr Peter Dowding: The Minister for Police and Emergency Services has not discussed these
matters because he properly takes the view that politicians do not run the Police Force. Thai
is a view with which you have a huge problem.

Mr MacKIINNON: I do not have any problem with it, but I do have a problem with the
Premier's answer. The Premier has not answered the question.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I have already drawn attention to this style of debate. It
is up to you how you make your speech, but it is not proper for you to continually direct
questions across the Chamber; then when members do not reply, to attempt to draw a
conclusion, and if they do reply, to attempt to draw a similar conclusion. I anm not here to
control what you say, but I do have some jurisdiction from the Chair over the way in which
debates are run. A debate must be run in a reasonably orderly manner. I will allow a certain
amount of latitude, but when the debate simply consists of questions and answers, or non-
answers, as the case may be, I do not believe you are proceeding properly.

Mr MacKINNON: It is pretty essential and central to this debate for the Premier to indicate
to us when he first became aware of this matter. He has still to give us that answer.
Mr Peter Dowding: You make the speech. I have told you,

Mr MacK.INNON: The Premier has not told us when he first became aware. I-e said he was
given a briefing yesterday, but was that the first time he became aware?

Mr Peter Dowding: You are the one throwing mud at the Commissioner of Police, so make
your speech and we will respond to it.

Mr MacKINNON: We would have thought that if the Government wanted to express its faith
in the commissioner, a Royal Commission would be exactly what it would want. If there is
nothing to hide, a Royal Commission would reinforce the faith of the total community in the
commnissioner; which I hope would be the case. That is what we would want.

Mr Grill: You hypocrite!

Mr MacKINNON: I am not a hypocrite. If a Royal Commuission found there was some
wrongdoing by any officer or individual, we would want some action to be taken, but the
Premier is refusing to tell us when he first became aware of this matter.

Mr Hassell: It is like a Rothwells answer: He told us he got a briefing yesterday, but he will
not tell us when he first became aware.
Mr Court: It was an answer which means that he knows exactly.

Mr MacKINNON: Yes; he knows exactly, as does the Minister. He will not tell us from
whom he first found out about it, nor when.

Mr Peter Dowding: We will see. You make your speech, and I will make mine.
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Mr Kierath: What does the headline in the Daily News say?
Mr MacKINNON: It is interesting. I will let my colleagues talk about that in due course,
because I want to draw attention to a couple of our questions. Part (d) of the motion talks
about the basis of the report in The West Australian. The Minister has said he found out
about it a couple of months ago, but it is very important to find out when the Premier and the
Minister first found out about this affair. The journalist writing the story said that on 29
August -

Mr Peters met me in the same spot asofl August 15 at 11 0pm and said no one on the
sixth floor of headquarters, where all the senior ranking officers worked, had spoken
to him since our lust meeting.

I told him he was "hot", meaning he was being watched.

Mr Peters said I should have told him this before.

He became visibly shaken by the news. Although he had suspected being watched, it
came as a shock to him to find out it was really happening.

The more the news sank in, the more tense he became.
He wanted to "spill the beans altogether" and said that it would guarantee a
Fitzgerald-type inquiry in WA.

That is not a comment from any member of the Opposition; it is a comment from the Deputy
Commissioner of Police, a man whom I would have thought the Premier and the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services would have had the utmost faith in and support for. After all,
it was their Government which appointed him.
Mr Peter Dowding: We appointed the commissioner, and we have the utmost faith in the
Police Force.
Mr MacKINNON: Exactly, so why not have a Royal Commission to find out what is going
on, and why?
Mr Peter Dowding: That is another issue.
Mr MacKINNON: Why not have a Royal Commission so that we can ask what are the beans
that will be spilled? I do not have anything to fear about that; why would the Minister?
Mr Taylor: Nor do we.
Mr MacKINNON: So why not have a Royal Commission?
Mr Taylor: We will see what we have to say about it.

Mr MacKIhNhON: That is an astounding comment from the Deputy Commuissioner of Police,
bearing in mind what has happened in New South Wales, where a senior police officer was
supposedly set up. A similar response came from the Government of the day in Queensland,
which said, "Do not worry about that; we have got faith in the commissioner'.

Mr Peter Dowding: Have you?
Mr MacKINNON: Yes, until proven otherwise.
Mr Peter Dowding: If you have, what is the basis for a Royal Commission?
Mr MacKINNON: This particular action of the Commissioner of Police, taken without
explanation, needs some inquiry, as do the comments of Deputy Commissioner of Police, Mr
Peters.
Mr Hassell: Ask the Premier if he has faith in Mr Peters.
Mr Pearce: It is no good asking us. We have faith in the processes that the commissioner is
following.
Mr MacKIhJNON: I would have thought that in light of the Fitzgerald Inquiry in
Queensland, where the Government of the day failed to act, a Government which saw its
Deputy Commissioner of Police being reported as saying things like this would immediately
move for the establishment of a Royal Commission.

Mr Peter Dowding: What happened in Queensland was the politicisation of the Police Force,
which is what you want. That is how you have operated in the past - particularly the
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member for Cottesloe - and it is how you want to operate in the future. That is very alarming
indeed.

Mr MacKLN2NON: Let me point out the stupidity of the Premier's argument. We happen to
be in Opposition, not in Government, so why would we want the Police Force to be
politicised? We want a Royal Conu-nission to assure the people of Western Australia that the
Police Force is not being politicised today. We also want a Royal Commission - as indicated
in the final recommendation - to ensure that should this sort of concern occur again in the
future, recommendations will be made as to how such matters should be pursued.
I find it unacceptable, in the absence of any explanation, chat the proper way for senior
officers of the Police Force to conduct inquifries into whether there are breaches of regulations
is for offices to be bugged and for commissioners to be asking journalists to be wired. It is so
far beyond belief that this is actually occurring in Western Australia as to be astounding. For
the Minister for Police and Emergency Services to sit opposite and say. "I am very sad about
all this but it is an operational matter and I will not become involved", really underpins what
is wrong with the Government. I would have thought that a Minister who found out a couple
of months ago that there was serious disruption and concern amongst the senior officers in
the Police Force would have done something about it there and then. Instead of that, we have
seen revelations in the newspapers that have done enormous damage to the Police Force in
Western Australia, whoever is right or wrong. The only way to clear the air is to appoint an
independent Royal Commuission wick appropriate terms of reference to examine the whole
matter.

In conclusion, it is inconceivable that this would happen in Western Australia in recent times,
though probably not now, in this State, when we have a Government which is clearly
dishonest, which clearly misleads the people of Western Australia on a regular basis, flouts
convention and has corrupted the processes of Government in this State to an extent never
seen before.

Mr Peter Dowding: No evidence at all has been produced.

Mr MacKIN4NON: No evidence? The commissioner said, "I had Peters' office bugged.

Mit Peter Dowding. You suggested the Government had corrupted the processes, and I said
there was no evidence.
Mr Taylor interjected.

Mr MacKUNNON: The Minister and the Premier say, "So what?"

Mr Peter Dowding: I did not say that.

Mr Taylor: Are you suggesting he did that illegally?

Mr MacKINNON: Whether it is legal or illegal, is that the way the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services believes the Police Force should be conducted?

Mr Taylor: Are you or are you not suggesting that he has done that illegally?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Mr MacKINNON: The Minister for Police and Emergency Services is saying he thinks the
best way for the Police Force to manage its affairs is for its officers to bug each other. I do
not think it is an appropriate way for the force to be conducted in the absence of some
explanation - an explanation which to date has not been forthcoming from anybody. Until
such time as it is a very serious cloud will hang over the credibility of the whole Police Force
in Western Australia and I do not want to see that happen. The big majority of the Police
Force in this State are good, honest, hardworking men and women and they deserve better
from this Government and this Parliament. All of them, including the commissioner and the
deputy commissioner, deserve to have their names cleared. They deserve this inquiry to
ensure that occurs, and though the Government might sit there today and joke and laugh and
think that, as the Minister for Police and Emergency Services says, "There is nothing wrong,
it is not illegal, we think bugging people's offices is par for the course" -

Mr Taylor: That is not what I said.

Mr MacKENNON: That is what the Minister thinks. He thinks that is just part of life, but I
do not think it is and neither do the people of this State. They want to see something done
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about it and we intend to do something about it. If this Government does not take the
appropriate action we intend to move in another place to ensure that such an inquiry is held,
on proper terms and promptly, to ensure that the air is cleared and that the big majority of the
Police Force in Western Australia is given what it deserves - the restoration of its once proud
name which this Government is prepared to stand by and allow to be seen to be besmirched
day after day, saying in response, "I am sad."
Opposition members: Hear, hear!
MR HASSELL (Cottesloe) [3.25 pm]: Mr Deputy Speaker -

Mr Pearce: Tell us about your political interference in the Police Force when you were
Minister.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! lnterjections are not appropriate before the member starts
speaking.
Mr H{ASSELL: I second the motion and ask the question: What is the Government going to
do? What does the Government imagine it can do, apart from having a Royal Commission?
Will it have an internal police investigation? Will it ask the Ombudsman to speak to the
commissioner? Does the Government really believe that either of those actions would be
adequate in the circumstances? This is the most serious crisis in the Western Australia Police
Force in the memory of any of us - in the memory of the oldest member of the House there
has never been a crisis of this severity in our Police Force. Again I ask the simple question:
What is the Government going to do? Will it simply resist this debate and use its numbers to
defeat our motion? Does it think the problem will go away by its doing that? Does the
Minister for Police and Emergency Services, or the Government, or the Premier, or the
Deputy Premier, or the Cabinet imagine that this kind of crisis, represented by these dramatic
headlines - "I had Peters' office bugged"; "Talk with West sparks spy probe"; "Police Chief
Bull spied on deputy" - will go away if the Government defeats this motion, decries the
Opposition for bringing it forward and tries to make fun of the points we have raised? Does
the Government imagine it can deal with the situation in that way? Does the commissioner
believe he can deal with that situation?

Mr Peter Dowding: Do you believe the commissioner can deal with the situation, or have
you no faith in him?
Mr HASSELL: I will say what I believe and I will not have the Premier say it for me. I
believe the commissioner cannot deal with this situation by holding an internal inquiry, any
more than the Government can deal with it that way.

Mr Peter Dowding: No confidence in the Commissioner of Police! Another in the long list
of public servants you want to bring into this House and attack.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Mr HASSELL: Why does the Premier not tell us how he believes this matter will be
resolved?

Mr Peter Dowding: You can wait and hear.

Mr HASSELL: I will wait and hear, but if the Premier believes he can deal with this matter
simply by defeating this motion, by refusing to have a Royal Commission, by refusing to
have an utterly independent inquiry with terms of reference broad enough and adequate
enough to encompass the whole issue, he is kidding himself, because it will not happen. It
cannot be resolved in that way. Commissioner Bull cannot solve it in that way. The events
of the last couple of days have undoubtedly put a cloud over Mr Bull, as they have put a
cloud over Mr Peters. The conduct of Mr Bull in this matter must be explained, but it has not
been explained. Perhaps there is an explanation but we have not heard that explanation from
Mr Bull publicly,nor from the Minister in this place The only way we can get that
explanation is by means of a Royal Commission - the ultimate form of independent public
inquiry.

I was very proudly the Minister for Police in this State for nearly three years. Members of
the Government have been interjecting smartly during this debate, suggesting that in some
way I interfered with the internal operations of the police. I ask the Government to invite
Mr Owen Leitch, the man who was commissioner when I took over, and Mr John Porter, the
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commissioner whose appointment I recommended to Cabinet, to the Bar of this House, right
there, and ask either of those men when I interfered politically or operationally in the
operations of the Police Force.
Mr Peter Dowding: You saw the politicisation of a whole range of areas and you know it!
Mr HASSELL: I challenge the Government to ask those two commissioners who served
under me to the Bar of the House and to question them about the challenge the Government
has thrown out to me. The Government can solve the problem by inviting the commissioners
to the Bar of this House.

Several members interjected.

Mr Pearce: Why do you expect a different standard from the current Minister for Police and
Emergency Services?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The member for Cottesloe has the floor.

Mr Pearce: Answer the question! Why do you expect a different standard from the current
Minister for Police and Emergency Services?

Mr HASSELL: I am not prepared to waste time. If the Government wishes to get a response
independent of mine to its unsubstantiated allegations it has a simple answer: Ask Mr John
Porter and Mr Owen Leitch to the Bar of the House.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I have attempted to control the flow of interjections, but
the member for Cottesloc is not doing anything to help. The member has made his point in
reply to previous interjections. I ask him to address his remarks to current matters.

Mr HASSELL: Certainly, Mr Deputy Speaker. I wanted to reply to a number of
interjections made before I got to my feet.

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Mr HASSELL: I hope the Government will be prepared to extend my time because I have
had some experience in these matters. I was the longest serving Police Minister in Australia
and not one of the Government's Police Ministers has survived in that job as long as [ did.
What is the Government going to do about the problem? Does the Government believe that
this problem can be solved? Perhaps the Government does not want to debate the issue, and I
can understand that. This is a very senious matter. It has undoubtedly put a cloud over the
heads of the Minister and Mr Peters. Unless the Government can offer a firm and clear plan
of action - not just words or the defeat of this motion, not just hoping to ride out the storm - it
will face a long term problem. Commnissioner Bull says that Deputy Commissioner Peters is
not under investigation for corruption. What he is under investigation for? What
investigation could possibly justify' the actions taken by the commissioner other than an
investigation for corruption?
Mr Peter Dowding: What right have you, as a politician, to ask that question while the matter
is still operational?

Mr Court: It is on the front page of the newspaper, you fool!

Mr Peter Dowding: What right have you to ask that question? What right have we to ask
that question?

Mr Lewis: Are you a wimp or a Premier?

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I have called for order several times in the last minute
and I have failed to get a response. Members should please observe my calls to order when
they are made.

Mr HASSELL: What possible justification could there be for the activities initiated by
Commissioner Bull if Mr Peters was not under investigation for or suspected of corruption?
Commissioner Bull has said that Mr Peters was not under suspicion of corruption and is not
under investigation for corruption. What is the explanation for the extraordinary events that
have taken place over the last three months as outlined in The West Australian today?
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Mvr D.L. Smith: That is an operational question.

Mr HASSELL: It is not an operational question because it goes to the heart of the survival of
the Police Force and public confidence in it.

Mr Taylor: Absolutely right, but not for the reasons you put forward.

Mr HASSELL: There can be no public confidence in the Police Force while the matter is
unresolved.

I will draw a little scenario which is one of fact because we have on record from the Minister
himself and the commissioner that the commissioner advised the Minister of what he was
going to do, not once but from time to time.
Mr Taylor: Of what he was doing.

Mr HASSELL: And the Minister backed the commissioner's actions. Let us picture a scene
with which I am familiar. The Police Commissioner goes to his Minister and says, 'Minister,
I am about to start a process of electronic and other surveillance on Deputy Commissioner
Peters" -

Mr Taylor: That is not right.

Mr HASSELL: What did Commissioner Bull tell the Minister if the Minister says that what I
say is not right? What did he tell the Minister he was doing it for? How did he explain to the
Minister that such extraordinary and extreme steps were necessary? What was the Minister's
response? What questions did the Minister ask Mr Bull about the operation that involved the
Commnissioner of Police and some Police off icers' chasing after the Deputy Commissioner of
Police and placing electronic surveillance bugs in his office, if not in his home and on his
telephone? What questions did the Minister ask? When subsequently the commissioner
reported back to the Minister, as the Minister has said occurred from time to time, and the
commissioner then knew that Mr Peters knew what had been going on, what did the Minister
say to that? What questions were asked? What provisions were made; what support was
given?
We are dealing with a situation that if it were not so deadly serious would be a script for a
farce. The head of the Police Force begins a surveillance operation on the deputy head of the
Police Force; electronic bugs are placed in his office and perhaps in his home; and then other
police officers follow him around.

He Lot senior police officers to negotiate with a journalist to carry out surveillance with
electronic listening devices on the Deputy Police Commissioner. But the Deputy Police
Commissioner was awake to what was happening; he was obviously a good policeman and it
did not take him long to sniff out the fact he was being bugged and watched. Deputy
Commissioner Peters then got other police officers to counter what the commissioner was
doing. Did the commissioner have someone to counter what the deputy commissioner was
doing in countering the commissioner? What went on? What kind of farce was going on in
the Police Force?

Mr Pearce: Why are you attacking the commissioner in this case?

1,r HASSELL: I have not attacked the commissioner, but it is inevitable that the material in
the newspaper over the past two days will -

Mr Pearce: Do you have confidence in the comimissioner?

Mr& HASSELL: I will listen to members opposite when I have finished speaking. This
material puts a cloud over the commissioner in the absence of a proper explanation; and it
puts a cloud over Mr Peters in the absence of a proper explanation. Why has there been no
proper explanation? Clearly it is because what Mr Bull has done cannot be justified unless it
was to investigate the most serious conduct by Mr Peters. Surely this Government did not
approve of the commuissioner spying on his deputy when the deputy's only offence was to
talk to a newspaper reporter. Surely to goodness an internal battle of ambition does not
justify what occurred. Surely there is a requirement that the Minister explain to the House
what it was that he approved. Surely there is a requirement that the Minister and the Premier
tell the House precisely the date they became aware of these events. In relation to both the
Premier and the Minister, the Watergate question has to be asked - what did they know and
when did they know it!
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Mr Peter Dowding: What is your evidence for that? What is the slightest scintilla of
evidence for that sort of innuendo? The member says he has no confidence in the
Commissioner for Police and now he talks like that. What a load of nonsense.
Mr HASSELL: Repeatedly in this short debate, when I have asked the Premier when he first
knew about these events, he has replied that he received a report from the Minister yesterday.
It is not a matter of whether he received a report yesterday, but it is a mailer of when he first
knew about these events. When did the Premier first know about these events, and what did
he know? When did the Minister first know about these events, and what did he know? We
know from the public record of the Minister's statement, and Mr Bull's statement, that the
Minister was informed along the way of the progress of this investigation. Do the Minister
and the Premier seriously expect the House to believe that this mailer can be dealt with by
saying chat this is an operational matter and nothing more is to be said? Do they say that this
mailer is in the hands of the commissioner?

Mr Taylor: I will be happy to answer that when I speak.

Mr HASSELL: I hope the Minister will answer more substantially than we have heard today.
The Minister has had two days - more time than the Opposition - to think about a public
reply, but so far he has not provided one. He said he supported what the commissioner was
doing, but he has not explained how the commissioner justified his actions.

Mr Peter Dowding: You obviously take the view that if the Commissioner of Police takes
action regarding a mailer inside the Police Force, he must provide a running justification to
politicians. That says a great deal about the member's view of the relationship between the
Police Force and Cabinet.
Mr HASSELL: This is a far too serious debate to allow the Premier to try to misrepresent so
dishonestly. I will repeat an earlier point for the benefit of the Premier as he was out of the
House for a while. The actions by the commissioner-were simply extraordinary. The
commissioner took amazing action by placing deputy commnissioner Peters under
surveillance, but then says that Mr Peters is not under investigation for corruption and says
that he can justify the action.

Mr Peter Dowding: You want to interfere and say that politicians have to make a judgment
on whether it is justified; furthermore, you want some independent body to do so
immediately.
Mr HASSELL: I am not making a judgment. I am asking for an independent investigation at
which a judgment can be made on the basis of evidence and allowing Mr Peters to tell the
story which he said - as reported - would justify a Fitzgerald type Royal Commission in
Western Australia. It is necessary to ask the question, 'Why was Mr Bull so desperately
concerned about what Mr Peters was going to say to the Press?" Mr Bull is the commissioner
and has the full confidence of the Government -

Mr Peter Dowding: But not of the Opposition.

Mr HASSELL: The Premier will never succeed in twisting what we have said because it is
on the record. For once in your life, Mr Premier, confront the issue and forget the abuse and
try to be honest.

Mr Peter Dowding: Do you have confidence in the commissioner?

Mr HASSELL: I repeat again for the Premier that the disclosures over the last two days
necessarily put a cloud over the commissioner, as they do over Mr Peters in the absence of a
proper explanation.

Mr Parker: Why should there be?
Mr HASSELL: Because this is a matter of the utmost public importance; the Police Force is
in turmoil and public confidence in the force has been absolutely undermined. The
commissioner is openly saying that he spies on his officers, although it is not for corruption.
Why does he spy on his officers if it is not for corruption? Is it because they disagree with
him, or is it because they talk to the media? Does a meeting between the Deputy
Commissioner of Police and a newspaper reporter justify a spying operation using the
internal investigation operation of the police? Of course it does not! What is the
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explanation? Why was commissioner Bull so desperately concerned to find out what Mr
Peters was saying? If the Government does not want to know, I can tell it for sure and certain
that the Parliament and the public are entitled to know because we cannot have a Police Force
run like this - it does not work. During my time as commissioner, the two commissioners I
had -

Mr Peter Dowding: That was mote than a slip!

Several members interjected.

Mr HASSELL: The Premier can giggle.

Mr Peter Dowding: You could not understand the difference.

Mr IHASS ELL: He can giggle as much as he likes. This is a serious debate. The Premier
should try to tell the truth, at least for this afternoon.

During the time that I was Minister, the two commissioners worked in close harmony and
cooperation with their senior officers. My recollection of John Porter's administration is that
he had daily meetings with his senior officers at which the operational side was dealt with.
My recollection is that, from time to time, some people in the Police Force were dissatisfied
with some senior officer or another. However, the overall direction of the Police Farce under
those commissioners was never in question. Mr Bull worked in Mr Porter's office when I
was Minister. Mr Bull was a very conscientious assistant to Mr Porter and Mr Porter
supported Mr Bull's appointment to the position of commissioner.

Mr Peter Dowding: Mr Porter was a very good commissioner, as is Mr Bull.

Mr HASSELL: What about Mir Leitch? Does the Premier want to say something about him,
because I mentioned him also and he was commissioner in the early days of my Ministry.

Mr Parker: Mr Leitch has come out strongly in support of Mr Bull.

Mr HASSELL: I am not coming out against Mr Bull. I am trying to point out that there is a
need for an independent Royal Commission to investigate the most serious crisis in the
history of Western Australia's Police Force. Whether Mr Bull likes it or not, whether Mr
Peters likes it or not, whether Mr Leitch backs Mr Bull, whether the Minister backs Mr Bull
or whether anybody backs Mr Bull, the events of the last two days have raised fundamental
questions about Mr Bull's administration. They raise fundamental questions about what he
was doing and why he was doing it.

On the public record Mr Bull said that Mr Peters was not under investigation for corruption.
He said that Mr Peters was under surveillance, that he was electronically bugged and that he
was followed when he went to private meetings. He said all of that: but he said he was not
under investigation for corruption. What was he under investigation for? We have to ask
whether Mr Bull was concerned about what Mr Peters was likely to say or was saying
because it affected someone else. Did the investigation by Mr Peters relate to a Minister?
Did the investigation in which Mr Peters was involved concern a supporter of the
Government? What are the answers to these questions? When will the Government explain
what it is going to do about this matter? The Minister for Police and Emergency Services
should understand clearly that, if he thinks that he can use the numbers in this place to defeat
this motion, and thus resolve this issue, he has another think coming. If he thinks that this
investigation of Mr Peters is simply a daily normial operational matter, he is seriously
mistaken. Can anyone imagine how a Police Force can operate when its top people are
running Mround the corridors bugging each other, investigating each other, following each
other, are suspicious of each other and are unable to work together? Can we have a Police
Force carrying on like that? If not, what is the Minister doing about it?

In conclusion, I repeat the words in the editorial in this morning's The West Australian. Not
often does The West Australian newspaper take a position so quickly and decisively.
However, today it did. It said -

Only an open and independent public inquiry can restore faith in the system.

That does not refer only to the Police Force; it refers to the whole system of administration of
Government in this State.

MR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie - Minister for Police and Emergency Services) [3.55 pm]: This
motion seeks to do little mote than continue the parade of public servants in this State whom
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the Opposition has sought to run down and destroy. It is seeking to do that today in relation
to the Commissioner of Police. For the information of the House, I have a list of those who,
over recent times, have felt the wrath of this Opposition, not outside on the lawns of
Parliament House, but in this Chamber. The Opposition has attacked the Auditor General,
the Solicitor General, the Crown prosecutors, the officer in charge of the Department of
Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare, the officer in charge of the former Department of
Premier and Cabinet, the officer in charge of the State Planning Commnission, the Kings Park
Board only a couple of weeks ago by the member for Vasse, the Rottniest Island Board, the
Board of the ft & I Bank, the State Government Insurance Commission, the South West
Development Authority and others. This extraordinary motion attacks the Commissioner of
Police.

The Leader of the Opposition has no confidence in the Commissioner of Police. The member
for Cottesloe has said that the Commissioner of Police should not be involved in this inquiry.
That is how much confidence the member for Cotxesloe has in the Commissioner of Police.
However, they will not say it to his face. I often see members opposite at events when I am
with the commissioner. They pat him on the back and tell him what a good job he is doing.
However, this motion proves that when it comes to the crunch, the Opposition is not prepared
to back him.

The Minister for Police and Emergency Services does not run the Police Force in this State. I
do not tell the Commnissioner of Police what to do and I accept his advice. The
Commissioner of Police did not come to me and tell me that there was a problem and ask for
my approval for his actions. That is not the way it is done and it is not the way it will be done
while this Government is in office. It may have been done that way in the time of the
member for Cottesloe's historic service as Minister. However, it will not be done that way
now. If the commissioner came to me and told me what he was doing, I would accept his
advice. This motion is the same as the old 'when did you last belt your wife" question, If I
said I knew nothing about this issue because I was not told by the Commissioner of Police,
what would the Opposition say? It would say that the Minister for Police and Emergency
Services does not know what is going on in the Police Force for which he is responsible. The
Opposition would ask what kind of Minister we have in this State when the commissioner did
not confide in him and tell him what he was doing.

It is not the responsibility of the Minister for Police and Emergency Services to interfere in
the sorts of operations raised in the motion. it is not for him to say to the Commissioner of
Police that he is not happy with the way the comnmissioner is doing his job and that he will
report to the Minister every two days. It is not up to the Minister to tell the commissioner
how to do his job or that he will not carry out investigations.

The Minister for Police and Emergency Services is responsible for policy matters pertaining
to the Police Force. There is no doubt, in a legal sense, that that is exactly the situation.

Mr Kierath: When did he tell you?

Mr TAYLOR: He told me a couple of months ago and at a time when these operations were
under way. He did not come to mec to seek approval and nor should he. If the member for
Riverton is asking for that sort of thing, he is asking for a Queensland-type situation in this
State. He is asking fur a situation where the Minister for Police and Emergency Services is
directly involved in the running of the Police Force. As the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services I will not be involved in the direct running of the Police Force in this
State. This operation is directly and properly the responsibility of the Commissioner of
Police.
Ms Lewis: That is the reason why the previous Ptremier went to The West Australian.
Ms TAYLOR: The member for Applecross is suggesting that the previous Premier sent
officers to The West Australian,
Ms Peter Dowding: Produce your evidence.

Ms TAYLOR: He has as much evidence for that as he had for the nuts that fell off his BMW.

One of the other issues raised today is the state of morale in the Police Force. When we came
to Government in 1983 we inherited a Police Force that was run down and was a bit
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sad about its circumstances. Ar that time we had a Police Force that had the worst ratio of
police to population of any State in Australia. The Police Force was under enonmous
pressure in trying to keep up with what was happening in this State.
What has this Government done? In 1989 a record number of police officers graduated from
the Maylands Police Academy and that will continue until we have recruited 1 000 police
officers.

Mr Pearce: He said that some of the problems were due to the rapid growth in the Police
Force.

Mr TAYLOR: I heard that and earlier this year the Commissioner of Police said that we
should slow down the growth of the Police Force in order that it could keep up with its
growth.

I refer again to morale in the Police force. When this Opposition was in Government the
resignation rate of officers from the Police Force was almost twice as high as it is today.
Recently I had figures taken out in relation to resignations and it showed that in Australia in
1986-87 Western Australia had the lowest resignation rate of any Police Force. The
resignation rate for Western Australia was 3.63 per cent and it was over 8 per cent in the
Northern Territory.

I was pleased to hear the President of the Police Union (WA) tell the Leader of the
Opposition that what he is seeking in this circumstance is totally irresponsible. Mr
Chadbourne said -

I think it is totally irresponsible of Mr Macinnon, who I heard on the radio this
morning, calling for that at this point of time. It's an investigation into some area of
concern or problem. Now is he going to advocate that you suddenly go public half
way through a murder inquiry or an inquiry into this or that. The commissioner has
said he has a concern, he is investigating that concern, eventually he will have to
disclose to the police force, to the Minister and probably to the public. But to call for
the public inquiry mid way through any inquiry is totally irresponsible, and I reject
that outright.

That is how the matter should be properly dealt with. It is a matter for the Commissioner of
Police. He will undoubtedly report to me in due course, and because of the public nature of
the issue will make the report public. I am happy for that to be the case.

If anyone feels aggrieved by the situation pertaining to Deputy Commissioner Peters they
have the right to take up the case with the Ombudsman. The Ombudsman has the right to
take up matters concerning the administration of the Police Force should he choose to do so.

Only today senior officers in the Police Force have come out in complete support of the
Commuissioner of Police. The telex sent by them does not mention the turmoil the member
for Cottesloc said the force was in. He said that the Police Force was in turmoil and that
senior officers were unable to work together. The telex reads -

All senior administrative staff of the Western Australian Police Force today expressed
their total support for Police Commissioner Brian Bull.

The support comes from the senior deputy commissioner, five assistant
commissioners and all chief superintendents.

Of which I think there are 12. It continues -

All have given their full support of the commissioner's method of management of the
Police Force.

The secretary of the Police Department also supports that statement. In addition, a previous
Commissioner of' Police, Owen Leitch, for whom the member for Cottesloe has so much
praise, said that he has complete confidence in his successor and anything he has done would
have been justified. It is not my role to stand in support of the Commnissioner of Police. My
role as Minister for Police and Emergency Services is to deal with policy issues and it is not
my role to direct the Commissioner of Police. If we want to go back to the dirty days before
this Government was in office or consider the things that occur in Chile, South America or
Eastern Europe we would clearly have a Police Force that would be political. As long as this
Goverrnment is in office it will not take up that role.
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The Leader of the Opposition raised the matter of phone tapping and he made an allegation
that it has been caking place. If he or any other member has evidence of phone tapping -

Mr Macinnon: I did not mention it.

Mr Peter Dowding: It is in your motion.

Mr TAYLOR: It is in the Leader of the Opposition's motion. Talk about short term memory
loss! If the Leader of the Opposition is suggesting that illegal phone taping is taking place he
should cake the evidence he has to the Australian Federal Police. Itris not a matter for the
Western Australian Police Force; it is a matter for Telecom and the Federal Police can deal
with it. I am sure they would be prepared to investigate allegations of that kind and they
would certainly have my complete support. I put that challenge to the Leader of the
Opposition or to any other member.

The Leader of the Opposition referred to practices in the Police Force in Western Australia.
Ac least in this State the Police Force has taken the bit between its teeth and has set up an
internal affairs unit. Most Police Forces are still to do that. The internal affairs
superntendent has a job to do in relation to internal matters of the Police Force. This is not
an internal investigation related'to complaints from the public but one related directly to the
Police Force. Some members might recall officers of the Police Force seeking the
resignation of the Commnissioner of Police because he dared to do that; there was even talk of
a motion of no confidence in him. He quite determinedly saw that through, I think quite
properly, and my support ensured that happened. That is what should happen.

If people want to question the role of the Commissioner of Police in those sorts of
circumnstances they should do so outside this House. I invite the Leader of the Opposition to
talk with the Commissioner of Police about this matter if he is concerned about it. The same
opportunity can be afforded to the Leader of the National Party. Of course, menmbers
opposite want publicity and they will get it at the expense of anyone, whether it be the
Solicitor General or the Commissioner of Police. I leave the National Party out of those
comments.

Mr Omodei: How did the story get into the newspapers?

Mr TAYLOR: This investigation has been under way for some time and, quite rightly, the
Commissioner of Police decided to undertake it. I will not say to him one way or another that
the investigation should stop or be done in a different way as that is, and should be, his job.
Is the member for Warren suggesting that it should not be part of his job, or that he should do
it another way?

Mr Omodei: I am not suggesting anything.

Mr TAYLOR: Of course the member is not suggesting anything! What the Leader of the
Opposition finds unacceptable is that this action has been taken by the Commissioner of
Police. What he and the member for Cottesloe have made quite clear is that if they were
involved respectively as Premier and Minister for Police and Emergency Services in Western
Australia they would say to the Commissioner of Police, "No, you do not do it that way; you
do it this way or you will not do it at all," or, "You will report to me every couple of days in
relation to this issue to ensure I am happy about it." I am not prepared to do that - nor should
I do chat.

I will leave the future of this issue in the hands of the Commissioner of Police and he can
report to me on the outcome of his investigation. I will determine where we go from there. I
am not taking a great leap backward because of what the Opposition seeks to do today; that
is, appoint a Royal Commission or a public and open inquiry into this matter. 1 am not
prepared to say that is necessary until the Commissibner of Police has undertaken his
investigation. There is great and proper interest in this issue. I am sure that the
Commissioner of Police will take up this challenge and we will see an outcome. I hope that
outcome is good for everyone involved.

Mr Fred Tubby: Who will the commissioner investigate?

Mr TAYLOR: The member for Roleystone knows who he is investigating; it is the Deputy
Commissioner, Frank Peters. The member for Roleystone is asking me to investigate the
Commissioner of Police.
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Mr Fred Tubby: We are asking for a Royal Commission.
Mr TAYLOR: Due to the actions of this Government, which were opposed by the
Opposition, the Ombudsman in this State has a role in this area. If someone feels aggrieved
about actions taken by the Commissioner of Police, they can go to him If they feel that the
administration of the commissioner in relation to this issue is not proper, they can go to the
Ombudsman about that also. That role would not exist today if those changes were not made
by the former Minister for Police and Emergency Services, now Minister for Mines, the
member for Oeraldton, because the Opposition opposed that all the way down the line.

Ms Fred Tubby: You are runining away from the issue.

Ms TAYLOR: I am not; I am meeting this issue front on. t will not run away from this issue
because as Minister for Police and Emergency Services I have done the right thing; that is, [
have said to the Commissioner of Police in relation to this issue, and quite properly, that it is
his responsibility. He came to me as Minister for Police and Emergency Services quite
properly saying this was a matter of great importance to the Police Force in Western
Australia and I should be aware of it. As I said previously, he did not ask for my ratification
of that action and did not, as suggested by the Leader of the Opposition, have me approve the
action that he quite rightly took.

Nothing said here today by Opposition members - taking into account the fabricated scenario
the member for Cottesloc would like to put forward in relation to what might happen - would
in any way justify a Royal Commission into this matter. As Minister for Police and
Emergency Services I am prepared, quite properly I think, to wait for the outcome of the
inquiry by the Commissioner of Police. I will not direct him in relation to that inquiry. I will
not teUl him how to undertake that inquiry, or who he should inquire into, as that should not
be done either in Western Australia or anywhere else in this nation. That is why this
Government is in office.

MR HOUSE (Stirling) [4.16 pm]: The National Party supports this motion with good
reason. When the people of this State woke up a couple of days ago and saw headlines in the
State's newspapers indicating that senior echelons of the Police Force were warring amongst
themselves they must have wondered what on earth was going on in what is supposed to be
the law keeping force of this State. I am disappointed with the Minister's response to the
arguments put forward in relation to this matter, not because he wants to back the
commissioner, because that is his right and I understand his doing that, but because he has
not Offered some solution to the House to the impasse which appears to exist in the Police
Force at the moment.

I am disappointed that the Minister has not been able to put forward a strategy to solve a
problem that clearly cannot be allowed to continue. I agree with all other speakers that
politicians, including the Minister and members of this Parliament, should not direct the
Commissioner of Police. However, when we reach a situation like this there must be a way
for the Minister to come to terms with the problem and to offer suggestions and advice as to
what ought to be done.

Mr Peter Dowding: Don't you see where that takes you? Just think that proposition through.

Mr HOUSE: [ can see where it takes me, but does the Premier see where the current situation
takes him?

Mr Peter Dowding: I know that the National Party is comfortable with that style in another
State, but that is not appropriate here.

Mr HOUSE: The answer given by the Premier is the sort of comment probably made in
Queensland three or four years ago; that is the danger and worry of this situation and the
reason why something must be done about it.

One would imagine from reading newspapers during the past couple of days that our Police
Force has nothing better to do than investigate itself. The two senior police officers in this
State are clearly not on speaking terms and are using the resources of the Police Force to
investigate each other. One would think there was no crime, vandalism, cars being stolen,
juvenile delinquency, or breaking and entering in this State. Commrissioner Bull must think
he has things well under control if he believes he can afford to delegate senior officers to
investigate the second most senior police officer in the Police Force.
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That is the worry we are faced with. It indicates quite clearly why the Minister should be
asking for a Royal Commrission, or at the very Least an inquiry. If that means he has to ask
the Commissioner of Police to stand aside while that inquiry takes place, then so be it; that is
exactly what aught to happen. If the public in this State do not have confidence in their
Police Force, we will very quickly have anarchy. It is the confidence the public have in the
Police Force which keeps law and order. There is a very fine line between law and order and
the public assisting the Police Force to keep that law and order.

We hear constant appeals from police officers, particularly from this commissioner, for
public assistance. All credit to him for helping to set up Neighbourhood Watch and Rural
Watch, where he has asked the public to help the police. His action here indicates that he
does not have confidence in his own system. That will not help the people of this State to
trust their Police Force and the Commissioner of Police. Let us have an investigation; let us
have an inquiry or a Royal Commission. Let us clear the air.

Mr Peter Dowding: Can we just get the position of the National Party a little clearer? You
have just said, "Let us have an investigation; let us have a Royal Comm-ission, if necessary;
let us clear the air".

Mr HOUSE: That is right.

Mr Peter Dowding: Have we reached the point where a Royal Commission is the only way
of clearing the air

Mr HOUSE: In my opinion, yes.

Mr Peter Dowding: Why did you say that? Why did you say, "Let us have an investigation;
let us have a Royal Commission if necessary"?
Mr HOUSE: We must be realistic. The Government has the numbers; it will make the
decision. I am trying to persuade members opposite, by reasoned argument, that they must
accept this position. If they will not accept a Royal Commission, surely they should accept
some form of investigation needs to take place?

Mr Peter Dowding: Surely the appropriate thing is for the current investigation to be
concluded?

Mr Cowan: No; this is the commissioner investigating his deputy.

Mr HOUSE: It is Caesar investigating Caesar.

Mr Peter Dowding: It is not at all.

Mr HOUSE: What is wrong with a Royal Commission?

Mr Peter Dowding: If there is a complaint, there is a way of dealing with that.

Mr HOUSE: What is wrong with an independent commission?

Mr Peter Dowding: You are expressing instant no confidence in the commissioner.

Mr HOUSE: No, we are not.

Mr Peter Dowding: You are suggesting the commissioner should not be empowered to deal
with any complaint inside the Police Force.

Mr HOUSE: But in this case the Commissioner of Police has expressed pablicly the fact that
he has no confidence in his deputy.

Mr Peter Dowding: In a deputy; there are three deputies.

Mr HOUSE: Well, let us not be pedantic about it; one of his deputies.

Several members interjected.

Mr HOUSE: Can we finish this point first? If he has expressed this lack of confidence,
surely we should investigate the position? An independent investigator should investigate the
matter and report to the Minister. What is wrong with that?

Mr Peter Dowding: Then the Minister is making a judgment.

Mr HOUSE: Not the Minister; the independent investigator.

Mr Peter Dowding: What does the Minister do with the independent investigator's report?
He makes a judgment about it.
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Mr HOUSE: He acts on it. He is a capable Minister. He can do a whole range of things. He
has a couple of other reports he has not made public.

Mr Peter Dowding: I think you are jumping the gun.

Mr HOUSE: I[am not jumping the gun at all. There is plenty of evidence to suggest that
what I am saying is correct. I suggest to the Premider and to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services that they should read Eric Freeman's report which was given to
Parliament a week or so ago. In that report Mr Freeman, the Ombudsman -

Mr Taylor: Exactly the point I make! The Ombudsman has a role to play. If an officer feels
aggrieved by an action taken against him -

Several members interjected.

Mr HOUSE: I do not think members apposite were listening to what I said. Did the Premier
read this report?

Mr Peter Dowding: Yes.

Mr HOUSE: Then he would know what was in it. The report says, "Internal police
investigations are inadequate in controlling collusion and collaboration between police
officers, the WA Ombudsman has found."

Mr Taylor: That is not right. Have you read the report?

Mr HOUSE: Yes, I have.

Mr Taylor: The whole report?

Mr HOUSE: I could not claim to have read the whole report.

Mr Taylor: If the member had read the report he would know that the Ombudsman was
talking about an earlier case, and he is now happy about the position. Out of 300 cases he
found 10 justified complaints.

Mr HOUSE: That may be the Minister's interpretation. The Ombudsman says that
procedures governing such investigations should be changed.

Mr Taylor: They have been. We are dealing here with internal matters within the Police
Force. What I said in my reply a minute ago was that if the deputy commissioner feels
aggrieved as a result of actions taken against him, he has the right to go to the Ombudsman,
and the Ombudsman has the right to look at the administration.

Mr HOUSE: I understand very clearly what the Minister is saying. I do not believe that the
Ombudsman is indicating that everything is right with the internal investigations branch.
W'hat the Minister is saying is not what the Ombudsman has written in his report. There is an
important difference. In this case we have the Commissioner of Police publicly investigating
one of his deputy commissioners.

It is important that we understand the extent to which the Commrissioner of Police has gone.
If he has been quoted correctly, he has asked an independent person, a reporter, to take part in
a tapping exercise. He has asked this person to find out what is said at a certain meeting. Not
only that, but he has also been involved in a phone tapping exercise.

Mr Taylor: Be careful!

Mr HOUSE: If that is the case, that in itself is open to some interpretation. We cannot have
the Commissioner of Police in this State being laid open to charges of that sort and not being
able to make his own comments about whether that is right or wrong. If necessary he should
be able to defend himself and put forward his case. Nothing less than an independent
investigation is required in this case.

For some time the National Party has been concerned about a number of other matters which
have taken place in the Western Australian Police Force. Many of those things have never
been publicly commented upon by Mr Bull. They range from the Stephen Wardle case,
which has been aired in this Parliament, to the Flynn Ford case earlier this year, where a
cadet journalist from the The West Australian was apprehended by a policeman. There was
the crash of a police car in Kings Park, about which many people still have questions. There
was an incident where some senior policemen borrowed a police car and subsequently side
swiped another car and then left the scene of that accident.
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Mr Taylor. They have been charged.

Mr HOUSE: They have been charged. There was the case where allegations were made
against another police officer with regard to the importation of Japanese motor cars, and a
case where some policemen hijacked a bus in this State. All of those things, while individual
incidents, occurred within the past couple of years. When chat sort of thing starts happening
public confidence in the Police Force is undermined.

Mr Peter Dowding: Do you know what are the powers of the Ombudsman in this matter?

Mr HOUSE: I am not talking about the Ombudsman.

Mr Peter Dowding: He has the powers of the chairman of a Royal Commission.

Mr HOUSE: I did not know he had such powers, but has he ever used them? I am glad the
Premier raised that point because I for one - and I am sure other members of this Parliament -
did not know of the powers of the Ombudsman. Perhaps that is the simple answer to the
question; perhaps the Minister should ask the Ombudsman to investigate this problem. We
would not need any extra staff; we would not need to do anything except pick up the phone
and ask the Ombudsman to investigate it. I am concerned that over time the public of this
State has started to lose confidence in the Police Force. That is a very unfortunate situation.
I have outlined a number of incidents which obviously need to he investigated. The public of
this State have every right to know exactly why those things have occurred in the Police
Force.

I wish briefly to refer to a matter I have raised before with the Minister with regard to
members of the Western Australian Police Force wearing guns and batons in public. I know
that the Minister has said that in his opinion the Police Force has an option in this matter, and
most police officers exercise that option. However I can tell the Minister without fear that
this action is not highly regarded in country areas of this State- Most people look down on
policemen, particularly traffic patrolmen, who stop offenders while wearing guns.

Mr Taylor: I would prefer they did not choose to wear guns and batons. However, how
would you feel if you were the officer in charge of a police station and you told your officers,
"No, you are not going to carry your guns and batons today when you go out on patrol" and
something went wrong when a gun or a baton might have saved somebody's life? That
would put you in a difficult position. As Minister for Police and Emergency Services I
cannot say to the Commissioner of Police, "They will not wear their guns or batons." -The
fact is that the new-style batons are a lot safer for the public than the old-style batons when
the only way to stop someone was to hit themn on the head. Certainly I would prefer that
police did not wear guns and batons but I am not in the position of being able to tell the
commiissioner that that will be the case. I certainly would feel some sympathy for a senior
officer who told his junior officers that they could not wear their guns and batons, and
something went wrong.

Mr Wiese: Does the reverse not apply where because they are wearing their guns there is an
accident and a member of the public is hurt?

Mr Taylor: You name how many there have been. Very few.

Mr HOUSE: The same question could be addressed to the Minister: How many times has
the situation arisen where guns were needed to be used? We need to have public confidence
in the Police Force at every level, right through to the commissioner. We definitely have a
problem; it sometimes manifests itself in small ways and then it gets out of hand. Obviously
in the case between the Commissioner of Police and his deputy it has got out of hand. In
respect of guns ont hips, I saw a young policeman at a country show in my electorate a few
weeks ago wearing a gun.

Mr Taylor: He should not have wom a gun at a country show. Policemen should not wear
guns at sporting events and things like that.
Mr HOUSE: I am pleased to hear the Minister say that. I do not know whether the Minister
will instruct the Commissioner of Police that this is the case -

Mr Taylor That is already part of the regulations. When they go to sporting events and
public events they should niot wear their guns.

Mr HOUSE: We are talking about confidence in the Police Force. Not one member of this
Parliament wants the public to have anything but the utmost confidence in the Police Force.
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That starts with the Commissioner of Police and works its way through all the ranks of the
Police Force. Sadly and unfortunately, as a result of a number of incidents in which the
Police Force has been involved, culminating in an incident where the Commissioner of Police
has seen fit to investigate his deputy, we have the situation where the public has lost a great
deal of confidence in the Police Force. We need to nip this problem in the bud; as
responsible members of Parliament we ought to do something about it. An independent
investigation is necessary and should take place.

Before I conclude I refer to a point raised by the Premier with regard to the Parliamentary
Commissioner's report. I quote from that report as follows -

While the Internal Investigations Branch has a manual relating to the investigation of
complaints against police officers, I believe it is inadequate on such matters as
minimising collusion and collaboration (which on occasions appears to have
occurred) and the amount of information to be given to officers when interviewed. I
consider that the Manual should be appropriately amended and my officers are
available to assist with the task.

That is in relation to complaints against the Police Force. That report does not deal with the
unit set up by the commissioner last year. The internal affairs unit is a completely separate
pant of the Police Force.

Mr Wiese. That part refers to police investigations of police.

Mir Taylor; No, it does not. It is a four yearly review of the internal investigation of
complaints against the police.

Mr HOUSE: We have clearly indicated that this motion deserves support,
Amendment to Motion

Mr HOUSE: I move an amendment to the motion as follows -

To delete paragraph (e) and substitute the following -

(ie) the impact that recent events have had on police morale and the extent
to which they have inhibited public confidence in and the smooth
operation of the Police Force in Western Australia; and

(f) how similar matters should be pursued in the future.
MIR PETER DOWDING (Maylands - Premier) [4.38 pm]: This debate is an example of
the Opposition's irresponsible abandonment of all proprieties in its pursuit of'political
opportunism. This debate highlights the unwillingness of the Opposition to recognise that it
is essential in this State, until there is some justification to the contrary -

Point of Order

Mr HASSELL: Rather than interrupt the Premier when he is further into his speech, I want
to know the rules which you, Mr Speaker, will apply. We are now dealing with an
amendment. The Premier is clearly referring to the whole debate and the whole motion. I do
not mind whether it goes that way, but we should establish the ground rules now.

The SPEAKER: Members may be aware that it has been my practice, unlike a lot of people
previously in this position, to allow debate on the amendment to range over the full subject
matter. I think that while that is technically wrong, if anything, it probably shortens the
debate and allows everybody to say what they want to say at the time they want to say it. I
am happy for somebody to pull me up and say that they want me to rule in a technical
maniner, and I will rule that way, but unless anybody objects, we should have a reasonably
open debate. However, technically we are debating an amendment.

Mr PETER DOWDING: It is my intention to move an amendment to the motion, not to the
amendment,

The SPEAKER: If there are to be further amendments, we will need to be a little more
technical. We should dispose of the farst amendment in front of us, and then the Premier may
move his amendment.

Debate Resumed

Mr PETER DOWDING: This debate is an example of an occasion on which the Opposition
has failed to justify in any way at all an expression of no confidence in the Commissioner of
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Police. The Leader of the Opposition indicated that he had confidence in the commissioner,
but that was not the substance of what he said to the House. The member for Cottesloc made
no bones about it - he did not express any confidence in the Commissioner of Police. The
Commissioner of Police has taken steps in relation to matters concerning the conduct of the
Deputy Commissioner of Police. What would be the situation if the Commissioner of Police
believed that it was necessary to take action against his own Police Force and failed to do so?
What would be the position of the Commissioner of Police who deliberately did not take
action when he believed he ought to? Does the Opposition believe that that would be the
action of a Commissioner of Police in wham we would have confidence?
We have a situation where the Commissioner of Police may have taken action that was
completely justified. He does not have to explain at this stage to the public or the Parliament
why he has taken that action. He does not need to explain to the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services why he is taking action because his conduct should be judged at the end
of the action he has taken; that is, at the conclusion of the investigation, not half way through
it. Put simply, the commissioner has to do hard things. The Commissioner of Police does
not deal just with traffic offences or the day to day administration of matters of the sont which
contact ordinary citizens. He deals with cases of this sort. The commissioner is dealing with
a whole range of issues concerning the conduct of the Police Force, perhaps matters upon
which people's lives may depend. If it is the case that concerns are felt by the commuyissioner
about officers of the Police Force who give or share information with other people, that may
well be grounds for the commissioner to have a real concern about the running of the Police
Force. That may well be the case, but it is not for us to interfere. It is essential that the
Commissioner of Police should have the confidence of the people and for this House to
proceed down the course of such investigations as he may require.

What have we done in this Parliament? What has the Labor Government done to ensure that
there is some supervision in this regard? We have not done what Mr Hiassell would do; that
is, politicise. the Police Force. We have not done what the Liberal Party did when it was in
office;, that is, try to use elements of the Police Force for Its own political purposes. We have
established in this Parliament somebody whose job it is to supervise this very issue. The
Ombudsman reported to Parliament -in the report quoted by the Deputy Leader of the
National Party - the following -

For the first time in Western Australia the Police Force has been made accountable,
not only to the commissioner, but also to the public through my office.

What did the Opposition do when we sought to introduce this legislation in 1984? Does the
Leader of the Opposition remember?

Mr Macinnon: What has that got to do with it?
Mr PETER DOWDING: The Opposition opposed the introduction of the legislation. The
Opposition indicated in the upper House that it would defeat the Bill because it did not want
to give the public the power to have the Police Force supervised in this way. We introduced
another element in the Parliamentary Commissioner Act which gave the Parliamentary
Commiss ioner new power, and I repeat the quote -

For the first time in Western Australia the Police Force has been made accountable,
not only to the commissioner, but also to the public through my office.

What powers did we give the Ombudsman in exercising that jurisdiction? He said that his
aim was to have wide investigative powers, including those of a chairman of a Royal
Commission, with which to supervise the police. If any police officer is dissatisfied with any
action of the Commissioner of Police, he or she can make a complaint to the Ombudsman and
without the need to go to a newspaper. There is no question that the machinery exists for
supervision of a decision made by the Commissioner of Police outside the political arena, but
the Opposition does not wish to use that.
I do not know Deputy Commissioner Peters very well, but I do know that he has been a hard
workin-g member of the Police Force, he is regarded as an honest police officer, and he has
made a great contribution. [ do not know on what basis the Commissioner of Police took the
action he did.

Mr Macinnon: When did you find out that he took that action?

4547



Wr PETER DOWDING: When the Minister for Police and Emergency Services informed
me yesterday.

Mr Macinnon: Was that the first you knew about it?

Mr PETER DOWD[NG: In the last few days there have been rumours in the Press, and other
places, that some activity was taking place in relation to the Deputy Commnissioner of Police.
I have certainly heard those rumours, but I was not informed about the actions of the
Commnissioner of Police until the Minister inforned me. That is the way it should be. Frank
Peters is an officer about whom I do not wish to make any adverse comment - it is not for me
to do so; also, it is not for me to speculate about these matters. I simply say to the Opposition
that it is equally true that we ought not to do what ir is doing; that is, undermining the
authority of the Commissioner of Police.

What gives me some confidence in saying that we should not undermLine the position of the
Commissioner of Police is this: Firstly, aver the last few years the Opposition has repeatedly
expressed, through the Leader of the Opposition, its confidence in Mr Bull. Secondly, the
senior echelons of the Police Force have expressed today their confidence in the
Commissioner of Police. Thirdly, the Police Union has expressed its confidence in the Police
Commuissioner and, fourthly, the Labor Government has supplied the opportunity for anyone
dissatisfied with the decisions of the Police Commissioner to make a complaint. The
complaint cannot be a frivolous attention grabbing, headline grabbing effort; it cannot be a
smear campaign of misleading unsubstantiated allegations of which the Opposition has
become so fond. If anyone has a genuine complaint they may go to the Ombudsman. This
could not be done when the Opposition was in Government. The Opposition did not have the
honest, genuineness or the foresight to set up the controls for the principle of accountability.
The Opposition left it to the politicians of the day - just as the National Party did in
Queensland - to maintain the honesty of the Police Force. Until today the Commissioner of
Police has had the support and confidence of this House. The Labor Government established
the principles whereby his conduct can be scrutinised and he is made accountable to a person
with the powers of a Royal Commissioner.

I have had an inquiry made of the Ombudsman as to whether he thinks his resources and
powers are adequate or inadequate for the purpose. I am informed by the Ombudsman that
he could use anyone he wished to conduct an investigation. He could not see how he would
need to call on the Federal Police but, as an officer of Parliament, if he needed more
resources he would ask the Parliament for them and would expect to receive them. The
Ombudsman informed me that if there was a complaint about the Commissioner of Police he
would expect the commissioner to hand the investigation to the Ombudsman immediately.
Whatever the juicy, tantalising desire of the Opposition to savour some sort of political
scumbaggery or to try to influence a political outcome to what ought to be an internal police
matter, the Opposition cannot ignore the fact that a Royal Commissioner - the Ombudsman -
already exists. The Ombudsman was put in place despite the opposition of the Opposition.
A Labor Government established the position of Ombudsman and the powers given to him;
the power to do the very thing of which this Opposition complains. The Opposition is not
content to call the Ombudsman to deal with this matter although he already has that power.
The Opposition ignores the fact that the Commission on Corruption exists to receive
complaints should that be necessary. They are not interested in the reality of dealing with the
invidious problem in which the Deputy Commissioner and the Commissioner of Police find
themselves. They are not interested in achieving an outcome. What they wish to do is cast
aspersions and make smears against, firstly, the Commissioner of Police. This is a most
unjustified position to take. Secondly, the Opposition is prepared to do the same against the
Government of the day.
I have a question for the member for Cottesloe: If we appointed a Royal Commnissioner to
inquire into the conduct of the Chief Commissioner would that indicate a lack of confidence
in the Chief Commissioner's judgment? Would the Chief Commissioner have to stand aside
while the investigation was going art? What does the "most experienced Minister for police
in the world' think?

Mr Hassell: Those are matters you ought to think about very carefully.

Mr PETER DOWD)ING: In other words the answer is yes. As soon as someone makes an
allegation against the Commissioner of Police, as far as the member for Cottesloe is
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concerned we have to destabige the Police Force, the Commissioner for Police has to stand
aside and the Police Force has to have a new commuissioner. Does the member for Cottesloe
see what can happen? Does he see where such action would lead?
Mr Hassell inrerjected.
The SPEAKER. Order! Order! I know the member for Cotteslce did not hear me so I am
not upset by the fact that he did not come to order. I wonder if he might come to order now
so that we might hear what is happening? I do rnot mind the member interjecting but I do not
think he should be shouting.

Mr PETER DOWDING: The fact is that the Opposition has not even bothered to read the
Ombudsman legislation. The Opposition came into this House - and the National Party is
included - to support a motion calling for a Royal Comrmission without the slightest idea that
legislation exists which gives that power to the Ombudsman. The Opposition is prepared to
make an allegation about improprieties on the part of the Commissioner of Police and has not
even thought it through.
Mr Lewis: What are you going to do about it? Come on, tell us.
Mr PETER DOWDING: The Opposition camre into this House without any idea at all of the
background and powers of the Ombudsman. Mr Speaker, I am going to do this. I will not
aw a Minister of my Government - and I have absolutely no reason to believe that my

Minsters have or ever would do it - to become involved in the sort of political directions
which the member for Cotresloe's reputation has very definitely established.

Mr Court: His reputation is a damned sight better than yours.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr PETER DOWDING: Mr Speaker, this Government will not allow the politicisation of
the Police Force. If someone has a complaint about the Commissioner of Police it should be
supplied to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services.

Mr Lewis: Who in Western Australia doesn't have a complaint, you nong?

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! Order!

Mr PETER DOWDlING: It is not only the member's luggage that he misdirected, it is his
whole direction.

One would assume that if there is a complaint it would come from the person most affected,
namely. Deputy Commissioner Peters. If that complaint is made to the Ombudsman he can
then exercise the powers of a Royal Commissioner in his investigation. Until somebody
presents evidence to the Government of a misdeed by the Commissioner of Police he should
continue to have our confidence. That is the only way a comnmunity can have confidence in
its Police Force.

Government members: Hear, hear!

iMR COWAN (Merredin - Leader of the National Party) [4.59 pm]: I will draw a parallel
between the situation today where the Commissioner of Police has caused an inquiry into one
of his deputies and a similar situation involving the Premier. Can members imagine the
public confidence that would generate in the Police Force? If they cannot imagine that, can
they imagine the degree of confidence that the public would have in its political system if the
Premier were to say in this place or announce at a Press conference that he had no confidence
in his deputy and that he was initiating an inquiry into his deputy's performance? Can
members imagine what that would do to public confidence in the politicians in this place?

Mr Pearce: What would a Royal Commission do for public confidence in the Police Force?

Mr COWAN: The National Party believes a Royal Comm-ission should be established. The
defence from the Government side of the House is that it is not necessary to hold a Royal
Commission because the Ombudsman can act as an honorary Royal Commissioner. The
Government cannot say that it has any great distaste for a Royal Commission because it has
defended its position by claiming that a process is available by which a police officer may
complain to a person who may act as an honorary Royal Commnissioner
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Mr Pearce: There is no need for a Royal Commission, and it would weaken public
confidence in the police if Parliament called for one.
Mr COWAN: The Leader of the House is wrong for the simple reason that an honorary
Royal Commissioner can take action only after a complaint has been made by the Deputy
Commuissioner of Police.
Mr Pearce: Have you given any thought to why the deputy commnissioner has not
complained?
Mr COWAN: I do not mind answering interjections, but I would like the opportunity to
develop the full answer to the first interjection before I am hit with the tenth. The Leader of
the House has listened to the Premier defend his position by saying it is not necessary to
appoint a Royal Conunission because the Statutes of this State contain the power for an
honorary Royal Commissioner to conduct an investigation. I understand that can be done
only at the request of the Deputy Commyissioner of Police.
Mr Pearce: Thai is right.
Mr COWAN: The problem is that it would not deal with the total loss of public confidence
created by this situation, as reported widely in the Press. Government members can turn a
blind eye, but people in the conmnunity are asking what is going on. They want to know
what is the problem in the Police Force where the only matter of importance seems to be the
commissioner's investigation of his deputy.
Mr Taylor: Absolutely wrong.
Mr COWAN: Why should that have occurred? If the commissioner had a problem, why did
he not refer the matter to the Ombudsman for him to act in the capacity espoused by the
Premier?
Mr Pearce: The commissioner is in charge of the Police Force, and he is responsible for
ensuring that matters associated with his officers are correct.
Mr COWAN: As a result of the reports in the Press in the last 24 hours, there is a complete
undermining of public confidence in the effectiveness of the Police Force in this State. The
motion moved by the Leader of the Opposition calls for the appointment of a Royal
Commiss ion of inquiry. The Government has stated that something similar could be set up -
an honorary Royal Commissioner could conduct such an inquiry.
Ms Pearce: Can you not see the difference between a proper and nonmal process, and an
extraordinary action such as the Parliament calling for a Royal Commission to inquire into
the Police Force?
Mlr COWAN: [ do not mind dealing with the twelfth interjection of the Leader of the House,
so long as he allows me to bypass interjections Nos 2-11. Surely this Parliament has a
responsibility to protect the integrity of the Police Force. H-ow can it be claimed that this
integrity is being protected when the commissioner is investigating his deputy?
Ms Pearce: It depends on what the deputy is alleged to have done.
Ms COWAN: The Leader of the House cannot argue the case for Parliament to rum a blind
eye to that activity. The Parliament has a role in maintaining in some shape or form the
integrity of the Police Force. If the Minister for Police and Emergency Services is not
prepared to take action, surely the Parliament should make an attempt to adopt that role. It is
doing so by seeking the establishment of a Royal Commnission. The National Party does not
ask for a witch hunt, but for the Goverrnent to appoint a commnissioner to conduct such an
inquiry. There is nothing wrong with that request. The Government offers the alternative of
the Ombudsman acting as an honorary Royal Commidssioner.
Mr Pearce: He has all the powers.
Mr COWAN: Why is an inquiry of some form not to be held?
Mr Pearce: We will give the House an alternative way of looking at this shortly.
Mr Marlborough interjected.
Mr COWAN: I wondered how long it would be before somebody who wanted an excuse for
the lack of performance by this Goverment suggested that we should not blame the
Government, but should blame Queensland.
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Mr Marlborough: A Royal Commission was sec up in Queensland; you were the party in
Government and look how it was handiled.

Mr COWAN: The Commidssioner of Police in Queensland has been forced to retire, as he
should have been. Not only did he retire, but also the Premier retired. A Royal Commission
was set up in Queensland, findings were made and action taken. The problem is that the
Labor Party seems to think that all the things that might have happened in Queensland end at
the State boundary, and that no other Police Force has those problems. I can assure the
Government that the levels of corruption or malpractice that occur within Police Forces do
not terminate at the State boundaries.

Mr Peter Dowding: What is the evidence that it occurs in Western Australia?

Mr COWAN: Mr Speaker, I would like to deal with one interjection at a time. I do not want
to build a speech around replies to interjections; I am dealing with two from the member for
Peel, 12 from the Leader of the House, and now one from the Premier. It is impossible to
deal with them all.

The public have no confidence in the Police Force; if that was not evident before this week, it
is certainly the case now. If the Premier were to announce that he intended to conduct an
investigation into the Deputy Prem-ier for alleged malpractice, undoubtedly there would be a
massive loss of confidence in the Labor Government, if that has not already occurred. By the
same token, something must be done to clear this up. It will not be cleared up by having
people stand up, rather piously, and saying, "We have every confidence in the Commissioner
of Police." People will not be satisfied until there is some form of inquiry which can justify
his actions and completely exonerate him. Members in this place - including the Premier -
have said they do not know Mr Peters, but they think he is a wonderful fellow and has done a
good job. If that is the case, why are we having this particular investigation?

Mr Peter Dowding: Because I should not phone up the Commnissioner of Police and say, "As
far as I know, Frank Peters is a great bloke; lay off him." That is what you are inviting me to
do. You people did that in Queensland. That is the root of the problem. That is what the
member for Cortesloe - as the "longest serving Minister for Police in the world" - would do.

Mr COWAN: This is the first time I have ever seen such an excitable frontbench on that side
of the House.

Mr Peter Dowding: We are excitable because we enjoy our job.
Mr COWAN: The Premnier must have a very perverted sense of enjoyment because he cannot
be enjoying witnessing what has happened in the last 24 hours; that is, the most senior officer
in the Police Force admitting publicly that he is conducting an investigation into the second
most senior officer in the Police Farce. Not only that, but what great intelligence it was for
the Commissioner of Police to invite a journalist to win the next Walkley Award by asking
him to act as an undercover agent for the Commnissioner of Police! That indicates that the
commuissioner is operating on a very strange set of references.

Mr Peter Dowding: Another police officer did that, did he not? Get it clear.

Mr COWAN: It was alleged that he did. I hope the Premier is right.

Mr Peter Dowding: What is the allegation?

Mr COWAN: My understanding is that the commissioner wanted to have a journalist act as
an undercover agent, to tape a conversation between that journalist and the deputy
commissioner. [ can see that journalist immediately saying to himself, "I have just won the
next Walkley Award". I have no doubt that will happen. The public have had their
confidence in the Police Force completely undermined; the Government will not restore their
confidence by saying it has every confidence in the commissioner, and that the deputy
commissioner, who is being investigated, is also a good police officer.

Mr Peter Dowding: We do not say that. We say we have the Ombudsman.

Mr COWAN: That will not be good enough. Such an action deserves an inquiry.

Mr Peter Dowding. By the Ombudsman.

Mr COWAN: If the Premier wants to move that, by all means he should do so.

Mr Peter Dowding: The Ombudsman has the same power as the chairman of a Royal
Comm-ission to investigate the matter.
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Mr COWAN: We know that; let us get it into action. The Premier could easily have
convented this motion to one calling upon the Ombudsman;, be did not. lie chose to say that
the Government is satisfied that the commissioner has the confidence of the Government, the
Police Force, and the union, but does not have the confidence of the public. At the same
time, the bloke whom he is investigating has the confidence of the Govemnment, the Police
Force, and the union, but he also does not have the confidence of the public; and we are
supposed to say it will now all go away! It will not. There clearly needs to be some form of
inquiry. The Opposition suggested that it should be a commission of inquiry. We accept
that. We say also that not only should it deal with this specific issue; but also the words that
we have sought to add, tough our deputy leader, should be added, because that has a
broadening effect. It deals with the matter of morale, and the performance and conduct of the
Police Force in terms of regaining - and I use that word advisedly - the confidence of the
public. It is paramount that in a democracy we have a Police Force which is undoubtedly
able to command the respect of the public. It is very clear that a request by this Parliament
for an inquiry - whether it be a commission of inquiry or otherwise - into this matter is not a
direction of the Police Force. Nobody is being directed. A commission of inquiry, if agreed
to, will not give a direction to the Commissioner of Police in terms of his operational duties.

Mr Peter Dowding: When does one stop?

Mr COWAN: When does one start?

Mr Peter Dowding: When does one stop having inquiries into the conduct of the
Commissioner of Police? Will you have one every single time you have some concern about
the Police force? That is what you did in Queensland.

Mr COWAN: If I were the Premier I would not be so concerned about asking when are we
going to stop demanding inquiries; I would be more concerned about when are we going to
start doing something to restore the confidence of the public in the Police Force, because it
was pretty low before, but it is now at rock bottom. I would go so far as to surmuise a little. It
appears to me that there has been some degree of intensity in competition between the
commissioner and one of his deputies. It also appears to me that they are both at retirement
age. I get the impression that one was not going to retire without the other. It became very
clear to me that this internal affairs inquiry has nothing to do with corruption but has quite a
lot to do with the personal feeling that might be expressed by the Commnissioner of Police.

Mr Peter Dowding: How cart you say that? What is your evidence?

Mr COWAN: I do not have any evidence. I said I would surmise.

Mr Peter Dowding: That is a pretty outrageous thing to say when you have no evidence.

Mr COWAN: I would like someone to show me the evidence that would even suggest that
the deputy commissioner is corrupt and deserves to be investigated.

Mr Peter Dowding: No one is suggesting that he is.

Mr COWAN: I would he more inclined to think that someone is trying to get the wood on
someone else in order that both of them can leave the force at the same time.

Mr Peter Dowding: That is not true.

Mr COWAN: I hope it is not.

Mr Peter Dowding: I do not know whether it is true, but there is no evidence to suggest it.

Mr COWAN: I have just suggested it. It seems to me that this whole operation is designed
around one person's deciding that if he is going to retire, so too will the other. That is
something that makes me wonder: If the two most senior people are playing those games, the
only way we will ever get the Police Force in this State to win back the confidence of the
public is to have a commission of inquiry. It is not a direction of the Police Force in
operational matters; it is a direction to this Government that a commission of inquiry be
appointed. I do not care very much whether that is the Ombudsman. I do care about the
ternms of reference, and that the inquiry is properly conducted, and until the Premier does so
he will not make his contribution to restoring to the Police Force of Western Australia full
public confidence. I support the amendment moved by the deputy leader of the National
Party.
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MR PEARCE (Armadale - Leader of the House) (5.19 pm):- The last couple of minutes of
the Leader of the National Party's speech is a good demonstration of the reason the
Parliament ought not to be having this debate in this form, because the Leader of the National
Party at the end, on the basis of newspaper reports, made a judgment about the motives of
people based on what he admitted was no evidence at all, I put this question to the Leader of
the National Party or, indeed, to any other member of the Parliament: Suppose the
Commissioner of Police felt that a juinior or probationary constable was doing something
which was not in the best interests of the force or the people of Western Australia, or was
illegal.
Supposing he instituted an inquijry into that probationary constable. That happens from time
to time, and occasionally policemen find themselves before the courts as a result of internal
investigations into the activities of police officers. If the Conmmissioner of Police authorised
a surveillance operation on a constable in his own Police Force no-one opposite would say
boo. They would think that was part of the commnissioner's normal responsibilities. In this
case the officer involved is much more senior than a probationary constable.
Mr Trenorden: Just a little bit more senior!
Mr PEARCE: No, he is quite a bit more senior.
Mr Macinnon: Slightly senior to a constable!
Mr PEARCE: Can members opposite tell mec the rank cut-off point at which we should start
calling for Royal Conmmissions? If they are not going to call for a Royal Commission into
the commuissioner's. instituting an internal surveillance of a probationary constable but they do
want one for a deputy commissioner, where is the cut-off point? Isit. the rank of senior
inspector? If the Commissioner of Police authorises an internal surveillance of senior
inspectors should we have a Royal Commission? Members opposite are saying that the
normal processes of internal police investigations should not take place if the officer is a very
senior one; that if the officer is a very senior one we should abandon the normal processes
and have a Royal Commission called for by the Parliament. I found it very strange that the
Leader of the National Party said that in order to promote confidence in the police the
Parliament should do an extraordinary thing; that is, call for a Royal Commission into
activities of the Commissioner of Police.
Mr Lewis: Why is that extraordinary?
Mr PEARCE: Let me tell the member what "extraordinary" means. It means extra ordinary,
out of the ordinary, something that does not normnally happen. It is not a normal course of
events.
Mr Lewis: Do you think what has happened is normal for the Police Force?
Mr PEARCE: I do not know.
Mr Lewis: Is that extraordinary or not?
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Macinnon: If it happens all the time it underlines the real need for a Royal
Commnission.
Mr PEARCE: It happens all the time -

Mr Trenorden: All the time!
Several members interjected.
Mr Kierath: Now change feet!
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr PEARCE: It happens all the time that the Commissioner of Police authorises, through the
internal surveillance section, an investigation into some policeman or another.
Mr MacKinnon: Does it happen all the time that he bugs his own police officers?
Mr PEARCE: How the Commuissioner of Police goes about the surveillance is something that
we do not know because they are operational matters. However, it is not an extraordinary
event -
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Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! I would very much appreciate it if, when members interject, they
would wait until the person before them has finished so we can get some semblance of order
into the interjections, all of which, as members know, are highly disorderly.

Mr PEARCE: It is not an extraordinary event for members of the Police Force to be
investigated by the internal affairs section of the Police Force. That is the very reason it has
been set up; that is, so there will be a proper process for investigating allegations, accusations
or information that police officers may be acting in the wrong way.

Mr House: Has that been successful?

Mr PEARCE: As far as I am aware the internal investigation section of the department has
been successful.

Mr House: Was the Spike Daniels investigation successful?

Mr Peter Dowding: I probably know more about Spike Daniels' situation than most
members sitting here because I acted for him, and I can tell you now that the Liberal Party,
when in Government, gave no accountability through the Ombudsman as we have done.
That would have prevented the whole issue.

INr PEARCE: The internal affairs section of the Police Department was set up by the
commissioner for the very purpose of investigating allegations against police officers, and
that is part of the internal regulation of arny Police Force acting in a proper way. I ask
members opposite to reflect a little on what expectation they have about the way in which the
Police Force should be investigated. For newer members who were not here when the whole
debate went on about investigating complaints into the police, when this Government put up
a B ill to do those things very substantial object ions were raised by the Opposition at that time
to having an external process of investigation into complaints against police. The net
outcome of that was to establish a system whereby the Ombudsman had the capacity to be the
external investigator of complaints against police if people felt that the internal process was
insufficient.

Surely this is the proper way to go about investigating complaints against police. Firstly, it is
up to the Conmmsissioner of Police to run a clean ship in the Police Force; it is his duty and
responsibility to do that. He has a section in the Police Force set up to do precisely that,
which is responsible directly to him. However, members may feel sometimes that theme
should be a check on the commissioner in the exercise of that, in case we get the
extraordinary situation Queensland has had - although it appears to be an ordinary situation
there - where the Commissioner of Police happens to be the crooked one. What is the
process then for investigation? We have set up a clear process for that in this State and that
process is the Ombudsman, a totally independent officer with wide powers and
responsibilities who reports direct to the Parliament. So if people believe that the internal
investigation processes of the Police Department are insufficient there is another independent
external process. agreed to by the Parliament only a few years ago, for the investigation of
that.

What the Premier, the Minister for Police and Emergency Services, and the Government are
saying is that all the normal processes should be exhausted before people start raising the
matter of a Royal Comm-ission. As I understand the public statements made by the
Commrissioner of Police, the investigation he has authorised is not complete and it is
incumbent upon Opposition members to see the completion of that inquiry in the first place,
before they start making judgments about it. Normally I have a high regard for the Leader of
the National Party, but I was very disappointed indeed to hear him speculating publicly - and
there can be no more public place in which to speculate in the whole of Western Australia
than the Parliament, with the Press here and with one's speculations protected by
parliamentary privilege - about the motives of people involved in this matter in a way which
was adverse to them.

Let me put this proposition to the House, which certainly has the potential to be supported by
the evidence that is known; that is, the Commissioner of Police became aware of information
which led him to feel that an investigation was required into his deputy, a very senior officer
of the Police Force. In the normal course of the operations of that section he authorised an
investigation to establish whether those allegations were true, and that investigation is
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currently under way. One does not need to make any other assumption about the motivation
of the commissioner except that he is operating in a purely proper way. If that turned out not
to be the case there are processes for investigating that, and members opposite should ask
themselves why Mr Peters is not making approaches or complaints to the Ombudsman. If
Mr Peters does not feel aggrieved by this whole process - and I do not know whether he does
as he has taken no action; he may feel that the process he is going through is a perfectly
proper one, I do not know -

Mr Trenorden: You are speculating a little.

Mx PEARCE: I am pointing out to members that it is quite possible to draw a set of
speculations from this which assumes honourable actions by all concerned. That is all lam
seeking to do. It is very difficult to avoid the conclusion that members opposite do not want
to see the normal processes followed. I have not yet heard one cogent argument from anyone
on the other side of the House to suggest why the normal processes of investigation should
not be followed to completion.

Mr Lewis: What are the normal processes?

M'r PEARCE: Did anyone hear that? The member for Applecross asked what are the normal
processes. The Premier, the Minister for Police and Emergency Services and I have just gone
through them; but I will summarise them for him in short and simple words. When
allegations are made against police officers they are dealt with by the Commissioner of Police
and he will authorise the internal investigations section of the department to make an inquiry.

Ff somebody is aggrieved about the way in which that is working that person has the capacity
to complain to the Ombudsman who has the power equal to that of a Royal Commissioner to
make a thorough investigation of any complaint. That is the normal process and that is
currently under way.

[Questions without notice taken.]
Sitting suspended from 6.00:0o 7.30 pm

Mr PEARCE: The Premier will shortly provide the House with an opportunity to take a
substantially different view of the motion moved by the Leader of the Opposition. The
fundamental point made by the Government and me can be summarised by saying that proper
processes have been set in place by this Parliament for dealing with complaints against the
police and those processes are taking place.

It is important that the people of Western Australia have confidence in their Police Force. It
is a great pity that some members of the Opposition have seen this as an opportunity for
political gain. That is why the motion was moved in the way it was this afternoon; it involves
a bit of political point scoring. The Leader of the Opposition is prepared to put the reputation
of the Commissioner of Police and the Deputy Commnissioner of Police at stake and to
undermine public confidence in the Police Force. Hie is prepared to generally make as much
fuss about this matter as he can.

Opposition members have no evidence regarding anything to do with this matter. The
proposition advanced by the Leader of the Opposition was supported totally by his reading
from newspapers. In fact, I interjected at one stage, "Don't make a speech, just table The
West Australian." If I had added the Daily News to that it would have accounted for the
whole content of his speech. There was not one new piece of evidence or information
adduced by the Opposition in support of the extraordinary move it was seeking to take to
have a Royal Commission into the Commrissioner of Police and the Police Department over
an internal police investigation of one of its officers. However, if that is what the Opposition
wants, it needs to know something more than has appeared in the newspapers and would need
to show some reason why that Royal Commission should be appointed and why the formal
processes ought not be followed. The position taken by the Government is that the proper
processes ought to be followed.

Mr Lewis: Go on, convince yourself.

Mr PEARCE: I do not think the member for Applecross was in the House.

Mr Lewis: I was here all afternoon.
A 725 11.9
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Mr PEARCE: In 1984, when complaints against the Police Bill were dealt with, the final
compromise in relation to internal investigations was reference to the Ombudsman. That was
agreed to by all pantics and by the House as the proper way of dealing with such matters. It is
a great disappointment to me and to other Government members that because the Opposition
sniffs a bit of political advantage in this matter, and because its performance has been so poor
in the House and in the State in recent weeks, it is prepared to sacrifice anybody. I do not
think members opposite realise how important a level of confidence in the integrity of the
Police Force is for the proper operation of our society. The Western Australia Police Force is
not a Queensland style Police Force where the Police Commissioner is appointed personally
by the Premier in order to advance a whole range of strange things which are going on in the
State.
Mr Cowan: Who appointed the last one?

Mr PEARCE: Cabinet.

Mr Cowan: On whose recommendation?

Mr PEARCE: The Minister for Police and Emergency Services.

Mr Cowan: What grounds have you for claiming that Cabinet did not appoint the
Commissioner of Police at that time?

Mr PEARCE: It has been widely reported.

Mr Cowan: The Leader of the House just criticised us for quoting from newspapers, so he
should not do the same thing.

Mr PEARCE: The basis of this belief is that the Fitzgerald inquiry determined that Mr Lewis
had become Commissioner of Police because of his association with the former Queensland
Premier when he was a police inspector in the Premier's electorate. Mr Bull has not been an
inspector in this Premier's electorate. If the Leader of the National Party wishes to argue
with the Fitzgerald inquiry that is a matter for him. I am surprised he is game to raise his
head on the Queensland issue because not two years ago he was promoting the former
Queensland Premier to be Prime Minister of Australia.
Mr Cowan: No,.1 was not.

Mr PEARCE: The Leader of the National Party was. This State had almost the only group
outside of Queensland pushing "Joh for PM". The Leader of the National Party has bad
political judgment because he picked a cart with no wheels, and not much of a horse either.
We have a proper system for dealing with these matters in Western Australia and that system
is currently being followed. There will be a result from the current investigation and at that
time it might be germane for members of the Parliament or the public to reach conclusions
about what has occurred. It is not proper to seek to interfere with the proper process for
political gains.

MR MacKINNON (Jandakot - Leader of the Opposition) [7.40 pm]: The Liberal
Opposition has not had the opportunity to put its point of view with respect to the amendment
moved by the deputy leader of the National Party. Let me say where we are after three hours
of debate. Firstly, we have heard no explanation of why, in the words of the Leader of the
House, the most extraordinary action ever undertaken by a Commissioner of Police in any
State of Australia was undertaken. All we had from the Premier was his typical approach:
Ignore the issue; attack the man. He continues to attack the member for Cottesloe
unmercifully, wrongly, and without foundation on the basis that he somehow or other gave
political direction when he was the Minister. The challenge for the Leader of the House and
for the Government is this: Have the Royal Commnission; include in its terms of reference, if
they want to, an examination of past times and the political directions of those
commnissioners. Bring them to the Royal Commission and let us test the validity of that
statement, because it is just not true, and the Leader of the House knows it.
A motherhood statement has been foreshadowed. In other words, this Government will avoid
the issue yet again by trying to avoid voting on a motion which the Government knows is a
proper course of action. It is avoiding the issue. Avoiding the issue will not make the
problem go away. The Leader of the National Party hit the nail right on the head, as did my
colleague, the member for Applecross. If the Ombudsman has all those powers, why did the
Commissioner of Police not go to him with his complaint about the deputy commissioner?
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Mr Pearce: Because he does not have to. His job is to investigate complaints.

Mr MacKINNON: It is all right for the commissioner not to go to the Ombudsman because
he does not have to, but the deputy commnissioner has to. The Leader of the House cannot
have it both ways.

Mr Pearce: Rubbish!

Mr MacKINNON: If that is the proper course of action, why has it not been followed?
Mr Pearce: The proper course of action is being followed.

Mr MacKINNON: The commissioner did not see it as a proper course of action. As the
Leader of the National Party said, the proper course of action is for an independent Royal
Commission to ascertain once and for all what has happened and to get rid of this hint - not
the hint, the fact now - that there is a great deal of public concern and lack of confidence in
the Police Force and a lack of confidence and a lowering of morale within the Police Force
itself. That is undoubtedly the case.

The Opposition will be happy to support the amendment moved by the deputy leader of the
National Party. Let me give a very good reason why that should be. The reason comes from
none other than the Minister for Police and Emergency Services and the Commnissioner of
Police. I quote from The Australian for today. The Minister, who is now absent, said this -

The revelations by Mr Bull yesterday have sent a shockwave through the State's
force, and brought a sharp warning from the Minister for Police, Mr Taylor, that the
admissions could create a crisis in public confidence.

Those were the words of the Minister. He was 100 per cent right when he said that. The
crisis of confidence is there. Mr Bull is reported as follows -

"I am not suggesting the investigation revolves around corruption within the State's
police force - it is just one of the roles of the internal affairs unit," Mr Bull said.
"It is unfortunate the matter has been made public. I did not intend it to be made
public. ... it has done untold damage to the police force in this State."

Those are the words of the commissioner;, they are not mine or anybody else's, but the words
of the Commnissioner of Police of Westemn Australia. This Parliament has a responsibility to
ensure that that reputation which has been so severely damaged by these affairs is quickly
restored, repaired and rejuvenated. The action we are taking as a result of this motion and the
amendment moved by the deputy leader of the National Party is undoubtedly the right way to
go. Whatever smart alec stunts the Government tries in an effort to turn this motion back on
the Opposition will not alter the facts. The issue will not go away. I gave a commitment
earlier that we will not go away. This matter is important.

It seems strange that we first heard about this matter a couple of days ago. Mr Bull said
tonight in "The 7.30 Report" that this investigation has been going on for five months.
Perhaps the Minister could let us know when this operational matter is likely to be concluded.

Mr Taylor: I do not run the operation; you well know that.

Mr MacKINNON. I did not say the Minister did. I never have said that. However, I would
be interested to know whether the Minister has been told when it will be concluded.

Several members interjected.

Mr MacKINNON: I do not know why he is Minister for Police and Emergency Services; he
does not know anything and he does not do anything. The Minister looks sick, sorry and sad,
and so he should, because any aspirations he had to be the next king have blown out the
window as a result of this affair. We should be looking to the Minister for Education - that
lady who threatened to resign; she is now in the hot seat. She has passed the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services very rapidly. Goodbye Minister!

We support the amendment moved by the deputy leader of the National Party, for all the
reasons I have indicated, and I urge all members of this House to do likewise.

Amendment put and a division taken with the following result -
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Ayes (23)
Mr Ainsworth Mr Hassell Mr Mensaros Mr Trenorden
Mr Bradshaw Mr House Mr Minson Mr Fred Tubby
Mr Clarko Mr Kierath Mr Nicholls Dr Turnbull
Mr Court Mr Lewis Mr Omodei Mr Wiese
Mr Cowan Mr Macinnon Mr Suickland Mr Blaikie (Teller)
Mr Grayden Mr McNee Mr Thompson

Noes (26)
Dr Alexander My Peter Dowding Mr Parker Mr Troy
Mrs Beggs Dr Gallop Mr Peanv Mrs Watkins
Mr Bridge Mr Graham Mr Read Dr Waton
Mr Canr Mr Grill Mr Ripper Mr Wilson
Mr Catania Dr Lawrence Mr D.L Smith Mrs Buchanan (Teller)
Mr Cunningham Mr Leahy Mr P.1. Smith
Mr Donovan Mr Marlboroughi Mr Taylor

pairs
Ayes Noes

Mrs Edwardes Mr Thomas
Mr Shave Mrs Henderson
Mr Watt Mr Kobelke

Amendment thus negatived.

Debate (on motion) Resumed
MR PETER DOWDING (Maylands - Premier) [7.51 pm]: I wish to move an amendment
that all words after "That" be deleted and in lieu thereof the following words be inserted, "this
House -

An Opposition member: Itris an absolute disgrace.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr PETER DOWDING: It is a bit pre-emptive to say it is a disgrace when I have not yet
moved the amendment.

Mr Kierath: You should have been watching "The 7.30 Report" tonight.

Mr PETER DOWDING. I did watch it, and it was very interesting. It reinforced the views
expressed - and incidentally, Mr Speaker, the views expressed by Frank Peters, who said, 'I
call on Mr Bull to give his information to the Ombudsman." He made no request for a Royal
Commission and gave no support for the Opposition's outrageous attack on the Police Force.
It was a simple statement from someone who is a key focus of the discussion that what ought
to happen is that the matter ought to go to the Ombudsman.

Points of Order
Mr WATT: With the defeat of the amendment, the debate has now resumed on the
substantive motion. The Premier has already spoken in the debate, yet he is now -

Mr Peter Dowding: I spoke to the amendment.

Mr WATT: The Premier spoke to the motion.

Mr Kieradi: You definitely spoke to the motion.

Mr Taylor: He still has 20 minutes under Standing Orders.

The SPEAKER: Order! The member is taking a point of order with me and there should be
no interjections.

Mr WAIT: I think I am entitled to raise this matter. I understood that the Premnier spoke to
the motion but if he spoke to the amendment I am happy.

The SPEAKER: Order! I am not convinced that it is correct that the Premier spoke to the
amendment. Our records indicate chat he spoke to the main motion.
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Mr PETER DOWDING: On the same point of order, Mr Speaker -

The SPEAKER: Order! If people are not happy with what I have said when I have said it
and have sat down -

Opposition members: We are happy!

The SPEAKER: I am thrilled to bits that members are happy because, notwithstanding that
the Premier has spoken to the main moion, I believe that under Standing Orders he is entitled
to move this amendment.

Mr PETER DOWDING: As a matter of clarification I remind the Chair that in fact I rose to
discuss the issue of whether I was speaking to the main motion and I was constrained by the
circumstances at the time to speak only to the amendment. I raised the question of a desire to
discuss matters and my time was accordingly limited.

The SPEAKER: Exactly - the Premier is perfectly correct. Notwithstanding that, he can still
do it.

Debate Resumed
Mr PETER DOWDING: Thank you, Mr Speaker. I want to tell members opposite that
although there is a sort of theatre in this place - a joviality spiced with a certain nascent
hatred - the prime object of the discussion -

Point of Order

Mr BLAIKIE: If a member is to speak as the Premier is doing, bearing in mind that he has
already spoken to the motion -

The SPEAKER: No, he has not. I was incorrectly advised. He has not spoken to the motion.

Mr BLAIE: Having spoken to the amendment, then, if the Premier is to speak again I
understand he must move his amendment so that he can speak to the amendment. However,
he has not yet done that.

The SPEAKER: No, let us get this perfectly clear. We had a slight misunderstanding. We
thought that the Premier may have spoken previously on the main motion. It is quite clear
now that he did not and his time was restricted accordingly, as the Premier kindly pointed
out. I now remember it distinctly. The Premier has not spoken to the main motion and he
may speak on that now and may move an amendment if he wishes.

Debate Resumed

Mr PETER DOWDING: What an extraordinary thing! Members opposite feed what has
been identified as one of my dangers; that is, my ego. They did not complain when the
Leader of the Opposition rose for the second time, knowing that he has a third opportunity,
but for some reason they become absolutely knicker twisted about my speaking again.
Members opposite should take it easy.

While we have a sort of bellicose jollity in this House, what we do and say has an impact well
beyond the theatre of this place, and it is unfortunate that the Leader of the Opposition simply
cannot control some of the pretenders to the throne - he simply cannot control the member for
Contesloe. The deep division in attitude over this issue between the two of them is
highlighted by the fact that the Leader of the Opposition has expressed confidence in the
Commnissioner of Police but the member for Conesloe falls short of doing so.

What is it that one of the main players - a person whom I described as a very decent and
honourable bloke, as far as I know - has said? What has he said is the appropriate outcome of
the current unfortunate situation? His answer was something that none of the members
opposite had even bothered to research. They were not prepared to do a modicum of research
to reveal to themselves before they came here that the Labor Government had established a
measure of accountability for the Commnissioner of Police and the Police Force generally by
establishing the power of the Ombudsman to inquire into the conduct of the Police Force,
individual police officers and the administration of the force. The great divide on the other
side, the foot-in-mouths who cannot get it right despite their efforts to do so, did not have
enough sense to ensure they did some research before they came in here to slag the name of
the Commissioner of Police and to try to reinforce the view that a few people might have that
there are some problems within the Police Force.
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That view is not one expressed widely in the community but one to which the Opposition has
not only paid credence but also tried to expand dramatically. It did not check to see what is
already in place to determine that the accountability of police officers, and the Police Force
generally, is assured for the public.

Members opposite did not even know before the dinner adjournment that the Ombudsman
has the jurisdiction and the powers, with one exception, of a chairman of a Royal
Commnission. They did not bother to check before coining in here to make slanderous
allegations in order to attack the Police Force. Why is that? It is because members opposite
do not care.

Members opposite did not check before alleging that the Government had misled the
community about the McCusker inquiry. The Opposition did not care when it alleged that
the Attorney General had interfered with the terms of reference of that inquiry. It did not care
when it alleged that the South Australian Government had a share in PICL or when it went
public to allege that the Labor Party had a deal with private hospitals. The Opposition did not
care when it made allegations about the Louis Allen collection of Aboriginal artefacts, and
was proved wrong. It did not care when the Deputy Leader of the Opposition deliberately
misled the public about the WADC Sentosa development, or when it improperly denied its
relationship with Bond Corporation. Members opposite did not care when they made
slanderous and unfair allegations about the Minister for Economic Development and Trade
and Chequecard. They did not care when they misled the community generally about the
Liberal Party involvement in the Save Our State campaign, which is a Liberal Party front.

I invite members opposite to look at the advertisement which appeared around the traps today
which was inserted and authorised by Bevan Lawrence and printed by the Liberal Party.
Members opposite do not care about the truth; they do not bother to justify the outrageous
assertions they make. They do not have the common decency to inquire whether there is an
outcome to a situation lie this, other than a formal dumping on the Commissioner of Police
and on the Police Force generally and to make a demand for a Royal Commission. What
would members opposite say to the senior echelons of the WA Police Force which have put
out a statement today?

Mr Bradshaw: That statement means nothing.

Mr PETER DOWDING: What do members opposite say to senior members of the Police
Force, to the deputy commissioner and five assistant commissioners, and to the 12
superintendents who expressed their support for the Commissioner of Police today? What do
members opposite say to the Police Union? Members opposite are saying they have no
confidence in those officers' judgment because they have not bothered doing the simplest
resarch. Members opposite have not been bothered to make the simplest inquiry about the
accountability mechanism established by the Labor Government in respect of the Police
Force of Western Australia?

The Opposition did not bother, and that is absolutely consistent with its behaviour when in
Government. I remember that well because I was working with Spike Daniels at the time.
The Liberal Party in Government not only did not establish a mechanism through which
members of the Police Force and members of the public could complain about the conduct of
police officers, but also it resisted any form of inquiry until it was obviously clear that there
was no alternative. Even at the end of the Royal Commission, that Government did not
establish a mechanism by which those matters of complaint could be addressed in the fuiture.
The Opposition in Government had absolutely no commitment to accountability; it did
nothing to ensure that the public could have confidence in the Western Australia Police
Force.

Mr Kierath: We did not bug offices.

Mr PETER DOWDING: Yes, the former Government did. Spike Daniels' office was
bugged his telephone was bugged. The Opposition in Government did that. What else did it
do to ensure accountability?

Mr Watt: Was that with the Minister's approval?

Mr PETER DOWDING: Yes.

Mr Watt: Where is the evidence?
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Mr PETER DOWDING: We had it at the time, in 1975. What did the Opposition do?
Mr Clarko: Produce the evidence!

Mr PETER DOWDING: From 1975 to 1985 there was no mechanism for accountability in
this State.

Mr Clarko: Produce the evidence.

Mr PETER DOWD[NG. Which Government provided the accountability?

Mr Clarko: Nobody believes you. It is a future we cannot believe in

Mr PETER DOWDING: Members opposite have nowhere to go. They were discredited in
office and they are discredited in Opposition.

Something [ have to say speaks highly in favour of Frank Peters. On Channel 10 tonight he
called on Mr Bull to give infonmation to the Ombudsman. Frank Peters has every right under
a Labor Government and not under a Liberal Government to do that. lHe has every right to
have these matters tested and examined.

Mr Bradshaw: It never happened under our Government.

Mr PETER DOWDING: It did. The member is wrong. From my own knowledge, he is
wrong.
Mr Clarko: Nobody believes you! Produce the evidence. The Premier has made the claim;
he should back it up tomorrow with some evidence.

Mr PETER DOWDING: I have to tell the bloated member who obviously enjoyed an
excellent dinner that in fact the case is all set out.

Mr Clarko: Produce the evidence!

Mr PETER DOWDING: It is set out in a document collected in 1975. It is not a matter of
my producing it; it is there. It is also clear from the Royal Commissioner's report about the
way in which Spike Daniels was treated. But that is all behind us. What is important about
these young whippersnappers. the new entrants into the political arena whose interest in
politics is almost as recent as their endorsement, is that their knowledge does not extend to a
recollection of the events post-1976. If it did they would know that from 1976 until 1983 a
Liberal Government with a majority in the lower House and the upper House brought in no
legislative mechanism for independent review of these manters.

Mr Kierath: It was probably because we did not need to.

Mr PETER DOWDING: I do not want to delay the House. I am sorry for enjoying that
moment. Those who have been involved in politics for a long time, either in the House or in
general politics, such as Ernie Bridge and myself, go back a long way.

The Opposition got into the Police Force and used it politically; it got into the electoral
system and used it politically; it got into the Electoral Commissioner to operate politically; it
tried to stop people voting; it actually interfered with electoral laws; it tried to stop people
enrolling for elections; when they enrolled, it tried to stop them casting their votes. It now
has the temerity to tell us, after we have been in office since 1983 and set up the Financial
Administration and Audit Act, increased the Auditor General's powers, extended, by
amendment, the Ombudsman's powers, and, for the first time in this State, set up the process
for electoral laws to be decided not by Cabinet, but by an independent Electoral Commission.
that we are not concerned about democracy or accountability. Only members opposite with
short memories and very little political involvement could have the temerity to believe that.
in any democratic terns, the Opposition is an international disgrace.

Mr Court: You are the leader of the Government and this matter is involved with the process
of government.

Mr PETER DOWDING: The Deputy Leader of the Opposition was wet behind the ears
when his party -

Mr Macinnon: You are on a slippery slide, my friend.

The SPEAKER: Order! Interjections in this debate will lend tremendously to it. However,
that will occur only if they can be heard and at a time when whoever is on his feet pauses for
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a breath. To actually shout over the person speaking and, if the interjector cannot be heard,
have one's neighbour shout a bit louder so that that might help is making it very difficult for
the people at this end of the Chamber who want to hear what is going on.
Mr PETER DOWDING: I want to tell Opposition members, so many of whom were not in
this place at the time, what its spokesman said on the issue.
Opposition members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! I thought I was being fairly tolerant until I made that statement. I
think it is grossly unfair and quite improper for members to ignore me and continue to
interject, one after the other. I do not want to take action and stop members from interjecting,
but!I will if they persist in that maniner.

Mr PETER DOWDING: The Opposition spokesman at the time referred to our efforts to
introduce the sort of accountability provisions that now exist. He said -

The day that we place in jeopardy the upholding of law and order in our commnunity,
we will move towards destroying the family and the social structure which we have
inherited and enjoyed and for which past generations have sacrificed lives to
establish.

Legislators who legislate to weaken the ability of the Police Force and so reduce its
members' morale and competence should be condemned.

That appears at page 3252 of H-fansard, Wednesday, 31 October 1984. That is the Liberal
Party's view on our legislation on the subject. We should agree to the amendment which I
now propose to move.

Amendment to Motion

Mr PETER DOWDING: I move -

To delete all words after "That" with a view to substituting the following -

This House -

(1) expresses its continued confidence in the Commissioner of Police;

(2) believes operational matters of the Police Force are matters for the
Commnissioner;

(3) notes that the ombudsman and the Commission on Corruption have
powers to investigate complaints about and or by police officers and
the administration of the Police Force, and

(4) expresses its desire that the Police Commissioner complete the current
investigation as soon as is consistent with proper practice.

That is a mechanism for this House to discuss these matters. That is a way of ensuring that
political proprieties are observed, proprieties which frankly the member for Cottesloe and
previous Opposition Ministers for Police were so willing to forget.

M vR TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie - Minister for Police and Emergency Services) [8.15 pm]: I
support the amendment which gets to the very heart of the matter. As the Premier said, all
too often the Opposition comes in here and seeks to blacken the names of people who do not
have a right to respond. Of all of the people whose names have been blackened by the
Opposition over the past few years, the Commissioner of Police has the least ability to
respond to the Opposition. His office is an independent office. It is not up to him to respond
in one way or another to the issues raised by this Opposition about his association with
political issues.

It is absolutely critical that the Opposition give the Commissioner of Police a fair go and that
is what the amendment seeks to do. It would be a great shame if, for the first time in the
history of this State, the Opposition saw fit to vote against an amendment that expresses its
continued confidence in the Commuissioner of Police. In fact, it would be unbelievable if the
Opposition did that. As the Premier said, the Opposition is hell bent on calling for inquiries
into this and Royal Commissions into that. I am certain that, if the Opposition thought it
could make political gain out of it, it would call for an inquiry into how many candles would
be on my daughter's sixth birthday cake. The Opposition does not care about people.
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Mr Court: What a stupid thing to say.

Mr Watt: That is not true.

Mr TAYLOR: The member can say that. If he votes against the amendment he will be
saying that he does not have confidence in the Comm-issioner of Police. He should make that
decision here tonight.

Mr Wart: You are twisting what I just said. You said people on this side do not care about
ocher people. I am telling you that that is not true.
Mr TAYLOR: The member for Albany and I have got on well over a long period. H-e should
tell the Leader of the Opposition to get out of the gutter and stop trying to blacken the names
of people who do not have an opportunity to respond on this issue.

Mr Want: Do not accuse me of not caring for people.

Mr TAYLOR: The member should change his mind in relation to this matter because those
people do not have an opportunity -

Mr Bradshaw interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the member for Wellington specifically to be very careful
about the way he interjects for the balance of the debate.

Mr Pearce: Abstention would be a good policy for the member..
Mr TAYLOR: It would have been a good policy for people associated with the member in
years gone by.
The points set out in the amendment are quite proper. They suggest, first, that the House
should express its confidence in the Commissioner of Police. As I said, these matters are
operational matters for decision by the Commissioner of Police and are not matters in which
politicians should get involved as is the attitude of the Opposition. The Opposition would
become involved in these matters and seek to run them. As Minister for Police and
Emergency Services in this State I am not prepared to run these sorts of matters; they
properly reside with the Commissioner of Police in Western Australia. I heard the memnber
for Riverton ask what I intended to do about the bugs. Does he suggest that the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services in this State should make decisions about where listening
devices are or are not used? For example, if one of my friends or relatives was in trouble
with the police and it became apparent that listening devices were necessary and appropriate
to follow that investigation, does the member for Riverton suggest that I should tell the
commrissioner, "Fair go, I know that bloke"?

Mr Kierath: No.

Mr TAYLOR: The member for Riverton cannot have it both ways.

Mr Bradshaw: That goes for the Commissioner of Police as weUl.

Mr TAYLOR: No it does not because he has the ability under the provisions of the Listening
Devices Act to make these decisions.

Mr MacKinnon: So do a lot of other people.

Mr TAYLOR: Members opposite do not know what the situation is. If the Commissioner of
Police makes those decisions, it is not for me to tell him he must change his mind and adopt a
different method. If that is his decision in relation to operational matters, I will support him
in that decision. I will quite properly await the decision and the recommendations with
regard to this matter.

As Minister for Police and Emergency Services I also support telephone interception in
Western Australia. I have made that quite clear because I believe that, if it is necessary in the
pursuit of criminals in Western Australia or to put the drug barons and others behind bars, we
should use the legal methods available to the police. That is exactly what the commissioner
should be doing.

I refer to a comment by the Deputy Leader of the National Party that the Ombudsman could
pursue these types of issues. To give the Deputy Leader of the National Party some credit, he
is 10 paces ahead of the Leader of the Opposition in that he researched this matter and knew
what avenues were available. This avenue is available to the officer under
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investigation and, judging from comments he made later today, it seems he will choose to use
that opportunity. If that is the case, it is a proper, legal, and appropriate avenue to pursue in a
matter such as this.

The last paragraph of the amendment moved by the Premier states that the Government
expresses its desire that the Commissioner of Police complete the current investigation as
soon as is consistent with proper practice. That is exactly what he should do.

Mr Watt: He said on television tonight that it had been going on for five months. How long
will it take?

Mr TAYLOR: I do not put time lines on these matters. If I put time lines on these types of
issues, once again I would be interfering with the operational perspective of the
Commissioner of Police.

Mr Kierath: Do you condone the use of bugging devices for trivial offences?

Mr TAYLOR: Perhaps the member for Riverton can tell me the nature of the trivial offences
to which he refers.

Mr Kierath: The commissioner said that the investigation was not for dishonesty or
corruption.

Mr TAYLOR: The member for Riverton, having not been associated with this matter, and
having no knowledge of it whatsoever, tells me that the Peters case involves a trivial offence.
Is the member for Riverton sitting in judgment in that sense? He would do better to wait far
the advice of the Commissioner of Police, because that is the proper course to take. The
amendment moved by the Premier should be accepted by members on both sides of the
House because it is the way this issue should be approached, and the way 1, as Minister for
Police and Emergency Services and a member of this Government, will continue to approach
the issue. I support the amendment before the House because it is the right thing to do.

MR MacKINNON (Jandakot - L~eader of the Opposition) [8.25 pm]: There is absolutely no
way that the Opposition will support a motion that flies in the face Of reality. The reality is
firstly, that in the words of the Minister for Police and Emergency Services, who has just
resumed his seat, there is at the moment a cnisis of confidence within his Police Force and
with the public. Secondly, the Minister is running away from an inquiry that would have
achieved certain things: Because of its nature, status and power it would have revealed the
facts and assured the people of Western Australia that whatever is going on in the Police
Force, this Parliament and this Government are prepared to act to ensure that the truth
emerges. Also, the Minister is running away from the fact that he will no longer be under
investigation. The amendment foreshadowed by the Premier ensures that the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services will not be required to answer any questions.

Mr Taylor: Why should I be?

Mr MacKINNON: Because the Ombudsman does not have power. How do we know what
has gone on in this whole affair? Who advised -

The SPEAKER: Order! I would take some convincing that this is the proper debate in which
to imply some improper practice has been embarked upon by the Minister for Police and
Emergency Services. I am not convinced that the Leader of the Opposition is using a proper
medium for that argument, and unless he can convince me otherwise fairly quickly, he should
move on to another subject.

Mr MacKIhJNON: Whatever the actions of the Minister for Police and Emergency Services,
they will no longer be under scrutiny. If the amendment succeeds that will be the result. The
Minister's actions can no longer be questioned.

Also the amendment will do nothing about the future and about putting in place
recommendations on how these matters should be addressed in future. Only a few people in
Western Australia believe the matter has been handled correctly to date, in the absence of any
explanation to the contrary. Those few who may believe it has been handled correctly are
sitting on the Government side of the House. The amendment contains no recommendations
for the future, and no examination of the amendment moved by the Deputy Leader of the
National Party with regard to the morale of the Police Force and matters associated therewith.
It is a very narrow amendment that does little to get to the root cause
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of a massive problem - the crisis of confidence faced by the Police Farce as a consequence of
these affairs, and this Governiment's failure to adopt what is without doubt the proper course
of action.

I will have no part in the amendment, which desecrates the motion, together with the
amendment moved by the National Party, which was certainly the right and proper course of
action. The amended motion would have assured the public that the truth would he
uncovered, and whoever was right or wrong in this affair would have his position protected,
the right to put his case forward and, above all, the right to clear his name. Of course, the
Minister and his actions would also be under scrutiny, and that was the reason for the motion.
The Minister for Police and Emergency Services is running away from this issue and he
knows it.

MR HASSELL (Cottesloe) [8.30 pm]: This afternoon the Opposition, supported by the
National Party, moved for the appointment of a Royal Commission to investigate the
extraordinary events of the Western Australia Police Force which have taken place over some
months. It is clear that the Government, using its numbers - and to protect the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services from parliamentary scrutiny - is seeking to reject completely
the proposition that there be an independent and open inquiry. Whatever else happens in this
debate, and whatever may be agreed to, the basic position of the Liberal Party remains that
there needs to be an independent public inquiry and any alternative is only second best.

The Government will delete these words using its numbers and we will then have the
Minister's amendment before us. The National Party will move an amendment to the
amendment that we have discussed and agreed with, but I make clear that that amendment to
the amendment only arises because the Government rejects the notion of an independent
inquiry.

Mr Pearce: No, we do not. We are encompassing it through the proper process, the
Ombudsman.

Mr HASSELL: That is not so, because the Ombudsman cannot investigate the role of the
Minister he cannot even question the Minister. The Act is quite clear that the Ombudsman
cannot intervene in any matter where the Minister has made a decision. The Ombudsman's
powers stop at the level of administration and do not rise in any circumstances to the level of
the Minister or the Government.

Mr Pearce: There is no question of that.

Mr HASSELL: The Leader of the House should not keep interjecting. I will tell him what is
the basic principle of this case.

Mr Pearce: I will tell you the basic principle of natural justice.

The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the House will cease interjecting.

Mr HASSELL: I remind members opposite and the Minister in particular that the
Commissioner of Police and Mr Peters were both appointed by the Government. They are
not simply down-the-line appointments made by the Commissioner of Police. The Cabinet
has to deal with Mr Peters. If anything happens to him neither the Ombudsman nor the
Commissioner of Police can deal with it, Cabinet is responsible; in other words, the
Government is responsible in this matter.

The Government seeks to walk away from its responsibility. I did not hear Mr Peters on
television tonight, but whatever he says alters not one whit what has been said today from our
perspective because responsibility for what has happened over several months is a
responsibility for which the commissioner is answerable to Parliament through the Minister.
The Minister is seeking to avoid that responsibility.

My position in relation to the motion that the Minister will move is clear: I will not support
any motion which says we have confidence in the Commrissioner of Police. I find it
extremely difficult to give unequivocal support to a motion which expresses continued
confidence in the Commnissioner of Police in the absence of an explanation of his
extraordinary conduct, which is what we have been seeking since the House sat at 2.15 this
afternoon. He has admitted that he put his deputy under police surveillance using electronic
bugging devices and caused his deputy to be followed. He said, equally, that his deputy is
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not under investigation for corruption or dishonesty. In the absence of that explanation there
is a cloud over the commuissioner.I

This is not a matter of no confidence but one of proper questioning about what has occurred.
Just as there is a cloud over Wr Peters in the absence of an explanation, until explanations are
given to the public there can be no escape from the proposition that there must be an
independent inquiry. I support the proposition that operational mailers related to the Police
Force are ones for the Commnissioner of Police. This is not an operational matter but one
relating to the apparent integrity of a policeman who is a heartbeat away from the position of
Commissioner of Police - he is the second most important policeman in the State.

Mr Taylor: The third.

Mr HASSELL: Very well, he is the third most important policeman in this State. This is not
a routine or general operational matter in any accepted sense. We can certainly note that the
Ombudsman and Commission on Corruption have powers to investigate, but the Government
ought to know that the Commission on Corruption has no power to investigate so the motion
is inaccurate to that extent. However, the Ombudsman has power to overview complaints
about and or by police officers and the administration of the Police Force. That
Ombudsman's power is fundamentally directed to his exercising an overview of police
investigations of complaints against police made by the public. That is the primary function
6f the Ombudsman's power. That is not the appropriate way to deal with this problem.
We ame asked to express a desire that the Commissioner of Police complete the current
investigation as soon as consistent with proper practice. The commissioner may wish to
complete the investigation, and I do not believe Parliament should try to stop himi doing so,
but what has been put on the public record in the past two days necessarily demands that
more be done than simply the Commissioner of Police proceeding as if he were investigating
a petty theft.

The Commissioner of Police is not investigating a petty theft but is investigating the third
most powerful police officer in this State for reasons totally unexplained and in
circumstances where he has said that the one reason which would justify the measures he has
taken - namely, the suspicion of corruption - does not apply. We still need to hear from the
Minister the justification for the commissioner doing the extraordinary things he is doing. On
all counts this motion is inadequate, is a cop out by the Government from its responsibilities
and is the Government's way of trying to shore up a position which cannot be shored up.
It may be that as we continue this discussion in the light of the amendment to be moved by
the National Party in consultation with ourselves we will agree upon an amended form of the
motion from this side of the House, but it will still fail to satisfy the fundamental
requirements that this whole issue be properly and independently investigated.
The Government will have its victory on the numbers in this House tonight, but that will not
solve the problem. In a very real sense the Opposition can afford to relax. We warned the
Government about Rothwells, about the petrochemical project, and about all these other
shonky deals the Government got up to.

It does not mailer what it does, using its numbers in the House, if the position the
Government adopts lacks logic, if it lacks veracity and if it lacks the principle which gives it
credibility in the public arena, at the end of the day the Government will pay the price. Let it
be very clearly placed on the record tonight that the Government might win as a result of its
numbers, it might stop an independent public inquiry, but it will not stop the need for an
independent public inquiry, which is a very real need.

The SPEAKER: The question is that all the words after "that" be deleted. Those who are of
that opinion will say aye.

Mr Court: What an absolute disgrace; you have your own amendment and you do not even
vote on it!

The SPEAKER: Order! I shall put the motion again. The question is that all the words after
"that" be deleted.

Amendment (words to be deleted) put and a division taken with the following result -
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Ayes (26)
Dr Alexander Mi Pter Dowdintg Mr Parker Mr Troy
Mrs Beggs Dr Gallop Mr Pearce Mn Watkins
Mr Bridge Mr Graham Mr Read Dr Watson
Mr Carr Mi Gtiu Mr Ripper Mr Wilson
Mr Catania Dr Lawrence Mr D.L Smith Mrs Buchanan (Teller)
Mr Cunningham Mr Leahy Mr Pi. Smith
Mr Donovan Mr Marlborough Mr Taylor

Noes (2 1)
Mr Ainsworth Mr Hassell Mr Minson Mr Wat
Mr Bmadshaw Mr House Mr NichoUs Mr Wie
Mr Clarko Mr Kiersth Mr Strickland Mr Blaikie (Teller)
Mr Court Mr Lewis Mr Trenorden
Mr Cowan Mr Maclinnon Mr Fred Tubby
Mr Grayden Mr Mensaros Dr Tumnbul

pairs
Ayes Noes

Mr Thomas Mns Edwardes
Mrs Henderson Mr Shave
Mr KobeLke Mr Omodei
Mr Gordon Hill Mr McNee

Amendment thus passed.

MR PETER DOWDING (Maylands - Premier) [8.46 pm]: I move -

To delete all words after "That" with a view to substituting the following -

This House -

(1) expresses its continued confidence in the Commissioner of Police;

(2) believes operational matters of the Police Force are matters for the
Commnissioner;

(3) notes that the ombudsman and t.'he Commnission on Corruptibn have
powers to investigate complaints about and or by police officers and
the admintistration of the Police Force, and

(4) expresses its desire that the Police Commissioner complete the current
investigation as soon as is consistent with proper practice.

Amendment on the Amendment

MR HOUSE (Stirling) [8.47 pm]: I move -

To insert after "Force' in paragraph (3) of the amendment moved by the Premier the
following -

and further in accordance with section 15(1) of the Parliamentary
Commissioner Act 1971 this House refers the matter of the current
investigation involving Deputy Commissioner Peters to the Parliamentary
Commaissioner for his investigation and report

The debate today has been a very interesting one. Many points have been raised on both
sides of the House, but one thing which has become very clear is that the majority of
members believe that we have a situation between the Commnissioner of Police and his deputy
which is very unsatisfactory. We all agree that an independent investigation of that matter is
needed so that die confidence of the public in the Police Force can be restored. It is
absolutely imperative that this Parliament show a lead, and members of this Parliament show
leadership by being prepared to accept and institute an independent investigation by the
Parliamentary Commissioner. He is the right and proper person to do it. He has the
authority, and he is an independent person. It is evident after this debate today, and the
discussion which has taken place, that there is a certain amount of agreement between
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members on both sides of this Parliamneni. This amendment will provide a solution to a fairly
complex problem. It will enable that problem to be solved and perm-it the Police Force to get
on with its job of administering the law in this State and restoring the confidence of the
people of this State in the commnissioner, in his deputies and in the Police Force in general. I
urge members to support this amendment.

MR MacK INNON (Jandakot - Leader of the Opposition) [8.49 pm]: I am happy to second
the amendment moved by the deputy leader of the National Party, and to support it.

Mr Peter Dowding: You are a two faced disgrace! Having heard what the member for
Corresloe has said, the Opposition is very two faced.

Mr MacKINNON: The pressure must be gettig to the Premier. Probably what we read in
The West Australian last week is true. The West Australian of 11I November carried an article
which read in part as follows -

Some senior colleagues Fundiy believe that leadership of the party has significantly
changed Dowding because he is unsuited to dealing with the amount of power and the
lack of checks and balances that are part of being Premier.

Mr Pearce: There is no truth in that at all. The Premier has unequivocal support from all his
front bench colleagues.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! We would make more progress if we talked about the matter before
us and ignored those sorts of statements.

Mr MacKINNON: There is no doubt that the statement in The West Australian is probably
true. We are pleased to support the motion moved by the Deputy Leader of the National
Party but I reiterate that if this amendment to the motion is accepted by the Government, it
would have our support, but it would be second best. The Liberal Parry still believes that the
motion as it was originally moved, which, would have allowed an independent Royal
Commission to examine far wider terms of reference and matters including the involvement
of the Minister in this affair, would have been the preferred course of action. Given the
nature of debate and the numbers in this House, the Opposition is prepared to accept the
amendment moved by the Deputy Leader of the National Party. We believe that significantly
improves the motion and makes it far more effective in its expression of intent. In addition,
assuming that the amendment is supported we will support that motion.

MR PETER DOWDING (Maylands - Premier) [8.51 pm]: Having regard to what the
Leader of the Opposition and the member for Cottesloe said in their speeches on this motion
and what the raucous long dinner brigade behind them said on this issue, it is an
extraordinary -

Several members interjected.
Mr PET7ER DOWDINGI: I suspect it was not a'good vintage. It produced a lot of bile.

It is incredible that this day started off with what was effectively an attack by the Opposition
on the Commissioner of Police. The Opposition failed to even read this piece of legislation.
It failed to understand what the legislation provides. It was not until I gave the Opposition
the information about the accountability provisions introduced by a Labor Government -
which the Opposition opposed at the time - that the realisation struck home that it had
somewhere to go. [ do not believe the Opposition can regard its conduct today with any
credibility at all. The Government made it clear that it has absolute faith in the
Commissioner of Police. If the Opposition passes our amendment, with or without the
National Party's amendment, it will be giving a slap in the face to the member for Cortesloe
in no uncertain terms. The Government's amendment is a recognition by the Opposition that
for the member for Conesloe - as he did so often as leader and as he has done so often in his
capacity as some sort of evangelical watchdog of Liberal Party morality - this is a slap in the
face because he goes overboard too often. It is a disgrace that a person with that lack of
control and objectivity was allowed by the Liberal Party to hold the position of Minister for
Police, for what he thinks was a record term. The National Parry has at long last seen the
light. It has taken long, slow deliberate steps - as we would expect of our country brothers -
with slow, difficult, plodding analysis of what the Government has put to the National Party
rime after time, for it to realise that the ultimate watchdog of police conduct is and ought to
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be the person put there by a Labor Government to create the accountability necessary for any
good police force. It is interesting because I even challenged National Party members when
they spoke in respect of the Ombudsman. I asked them about the role of the Ombudsman and
slowly it dribbled through their consciousness that there was another view.

Not only is the Government happy for the Ombudsman to look at this matter, but so is the
Commnissioner of Police. I am delighted to say that at long last the Opposition has realised
the error of its ways. It is quite inappropriate for there to be constant talk of Royal
Commissions and inquiries. How many have we heard over the past two years?

Dr Lawrence: Thirty or 40.

Mr Parker: A week.

Mir PETER DOWDING: I do not know. However the amazing thing about these inquiries is
that when one is actually held and the member for Cottesloe is invited to attend to give
evidence on his allegations, he either has a sort of huge frontal lobotomy, which makes him
forget all his evidence so that he cannot bring it out, or he declines to give evidence on the
grounds that he is above the due processes of the rest of the world. The member for
Cottesloe failed to give evidence when he had a chance; he winiped it when he had a chance.
It is the style of the Leader of the Opposition to run from it and to be unable to control the
people who are pretenders to his throne. This is exactly what the Opposition has asked for
and what it wants, but it could not see that. The Opposition had to be guided into it by the
Government.

Mr Trenorden: By whom?

Mr PETER DOWDfNG:. With due respect to the member for Avon, he was a bit slower than
most behind the eight ball. Even his leader and deputy leader had heard of the Ombudsman.
They could not spell it and had not read the legislation, and their in depth investigation of his
report camne from a quick review of a copy of The West Australian of some uncertain date,
but I am pleased they recognised the truth that the Government established the mechanism for
the accountability of the Commissioner of Police and the Police Force. By way of
interjection at the beginning of this debate I said that that was the way in which any proper
complaint should be dealt with.

Mr Trenorden: Why didn't you deal with it?

Mr PETER DOWDING: The Minister for Police and Emergency Services has had a briefing
from the Commissioner of Police. We on this side of the House accept unequivocally the
confidence of our Minister and the Commidssioner of Police.

Several members interjected.

Mr PETER DOWDING: We have confidence in our Minister and so we did not refer it to
the Ombudsman. However, we made it clear that anyone who was concerned could do so.
We acknowledge in our comments about Frank Peters and the process that there are concerns.
The Opposition has the temerity to attack public confidence in the Police Force. The member
who presided over some of the worst excesses in the police -

Mr Kierath: You are worse than a broken down record.

Mr PETER DOWDING: I will tell you something, young fellow: When I was a lawyer and
the Parliamentary Secretary to the Cabinet and the Treasurer were political activists and the
Leader of the House was a member of the Liberal Party, it was the member's Police Force
which had the absolutely outstanding temerity to ensure that people were unable to identify
them by putting on false numbers. That was not on just one occasion, but was an organised
conspiracy to make sure people could not recognise the Police Force. Did the Opposition
have an inquiry into that? Did it have an inquiry into the Spike Daniels alleged that he had
been bugged? No, it did not! A Royal Commission was held into allegations of prostitution.
Most members opposite would not know the history of that. This Government established
accountability provisions and I am delighted to say that the Commissioner of Police
continues to have our confidence by accepting those accountability provisions. We will be
happy to see the Opposition walk across the floor tonight against the member for Cottesloe,
and we will be delighted to see this vote of no confidence in the member for Cottesloe. This
is an important way of demonstrating that going over the top as he did - with little Miss Echo,
the other challenger for the position, the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, who gave
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support to the member for Cottesloc in his fervour - is unacceptable. It is nice to see the
Opposition being prepared once again to abandon the member for Corteslue. The
Governm-ent accepts the amendment unequivocally.
M R W IES E (Wagin) [9.02 pm]: 1 support the amendment moved by the National Parry. In
doing so I will comment on what has happened here this afternoon. Firstly, I will comment
on the accusations of the Premier about the National Party's attitude to the motion and its
attitude to the Ombudsman. I bring to the notice of Parliament that at the first opportunity the
National Parry had to participate in this debate we made the suggestion that the Ombudsman
was perhaps the person to deal with this matter. I quote from the remarks of the Deputy
Leader of the National Parry -

Perhaps that is the simple answer to the question; perhaps the Minister should ask the
Ombudsman to investigate this problem. We would not need any extra staff; we
would not need to do anything except pick up the phone and ask the Ombudsman to
investigate it.

Contrary to what the Premier said the National Party, right at the start of the debate, put
forward the proposition that the Ombudsman was available to this Parliament and to this
Government to investigate the matter before the House. I make no apologies for the fact the
number one choice of the National Parry is for a Royal Commission. It is quite obvious that a
Royal Commission will not be acceptable to the Government because the Government does
not wish to go that way. However, I do not accept the explanation of the Government. A
Royal Commission would have been the first chokce for a couple of reasons: It would have
given an opportunity for a public hearing into the matter which is of vital importance and
very much in the minds of the public at the moment; secondly, the Royal Commission would
have been seen to be completely independent -however, it is obvious that that is not the
Government's intention.

The Government has talked a great deal about the need for the matter to be investigated by
the Ombudsman - everybody in the House is very much aware of that - but when the
opportunity came for the Government to do something about it when it moved an amendment
to the motion, did the Governiment amend the motion to say that we should have the
Ombudsman investigate the matter? Not likely. The Government moved an amendment with
a series of clauses which had the effect of patting the Government on the back and ignoring
the matter discussed for the whole of today. It is to the discredit of the Government that it did
nothing whatsoever to ensure that this matter went before the Ombudsman; the Government
has refused to act. It is quite happy to allow the matter to remain in limbo as it is at the
moment. It is happy to allow the current investigation undertaken by Comm-issioner Bull to
continue and to allow questions to remain unanswered in the community, to the great harm of
the Police Force and the indlividuals involved. That is a very poor attitude. However, I am
glad the Government intends to support the National Party's amendment.

I explained to the House the situation we would have been in'had we allowed the
Government to follow the direction its members were proposing; ultimately Deputy
Commissioner Peters may have taken the matter to the Ombudsman himself. That was
discussed here tonight by the Government. The Government would not take the necessary
action, therefore, presumably, Deputy Commissioner Peters would have taken the step of
going to the Ombudsman. I want the House to understand the procedure involved. The
Ombudsman would have referred the matter to the Commissioner of Police for investigation,
which is where we are at the moment. The Commissioner of Police would have 42 days in
which to conduct that investigation and report back to the Ombudsman, who would then
assess at length and in great detail the report submitted to bin, if the Ombudsman was not
satisfied with the results of that report, he would conduct his own investigation.

Therefore, there was no guarantee that if Deputy Commissioner Peters had put the matter
before the Ombudsman it would have been investigated by the Ombudsman. It is quite
possible that the Commissioner of Police would have been the only person to have conducted
the investigation. I do not believe that would have been a satisfactory situation and I believe
that the National Party's amendment is the only possible way we can extricate this
Parliament, this Government and the community from a most undesirable situation.
The National Party and the Opposition as a whole have not in this debate sought to attack the
Commissioner of Police or the Police Force. What we have sought to do is to try to alleviate
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a great source of concern to everyone in the community; that is, what is actually going on
within the Police Force in Western Australia. It would appear the Government was not happy
to do that and that it was happy to let the matter lie and to let the accusations, the counter
accusations and the media investigations continue to the detriment of the police and of the
individuals involved. That is not a satisfactory situation.

The amendment before the House rectifies the situation and ensures that as quickly as
possible this matter will be investigated and the publics' concerns put to rest.

MR HASSELL (Cotteslce) 19.12 pm]: The Government has failed today.

Several members interjected.

Mr HASSELL: The Government has been caught out time and time again. First, it failed to
split the Liberal and National Parties and that was the reason for the Premier's vitriol and
outpourings of abuse.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! That interjection is highly out of order. I request the cooperation of
members. If they want to interject I ask them to let the member get a little bit further into his
speech and wait until he pauses for breath.

Mr HASSELL: The Premier is the greatest twister and the most dishonest person in this
House. He never succeeds in going further than he did in his remarks a few moments ago.
He does not debate the issues; he abuses people.

Several members interjected.

Mr HASSELL: I am in the minority of the whole Opposition and I want to endorse the
remarks made by the member for Wagin because he accurately summed up the whole
position.

Let us go back to the beginning of today's proceedings and consider where the Government
was at that stage and where it is now. When the Leader of the Opposition stood in this House
at 2.15 pm and moved, without notice, to suspend Standing Orders the Government did not
know what to do. Four Government members sat in their seats and argued for 10 minutes
about whether they would allow this debate to proceed. When they allowed the debate to
proceed they had no intention whatsoever of doing anything about this problem other than to
reject the Opposition's motion and say that the Commissioner of Police would continue with
his investigations and that all would be well. We are ending the day's proceedings with the
Government locked in to this House, referring the issue to the Ombudsman; not Mr Peters
referring it to the Ombudsman and not the Commissioner of Police referring it to the
Ombudsman, but this House referring it to the Ombudsman. Mr Speaker, that is a very
significant change in position.

The Government is very embarrassed, as well it might be. The members of the Opposition
support the proposition that this issue be referred to the Ombudsman and they have not
expressed a lack of confidence in the Commuissioner of Police.

Mr Parker: You have.

Mr HASSELL: I have not expressed a lack of confidence in the Commissioner of Police.
The Opposition is supporting the referral of this matter to the Ombudsman as the second-best
choice, given that the Government has used its numbers to prevent the Opposition from
succeeding with what is the best and inevitable choice; that is, the referral of the matter to an
independent Royal Commission. That is the position and there is no escaping it.

The Government came into the House today unprepared and it did not know how to handle
the issue raised by the Opposition. It could not agree on whether we should debate the issue.
It has floundered and it has never once referred to the fundamental issues which are: Why
has the Commissioner of Police engaged in this extraordinary conduct? Driven into a corner
by the combined determination of the Opposition parties the Goverrnent has accepted -

Several members interjected.

Mr HASSELL: It has been hoist on its petard and it referred to the Ombudsman over and
over again. It talked about the Ombudsman to get itself off the hook and the National Party
camne up with an amendment that the matter be referred to the Ombudsman. It left the
Government high and dry and it is still worried about accepting it.
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After all these hours spent on this debate we have made a little progress, but it is not enough
and the problem will not go away. This Government cannot sweep it under the carpet. The
Minister has a responsibility, as has the Government. Perhaps the Ombudsman can do
something about it; let us hope that he can.

Mr Wilson: You are reflecting on the Ombudsman.

Mr HASSELL: Iamn nor, I am reflecting on the limitation of his powers. The Minister for
Health can rant and rave and misrepresent things, but it is the stock-in-trade of the front
bench of the Government to tell untruths about other people's positions and to misrepresent
them.

Let us consider for a moment what the Minister for Health said. I said that I hoped the
Ombudsman can do something about this matter and he instantly accused me of attacking the
Ombudsman. The Ombudsman has limited powers tinder his Act and he cannot investigate
the Minister's role in this matter. This inquiry will be as limited as the inquiry into
RothwelUs. That inquiry is not inadequate because of Mr McCusker; it is inadequate because
the termns of reference do not allow him to investigate the operations of the Governiment. The
same applies in this case. We have a Government trying to wheedle out of the total overview
of this matter and its total involvement in it. We have already heard that the Minister for
Police and Emergency Services has been involved in this matter from the beginning. He has
told us that.

Mr Taylor: Do not put words into my mouth.

Mr HASSELL: The Minister made very clear that he backed what the commissioner was
doing, but he has not told us what the commissioner put to him for his approval, what
questions he asked or why he approved that extraordinary course of conduct.

Mr Taylor: It is not my job to approve it.

Mr HASSELL: Why did the Minister back it up if he was not approving it?

Mr Taylor: You may have done that while you were a Minister, but I run my role differently
from the way you did.
Mr HASSELL: The Government has done nothing but hurl abuse at me all day. I issue a
simple challenge which I issued at 3.00 pm this afternoon: Call the two former
Commissioners of Police, Owen Leitch, and John Porter. I do not think chat I have spoken to
either of them in the past 12 months, but without doing so I say to members opposite that
they can bring those former Commissioners of Police to the Bar of the House and ask them
whether they know of any instance when I interfered in the operations of the Police Force in
operational matters or in any political way. I know, and members opposite know, that the
answer from both of them would be unequivocally that it never happened.

Mr Parker: I heard about the meetings you used to have with the Commissioner of Police.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Hassell: The Premier goes on constantly about innuendo and evidence yet the Deputy
Premier has just come out with the comment that he has heard about meetings I used to have
with my officers.

Mr Parker: Meetings you used to hold with senior police officers.

Mr HASSELL: About what?

Mr Parker: We know.

Several members interjected.

Mr HASSELL: If ever in the future Government members accuse me of making comments
without evidence it will only be necessary to judge them by the standard just set by the
Deputy Premier of this State. I have never heard such hypocrisy in all my life. This
Government has today avoided the issue at every possible turn, but it has been driven step by
step to a position where at least there will be an investigation by the Ombudsman. That is not
what we sought and it is not totally satisfactory, but it is something; we have made some
progress, and public opinion and the media will eventually force the balance of that progress
because of the real need to clear up this issue for the sake of the Police Force and the public.
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MR BRADSHAW (Wellington) [9.25 pm]: Allegations have been made today that the
Opposition is condemning the Comma~issioner of Police. That is completely untrue. I support
the commissioner and the deputy commissioner until something is proved against them
because, as with any person, we should have full confidence in them until that time. The
allegations made by the Government today are of a political nature as it tries to denigrate
members on this side.
Mr Grill: That is not what the member for Cortesloe had to say.

Mr BRADSHAW: I do not know what he had to say. I certainly have confidence in those
people, as I have in any person until something is proved against them.

Mr Grill: That is fair enough.

Mr BRADSHRAW: For political reasons members opposite arc saying that we are denigrating
the Commissioner of Police. That is completely untrue.

Mr Grill: Your leaders did that.

Mr BRADSHAW: They did not.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! I thought we had almost made it through the day without this sort of
thing happening. I thought, "Goodness, fancy getting through a debate like this without one
occasion where someone said something very naughty and had to withdraw it." However, I
thought I almost heard something that needed withdrawing a moment ago.

Mr BRADSHAW: I was impressed by the speech of the member for Wag in. He laid out
matters simply and succinctly.

Mr Parker: One thing you cannot say about the member for Wagi is that he is succinct.

Ms Grill: He is verbose.

Ms BRADSH4AW: He was both. To start with he was very succinct, but he got a bit verbose
towards the end. lHe was quite to the point and laid out how members on this side feel about
this matter and that our first priority is for the appointment of a Royal Commission. The
happenings of the past two days are quite extraordinary and beyond the comprehension of the
people of Western Australia. It is important that the people know the full facts of what is
going on. They do not want an inquiry by the Ombudsman or by some independent group. I
am not speaking here about the Ombudsman, because he has done the right thing in the past,
but I hold grave doubt about a number of so-called independent inquiries.

After the events that have unfolded during the past couple of days the people of Western
Australia must have their confidence in the police restored. The first priority of members on
this side is for the appointment of a Royal Commission. It is obvious the Government will
not take that on. That is not because of the cost factor involved or the question of where one
starts and stops with Royal Commissions, but purely because the Government is not game
because of what might come out from an independent investigation by a Royal Commission,
where people have complete confidence that they can speak out without being harangued or
harassed. It is important that that happen. The Government tonight is in complete disarray
over this matter.

Mr Parker: We have had a great deal of fun.

Mr BRADSHAW:. That is amazing, because when the amendment moved by the Deputy
Premier was put Govemnment members did not know what to vote on it; not one Government
member voted and the Speaker had to put the motion again. What did they do then? They
got up to come over to this side of the House to vote, which was the wrong side.

Mrs Beggs: We did not.

Mr BRADSHIAW: The Minister for Housing stood up, as did the member for Dianella and, I
think, the member for Nollamara.

Mr Parker: They can stand up if they feel like it.

Mr BRADSHAW: They stood to come over here. The Government was in complete
disarray and its members did not know what was going on.
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Mrs Beggs: I was going to interject on you.
Mr BRADSHAW: The Minister does not have to return to her seat to interject.
Mr Parker: She is a stickler for the rules.
Mr BRADSHAW: What a joke. It is important that a Royal Commission is appointed to
investigate what happened during the past two days. It is incredible that the Commissioner of
Police has indicated that there is no matter of dishonesty or corruption involving the Deputy
Commnissioner of Police. If it does not involve such things, it must be a matter of a relatively
minor nature.
The Minister for Police and Emergency Services said he would not direct the police on
operational matters. I support that principle, because it might involve his friends and
relations. It is also not his province to direct the police on operational matters. The
Commnissioner of Police may have friends or relations with complaints or problems
concerning the deputy commnissioner. Does the Minister for Police and Emergency Services
know why the deputy commuissioner is being investigated? Has he been told by the
commnissioner? Silence! The Minister for Police and Emergency Services told us it was two
months ago -

Mr Taylor: I said a couple.
Mr BRADSHAW: [ do not care whether it was two months or three months ago. He was
told by the Commnissioner of Police that he was investigating the deputy commissioner.
Surely the Minister had the right to know why the deputy commissioner was being
investigated. It is no good the Minister's saying, 'Hold an investigation into the deputy
commnissioner; go for your life." There must be a reason for it. Does the Minister know?
Silence again. That answers my question about whether the Minister has a grasp of the
situation, because if he does not know, he should support the idea of a Royal Commission. If
he does know, he should tell us why the deputy commissioner is being investigated. Much as
I would prefer a Royal Commission into what has gone on in the last few days - or even in
the last five months - I am happy to support this amendment.
MR WATT (Albany) [9.31 pm): I am disappointed that the Governent is trying to lob us
into a position with the words it has chosen to use. The first point of the amendment says that
the House expresses its continued confidence in the Commissioner of Police. That is a rather
sweeping statement, but there are two distinct meanings to it. Clearly this debate has
concerned the incident raised by the deputy commissioner, Mr Frank Peters, yet the
amendment expresses general confidence in the commnissioner. I want it recorded that I have
confidence in the commnissioner's continuing work in the operations of the Police Force
generally. However, I believe his handling of this matter which we have been debating today
leaves much to be desired. As a result of this amendment being specific, I have great
difficulty with its wording.
On "The 7.30 Report" tonight the Commissioner of Police was interviewed by Geraldine
Mellett. She asked him how long he had had Mr Peters under investigation and surveillance.
He said he had had him under investigation for five months. It is unbelievable that the most
senior police officer in this State can have his deputy under surveillance for five months
without giving the public any reasons, that I am aware of, yet the investigation is still not
completed. It seems that the commissioner is on some sort of fishing trip. If I go fishing, and
in the space of an hour or two do not catch fish, I pack up and go home. That is a pretty
useful analogy for the Commissioner of Police. If after five months of bugging his office,
having people following him, observing him and doing all these things the comruiss inner has
not yet been able to come up with something positive, notwithstanding the fact that he has
said his deputy is not suspected of corruption or dishonesty, it seems to me that the cartoon in
this morning's The West Australian says it all- It portrays Mr Peters driving down the street
with this great horde of policemen behind him. Someone asks what he has done, and the
person portrayed as the commissioner says, "Nothing.. but by God we'll have the drop on
him when he does!!"
Mr Ripper interjected.
Mr WATT: Has the member been asleep or something? I shall help him. I have made my
position quite clear. In police matters generally I have every confidence in the Commissioner
of Police. I have enjoyed a good relationship with him, and I respect him, but
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I feel he has handled this issue very badly. Now the member can go back to sleep. I have
difficulty with the wording of this amendment. It lacks precision; it is not precise enough for
me. That is why I felt I should put my position on the record.
Amendment on the amendment put and passed.
Amendment, as amended, put and passed.

Motion (as amended) Resumed

Motion, as amended, put and passed.

BILLS (2) - INTRODUCTION AND FIRST READING
1. Acts Amendment (Vehicles on Private Roads) Bill
2. Road Traffic Amendment (Random Breath Tests) Bill

Bills introduced, on motions by Mr Taylor (Minister for Police and Emergency
Services), and read a first time.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED REVENUE FUND) BILL
Committee

Resumed from 14 November. The Deputy Chairman of Conmnittees (Mr Donovan) in the
Chair; Mr Parker (Treasurer) in charge of the Bill.
Progress was reported after Division 15 had been agreed to.
Division 16: Resources Development, $6 791 000 -
Mr COURT: Resources Development is one of the mast important areas in the State and,
together with the agriculture industry, the mining and petroleum industries are very much the
backbone of our economy. I can recall that when the Labor Party first came into Government
a great deal of strength was put in the argument that we had to move into a new field of
manufacturing industries to take away our reliance upon primary industries. However, more
than ever our economy has become dependent upon the successes of these industries,
particularly in moving into that value-added phase of upgrading these resources. During the
last few years the Government has been able to share in this prosperity by receiving record
levels of royalty income from the various minerals and we have been concerned that, at a
time when the State has been receiving this record revenue, unfortunately that revenue has
not been spent as it should have been; but that is the subject of another debate.
The first matter I will raise in this debate is the iron ore industry, and the member for
Ashburton may be interested in hearing this. The statistics on the production of iron ore
show that in the early 1980s the industry produced approximately 90 million tonnes of ore a
year, and last year it produced about the same amount.
Mr Parker: I think it was a bit more - closer to 100 million tonnes.
Mr COURT: No, it will be 100 million tonnes this year but I will work it out for the Minister
for Resources Development in a moment. This year it produced about the same.
Mr Parker: But production has varied. Koolan Island's production has gone down
substantially, Cockatoo Island's has gone up and Goldsworthy's has gone down.
Mr COURT: At the same time, at the beginning of the decade Brazil was producing a similar
amount, yet this year that country will produce some 150 million tonnes of ore. While our
production figure has remained static at 90 million tonnes, Brazil's has risen from 90 million
to 150 million tonnes and that signifies to me that our industry has been stagnating. I
understand our production this year will increase. l-arnersley Iron hopes to have a record
production of around 50 million tonnes, Newman has production problems and expects to
produce about 34 milion tonnes, and Robe River, which is running at above capacity, will
produce about 23 million tonnes - a total of about 107 million tonnes.
Mr Parker: You have missed out Goldsworthy.
Mr COURT: No, I combined the Newman and Ooldsworthy production figures, At a time
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when another country such as Brazil, which opened up a big new mine called the Carajas
project, has had a tremendous increase in its production we have not had that growth in our
industry. We must ask why not much new investment is going into the opening up of new
mines in the Pilbara at a time when investors have been prepared to invest in other countries.
As the Minister for Resources Development knows only too well, many of the same players
invest in the industry in different parts of the world. For example, the investment in Brazil is
very much Japanese and German driven, and the Japanese also invest in our country or are
responsible for encouraging investment here by guaranteeing to take a certain amount of the
ore produced. We must face the fact that, by and large, the mining industry has no choice but
to compete on the world markets, otherwise we simply do not pick up the investment. People
will not invest in future capacity if they have a better option available to them. The Minister
knows that a number of countries produce iron ore and many of them are becoming far more
efficient in their operations. I would like to see an increase in the capacity of the iron ore
industry and, more importantly, it would be fantastic if we could get into the value-added
processing of that iron ore, moving in the end towards steel making.

Mr Parker: I would agree that the Hismelt project coming to Western Australia is a
demonstration of a great achievement.

Mr COURT: Very much so. The Minister knows I have followed the development of that
process. About five years ago I went to Germany to look at the research work then being
carried out by the Kiockner people. One of the processes we saw then has since been
modified considerably and the fact that that direct reduction plant is to be built in this State -
still very much as a research and development operation - is certainly a step in the right
direction and the sooner the technology is available to enable those direct reduction plants to
compete or become somewhere near competitive with the large-scale plants being built in
countries like Korea, the better. It will certainly suit us and I believe that will make it
possible for us to establish steel making in the Pilbara. The Minister is aware that Taiwanese
China Steel, one of the large consumers of steel, has already mun out of capacity in its own
territory and is currently looking at establishing a steel plant outside its own country. The
establishment of offshore capacity is not a new concept; Japan went through a phase when it
moved an aluminiumn smelter offshore because of the onshore high energy costs. The
Minister is aware that there is a possibility of our being able to attract a major conventional
steel making plant to this country. [ am not privy to the feasibility of that proposal because it
is being carried out by a company associated with my brother. I am aware that other States
are putting up very competitive bids to attract industry and plants. I had discussions with
Norm White from the State Energy Commission who told me about the power generating
capacity in the different States. He said the model to look at was Queensland because of
what had taken place there over the last 10 years. The beauty of Queensland is that a plan
exists which ensures that any new capacity which is brought on is based on coal., It is my
intention - as soon as the planes can guarantee to fly me from one side of Australia to the
other - to look at some of the developments taking place in New South Wales and
Queensland because I have tended to look only at what is happening in other countries.

Mr Parker: I think you will find that what is happening in New South Wales is positive. It is
true to say that some of the power stations in Queensland such as Tarong - another one
escapes me now - are built very well and that had a great deal to do with the precise timing in
the planning. If they are brought on too early the costs are huge. That is a fundamental skill
present in Queensland as they separate the generation and business sides and get the tining
right.

Mr COURT: The reason I am concerned about what is happening in Queensland is that the
authorities seem to be able to attract industry due to a competitive power tariff and they have
the capacity of the scale available at a centre like Gladstone. That is an attraction for the
proponents of a titanium metal plant -

Mr Parker It is an unproved and risky process, but they are looking at it in Queensland and
here.

Mr COURT: I am not aware that it is an unproved process.

Mr Parker: It is unproved in regard to the feedstock available to the process.

Mr COURT: The technology itself is proved.
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Mr Parker: The technology for the materials is proved, but the problem is with the
availability of the feedstock.

Mr COURT: The important thing for Western Australia is that we will not attract value
adding process industry unless we can guarantee a competitive power availability. We have
plenty of water to provide that power, arid we have the infrastructure needed to establish an
industrial conununity. That is the beauty of Karratha, for example, because the infrastructure
is already there, certainly not for something like an integrated steelworks, but at least the
basis is there. When I visited the huge integrated Pehang steeiworks in Korea - although I
have not been to the new plant - I could not believe the highly efficient way in which the raw
material would come into a port, into the modem plant and go through all stages of an
integrated steel production plant. It is a huge development and would it not be magnificent if
we could match that type of capacity in Western Australia? This plant fully imports
everything and is able contribute to the country becoming one of the most important
steelmnakers in the world; that is a vision we must look at. If it is not possible for certain
reasons to establish a large steel plant, hopefully the development of new steel technology
will enable smaller sized plants in the Pilbara, as it is annoying to see the ore shipped out
without processing.

Moving to petroleum, we have seen some tremendous advances made over the last decade or
so in this industry. It was a very moving experience this year to attend the opening of the
North West Shelf project LNG gas export phase. That is a beginning. I have spoken to many
people involved in the exploration industry and the whole area from Darwin around the coast
to Carnarvon is highly prospective. Already a great amount of exploration activity is taking
place. We will see a lot of work in the Timor Sea area during the next few years. In talking
to the PNO people tonight I asked them where they saw the action over the next few years
and they said that next year would be a big year.

Mr Parker: There is going to be a lot more activity with the North West Shelf.

Mr COURT: The people I spoke to forecast that 199 1-92 - it is necessary to plan ahead to get
rigs and such things in place - would be a very busy period for the North West Shelf of our
coast and the Pilbara and Kimberley.

Mr Parker: The "Wanea" and "Echo" finds on the North West Shelf are very important ones,
not only for the immediate opportunities, but also as to prospecrivity for oil.

Mr COURT: I cannot understand why the Government does not support the general concept
proposed by the Opposition because the Pilbara is the logical place for the next phase of
industrial development in this State. It is not possible to continue to find large reserves of oil
and gas and not to rake advantage of the fact that if it is brought ashore we can move into the
petroleum industry. For example, many small companies related to the petroleum industry
operate out of Dampier, Karrarha and [-edland. The big companies have their own facilities;
they have big jetties, serviced wharves etc, but the big issue in Dampier at present, of which I
think the Minister for Transport is aware, is that small companies operating boats do not have
any land backed facilities from which to operate.

Mr Parker: There is a proposal to release leasehold land which is held by Hainersley, so that
exactly that facility is made available.

Mr COURT: Hamersley has a considerable amount of land near its first wharf area and some
Crown land is in the middle which meets the land of the Woodside project on the other side.
it is critical that the small people as well as the big people be looked after. At this moment,
the small operators at Dampier do not have a facility they can use to even refuel their boats.
When I was involved in the boating industry delivering a number of smaller power boats
there was a fuel facility at the end of the yacht club jetty. It was a floating jetty arrangement
for the smaller pleasure boats, but it was used for some time by the supply boats that did not
have access to a jetty; but even that is not operating at present. So in this sophisticated
community of Danmpier and Karratha, if one is servicing oil rigs or running fishing trawlers
out of Dampier or sailing the ship Leeuwin, the only refuelling facility is from another boat.
By now, the land should be available for the private sector to build the facilities required to
ensure that that sort of industry can expand. [ would appreciate it If the Minister would make
sure that plenty of land is made available. It never ceases to amaze me that when one flies
over these places land is everywhere, yet if one wants land to build a wharf it cannot be made
available.
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Mr Parker: Given that the Damp ier Port Authority has existed for only six or nine months the
only issue is the perennial one which is the difficulty of public processing. There is no
problem with the land availability, but the port authority is saying, "We are a Government
agency and we have to go through processes." Then there are people who say, "We've been
here a long time, why don't you just give it to us?" One has a certain amount of sympathy
with that position, but the problem is chat everybody has to go through some form of due
public process.

Mr COURT: The new port authority does not yet have a facility, but I understand it is going
to be given what is known as the mock wharf for materials offloading.

Mr Parker: That has been handed over to the Darnpier port Authority. I conducted the
handover ceremony myself about six months ago.

NMr COURT: Does that mean the Danmpier Port Authority owns that facility?

Mr Parker: Woodside has certain continuing rights with regard to it because of the next stage
of the North West Shelf project.

Mr COURT: It is important that the Minister immediately kook at the land that is available so
that facilities are not just catering for one or two people. There should be an area like
Jervoise Bay, where a considerable amount of land is put aside and, as the companies require
waterfront land for their facilities, shipways, or whatever, as the land becomes available, they
are able to make an investment because in the future there will be a huge growth in the
industries related to the petroleum products in that area. We tend to make sure that the big
companies have the land they need for their processing plants. That is great because we need
that investment, but there are also many people with smaller projects that also need good
waterfront land where they can have access to wharf facilities etc; not the service industries
but people who are interested in putting together small processing plants. It is important that
planning is carried out so that these people can also obtain land for their developments.

I could mun through a wide range of products such as the gold industry, nickel, bauxite and
coal but I want to concentrate on some other areas of the Resources Development portfolio.
Energy policy and planning comes under this portfolio; in fact there is an unusual mix of
responsibilities within this Government. The Minister for Mines and Fuel and Energy is
responsible for SECWA, but this energy policy and planning bureau is actually the
responsibility of the Minister for Resources Development. In 1986 when the State Energy
Commuission Act was amended it was spelt out quite clearly in the Minister's second reading
speech that the Government wanted to move energy planning which was at that time under
SECWA across to an independent body. As a result of those 1986 amendments we saw the
establishment of the energy policy and planning bureau. Its role as I understand it was to
start planning for the State's future energy requirements. As the Minister knows, we thought
it was the last straw when the Government, last week, set up another committee to look into
the State's energy policy and planning requirements. [ cannot work out why the Government
would need another committee when it already has, as we can see from this Budget before us,
a well resourced group of people.

Mr Parker: The officers who will service the committee will be from this group.

Mr COURT: I would lie to think that SECWA has its own planning people. The
Government then has a separate group outside, that is the energy policy and planning bureau.
Mr Parker: You supported this -

Mr COURT: Hang on, I am telling the Minister what he has. Now, the Government has set
up this third group and the truth is it has been set up to try to solve a political problem within
the Labor Party. It has some tough decisions to make. Within the party, there is concern as
to whether we should have a coal fixed power station or a gas fired power station and
concerns about the push to have the private sector owning the next power station. This
committee is the result of moves made at the last State ALP Conference, and that worries me.

Mr Parker: I know there have been Press reports to that effect, but committees have been
established within the party. You are right, there are people within the party who are
concerned about the future, but that is being handled by a party committee, not a Government
comm-ittee; it is something we are working through on issues within the party.

Mr COURT: The Government should have made its major energy policy planning decisions
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a couple of years ago. We should have made a decision in relat ion to a new base load power
station and been working on the next base load power station because it takes time to get one
of these power stations up and running; the Government talks of four or five years. From the
work that I have been carrying out I understand it can take six years to get a large plant
properly designed and built, and then it can take six months to get it operating correctly.

The Opposition has become very concerned about the delays that have occurred. The
Government is not improving the situation by setting up a further committee to took into this
matter. I much prefer the situation in operation in Queensland where the planning allows for
considerable capacity to be put in at a rare each year which can be met within the Budget, and
ensures that it is not necessary to rely on a one-off major decision hoping that the time will be
right some years down the track. The Government is trying to do a balancing act, and it will
use a number of smaller gas turbines to make sure it can balance supply and demand until the
new base load station comes on stream.

Mr Parker: That is sensible from a financial point of view.

Mr COURT: There is a limit on how much one can rely on this sort of thing.

Mr Parker: We are going to the larger of those units; we are moving from frame six to frame
nine.

Mr COURT: Instead of fiddling around, the Goverrnent should make a decision. It is not
an efficient way of producing electricity.

Mr Parker: Ir is an economic way to do something this important.

Mr COURT: It is not an economic system; these units use gas very inefficiently.

Mr Can They are an efficient way of providing electricity during peak time capacity.

Mr COURT; That is the Government's. opinion, but they are not regarded as such by
initernational standards. The Minister should not Listen to the advice from SECWA, I thank
the Minister for enabling members of the Opposition to attend a briefing from SECWA;
however, that does not mean we necessarily agree with everything said at that briefing.
When discussing competitive energy pnices, one must look at what is happening not only in
other States but also in other parts of the world. The time has arrived where our energy costs
must be lowered. It is all very well to install small plants to hold the demand situation, but
the Government must commit itself to a coal fured station and a more efficient gas fired
station. It should make the decisions which should have been made by now and move in that
direction.
I will raise the energy side of this matter under the portfolio of the Minister for Fuel and
Energy. It is an extremely important area because the Government knows that it is not
possible to develop resources which involve moving into value added processing unless the
energy and water supplies are in place. They are absolutely critical factors that we must
ensure are properly planned for. I do not object to the establishment of an independent
energy policy and planning bureau, provided the Government accepts advice, makes some of
the hard decisions, and does not prolong the process by setting up another committee to look
into the matter.

Tremendous pressure is being placed on all types of development projects in this country
because of the concern by many people in the community about environmental issues. The
awareness that has developed in recent years is very healthy, provided everything is kept in
balance. Mr Kerin's recent comments simply demonstrated the frustration of a man
responsible for a development portfolio when faced with the decision on mining in Kakadu
National Park made by the Prime Minister, and the procrastination of the Labor Party in
relation to uranium mining. It is the most hypocritical policy of which I am aware, in that
uranium mining is permitted in the three mines of which the Federal Labor Goverrnent
approves. I ask the Minister what progress has been made in his campaign to persuade the
Labor Party to change its policy on uranium mining. It was a big issue almost two years ago
when the ALP Federal conference decided to solve the question of making a decision on
uranium mining by referring the matter to a commriittee. We are told that the commnittee will
report next month; for the last two years we have been told that it would report in the
following month. Will'the Minister indicate whether the Labor Party is dinkumn about
changing its policy on uranium mining? Companies have spent large amounts of money in
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proving and finding deposits in Western Australia, and can do nothing mare until1 the Labor
Party makes a decision.

With regard to the broader environmental issues, if we are to attract the value added
processing industries, it is critical to provide areas in which to locate those industries, and
where they can obtain raw materials, such as energy and water, without upsetting too many
people who oppose the establishment of such industries in certain areas. The Minister is
aware of the limited development that can take place in the Kwinana area. It is nothing new
for the Liberal Party to say that Kwinana should not be the centre of a new value added
processing industry, because approximately 15 years ago it told Alcoa of Australia Ltd that it
would not be allowed to expand its operation in Kwinana because of the limnited amount of
land available for its evaporation ponds. etc. It was agreed with companies such as Alcoa
that they would expand outside the Kwinana area, and that is why the Pinjarra and Wagemup
alumina refineries were established. Western Mining Corp Ltd established its nickel smelter
at Kemerton, and Bunbury was developed as a centre making it possible to encourage
industries such as the aluminium smelter if that were to be built. The Government has
continued with the policy of attracting industries to the Bunbury region. We must look ahead
many years so that when companies want to build, for example, a synthetic rutile or pigment
plant, areas are set aside to make the establishment of such industries possible. In the
meantime tremendous improvements occur in the industries, making them more acceptable to
the community. I do not know the Minister's feelings on that aspect.

Mr Parker: There is a need for long-trm planning for a new major industrial centre,
although I do not want to say that no further industries can be developed in Kwinana. In the
last six to nine months a group has been set up to work out where a major long-term centre
can be planned in the near metropolitan area. It is necessary to work towards reserving the
land and putting in the necessary planning controls. One of the planning decisions made by
the Government was the development of the Kemerton area in the south west region, which is
a very substantial region That will provide a substantial opportunity for these industries.

Mr COURT: Who put that area aside?

Mr Parker: We did.

Mr COURT: I do not want to argue about Kementon, but it was the site planned for the
aluminium smelter at the time the Liberal Party was in Goverment.

Mr Parker It was a farm which this G3overinent bought and added to substantially. We
more than doubled the area, rezoned the land, and negotiated with the Harvey Shire Council.

Mr COURT: There was considerable concern about the Liberal Party's proposal to establish
an industrial area at Kemerton.
Mr Pearce: It is like everything else;, you could not get it off the ground. Incidentally, I saw
Underwater World in Singapore last week. Ir is going very well.

Mr COURT: Is the taxpayers' money being weli spent?

Mr Pearce: It is not taxpayers' money at all. You said it was not there. I can tell you it is
there.

Mr COURT: I assure the Minister that every dollar of it is tapayers' money.

Mr Pearce: Rubbish.

Mr COURT: If the Minister does his homework he will find that every dollar going into
Underwater World in Singapore is coming from our pockets. Western Australian taxpayers
should not be paying for the establishment of tourist attractions in Singapore. Members
opposite are complaining about Mir Hawke not giving money to assist tourism in Western
Australia, yet they have been using taxpayers' money to build a tourist attraction in
Singapore. What an absurdity! I made it very clear that when I was there a couple of months
ago, there was nothing there. I took a photograph of it to prove That.

I return now to the question of establishing areas which make it possible for industry to come
in. [ recently looked at a modern steel making plant in Japan, the Oita plant. I then went to
China to look at the sister plant built in Shanghai. The plant in Japan was a picture. It was
beautifully landscaped, and spotlessly clean. They are proud of the fact that one can tour that
steel plant in a suit and not need a dust coat. It is interesting that the sister plant in China was
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an absolute mess. It was newer tha the plant in Qita, but it was not set out very well and
was obviously not well managed. It looked like some of the older plants we see around the
place. That proved to me that if we put our mind to it, we can ensure that modem industrial
plants can be more attractive and fit in to the environment.
Mr Parker: While we are on the environment, one of the issues of controversy - and it applies
also to the energy section - is Mt Lesueur. Some sections of the conservation movement
believe that the Liberal Party has given them a commitment that it will quarantine the coal
deposit within the Mt Lesueur National Park area and will not allow it to be mined. That
seems strange to me.

Mr COURT: I will straighten out the Minister. We have not discussed that matter in our
party room, nor have we made a decision on the Mt Lesueur project. The companies
involved quite properly have asked us to wait until they complete their environmental reports.

Mr Parker: I do not disagree with you. I was interested because of the claims -that have been
made about your position.

Mr COURT: We have gone to considerable trouble to talk to all the parties concerned. A
group of our members went on a delegation to that area, and spent a day being shown around
by members of the local farming community, who were concerned about the development.
We have not made a decision about the coal reserves in that area. As soon as we are given
more information from the experts on all sides of the argument, we will be prepared to make
a decision on it. We will not procrastinate on the matter. We saw that with the paper pulp
mill; if we wanted to play politics on that subject, we could sit on the fence for the next three
years and allow members opposite to cop A the flak; instead, we adopted a responsible
approach. The member for Greenough put together a first class paper on that proposal, and
the environmental groups now know exactly where we stand on that issue. It is important to
put on record that it is oar intention to make sure that we adopt a responsible position on this
issue. Why would we be pushing members opposite to make a decision on building a new
base load power station if we wanted to be opportunistic so far as the environmental groups
were concerned? The easiest thing for us would be to sit back and say, "Build gas fired
power stations" but we are taking a responsible approach.

Mr Parker: I wanted to understand your position.

Mr COURT: Have I clarified it?

Mr Parker: Yes. [ am not disagreeing with you. It is just that people have misrepresented
your position, if it is as you have stated.
Mr Pearce: The Deputy Premier is right; there are people in the conservation movement who
say they have been told that your position is to quarantine the whole area.
Mr COURT: I would like to think we will be able to make a decision on that in the near
future.
Mr Parker: When the facts are mn.

Mr COURT: When will the company complete its environmental studies?

Mr Parker: I understand it will release its ERMP some time this year; I am told December.
That is up to the company.
Mr COURT: The beauty of that issue is that when we come to discuss it in the party room,
members will know the area because they have been there, and they will better be able to
make an informned decision. That area is in the member for Moore's electorate. It is
important that strict standards are established for these plants when they are built. We made
it very clear during the debate about the plant at Muchea that a better site could have been
found. However, from what I have seen, they are going to considerable lengths to ensure that
the plant fits in to the environment, and hopefuilly it will be an extremely clean plant in its
operations, which is not an easy thing to achieve because it will use a lot of coal and other
materials which can be rather dirty. One has only to travel tough the United States to see
the way they have cleaned up many of the industrial areas, and applied very strict pollution
controls and environmental standards, which make it possible to get the balance that is
required between development and protecting the environment.
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My final point is in respect of the petrochemical plant. The Government was very keen for
this plant to be constructed at Kwinana. We now know there were some very good reasons
why that plant should have gone to Kwinana, but we were also cold, and we are still being
told, by people in the industry that there are also many good reasons why this type of plant
should be built in the Pilbara. I am now more convinced than ever that the Pilbara will
become a major centre for petrochemical based industries. That will not just happen; the
Governiment will have to find and encourage industries to go up there. The Minister knows
only too well chat once they commence operations, there is a multiplier effect: They all start
feeding off each other, and instead of one petrochemical plaint, for example, within a very
short time other petrochemical related plants are established in chat area. I was told by
members of the Labor Party that it was all coo difficult. I must say that I had my eyes opened
when [ visited South Africa earlier this year and spoke with some of the public companies
involved in the resources industry, and saw their tremendous achievements, They would
have to be regarded as the leading mining people in the world, particularly underground
mining. Their technology is second to none. They have made tremendous advances in
conventing coal into liquid transport fuels and various -

Mr Parker: At massive cost.

Mr COURT: Interestingly it is not at a huge cost. They have now got to the stage where they
are making -
Mr Parker: On a true accounting basis it is losing a fortune.

Mr COURT: No. If the Minister for Resources Development is talking about SASOL, it is
to the contrary. The people at SASOL, who have done a tremendous amount of research and
development work, are now making a large range of liquid transport fuels which are just
above the price of comparable fuels on the world market.
Mr Parker: But that is because they have had huge debts written off by the South African
Government. The same applies to the New Zealand project.

Mr COURT: No, the New Zealand project is conventing gas into liquid transport fuels and
that process and the plant they have developed is producing a relatively expensive fuel.
When in South Africa I had briefings with the senior technical people from SASOL. I know
of the Minister's interest in these matters and I believe that instead of writing it off, if he
could overcome his concerns about visiting South Africa he would be very impressed with
the developments they have made from technology initially begun in Hitler's Germany
during World War U1 when they were unable to get the necessary oil supplies and instead
developed this technology for converting coal. The South African plants have become bigger
and more economical. A very small gas reserve has been found off the coast of South Africa
in a very rough and treacherous part of the ocean. They are tapping these reserves at huge
expense, which I will detail for the Minister, and the cost is subsidised. This project, the
Moss Gas project, involves bringing the gas ashore and conventing it into liquid fuels - petrol.
diesel and jet fuel - as well as using it for a wide range of petrochemical industries. The
South Africans are doing this with a very small gas deposit, whereas in this State we have
huge deposits of gas and instead of conventing coal into gas and then into liquid transport
fuels we have only to convert the gas into fuels. If the Minister wants to learn something
about the mininig industry and value-added processing, especially in relation to the use and
conversion of gas into fuels, I suggest he rake the time and trouble to go to South Africa to
inspect those operations. If he went there with an open mind he would certainly learn a great
deal; while he was there he could also learn something about the political situation in that
country.
The petrochemical plant has been debated at some length in this Parliament. It has been an
absolute disgrace - a scandal. Who knows how much it will cost us at the end of the day?
Our biggest concern apart from the deceit and deception that took place in relation to that
project is that we do not have a petrochemical industry under way in this State, although we
have such large resources.

Mr Pearce: You have not done a lot to help it along.

Mr COURT: We have done a lot to help it along. We are very proud of the fact that it was a
Liberal Government which was responsible for making sure the North West Shelf gas project
proceeded, and that project in itself makes it possible for these industries to be attracted here.
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However, I tell the Leader of the House that there is no way we would ever give hint one
ounce of support for a project after the way this Government put it together. It was an
absolutely scandalous exercise and tomorrow a few thousand people will tell the Government
what they think of its dealings in that petrochemical industry.

Mr Pearce: I wonder just how many thousands will turn out.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMLAN (Mr Donovan): Order! You will not be required to give the
Government or the Opposition that estimate because it is not mentioned in Division 16.
Mr COUTRT: The march tomorrow is not mentioned.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Neither is the petrochemical plant.

Mr COURT: No, we will not find an allocation in this Budget for the march.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: Order! That is quite enough. Division 16 and the Standing
Orders clearly set out what is allowable and what is not.

Mr COURT: Thank you, Mr Deputy Chairman. I would like the Minister in his response to
explain the restructuring of the Department of Resources Development. Over the years a
number of changes have been made. We saw the establishment of the Goverrnent's super
ministry, where all the economic development and resources industries and portfolios were
put under one banner; now they seem to have been split apart again and I would like to know
the latest structure of his department.

Mr Parker: I do not think there has been much restructuring within the department. Itwas
put within that ministry but the department itself has been pretty stable in the six or seven
years I have been responsible for it.

Mr COURT: I understand the department has a minerals and mineral processing division, art
energy and chemical processing division, an infrastructure bureau, a special projects division,
a development division, a planning and corporate services division, and an energy policy and
planning division, although I do not know where that last one fits in.

Mr Parker: It is not a division of the department; it is housed nearby but reports separately to
the department.

Mr COURT: I ask the Minister to explain whom I would approach if I were an investor
coming to this State to establish a petrochemical plant.

Mr Parker: You would be looked after by the people in the development division and the
energy and chemical processing division.

Mr COURT: I repeat that resources development is one of the most important areas of this
State's economy. The primary industries of agriculture and mining and the value-added
processing of those products is of immense importance and we should be extremely grateful
that these industries make such a large contribution to our economy. Next weekend a number
of us will be guests at the opening of the new Saladin project in the north. It is exciting to
know these projects are getting off the ground but I will be even more excited when I know
that, instead of just shipping the gas and oil overseas, we will be bringing it ashore and doing
the value-added processing in this country, because that is what we must achieve.

Mr HASSELL: I want to raise some questions with the Minister for Resources Development
about the current development of the petrochemical project. The Minister is no doubt aware
that I have been asking questions of the Premier -

Deputy Chairman's Ruling

The DEPUTY CHAIR.vIAN (Mr Donovan): Order! I need to take some advice about this
but I just made a ruling in relation to the previous speaker. I refer the member to Standing
Order No 304(4)(c), the footnote to which clearly says to the Chair that discussion on
Government activities not listed in a Division is not permissible, and I cannot see it listed in
the Division. [ ask for the member's cooperation for the moment, while I take some advice
about that.

Mr PARKER: Perhaps I could make a submission an that. The Department of Resources
Development does not list the specific projects for which it is responsible, such as iron ore or
the petrochemical project, but it has that general responsibility. I accept the general thrust of
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the Deputy Chairmn's ruling that the wide ranging debate on Petrochemical [ndus tries Co
Ltd is not appropriate within a Division. Nevertheless the sorts of questions about the way in
which the Government is progressing the project now, just as those raised by the Deputy
Leader of die Opposition about iron ore, can be encompassed in the Department of Resources
Development as the primary department responsible for progressing projects of this type.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: I expect that the member for Cottesloe will make a simnilar
submission.

Mr HASSELL: Yes.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: In that event, both the Minister and the speaker on his feet
agree. I note that the Standing Order places the Chair in a difficult position. I accept the
submissions made in that respect. I welcome the Deputy Leader of the Opposition back and
apologise to him for the ruling I made earlier on the same grounds.

Committee Resumed
Mr HASSELL: The issue I wanted to raise with the Deputy Premier in his capacity as
Minister for Resources Development relates to what is being done currently about a
petrochemical project. I am sure that he knows, because he probably drafted the answers to
the questions I have asked the Premier about the involvement of Whitlamr Turnbull in the
current consideration of the petrochemical project. I have discovered that Whitlam Turnbuill
has a general brief to advise the Governm-ent. The Premier has not told us what fees ate
being paid to Whitlam Turnbull, nor has he told us what qualifications Whidam Turnbull has.
However, in answer to a question in the last couple of days, the Premier has told the Chamber
that an interim report from Whiflam Turnbull on the establishment of a petrochemical project
wil shortly be presented. Today I have placed on notice a series of questions relating to
Whitiam Turnbull's terms and conditions of employment and the qualifications of the people
who are working for Whitlam Turnbtll in relation to the petrochemical project. I have also
asked the Premier whether that interim report will be made public.

From the dastardly experiences over the last 12 months relating to the PICL project a lesson
ought to be well learned by the Government, even though the pain is not by any means over.
With any major resource development project there has to be a degree of bipartisanship in the
political context to allow the project to proceed. If it is one that requires a major State
agreement endorsed by Parliament, or one that tries to go on without such an agreement and
involves a lot of governmental approvals, assistance and cooperation, it requires a measure of
bipartisanship, otherwise it will always face difficulty ink succeeding.
I can remember the time when we were in Government and major resource projects were
comaing up; the Labor Party was critical of them in many ways but underneath that one could
detect members did not want to stop the project going ahead. They warnted to satisfy all sorts
of interest groups that were putting on the pressure, such as the greenies in the true sense -
not the extremists who want to stop everything - the people genuinely concerned about
conservation, and the various people represented for electoral purposes. The general
philosophy for getting projects under way was agreed. Unfortunately because of the nature
of the birth of the PICL project there was never any bipartisanship: there was never likely to
be and there never would be. I hope that the Government will not make the same mistake
again in thiniking it can get a petrochemical project off the ground if there is no basic support
for the project, although there is general support for the proposition that we need a
petrochemical project.

The Government should have learnt also from the events of the last 12 months that it should
not involve itself in fiancing a major project. If a major resource development project is not
sufficiently attractive to involve the people who know that particular industry and who are
expert in it - even if they do not take part 100 per cent - that project should not be undertaken
by the Government. The Minister should respond specifically to the question of whether the
Government seriously proposes to involve itself financially in any future petrochemical
project. If it does, the Government is heading for tremendous trouble; it is unlikely ever to
receive bipartisan support and without that it will be another long tenm war of attrition which
could see another project fail. That would be bad for the State.
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Whatever reports are produced by 'Whitlamn Turnbull we must not have another situation in
which a reduced version of a report - which is totally misleading - is presented to Parliament.
That was the case with the First Boston report regarding the valuation of the PICL project.
That is a matter of history and I will not at this hour on this night rerun the many debates we
have had about that project or the report. First Boston wrote a very heavily qualified report
which gave an estimate of the value of the PICL project based on two things: One was the
guarantee and the credit enhancement given by the Governmeni, and the other was the
projected profitability of the project. A two page letter was tabled in Parliament stating the
estimated value of the project was X dollars, which was grossly mnisleading. Leaving aside
all die arguments, that sort of activity must not happen again if we want to get any resource
project off the ground because such an activity will stymy the project. What stymied the
petrochemical project were the foundations laid in its conception. It was a dishonestly
presented project from the beginning.
When people like Whitlamn Tumbull are involved on behalf of the Government in relation to
a resource development project the Government should tell us what is the cost to get that
advice and what is the brief. Why should the taxpayers of Western Australia pay out-
enormous fees to Whitlam. Turnbull without the Parliament being told what those fees are?
The Premier has given an undertaking that if any resource development project involves a
subsidy on power or energy costs, that subsidy will be disclosed. The Premier gave an
undertaking because I questioned him about his document on accountability which he put out
a few weeks ago.

Mir Parker: The document says that.

Mr HASSELL: It says it and it does not say it; that is why I asked the question. [ wanted to
clarify the matter. If the Govenrment is now genuinely commidtted to a high- standard of
accountability, it will always have pain when it comes to disclosing dhe subsidies. Certain
industries lie an aluminiumn smelter would have to have special arrangements for the power
price if the Govenrnent is going to get them off the ground. It will have to disclose what it is
going to give it and that would cause pain. If the Government has accepted that in the wake
of its disastrous experiences in the last couple of years, why will it not tell us, firstly, what the
brief is to Whitlam Turnbull; secondly, what the fees are; thirdly, who is doing the job;
founthly, what their qualifications are; and fifthly, what they report? If there are some
genuine commercial aspects to the report in the sense that the Govemnment has competing
parties that will be able to play each other off or be able to get a commnercial advantage if
they knew what certain aspects of the report were, I understand its reasons for not disclosing
them. All the other things need to be disclosed. Certainly, the costs should be disclosed.
Is the Minister planning the petrochemical project that the Government says it has under
consideration for the Pilbara. or is it planning it for Kwinana? I think that whatever the
Government - a Labor Government or a conservative Government - it will continue to have
many environmental troubles if it wants to put a project of this sort at Kwinana. There can be
no beating around the bush: There is a fear in the communtity. Whether it is well founded is
a matter of argument. However, people fear there is a danger from that project, and that fear
will have been heightened by the plant in Texas blowing up. It may be that the chances of
that happening again are one in a billion; I do nor want to add to the fear. Despite the vigour
of our opposition to the PIL project, the Opposition has never fanned the flames of fear about
a project at Kwinana.
Mr Parker: I accept that the Deputy Leader of the Opposition has not. You have a couple of
times. You could not resist it during the election campaign.
Mr HAS SELL: That is not true. [ followed a very consistent line and said a couple of times
that there were outstanding issues relating to the environment about which people were
concerned. However, if the Minister accuses me of having fanned the flames of fear, I tell
him that if I had wanted to get going on such a campaign I would have done it a lot more
effectively than by using the general words I used through the election campaign.
Mr Parker: Although you backed off quickly, your side of politics also got Martin Webb
onto it.
Mr H{ASSELL: No, it did not; that is not correct.
Mr Parker: I have never seen anybody crawl back into the kettle as quickly as you did when
it took him on.
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Mr HASSELL- Thai was nothing to do with me.
Mr Court: If we warnted to run a scare campaign we could have. We went to great lengths
not to run on that issue.

Mr 1-IASSELL: That is correct, despite the fact that we had a policy which was utterly
opposed to that particular project. Our policy position was very clear. We were utterly and
bitterly opposed to that project because of what it involved and what the Government was up
to. However, all of that has been revealed and we will not canvass it again.

What is Whitlam Tumnbull really doing? Has the Government got a chemical major
involved? Is [CI or anybody else involved? Is the Government going to call for public
expressions of interest again as it did in 1986? 1 think the 1986 one was a bit of a setup. It
was pre-expected, if not predetermined, who would apply to get the mandate. Will the
Governent call for expressions of interest? Is it looking at Kwinana or the Pilbara? What is
going on in relation to this important project? We have always agreed that a petrochemical
project is important as we do now. We would lie to see that project go ahead as we would
like to see an aluminiumn smelter go ahead. [ believe certain things are happening in the
department upon which the Minister may be able to report. These matters are the essence of
what the Minister's department is about and the debate on the Estimates is the time when it is
appropriate to discuss these issues. I hope the Minister will be able to give us one of his most
fulsome reports on the petrochemical project.
Dr TURNBLJLL: The first matters about which I wish to speak are the iron ore projects,
three of which are proposed at the moment but which are in their very early stages. I do not
want to discuss what the projects are or where they are. However, I would like the Minister
to comment On the number of projects that are being discussed presently, and if the
department has more than three proposals under review. In particular. I am interested in two
projects, one of which is the hi-smelt proposal about which a media statement was released
by the Minister the other day. It said that the high smelt iron ore processing research project
would go ahead at Kwinana. We are pleased chat this research project is finally under way.
However, the Minister, in his original Press release, said that the high smelt project was
coming to WA and would be sited at Kwinana. In his Press release of 23 June 1989 in The
West Australian, the Minister said the benefits to Western Australia would be that the
smelting process could use low quality Collie coal and vast amounts of Pilbara iron ore which
are at present not saleable to produce high quality steel. Is the Minister aware of exactly what
coal will be used? It is my impression that Collie coal will not be used. I believe that his
statement was not made in ignorance but was made for the publicity.

Mr Parker: Why is that your impression? You must have some basis for it.

Dr TURNBULL: Because the high smelt project needs a reasonable quality coal with a low
ash content. That was known at the beginning.

Mr Parker: It can use coal of the type available in Collie. That is the big difference between
this project and others. There are a number of differences between this project and
conventional steel projects. The aim of the high smelt process is that it will be able to use
local coal and also low grade ore as the statement said. The statement was not made either in
ignorance or in deception. It was very genuine and it remains my understanding of the
matter.

Dr TUJRNBULL: The point is that the project will not use Collie coal. It may use it in a test
program, but in order to test the throughput they will certainly be looking at other types of
coal.

Mr Parker: Given that it is a research project they will use a range of coal and a range of ore,
but it will be of a low typ quality like that which we have in Western Australia. In a huge
research project like this they will want to test a variety of feedstock.

Dr TLJRNBULL: I can see that they will want to test some varieties and that they will be in
small quantities, but I am interested in the tonnages of Collie coal that will be used.

The proposals for smelting and processing projects which are before the departnment should
be taken into account for trial plants or final plants being built in Collie. It is much nearer to
the coal source. I know why the smelter has been placed at Kwinana, but if there are any
other projects that will go further than the proposal stage, Collie should be considered as a
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suitable site. The Kemerton site is a good example of decentralisation. It has been
mentioned by the member for Nedlands and the site has been earmarked for a few years. As
a member of the Collie Shire Council I spent a long time trying to get an area set aside for
industrial development in Collie. It was agreed to prior to the last election and discussion is
under way, but it is taking a very long time.

Mr Parker: That does not come under this Division. I was responsible for it prior to the
election, but it is no longer a pant of my portfolio.

Dr TURNBUJLL: I wanted to raise this matter because of the steel making and sponge ore-
type proposals being considered.

The CHAIRMAN: Order! The location of plants is outside this Minister's portfolio. If the
member wants to make general points about resources development as she has been doing,
that is fine, but the Minister has pointed out thai the question of sites does not come under his
portfolio responsibility. All I am doing is suggesting that the member may divide her
contribution into different pants under different portfolios.

Point of Order
Mr COURT: Mr Chairman, may I seek a clarification on your ruling. I attended the same
briefing as the member for Collie and I understood that this Minister was responsible for
some of the projects under the special projects division.

Mr Parker: The member for Collie was talking about the subdivision of industrial land,
which comes under the Indus trial Lands Development Authority.

Mr COURT: I am aware of that, but I understood that one of your responsibilities was to
make sure that suitable land was available.
Mr Parker: The member was complaining about a delay in a land subdivision, and that
comes under the responsibility of ILDA.
The CHAIRMAN: Order! I was not trying to restrict the debate, but I wanted to make sure
that the questions are addressed to the relevant Minister in order that they can be answered
properly. It does say clearly in Standing Orders that debate on a Division in the Estimates
does not permit discussion on Government activities not listed in that Division. We are in the
same position - I am no more aware than members of the details and I have to make a
judgment as we proceed.

Committee Resumed
Dr TUJRNBULL: The subject of a site is very important in this case because it is a new
industrial development which does not have a chance of coming to Collie unless there is a
place for it. That is my reason for raising the matter with the Minister for Resources
Development.

The State Energy Commission has a planning section which is very aware of the energy
requirements of Western Australia. It is also aware of the projects which are proposed and
the fuels that are available in Western Australia. However, SECWA's decision making in
power station development seems to be subservient to the Department of Resources
Development's energy policy unit. I find this reduces the input on places such as Collie in
terms of SECWA's planning, the coal industry and those people planning a new coal fired
power station in Collie. I find it rather incongruous that the Minister has set up another
comumittee known as the Harmnan committee. It was stated in the Press release that the
committee will be responsible for making a decision about the siting of the next power station
in Western Australia.

Mr Parker: It is not making a decision; it is to give advice to the Government.

Dr TURNBULL: The Press release stated that it would make a decision.

Mr Parker: The Press release does not say that. We have made it clear that we will make the
decision.

Dr TURNBUJLL: I am pleased to hear that and I hope the decision will be in conjunction
with SECWA's planning unit. The energy industry is the biggest industry in Western
Australia not only in monetary terms, but also in employment Iterms. Comle is an ideally
suited site for a new coal fired power station because it has the infrastructure, it is a proven
072511-10O
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area for industrial projects, it has the work force and it has companies in the area which have
been working for many years in fuel production and power generation. The committee which
has been set up is perhaps out of balance, and is unequally biased against coal. Na-one on
this unit represents the coal situation. I know that Mr Kirkwood was formerly employed by
SEC WA and that should be sufficient representation in this area, but another member on the
committee is an expert in the petroleum field.
Mr Parker: Mr Kirkwood is probably Australia's leading coal fired planner. I cannot think
of' the precise terminology, but he is regarded as one of the most expert people in Australia
with regard to understanding the needs and importance of coal fired power station planning.
Dr TURNBULL: I am aware of that. I would be very pleased if the Department of
Resources Development and members of the Harman Committee would look at the beautiful
site located seven kilometres outside Collie which has been set aside, and on which is a very
large sign stating that it is the site for a coal fired power station.
I move to the subject of pressurised fluidised bed technology in power station development.
This is also covered by the Department of Resources Development and the technology should
be given a trial run in Western Australia. along the lines presented by Asea Brown Boveri
when members of that company came to Australia recently.
Mr Parker: You are not the only person imbued with the merits of ABB technology, but
there are a number of competing technologies doing the same sont of thing. Shell and Texaco
are two such companies. The fundamental point is that it is important to trial the coal
gasification or a way of removing impurities and emissions from coal. I do not disagree with
that. I have tried to persuade my colleagues that just because ABB has one technology, that
does not mean we should adopt that type, because others may or may not be better or
cheaper.
Dr TURNBULL: The Minister may have noted that I said we should trial the technology
along the lines of that presented by ABB. I am suggesting the trialling of such technology in
Western Australia because then other processors could seek the improved technology in this
State. As long as private enterprise is prepared to put up the necessary funds - and I am not
suggesting that the Government should subsidise this - it would be an important addition in
Western Australia.

With regard to the power requirements of Western Australia it is quite obvious that as the
petrochemical plant will not go ahead, the projected increase in power requirements is not as
high as previously. That is one of the reasons it is estimated that the next base load power
station will not be needed until the summer of 1995. With regard to the projects which will
require energy, I ask the Minister to indicate the Government's proposals with regard to an
aluminiumn smelter. [ know that the consortium planning the aluminiumn smelter is no longer
functioning, and such a smelter with a steady constant load would be a factor in establishing a
base load power station.

I refer to forestry and a paper pulp mill -

Mr Parker: It is not in this portfolio, it comes Under the Department of Economic and Trade.

Dr TTJRNBULL: It is not included in the Department of Resources Development?

Mr Parter: No.
Dr TURNBUTLL: I reiterate the questions I would like the Minister to address. [ refer to the
use of Collie coal in the HI-smelt process - where its place will be and how much; and also
query how far the iron ore proposals are going ahead in Western Australia and whether this
will be a new advancement in industrial development in Western Australia.
Mr PARKER: A number of points have been made by members opposite and I will try to
deal with them alt. [ had intended to answer a query previously raised by the Leader of the
National Party and, as he is not in the Chamber at the moment, I ask the member for Collie to
pass the information to him. This matter was raised earlier in the Budget debate and I
intended to deal with it during the Treasury section yesterday.

The Leader of the National Party raised the question of the constitutional validity of the
Budget because of certain payments contained within it. As a result of that query the
Government asked the Solicitor General, Mr Kevin Parker, to look at the question; and he
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has confirmed the constitutional validity of this year's State Budget. He said that the Budget
legislation is valid and conforms to long accepted practice in Western Australia. The
question raised by the Leader of the National Party hinged on a phrase in section 46 of the
Constitution Acts Amendment Act which states that appropriation Bills can only deal with
funds for the annual ordinary services of the Government. The Opposition suggested this
created some doubt about a variety of matters, including the Government's support for the
tailed Teachers Credit Society. Swan Building Society, Rothwells and WA Government
Holdings Ltd, The matter was taken seriously and referred to the Solicitor General for his
opinion, and after detailed and thorough examination of current practice in the Australian
States, the Commonwealth and Britain, Mr Parker has advised that the examples mentioned
all qualify as ordinary annual services under our established practice..
The CHAIRMAI4: Order! The level of audible conversation is too high, particularly from
members on my left.

Mr PARKER: There is nothing new in the Budget in making provision for assisting
commercial ventures which have incurred losses; for example, an advance to the Manjimup
Co-operative was written off in 1979 as a loss, as were losses on the West Trade Centre in
1981. When section 46 was introduced into the Constitution in 1921 the Western Australian
Parliament did not alter its long established practice of including in the one appropriation Act
each year all capital works and all Government expenditure. That indicated that ordinary
annual service in section 46 was intended to reflect United Kingdom parliamentary practices,
and practices which had been well established in this and some other States. This is a
different practice from that which the Senate and the House of Representatives in quite
different circumstances agreed to in 1965. The Solicitor General has stated that under the
established Western Australian practice the four items referred to by the Leader of the
National Party were properly included as ordinary annual services of the Government.

Turning to one of the specific items raised today by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, the
iron ore industry in Western Australia has been through a number of changes but it has
emerged from those stronger than ever before, able to take advantage of the buoyancy of
world steel industry trading, and is exporting substantially more than ever before. I expect
this year's exports will be at a record volume. It is able to operate on a much smaller scale
than hitherto thought possible, with small operations, such as the residual Goldsworthy
operation and McCamey's operation as so far developed, being able to operate on an
economic basis. Like the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, l am very keen to see value
added processing in that and other industries, and substantial strides have been made with
value added processing in the last few years, although not in the iron ore industry.

The member for Collie raised matters on the same subject. There have been a number of
proposals put forward for value adding to iron ore. Depending on who one talks to one gets a
different suggestion as to what is the most prospective of the various possibilities. For
example, one of the possibilities canvassed for many years is a form of so-called direct
reduction which takes iron ore and extracts the oxygen content leaving sponge iron, so-called
because the elimnination of the oxygen leaves the residual iron looking like a sponge. That
process has been looked at time and again and is being looked at again. Some people believe
strongly that such a project could be very successful. There is within that sub group of
people a further sub group who think it would be best done with coal, and Collie coal would
be suitable for that. There are others who think it would be best done with gas. People such
as Mr Ivankovich are strong proponents of doing that with Collie coal and he has been busily
working on a project to try to develop that. Others in the industry say that no form of direct
reduction will ever be truly economically viable. It is one of those things the private sector is
arguing about. The final test will come when someone is prepared to invest in that process.
The other area is that of the iron carbide process, an American process researched extensively
by Hamersley Iron or CR4. The scientist at CR4 in charge of research became convinced of
its merit but CRA did not, so he left and found a backer in Mr Bannernan who many
members would know of through his company, Pact Resources ML. We have in turn
supported Pact Resources to the tune of a $250 000 loan plus in-kind support and have
encouraged the iron ore companies to provide opportunities for Mr Bannerman to
experiment. I know that he has been doing good work and is looking for more support. That
has been evaluated and the feeling is perhaps that no more of taxpayers' money should go
into supporting that at this stage. Nevertheless, we hope the project will proceed.
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Most exciting of all is the H-i smelt project. For years, virtually since the development of
blast furnace technology for steel making, scientists and metallurgists have dreamt of being
able to smelt iron ore as opposed to the blast furnace process. The original Kloekne Wurke
process has been refined. CRA bought out the technology from Kloekne Wurke and then
brought in Midrex Corporation, a subsidiary of Kobe Steel which is a large Japanese steel
company. They are not the only ones working on steel smelting technology as British Steel is
working on something as well, as is Sumitomo and other Japanese companies, which are well
advanced. There may be other companies working on that technology as well.

Mr Court: We spoke to people at British Steel and it was the Copeman of Britain, [an
McGregor, who was running the Coal Board, having just left British Steel, who said that they
were very advanced in their direct reduction technology, but we do not hear much about it
now.

Mr PARKER: They play it fairly close to their chests because they are worried about the
competition. Someone said to me that when I went to Sumitomo I should suss out what stage
they were at. This is a highly competitive field because the first person there will
revolutionise the steel industry. That will benefit Western Australia because of the nature of
the ingredients involved. Even if it is not found by CRA and is found by Sumitomo it will
make steel making in Western Australia much more economic although we would prefer it to
be done by a home grown company. The reason for locating such a plant in Kwinana is the
facilities there, a fact that is recognised. When the technology is proven hosts of scientists
will not be needed nearby and they will not need to be near tertiary institutions or capital
cities.

The CHAIRMvAN: Order! I have drawn attention previously to the rather loud conversations
on my left and right. I know the Hansard reporter is having difficulty following the speaker
and I am having difficulty hearing the debate. If members wish to have loud conversations
they should please do so outside the Chamber.

Mr PARKER: The ultimate aim, of course, is to locate the plant close to the iron ore source
or the coal source. Mainly, I guess, it would be the source of the iron ore, which is one of the
major attractions of the project from a Western Australian perspective.

Mr Court: Can you explain to me why they are going from a pilot plant of how many tonnes
to a semi-commercial plant of how many tonnes?

Mr PARKER: They are constantly refining it as part of the whole program. The semi-
commercial plant was to be between 100 000 tonnes and 150 000 tonnes annual throughput.
They expect the units of production to be 500 000 tonne units if they go to full scale
commercial production. When I was in Maxhutte they were dealing with a pilot plant of less
than 10 tonnes - the figure that comes to mind is three although it might have been slightly
more, but it was not large. There is massive upscaling proceeding from what was being done
in Maxhutte to what is being done here. It may seem a simple achievement that we have a
demonstration plant here and everybody thinks it is a good idea. However, a huge amount of
work and lobbying went on to convince some of the sceptics within CRA that they should
proceed with the project and that it should be located here. There was much pressure to
locate the plant in Germany, the United Kingdom or the United States because of the
availability of steel mills and metallurgists. I am glad that CRA chose to put the plant here.
One could say that it is problematical and is a research project, but it is a massive research
project and there is a huge amount of risk capital in the true sense of the word going in to this
project. CRA has a high degree of confidence in it, otherwise it would not put up the money.
Of all the projects this is probably the most prospective and the one with the biggest effect if
it were successful.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition raised the matter of the Taiwanese. As he says, they
have developed their steel making activities and demands rapidly but are still a net importer
of steel despite the huge expansion they have made in their steel production. They have some
environmental problems in Taiwan in relation to their next steel mill and whether they will be
allowed to develop dams to provide water for the plant in certain sensitive areas. There is a
bit of brinkmanship going on between the company and various people in Taiwan about
whether they will be allowed to develop that plant. The fact they can show there are positive
options available overseas will help with some authorities in their country. Nevertheless.
they are a rapidly expanding and successful steel company.
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Some of my people came back from Taiwan on the weekend and said that China Steel may
get approval for an additional facility but it is also the case that they may be looking for a
new one on top of that. Australia, Malaysia and Canada are the places they are looking at. It
is true to say that our principal competitor in Australia is Gladstone, as the Deputy Leader of
the Opposition indicated. Gladstone has a large dam and one of the issues we would have to
address in Western Australia is the availability and quality of the water available, particularly
if we want the plain to be located in the Pilbara.

The other issue is the general infrastructure one. [ do not see power as a major issue for that
plant as it is not a massive net user of power and is a major producer of power in its own
right.

Mr Court: It needs 150 megawatts.

Mr PARKER: It needs the availability of 150 megawatts of power in the system, but it
would usually take only 50 megawatts. The units must be available in case they are needed.
As the Deputy Leader of the Opposition knows, some of the steel plants in Japan are from
rime to time net exporters of power into the grid because of the waste heat generated in the
process. Availability of power is an issue, but the ongoing and continuous supply of power is
not a massive issue. These are important issues, and we will certainly put together a
substantial submission, urging the Taiwanese to undertake very close scrutiny of the options
here in Western Australia, as well as the others they are undertaking.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition raised the issue of the Damnpier Port Authority.. I
understand that a group of people there want some land immediately. [ accept the point that
there has to be more longer term planning than that; that is why we set up the Dampier Port
Authority, and why the people on the authority do not represent only the transport industry. I
insisted that someone from my department be on the authority, in particular the head of the
infrastructure bureau, which will mean that that orientation will come in there. It also has
representatives from Hainersley Iron Pty Ltd and Woodside Offshore Petroleum Pry Ltd. I
accept that there is a need for them to further develop opportunities in the area for the non
mainstream users of the port, and that is what they want to do. The argument as I understand
it at the moment is precisely how they do it and whether a particular group, which has been
there for some time, is disadvantaged, or whether they go up to a system of more general
application.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition and the member for Cortesloe talked about the
petrochemidcal project. Following the winding up of PIL and the determination which will be
taking place shortly - and I cannot give a timre, but over the next few weeks - by the
liquidator, in discussion with the creditors of PIL, and once the assets of P11 are recorded and
finally determined, and we expect they will end up in our hands, because we are the only
secured creditor, the opportunity will then be taken to advance the idea of the project in all its
facets to the international petrochemical industry and other investors who, while maybe not
petrochemical majors, have a substantial involvement in the industry, such as Japanese
trading houses and the like.

I think that the report to which the member for Cottesloe referred was an information
memorandum which is being prepared by Whitlarn Tumnbull, which analyses the strengths
and weaknesses of the project, its NPV, and a whole range of issues, which will essentially
go into a prospectus for the project which can be provided to potential international investors.
The Government's preferred position is to have international investors of considerable calibre
in the industry to take up the full running of the petrochemical project. To the extent that any
Government support is necessary, it will be along the lines outlined by the Premier in his
White Paper and in his subsequent comments on that White Paper, as summarised by the
member for Cottesloc this evening. There is no doubt that is the way the Government will
prefer to operate. It is certainly the Government's position - and we will be making this clear
to potential investors - that before they go ahead, and before approval is given, the project
will need to be the subject of a development agreement which spells out the extent to which
there is any Government support for the project, and it will need to be passed by Parliament.

In respect of the role of Whitdan Turnbull, that company has considerable expertise and the
ability to marshal the expertise of others. It will be responsible, together with Government
officers, for presenting the economics of the project to potential investors around the world.
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A number of people are interested, and I am meeting with one person tomorrow. I have met
with others in the past. They want everything to be cleared away before they commit
themselves fully. We want that also. We are now almost in a position to go to those people
and deal with them on this issue.

It is my view, based on the advice [ have received, that there is no environmental reason why
Kwinana is any worse a location than the Pilbara. The facts which have emerged from the
Texan explosion, to which the member for Corresloe referred, are that no-one off the plant
site was hurt by what happened. The plant site personnel will obviously be protected -by very
stringent controls, wherever the plant is located.

Mr Court: Are you saying no-one was hurt?

Mr PARKER: I am saying that no-one off the plant site was hurt. That means that the
surrounding areas were not a problem. I understand that plant was much closer to residences
than the Kwinana plant would be.

Mr Hassell: What about the question of what Whitlarn Turnbuli are doing?

Mr PARKER: I though I just explained it.

Mr Hassell: You did not say anything about the fees.

Mr PARKER: The member said he would put on the Notice Paper some questions to the
Premier.

Mr Hassell: Will I receive an answer?

Mr PARKER: The member will have to ask the Premiuer.

Mr Court: They have not been answered in the past.

Mr Hassell: I can't understand why we can't find out about the fees. What about the
involvement of chemical majors? Has anyone been lined up?

Mr PARKER: The whole idea is that Whitlain Turnbull, together with Government officers,
will put up -

Mr Hassell: You are going to make up a presentation, but you are not negotiating with
anyone?

Mr PARKER: We have some people who are very interested, including someone whom I
will see tomorrow, I saw other people when I was overseas, who have registered an interest
with us and have indicated they want to know when we are in a position to deal with them.
Those people, together with others in the industry, will be approached.

Mr Hassell: Are you seriously contemplating Government involvement?

Mr PARKER: Not in terms of equity. Our aim is that there should not be any Goverrnent
equity. We have also made it clear that our aim is to conduct any Government support for the
project, whether it be equity, infrastructure, or other support, in the ways outlined in the
White Paper, and they would all be sanctioned by an agreement Act that will be put to the
Parliament. I believe I answered, by way of interjection, the issues raised by the member for
Collie. I again emphasise that in any research project we would expect a wide range of
feedstocks to be used, but the whole idea of this is that we do not have to go to a place which
has high grade coal, such as Queensland or New South Wales, in order to be economic. We
can use the coal types that we have in Western Australia. I am sure they would be
experimented with, and some would perform better than others, but that is the nature of the
activity in which we are engaged.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition raised the issue of the next base load power station; and
I agree that is critical to the economic future of the State. What has happened over the past
two or three years has substantially improved the opportunity for the State to ensure that the
cost of power is addressed in the best possible way. In fact, some of the work which has been
done by the energy policy and planning bureau has challenged some of the work previously
done within the planning section of SEC WA, and has led SECWA to reassess some of the
assumptions hitherto made about what was best from an economic viewpoint. The decision
by SEC WA to go to firme nine gas turbines as the next step is very much a result of that; it
became very clear that the most economic and efficient next step was to go to frame nine
turbines.
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It is very important to get these things right. People talk about the efficiencies achieved in
Queensland. A fundamental thing in Queensland was the ciming of the commissioning of its
power stations, which was very good. Projections of power demand go up and down
constantly. Queensland had provisions in the contracts with builders and suppliers to allow
deferrals and to make sure that things were not brought on until they were needed. This has
all been done very skilfully.
One of the people working in the energy policy and planning bureau was very involved in
that process. It is not a question of overriding SECWA. This is a policy we put forward.
The last energy Minister in a conservative Government was Peter Jones, now the President of
the Liberal Party - he was a member of the National Party at that time - and when he was the
Opposition spokesman on this matter he endorsed the view that there should be a different
source of advice from SECWA on these issues. That was based on his three years'
experience as Minister responsible for SECWA. That is not to say that SECWA is always
right or always wrong. What is in the best interests of SECWA is not necessarily in the best
interests of the Staie. Issues like third party sales, the generation of power, the delivery of
power away from the grid, precisely how energy planning proceeds and the sorts of power
stations we have are the sorts of issues we are concerned with. To have someone arguing and
sometimes agreeing with SEC WA about what it should do is very valuable. In the t8 months
or so since that has been happening we have found it very valuable, and so has SEC WA,
although it was a little concermed about it at first.
Mr Court: You have left out the fact that Joh sorted out the work practices.

Mr PARKER: I said some of the changes made in Queensland were important to the efficient
delivery of energy, but they were far less important than the generation decisions made. The
generation decisions were very flexible and timely.

Mr Court: They have some very cheap coal.

Mr PARKER: That is a big benefit they have. Some of the coal mines there use very
efficient mining practices. There is no question of that. That is why we are keeping the
competitive pressure on the coal companies for the next power station.

The aluminium smelter has been a long held dream of Governents and people in Western
Australia for many years. While there are very considerable advantages to building a smelter
here, including the availability of alumina and the proximity of markets, good ports and so
on, the fundamental issue is what price can be charged for power. What price can a smelter
stand? The world situation is becoming more competitive.

The Venezuelans, for instance, are offering power for aluminium smelting at 10 per kilowatt
hour. They have unlimited power at that price. There are problems with investing in
Venezuela. Investors take a risk in investing capital there, but there are people who do that.
The Venezuelan Government is not frightened to put its taxpayers' money into these plants.
Plants are being built there, and people will happily sell them the technology for a price. It is
impossible for us to compete with power at that price, no matter what we do.

The same thing applies in Quebec. I sometimes wonder whether the policy planners in the
province of Quebec are being very sensible, because they are offering power at somewhere
between 1.10 and l.54t. New smelters are continually being built in Quebec. If I were a
member of the Quebec Government I would be worried about becoming overly dependent on
that low cost power created by hydroelectricity and on the aluminium industry. I would have
thought they could receive a better return from exporting that power to the US, but that does
not seem to bother them. [ was recently told that aluminium smelting may be coming to an
end in Quebec, but new smelters are still being built and existing smelters extended. The
assessment is that despite those difficulties one could probably get away with 2.50 or 30 for
power. As the member for Cottesloe said, to do it under our existing system with our present
demand would involve substantial subsidies. Perhaps the private sector could do it. We have
encouraged the proponents of the aluminium smelter to explore those opportuities, which
they have done, and there are prospects of that sort of level being achieved.

The most important thing we can do is provide reasonably low priced power at 30 or 4g to
the wide range of value adding industries we have, such as the silicon smelter, the galliumr
plant, and hopefully the rae earth plant and various zircona plants, plant for turbine blades -
those sorts of things. It is important to have that sort of power available. The impact of half
a dozen of those sorts of projects would be greater than that of an aluminium smelter.
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I think I have answered all the points raised by members opposite. This department has not
been through all that many changes because it is a very good and professional department. It
has been pretty stable, not only in structure terms but in people terms. I have been very
pleased to have been associated with it for the last six or seven years. In a month or two I
shall heat the longevity record of the member for Floreat in that portfolio. It has been a very
exciting time, and I am confident that this department will contribute substantially to the
development of the value adding industries, as well as the traditional areas of this State for
many years to come.

Item 1: Salaries, Wages and Allowances -

M~r COURT: Last week the Minister went to the Eastern States, and we were led to believe
that visit was to build up confidence in Western Australia as a place in which to invest. I
understand the Government was also talking to the Federal Goverrnent about an assistance
package for the establishment of a petrochemical plant in this State.

Mr Parker: I did have some discussions with various people in the Federal Government, but
not on that issue.

Mr COURT: I thought one of the purposes of the visit related to the petrochemical project.

Mr Parker: No.

Mr COURT: The Minister mentioned in passing that he hoped the rare earth plant would get
off the ground. The big problem seems to be the environmental issue and the disposal of
waste around the Pinjarra area. Why can this plant not be located somewhere else? I
understood that when the plant was first proposed there was considerable support for it to be
established in the Geraldton region.
Mr Parker: That was another plant.

Mr COURT: I thought that was the same project.

Mr Parker: No; it was a rare earth plant, but not this one.

Mr COURT: When it did not go to Geraldton the member for Geraidton expressed concern
that Geraldton had lost the industry. There is a problem with waste disposal where flooding
occurs. Can the Minister update me on the major concern with that plant? How will that
problem be overcome? Finally, we did discuss the need for facilities at Danmpier but I forgot
to mention that there is also the same need at Port Hedland.
Mr Parker: It has the tug harbour and the general cargo wharf which has recently been
upgraded.

Mr COURT: It has better facilities but they still cannot cater for the present needs. For
example, if a number of fishing trawlers are in there together they do not have enough
facilities because it is too crowded. It cannot accommodate two patrol boats, for example. A
weekend or so ago two patrol boats came in and one had to stay out of the harbour while the
other went in. The place is crying out for an enlarged small boat harbour, not just for tugs but
for fishing boats and supply vessels. There is concern that both the Port Hedland Port
Authority and the Dampier Port Authority do not have enough community representation on
them. The Dampier authority especially could be better served by having a broadened
representation of local people on it, but that is just a suggestion I make to the Minister.

Mr PARKER: The port issues would probably be better raised with the Minister for
Transport during debate on his Divisions. The Dampier Port Authority structure is actually
the result of agreement reached originally, I think, by the member for Floreat when he was
Minister, with Woodside in particular. That was quite legitimate and I am not criticising the
agreement but it was reached because both Woodside and Harnersley were concerned that
they did not have people on the authority; that people were, in a sense, spending their money
while they themselves were minority voters on the board. So while over the years I am sure
we will be able to change the structure of the Dampier Port Authority, in the short ternm we
have some obligations to those two bodies which are overwhelmningly the major users of the
port.

In the case of the Port Hedland Port Authority, I think last year we added a commnunity
representative to that authority. Mr Haynes had run it for many years as a sort of personal
fiefdom, and I think we added Mr Carter who was the Chamber of Commerce representative
and was also on the local government authority.
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Mr Court: I think you will find you have just made an announcement that had yet to be
made.
Mr PARKER: I thought it was last year that we added Mr Canter, but I could be wrong.
Perhaps the member should take it up with the Minister for Transport.
Mr Court: Mr Canter might be on the authority but I think you might be looking at changing
the head.
Mr PARKER: We might be. I am not talking about Mr Haynes' position but about
Mr Carrer's having joined the board last year as an additional member who was both a Port
Hedland shire councillor and the chairman, or president, or something like that, of the local
Chamber of Commerce.

Mr Court: It is understandable that they have an iron ore mentality because that is what the
port is for, primarily, but the little operators do not fit into that way of thinking.

Mr PARKER: There have been problems and from time to time pressure has had to be
exerted even to achieve some of the things that are there now, but I suggest the member rake
it up with the Minister for Transport.

As to the location of the Rhone Poulenc project, it is trute to say that a rare earths project
proposed by Osaka Chemicals, a Japanese company, was given environmental approval for
Narngulu, an industrial area near Geraldton. A couple of minor issues remained to be
resolved but essentially full approval was given. When it became clear that Rhone Poulenc
would go ahead with its project and Osaka could not if Rhone Poulenc did because Rhone
Poulenc had tied up all the contracts to buy the monazire and would not let Osaka get any of
it, we first of all suggested to Rhone Poulenc and then subsequently pleaded with it to put the
plant at Cieraldton. We said that location already had environmental approval and although
its plant might be a bit different and require a few modifications it would not be a problem.
As the Deputy Leader of the Opposition said, the populace welcomed it and were very
disappointed that it would not go ahead. We told Rhone Poulenc it would be simple for it to
put its plant there, and I know we were not the only people who said that to the company. I
know Mr Jones, who at that time was a consultant and did a bit of work for it at some stage,
said the same thing to it, but the company did not take any notice of that.
Rhone Poulenc wanted to build a gallium plant and of course there was only one location
where it could build that plant .- that is, adjacent to the alumina refinery - because it wanted to
take the gallium out of the red mud. They said, "If we are going to have a gallium plant there
we want only one location and we want to put our rare earths plant there as well." At that
early stage we drew the company's attention to some of the problems we thought might arise
but Rhone Poulenc was adamant about it and so we said we would go ahead with the
environmental review program and see what happened. Stage I was approved last year.
Stage 2 was not; however, the company has indicated it does not want to build stage 1 until it
has approval for stage 2, even though it will take some little rime longer to build it. The
problem with stage 2 was the disposal of waste, particularly the on site disposal of the waste -
not so much the thorium disposal; although that needs to be firrmly addressed and fixed up I
do not see that as an insurmountable problem. The problem was the perception of the radium
in the ponds in Pinjarra.

The environmental review program that is out at the moment addressed that problem in two
ways, firstly by a greater extraction of clean anmmonium nitrate so there was less material to
be deposited as the clean ammonium nitrate can be sold off to industry for fertiliser or
explosives; and secondly, the contaminated ammonium nitrate, which was a much smaller
volume, would either be put in ponds which would then be diluted or - and this was the
preferred course - be injected into deep wells 600 metres or more below the surface into salt
aquifers which have not moved for millions of years, where they could lie quietly and not do
anyone any harn. That matter is before the Environmental Protection Authority at the
moment and I understand the public submission period is closed and the EPA is evaluating
the submidssions. I think there has been some ro-ing and fro-ing between the proponents and
the EPA, and 1. understand that probably within the next six weeks the EPA will make a
decision. In the meantime we have been negotiating with the Murray Shire Council on some
of the infrastmuctural issues, and a very cooperative attitude is now being displayed by the
shire.
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Mr Omodei: Hasn't the shire rejected that offer?

Mr PARKER: No, the Murray Shire Council has a wish list of things it wants, but it has
indicated a willingness to talk all the issues through with us and I think mast of the things it
wants can be addressed. We are awaiting the finalisation of the EPA's report and the
final isation of discussions with the Murray Shire Council.

item 3: Investment Attraction -
Mr COURT: Could the Minister explain what is covered by this item?
Mr PARK-ER: It covers the cost of the department's promotional and publicity functions.

Mr Hassell: Does it include the pictures of the Premier in the paper which I talked about?

Mr PARKER: I do not think there are any pictures of the Prem-ier - not in the Department of
Resources Development.
Mr Hassell: You admired him then.

Mr PARKER: What is the member saying? I am not saying that, I am just saying the
Department of Resources Development is not involved in producing pictures of the Premier.

Mr Court: Do you thinkc he still appeases his conscience by doing the odd conscientious
objector case?

Mr PARKER: I had a great deal of admiration for the Premier then, and I do now.

Mr Court: Who was the unnamed source giving all those naughty details?

Mr PARKER: The Deputy Leader of the Opposition should not ask me. As to item 3, the
increase this year of $30 000 covered the participation in the World LNG Conference which
was recently held in Nice in France and which was very successful, some provision for the
continuation of some Chinese students' scholarships which had previously been in another
department and are now here, and some adjustments to funding of various promotional and
publicity activities.

Mr Court: Are you still giving chose Chinese scholarships?

Mr PARKER: There are no new ones but we are continuing to support some students who
were here before.

Item 4. Development Facilitation -

Mr COURT: I ask the same question of the Minister in relation to this item, which is broken
down into Project Management Services, Resource Industry Consultation and Resource
Industry Project Financing. Would the Minister please advise what this item covers.

Mr PARKER: Item 4 provides for the cost of studies and consultancies associated with
specific projects in the minerals and energy field. The increase of $350 000-odd is for the
study into establishing an iron ore processing plant in the Pilbara; studies in the methodology
of determining the benefits of major new projects; the upgrading of Wells Park at Kwinana
Beach; industry location studies at Coogee; the Iron Ore Industry Consultative Council
activities; local content monitoring on major resource projects, and funding adjustments for
other ongoing studies. This supports the work being done on the long term planning for a
major new industrial centre, to which I referred.

Item 7: Social Impact Assessment -

Mi COURT: This is a new item, for which a figure of $246 000 is cited. Could the Minister
for Resources Development tell the Chamber what that is for?

Mr BLAJIKE: This social impact assessment group is one of a number of groups currently
operating in the proposed mineral field south of Nannup. What work does this social impact
assessment unit do? While that unit has been questioning people and taking assessments in
relation to the impact of mining. it appears to be duplicating the work of other Government
agencies and organisations.

Mr Parker: Such as?

Mr BLAIKIE: Such as the Beenup mining consultative council, the Jangardup task force -
and something like seven or eight separate subcommniutees are operating for both the Beenup
and Jangardup mine sites - as well as other groups. This is yet another study group. There is
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an advisory task force, a transport advisory committee, a group which has been set up
involving local government, and one which involves Government officers only; another
group was established by the South West Development Authority. Quite frankly the Minister
ought to look at what the Minister for South-West has done. In my view he has triplicated a
number of studies, which has led to confusion in the south west. This social impact
assessment group might well be doing good work but a plethora of studies already exists, and
there is a lot of confusion. I say that advisedly because a number of people have approached
me. While Jangardup and Beenup are not in my areas, there is concern in that general region.
Could the Minister indicate what he will do? Will he give an undertaking to see what his
colleague, the Minister for South-West, has set up? The Minister must ensure these studies
are coordinated in one total study rather than continue with the current confusion.

Mr PARKER: The social impact assessment group was an election commitment made by the
Government, which was that the Environmental Protection Authority would evaluate the
environmental impact of projects in the true environmental sense. However, often people are
not bothered so much about the environmental impact in the true sense of the words, but
rather the impact it has on their lifestyles, the society in which they live and so on. The social
impact assessment group will work on those issues, identifying what they are and working
with local communities to see whether they can be ameliorated, and making
recommendations to Government about what should be done to accommodate them. A small
group, which ultimately will comprise six people, will look at what I have just described. It
will be Statewide and will not merely relate to the south west.

As I understand it, only two Government bodies are involved. The Beenup consultative
group was established by BHP itself. One of the two is a task force set up by Cabinet, and
chaired by members of the infrastructure bureau of the Department of Resources
Development. It incorporates various relevant transport agencies, the South West
Development Authority and the social impact group, and will work with those consultative
committees, the industry and the community to identify the options for transport from both
Jangardup and Beenup to wherever the end products are to go. I am not aware of anything
the South West Development Authority is doing; certainly it has no role in the matter except
as a member of the task force and it has an input to overall Government decision-making just
as any other department would have.

Mr Blaikie: Another committee, headed by the South West Development Authority, has also
been set up. and includes local government bodies. There are something like six or seven
individual groups.

Mr PARKER: The South West Development Authority was asked to consult with local
governiment in that area to work out what their views were. Sometimes local government has
a different perspective from that of the communities; sometimes local governments are at
odds. For example, the shires of Augusta-Margaret River and Busselton might adopt
diametrically opposed views about at least one of the transport options. Obviously there must
be some way to get an assessment of those views. However, the transport group has now
released a report identifying all the various transport options. The EPA is evaluating the
Jangardup report; in the meantime the matter has been complicated by the Pioneer decision to
sell Cable Sands. No-one knows who will end up owning Cable Sands, and that might have a
big impact on how this matter develops. If it is bought by one of the two major developers in
the area, they may not decide to develop it at all. For strategic reasons they might just want
the dry mill and the long term reserves. That is up in the air. However, the transport options
group will provide input to Government. The social impact group, in its work with the
various bodies, will report on what it sees as the best options available to it; the EPA report is
on Jangardup. Beenup has not even notified us yet of how it intends to proceed, although it is
probably furthest down the track with some detailed work on its transport problems. A lot
depends on whether Beenup proceeds, and in what order that proceeds. That will impact on
what is economic to do vis-a-vis transport of the product to the nearest processing facility.
There are various different options available including two sea options. Those things are
being evaluated, but the South West Development Authority is certainly a member of the
road transport group. It certainly has been asked to consult with local government in the area
but it has no role other than that. The decision will ultimately be made by Cabinet. I have
sought a meeting with some of my colleagues to resolve some of the issues in the near future.
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Mlr Blaikie: Those commnittees were established by Government and belong to the various
Government agencies involved. It has filtered down. However during the last fortnight the
Premier announced another committee related to the economy and environment. No doubt
that will also look at the social impact of development as well.
Mr PARKER: That will look at the broad general questions of the environment and the
impact of industry on the environment. It will look at general policy guidelines, but I do not
envisage that committee being directly involved in the Beenup or Jangardup projects.

M~r Blaikie: But industry overall?

Mr PARKER: Yes:-

Mr Omodei: While you have the social impact group, you also have the McKellor
development study as well. Does that committee cover that?

Mr PARKER: As I understand it, the McKellor committee is doing a more general study on
the nature of the mineral sands industry, and will reflect on some of the more general
concerns about it. It will deal not only with those things but also with three specific things
raised about that industry - radiation, location often in sensitive dune areas and rehabilitation.
Those are being addressed by the committee and are general, not specific. I think the
committee's objective is now broader and now address Eneabba as well.

Division 16 put and passed.
Division 17: Arts, $8 764 000.-
Mr HASSELL: Controversy has been raging for some months about the Government's
withdrawal of support for the WA Opera Company and its enforcement of amalgamation on
the WA Opera Company and the WA Ballet Company.

Mr Parker: That is not true. I proposed amalgamation as a solution to their problems. [ told
them it was a sensible solution but they said that they did not want it. The Government will
look at an alternative solution.

Mr HASSELL: That is the general impression among opera people. I have more contact
with them -

Mr Pearce: The Treasurer could have solved that for you; they could have joined together.

Mr HASSELL: They do not want to be married in that way; they want to struggle on. The
WA Opera Company has made valiant efforts and great progress in recent years towards
becoming a professional company. I can remember when I was at university, when the
company was an amateur operation in every sense of the word. We used to live next door to
a lady who had as a boarder a person who sang with the company and used to practise at the
most inconvenient hours of the day and night.

Mr Parker: That would be almost enough to make a person transfer to ballet.

Mr HASSELL: We swore blind that he sang flat, and that was the real worry.

Mrs Beggs: Are you tone deaf? Can't you sing?

Mr HASSELL: I am not tone deaf, but I do not claim to be able to sing.

Mr Parker: I can give the member a testimonial about a few things but singing is not one of
them.

Mr HASSELL: That is right. That was my first contact with opera and I was not very
interested; in latter years that has changed.

Mr Can: Hear, hear!

Mr HASSELL: The Minister for Mines is giving one of his rare expressions of support for
my proposition. The point is that this is a Western Australian company and we are talking
about the arts in Western Australia. The Minister knows more about this matter than I do,
and I do not pretend to know a lot. He has a good understanding of the politics involved, and
they are more complex than anything in this place.

Mr Parker: It is much more bitter.

Mrt HASSELL: I think sometimes it is.
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The arts in Western Australia are subject to the disadvantage of isolation which for artistic
companies is a great difficulty. Western Australia is not only isolated but also it has a small
population which makes it awkward for the public to support these different companies. At
the same time, the big fish from Sydney, Melbourne and Canberra wish to see things happen
in the Eastern States; that is, Canberra puts up a lot of money for the so-called national
companies trough the Australia Council and other means. These companies are not national
companies at all; they are Sydney/Melbourne companies. We are left out in the cold.

Maybe the Minister is not doing to the arts what Mr Dawkins is doing to the Uriiversity of
Western Australia and Murdoch University, but that is the impression that people involved
have. Their impression is that there will be a forced amalgamation or the Minister will cause
the disappearance of these separate companies. They both have their part to play; they both
suffer from the difficulties of isolation and the State's small population. They are both
struggling. It has been rather forcibly pointed out that these combined companies overseas
which have been cited by the Minister as an example of what can be done, are not very happy
companies; that they have not been tremendously successful.

Mr Parker: Is that not occurring?

Mr HASSELL: In ternms of the latter, it is not necessarily so.

What is the Government's policy in relation to these two areas? Will the subsidies or support
be removed; will an amalgamation be forced? What does the Minister intend to do? What
will the Budget provide? The figure of $6 million has been allocated to Arts Support -
Financial Assistance. In what areas will this financial assistance be given? What will happen
to these two companies?

Mr BLAIICIE: Why has the Government made this decision about the Western Australian
Opera Company? People who support the arts, particularly the operative arts, are most
distressed. I am outraged about moves by the Government to ensure the WA Opera
Company will not operate next year. The Government's decision is callous and stupid. The
Government has its priorities on finances and the establishment of funding policies. It has
decided that Western Australians will no longer enjoy productions by the opera company.

I attended the operetta "Countess Maritza" this week. The program from that production
contains a foreword by Anthony van Toll, the Chairman of the WA Opera Company, which
reads in part -

At last, we are treating ourselves to an evening of Emmerich Kalman's sparkling and
vivacious operetta - Countess Maritza.

The chairman said that the operetta had enjoyed huge success. Further on he stated -

It's sad to report to you, therefore, that the Government of the Day in Western
Australia has decided that a subsidised regional opera company, performing our type
of opera, is no longer required in your home state. In the face of such adversity, it is
perhaps a happy coincidence that we had programmed such a joyful and dashing
finale to 1989 - a truly fun-piece of music theatre.

He went on to say -

It now looks certain that 1990 will not see us perform in His Majesty's Theatre which
has been our home since it was brilliantly refurbished in the 1970's. Hopefully, times
will improve again soon -

I interpose to suggest that when Mr van Toll said that he hoped times would change soon,
maybe he was implying an election would be held and this Government would be out of
office. He wants a change to Government funding. The quote continues -

In our endeavours to survive alongside our Eastern States counterparts, I must pay
tribute to the wonderful support we have had from you, the opera public of Western
Australia. The members of the Company, The Society of Opera Lovers, our
wonderful choruses, our solo artists and staff at the Company have all played a great
part in bringing pleasure to hundreds of thousands over our professional life-span. It
has been a wonderful privilege to have been associated with so many great people.

The chairman's foreword reads like an obituary of the WA Opera Company. The company
was worried that as a result of the Government's decision there will be no performances in
1990 at His Majesty's Theatre. It needs to be clearly remembered that the Court Government
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saved His Majesty's Theatre and took on the great challenge to have it refurbished and
restored to make a theatrical home in the sense of true performance theatre for the benefit and
enjoyment of literally hundreds of thousands of Western Australians. The Government has a
responsibility to look at financially assisting the performing arts. The controversy has been
raging all this year about whether the Government will fund the opera - it was on again, and
off again, but now the Government has indicated that it will not fund the WA Opera
Company.

I add a further note of my deep and bitter concern for what the Minister and his Govenrment
has done. I was one of hundreds of thousands of country people who enjoyed the
performances of the WA Opera Company when it was subsidised to visit country Western
Australia. This was an opportunity for many country areas to enjoy the arts; this was a very
important program which will now be denied, not only to the people of the metropolitan area,
but also to the wider areas of Western Australia. The Opera Company visited Busselton in
May or June of this year and warmed a packed house, as it did on previous visits. [ took the
opportunity to write to the Chairman of the Opera Company and congratulate him on his
innovation and initiative and to express the enjoyment that so many people received that
night. I was dismayed to learn that the Opera Company's future was in some jeopardy so I
wrote to the Minister for The Arts, to the department, to the Australian body of the
performing arts and the Federal Minister to see whether some commonsense could apply with
continuity of country people enjoying the opera. Apparently it was to no avail.

[ join with the member for Cottesloe in the points he raised. I raise this matter on behalf of
those people who appreciate the arts and recognise the costs involved and understand that the
Government makes decisions on its priorities. The Government's priority could have been to
spend money on the Opera Company. When an opera lover like myself sees the money that
has been wasted on the rebuilding of the Swan Brewery site or the hundreds of millions of
doUars that the Government has gambled away with its casino approach to business with its
dodgy mates in building companies, it is pathetic. The Government's performance has been
pathetic. Many thousands of people will let their opinion be known.
Mr Parker: More like 40 or 50 1 think.

Mr BLAEIE: Who go to the opera?

Mr Parker: No, who have raised objections.

Mr BLAIKIE: That figure would only be the tip of the iceberg.
Mr Parker: I am saying that the issue is not developing much heat.

Mr BLAIXIE: I believe it goes far deeper than that, Minister. At the end of the day the
people who pay taxes and contribute to the welfare of Western Australia believe the
Goverrnent should spend money on the WA Opera Company. I seek the opportunity to
have this program tabled for the duration of today's sifting so that other members can view,
not only the chairman's comments and views, but also the program for what appears to be the
last performance of the WA Opera Company; it will certainly not perform within the next 18
months to two years unless there is a change of circumstance or a change of government.
[Thie paper was tabled for the information of members.]

Mr AINSWORTH: My concerns are along similar lines to those of the member for Vasse
because the changes to funding of the WA Opera Company affect people in the country more
than those anywhere else, because the WA Opera Company had planned a tour of the country
area and the cut in budget has resulted in a cancellation of that tour. Also, this has led to the
laying off of the promotions and tour director; in other words, that person was sacked. The
Opera Company was given sufficient funds to put itself in mothballs in the hope that it will
get refunding next year to fulfil the role it once played. Worse than that, the situation has
arisen in which the majority of the money saved by the budget cut is to be spent on bringing
the Australian Opera Company to Perth.

City opera lovers will see the Australian Opera; they will not miss out. However, if country
people want to see an opera in the next 12 months they will have to drive to Perth. They will
have to pay five times for the pleasure of seeing the opera. They pay for the Australian
Opera through their taxes to the Federal Government; they will pay for what is left of the
State Opera Company through taxes to the State Government but will not see it because it
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will not go to country areas; they will pay to drive to Perth to see the Australian Opera
Company; they will have to pay for a ticket when they get there; and they will have to pay to
go home. They should be able to go to their local hail or theatre in their country towns and
see the Western Australia Opera Company. That sort of treatment of country people is
atrocious.

It is a disgrace that the WA Opera Company has had its funding cut to the point where it is
almost unable to perform. The only way it will perhaps see its way clear to perform in the
next 12 months is to obtain a Federal grant for which it has applied. It is ridiculous that State
fuinding has been taken from the State Opera Company; that State money is paying for the
Australian Opera Company to come to this State; and that the State Opera Company is
applying for Federal funds so it can keep operating in the metropolitan area only. The net
result is that the State Budget has been reduced by a very small fraction of what would have
been the total Western Australian Opera Company's budget.

This Government has its priorities quite wrong. It is denying the opportunity for country
people to have a little cultural activity of this typ displayed in their areas. It is a retrograde
step for country people and I object to it most strongly.

Mr PARKER: I will start by stating what the issue affecting the WA Opera Company is not
from the Government's perspective. It is not a money saving exercise. Not one cent of the
money that would have otherwise gone to the WA Opera Company has been deducted from
this Budget for purposes in the Government or for money saving purposes. Arts funding has
not been cut back at all because of the changes to the WA Opera Company. It is not a money
saving exercise for the Government.

As far as the specifics within the arts are concerned, neither have funds been taken from the
area of music theatre to be put into other areas of the arts. Many people in the arts world
would like to see this area disbanded. I am a great opera lover. I have attended most operas
here and around the world and I own most compact discs that have been recorded of operas.
However, the Government has given an undertaking to the arts industry that the money will
not be taken into other areas of arts activity even though some people suggest it should be.

There was widespread concern in the artistic community and the community generally that
the WA Opera Company was not fulfilling its charter and, in particular, that the standards
that it set, although they peaked and troughed, are down at the moment. There was concern
also that the company was not doing one of the two major things that Government subsidised
performing arts companies to do. It was not providing artistic development for arts
practitioners to any great degree and it was not providing quality performances to a level
thought to be appropriate for the public of WA.

Mr Hassell: Who makes that judgment?

Mr PARKER: Certainly not me. The Government sought the views of Peter Sara, a very
respected consultant in the arts. Peter Sara was the arts director of the arts section of the
bicentennial activities and was involved in all sonts of things before that. He consulted
extremely widely with the arts community and presented a report which has been made
public. He outlined the concerns of people in the arts world of WA. It transpired that the
WA Opera Company had not ever completely made the transition from an amateur to a
professional company. For example, it was not unknowrf for some of its productions to be
directed by members of its board. The general view was that what we were funding was
doing neither of the two things for which Government Biinds are usually made available for
the arts. However, at the same time, it was recognised that there was a need for opera; there
are a lot of opera lovers in this State. The Government said that it believed that some money
should be made available to the company so it could commence a program of rebuilding,
developing and creating things of excellence. Secondly, the Government believed that some
of the funds which were not going to the WA company should go to ensuring that Western
Australians could see good opera. Australia has 16 million people wit seven or eight
regional opera companies. I agree with the member for Cottesloe about the national
company. However, the aim is to get the Australian Opera Company to come here regularly.
it is a high quality company and is coming here next year to present two operas in Western
Australia.

Mr Wiese: In Perth?
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Mr PARKER: I will come to that in a moment because the member for Wagin and the
member for Vasse are wrong about that.

Given that opera accounts already for approximately 12 per cent of Government funding for
the arts and arts funding is four or five times higher than it was during the time the
Opposition was in Government - no-one would suggest that we should increase the
proportion of arts funding that goes to opera - the question was how we could achieve better
value for money. The WA Ballet Company suggested that many administrative matters were
common between the two companies, not the least of them being their joint occupation of His
Majesty's Theatre. I acknowledge the role that Sir Charles Court played in the buying and
renovating of that theatre; that was very valuable. There are a whole range of other things
that the two companies could do together and the same amount spent on a merged company
could provide administrative savings and allow for more money to be spent on artistic
endeavour with less spent on administration. That proposition seemed to meet with a lot of
acceptance, although some of the people on the opera board were not very happy with it. In
the meantime, we indicated that we would be prepared to provide the company with a certain
amount of money to allow it to continue to do country touring and give it the opportunity to
rebuild. However, I have indicated to the company that there is no prospect of any
Government ever funding the WA Opera Company to be a mini Australian opera. It has to
recognise that there are important things it can do, but being a mini Australian opera is not
one of them. It does not do that well and the sort of money that would be required to have it
do it well would be the sont of money that the Australian Opera Company gets, which is
about $10 million. Some people in the Western Australian Opera Company have conducted a
fairly dishonest campaign. However, as I have said, it is a matter of no great moment to
anyone but a handful of people because many opera lovers recognise they will get good value
opera from what is being proposed with the Australian Opera Company.

Nothing has been done by this Government to prevent or hinder the WA Opera Company or
any other body from touring, although full operas do not tour; only recitals, sections and
elements of opera tour. As far as I am aware, a full opera production has never toured. There
is nothing to stop the WA Opera Company from touring. The funds that it will get are
adequate for it to do that. It can apply for touring funds or special project funds, because the
differential between the amount that is going to the WA company and the national company
has been set aside for special projects in the music arena.

I know they have written to everyone saying that the dastardly Government stopped them
from touring. There is no reason that this company should not tour and if it does not want to
tour other bodies can apply for the funds which are available. I presume that the singers who
were previously available for country tours will be available again and I see no reason that
they should not be available in even greater number. More money will be available because
we are not planning to continue ongoing funding by way of subsidy to the Australian Opera.
However, we are planning to provide a basis on which it will come to Western Australia and
the commercial success of the venture and underwriting will cover the costs. As a result
more money will be available for artistic development in this State.

The Western Australian Ballet Company is a company of great excellence and is widely
recognised around the country and I will not destroy it by making it merge with another
company. I am not forcing any mergers, but I have said that it is worthy of consideration. I
have told the Opera Company that if it wants to go on its merry way it can do so. It will
receive a base level grant for 1990 and if it wants to submit proposals for various projects,
money is available. The projects will be judged by a panel of people involved in the arts and
the Opera Company may be able to develop as a result of that.

Mr Blaikie: What was Peter Sara's artistic background?

Mr PARKER: I cannot tell the member the full detail of his background; he is a Western
Australian and I know that he was the director of the entire artistic program for the Australian
bicentennial and he is held in high regard throughout the arts community.

Division 17 put and passed.

Division 18: Library Board of Western Australia, $22 270 000 -
Mr STRICKLAND: The library service in this State impacts on a large number of people. I
found it interesting going back over the past few years' Budgets, but the figures did not tell
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me very much. Approximately two thirds of our population are members of libraries.
Unfortunately, there is an element of decay slowly creeping into the service and there is a
shortfall in this year's allocation of around $1 milion. I understand that the State is
experiencing a difficult time financially and if the Government can take a million dollars
from different areas it will help it at the end of the day.

Mr Parker: That is not true.

Mr STRICKLAND: I ask the Minister to allow me to build up an argument arnd then I will
ask him to commuent.

Members should consider the aims and objectives of the Library Board. Its first objective is
to improve the collection of recorded knowledge and other information and recreational
resources. Its second objective, on which I will focus, is to improve the exploitation of
library resources and services.

The services of the Library Board are administered through the State Library Service, which
operates under the board and provides a library and information service to all sectors of
Western Australia. It provides public libraries with fully catalogued book stock and there is a
systematic rotation of stock to 220 libraries. As members are aware public libraries operate
mainly through local government authorities.
The local authority of concern to me is the City of Stirling, which has probably the biggest
public library service in the State. I have two libraries in my electorate, the Karrinyup
Library and the Scarborough Library. Between those two libraries there are 750 000 issues
of books per year. It has been estimated that 90 per cent of the membership are City of
Stirling residents. Approximately 47 000 people are registered and 80 000 books are held in
those two libraries. In the order of 230 000 books are held by the City of Stirling. The
libraries have a high usage and the turnover is in the order of nine times per item.

I am concerned about the quality of the service. This, of course, is dependent on the
acquisition of books by the Library Board. When one looks at the total vote for the Library
Board one realises that staff cannot be sacked and cuts cannot be made to the loan servicing
costs. The only thing that cart be contained is the acquisition of books.

Mr Parker: There is a formula which is assessed by the board to maintain and enhance the
quality of the books. You do not understand that the bulk of the books are bought overseas
and because the dollar is valued at US77g! the librarians have actually done very well. I have
received many letters from librarians congratulating me for restoring the formula that was
disbanded a couple of years ago.

Mr STRICKLAND: Members will realise that the standard of book stock is set by the board;,
that is, 1.25 books per person in a catchment area. Credit should be given to the Minister for
The Arts because in 1986 he invited submissions in relaiion to the decrease in purchasing
power because of cost increases and the devaluation of the dollar. The Minister took the
matter on board and a fairly hefty increase of 24 per cent was allocated in the Budget which
allowed a new book exchange rate of 12.25 per cent.

Mr Parker: Which has been maintained.

Mr STRICKLAND: My prime concern is the quality of service, and my inquiries indicate
that the annual exchange rate in larger libraries is in the order of 25 per cent of stock. The
annual exchange is broken into two pants; used books which have been in other libraries but
which are in good condition, and new books which represent the replacement component. I
have already given credit to the Minister for the way the problems faced in 1986-87 were
handled. It is important to continue the annual exchange rate to maintain the currency of
books. In that connection the critical book replacement level relates to such things as the
shelf life of a book which I understand is between five and seven years. Of course, usage,
depreciation and other factors determine those things. The shelf life of books determines the
period of replacement and, therefore, I understand that if seven years is used as a yardstick,
one-seventh of all books should be replaced each year, providing a replacement rate of
15 per cent. In 1986 when a big effort was made in this direction, the replacement percentage
attained was in the order of 12.25 per cent. Thai is not a bad exchange rate, but the optimum
replacement level is 15 per cent.

My inquiries indicate that the current level of book exchange in libraries in my district is

4603



4604 [ASSEMBLY)

approximately 23 per cent, of which 10 per cent are used books and 13 per cent new books.
It appears that the Minister's comnment that an exchange irate of between 12.25 and
13 per cent is being maintained, is accurate. However, it is still less that the optimum rate of
15 per cent. Of course, the allocation of money for book acquisition is very important to the
quality of the service. We are living in a climate of cost increases, and t take on board the
Minister's comments about the Australian dollar. Many books are purchased from the United
Kingdom and the United States, and at times the value of the Australian dollar runs
favourably, while at other times it is unfavourable. I am sure that the people from the Library
Board do their best to obtain maximum discounts and the best possible prices.
The latest report I have from the board is for 1987-88, although I understand the release of a
more recent report is imminent. The picture painted in the report is fairly healthy, in that
increases in allocation have allowed for improvements in the proportion of new books
exchanged or introduced, and also an improvement in the quality of stock. The allocations
for acquiring books since 1984-85 have been: 1984-85 $4.1 million; 1985-86 $5 million;
1986-87 $6 million; 1987-88 $7 million; 1988-89 $6.9 million; 1989-90 $6.9 million. Those
figures indicate that in one period additional moneys were available to keep pace with
inflation, and even slightly ahead of it, but in the last three years the funding has levelled off.
Although some gains may have been made, the optimum exchange rate has not been
achieved. I am concemned that the first signs of decay are slowly creeping into the book
stocks. It is not obvious to many people because library users do not observe these matters;
however, the professional people understand that unless the quality of boots is maintained
problems will eventually arise. The quality relates to the number of books held and I have no
argument in that area. My argument is with the new stock being acquired each year.
It is very difficult when confronted with a sheet of figures to determine what is going on,
without some impact statement or background information which indicates progress and
whether a change has been made in direction. I guess that opportunity is provided by asking
questions and raising issues in this debate. I ask the Minister to comment on the acquisition
of books and the optimum exchange rate of 15 per cent. I am also interested in the small cut
in the administration cost and I ask how the Minister has been able to trim the costs.
Mr AINSWORTH: The estimatcd salary for the State Librarian has increased by
approximately 50 per cent on the actual amount paid last year. What is the reason for that?
Mr PARKER: Thbe former State Librarian retired last year and as a result the position was
vacant for pant of the year. The position reflects the full year's cost of the salary. Although
there may be a midnor adjustment the bulk of that change is the result of a full1-year rather than
a part-year salary.
Although one becomes used to criticism when in Government, I am astonished by the
comments made by the member for Stirling. I have received nothing but praise since I have
been involved as Minister for The Arts from people in the library world for the way this
Government has funded the Library Board previously and now. The general view seems to
be that we have done a good job for the Library Board. On a couple of occasions they have
had windfall gains which they have kept quiet about and of which I have known, but have
done nothing- Good luck to them. When the dollar was worth US570 they said they could
not buy books any more, but when it went to US790 they had a windfall gain so what appears
to be a stable condition in terms of dollars has resulted in a substantial increase in their
buying power of books over that time. The overwhelming proportion of books are purchased
overseas and the volume is substantial. Books are not of themselves things which appreciate
in value and the cost of books has not increased in the way other things have lately. I am a
frequent purchaser of books and I note that they have stayed static in price for a number of
years. That is probably because of the depreciation of the dollar in the past couple of years,
and modem technology in the printing industry, and so on, making the printing and
publishing of books cheaper than it used to be.
The Library Board is satisfied. I received hundreds of letters and there was some passion
expressed in the comimunity some years ago because people wanted their libraries to be well
stocked. Since then there has been nothing but praise for the way in which we have provided
the Library Board with its book stock. I have had no criticism from anybody until today and
I understand the board is completely satisfied. It may be that some of the costs and
reductions have been achieved. We have achieved a saving in non recurring salary costs of
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$214 000, mainly due to severance packages. A restructuring achieved administrative
savings in overhead costs of the library, and I make no apology about that. We have a new
State Librarian who is a very efficient and capable woman and that has saved us $214 000.
We had consultancy costs last year to produce an IT plan; that cost is no longer being
incurred, so that saved us $200 000. Expenditure commitments in 1988-89 carried forward
from the year before resulted in a saving of another $50 000.
There were smaller matters such as reductions in superannuation contributions and the like.
There has also been a substantial carrying forward of trust fund balances which reflects the
windfall gains the board has had in the past year. The Library Board is doing extremely well,
and I am proud of that. I agree with the member for Scarborough that free access to public
lending libraries is fundamental to the health of our society and should be available to the
community. That is the sort of thing that Labor Governments have always stood for in this
State, so I am glad we were able to restore funding levels which had declined over previous
years.
Mrt STRICKLAND: I thank the Minister for The Arts for his assurance that there has been
no decay. It is interesting to note that the number of dollars allocated has been constant, yet
the price of books must also have been constant because of currency changes. There is a
slight difference of opinion relating to my understanding that books have a shelf life of
between five and seven years. If that is the case and one is talking in terms of replacing
one-seventh of the books each year, I think that a better replacement figure would be
1.5 per cent. The current figure is between 12 per cent and 13 per cent. I would like the
Minister to comment on that. The libraries are reasonably content with what they are getting
because they have improved things since the 1985-86 situation when they faced a large
problem. I am worried that it is easy to drift into that problem again.

Mr Parker: Nobody has suggested that. In fact, I cannot recall the precise figure, but
percentages we are now funding at are on the basis of optimum figures provided to us by the
Library Board and the Library Association of Western Australia. Everybody seems happy
with it.

Mr STRICKLAND: I thought it was slightly higher as the City of Stirling was involved in
research into that matter.

Division 18 put and passed.

Division 19: Perth Theatre Trust, $1 274 000 -
Mr COURT: Concern has been -expressed about the sale of the BOCS booking operation.
Will the Minister explain the latest situation in relation to that matter? During the year there
was a controversy over the position of Nigel Prescott; what is his position now in this
organisation? There is a contingency amount of $227 000 for the Perth Entertainment
Centre. What is the Government's involvement with the centre?
Mr PARKER: Nigel Prescott is no longer with the Perth Theatre Trust and is with the
Department for the Arts. He is doing special work on cultural facilities throughout the State,
in particular for the performing arts. One of the problems in Western Australia over the years
has been that the demand for performing arts centres has been related more to local pressure
groups than to coherent planning as to where they should be located and what their design
should be. There was a feeling we should have an overall conception of the facilities that
should be provided in regional centres in relation to not only where, but also how, they
should be provided so that they were compatible and touring companies could go from one to
the other and put on their play or dance without involving additional cost. It was to make
things more efficient that he has taken on that role. There has been a recent selection
procedure to appoint- a new general manager of the Perth Theatre Trust which is not yet
finalised but will be shortly.

Mr Court: Will it be announced in a week or so?

Mr PARKER: Yes. The second question related to BOCS. It is interesting where people
end up in relation to these things because there was a chorus from people opposed to
privatising BOCS. People came from all over the spectrum to express various views on the
matter after the Government announced it would sell BOCS, which is losing a considerable
amount of money and which operates in the private sector in other States and other parts of
the world. Suddenly things that were not commercially possible before became possible and
people are saying that if they do this and that they can operate more efficiently.
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Mr Court: Has that happened?
Mr PARKER: They are coming up with ideas to dissuade us from selling it. Suddenly
unacceptable things are acceptable. Proposals have been put forward for outright purchase
and for joint ventures. Work has also been done by the asset management task force and the
management of the Perth Theatre Trust. I have had a meeting with the trust's management
and the task force, which have worked together on the various options available to them. I
am still going through the options.

Mr Lewis: Why not sell it?

Mr PARKER: That was the decision we took initially, but the member's upper House
colleague did not seem to think it was a good idea, somewhat to my surprise, and some other
people did not think it was a good idea. A lot depends on how it is sold, but that is what we
are looking at as an option. I see no reason why it should not be sold, either as a whole or as
part of a joint venture. We have quit the Entertainment Centre, and do not have any ongoing
obligations, but there must be a residual amount from the past, which I cannot immnediately
find. If members want further information, I will provide it to them.
Mr COURT: There has been a decline in the revenue expected this year for the Hole in the
Wall Theatre in Subiaco. Does the Minister have any notes about how that theatre operates?

Mr PARKER: The reduction is due in part to the anticipated lower level of activity. The
Subiaco theatre pays a rent to the Perth Theatre Trust which relates to its level of activity.
Last year it had a couple of very successful shows, which were higher than budget, and it
figures in the outcomes; but when we are budgeting for the future, we are being conservative
and not anticipating it will have the same level of success.

Division 19 put and passed.

Division 20: Art Gallery of Western Australia, $5 187 000.
Mr COURT: There has been a decline in the amount that is being spent for the acquisition of
works of art. Can the Minister explain whether the general philosophy of purchasing works
of an is to purchase local works of art or other Australian or overseas artists' works?

Mr PARKER: The apparent change results from an accounting change because the amount
provided to the gallery by the Government for the acquisition of works of art has remained
relatively constant; it has gone up a bit, but only by the rate of increase in the CPI. The
gallery has various reserves, trust funds and bequests, from which it obtains funds, and I note
that the amount we give it is much the same. The gallery has decreased the transfer from the
investment reserve for the acquisition of works of art, amounting to $665 000. It also carried
over some trust funds because it made a decision that it would not buy art just for the sake of
it; it would wait until some good art camre along. Since the new board has been there - and
the director is about to leave to take up her new job at the National Gallery - it has
concentrated much more on buying contemporary Australian and Western Australian art, as
well as some older Western Australian art. At one stage a fanner director had a policy that
Western Australian art for some reason I have been unable to discern, was not bought as a
matter of principle. That antagonised the local visual arts community, and in my view did not
reflect the culture of the State. When the gallery can afford it, it has to buy the blockbusters
and the major works, but it is also important to stimulate the work of local mrists by buying
their work. There is a risk element to that: In years to come some of the art will be regarded
as not very good, but other art, which has been bought very cheaply, will end up being of
great value. That is the role of the local Art Gallery, and it has been much more innovative
and exciting in its acquisitions. I believe the painters, potters and jewellers in Western
Australia have responded accordingly, and that we now have a very good philosophy of
trying, wherever possible, to stimulate the local art world.

Mr MINSON: It is opportune that the Deputy Leader of the Opposition should ask whether
local works of art were purchased as a matter of policy. I was heartened to hear the reply of
the Minister. A month or so ago. I was privileged to attend an exhibition in Claremont by an
artist, Ailsa Small, who many in this place will know because she has several works hanging
in the galleries here. I was astounded at the quality of her work. [ was surprised to find that
within a matter of five or 10 minutes, all the paintings that had a fixed price had been sold,
and those which were put up for auction a little later on were bid for in a very spirited
manner, and the top price brought was $15 000. That exhibition was attended by a lot of
members of the local art establishment. I was surprised to find when talking to them that
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Ailsa Small was highly regarded not only in the local community, but also overseas. There
are several national and international collections of her works. I was surprised to learn that
there is not one example of her work hanging in the gallery, despite the fact that I am assured
she is one of Australia's top landscape artists, if not the top. This is probably an opportune
time to bring this matter to the Minister's notice in the hope that he mnight be able to prod the
right people at the gallery. It is high time that this taented and quite famous lady was
approached to commission a major work of art to hang in the Art Gallery of Western
Australia.

Mr PARKER: I admit that recently, perhaps as a result of that exhibition, someone wrote me
a letter about the same artist. I would not presume to interfere with the curatorial policy of
the gallery in specific terms about whose art it should buy, I sent that letter to the gallery for
a report, and I will be happy to also draw its attention to these comments. It will, of course,
be up to the curators to make a decision, because someone can be a popular artist without
being of high quality. I am not saying that to denigrate the lady, because I do not know her
work. It may be that the gallery does not have a similar view.

Division 20 put and passed.

Division 21: Western Australian Museum, $8 168 000 -
Mr AINSWORTH: I am concerned about the proposed sale of the museum's collection of
vintage cars, In 1969 the museum board of the day purchased vintage cars from the Percy
Markham collection for $180 000. The deal with Mr Markham was that the board would pay
for those cars over 10 years, interest free. Those cars represented a very big part of what was
regarded at that timne as the major collection of vintage and veteran cars in Australia. The
comment by Mr Norman Harwood of the Museum of Applied Arts and Sciences in Sydney
regarding the sale was that this collection was unequalled in Australia and compared
favourably with technological museums overseas. It illustrated the developments of the
motor car through its important transitional stages. He went on to say that the Museum had
received the collection on bargain terms from Mr Markham.

Since that time the Museum's collection has been displayed in the new building. These are
valuable cars, both in terms of their individual value and their value to the general public
warning to see them. Western Australia has had no history of manufacturing cars. Al its
museum cars will be from other parts of Australia, or from overseas, therefore we Cannot
have a representative local collection. It is appropriate that a variety of vehicles from all parts
of the world should be displayed. I quote a report of the trustees of the museum to
Parliament in 1972. SirnTomas Meagher, the chairman, said, in part, about the new main
building that it had three public display floors. The ground floor was designed to show the
Museum's fine collection of vintage cars. Those words echo the words of Mr Norman
Harwood from the Museum of Applied Arts and Sciences, who also said this was an
excellent collection.

Some time last year members of the vintage car clubs discovered, almost by chance, that part
of this Markham collection was to be sold. After that proposal was made public, the sale was
delayed. There has been quite a degree of public debate, including a rally of drivers and
enthusiasts of vintage cars on the steps of Parliament House a few weeks ago. To stop the
cars from being shipped overseas, which is their likely destination - particularly with the
value of the Australian dollar, which makes the purchase of these cars by overseas buyers
quite attractive - the Combined Car Clubs of Western Australia proposed to provide a
museum of motor transport to house the cars from the museum at no expense to the taxpayer.
Mr Parker: That is not true.

Mr AINSWORTH-: That is the proposal which was put to the Minister. I have a copy of the
letter to the Minister, and the proposal is along the lines that the Combined Car Clubs would
provide the housing for the vehicles, and the cost would not be borne by the taxpayer.

Mr Parker: They wanted the land and an interest free loan.

Mr AINSWQRTH: I can only go on what they told me. Be that as it may, some arrangement
could be worked out to keep the cars either in the museum or in this proposed museum of
motor transport. In any case, the bequest of the cars was at below commercial cost. The
valuation when the cars were purchased in 1969 was $214 000. They were purchased for
$180 000 with a 10 year interest free loan. In essence, they were not quite given away, but
the price was substantially reduced. The only reason for that was that Percy
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Markham recognised the value of the cars to the State as a collection and he wanted to ensure
that the cars remained here. Rather than take the highest possible price - and he had some
tempting overseas offers for cash for the entire collection - he sold the cars to the people of
Western Australia at a considerable discount. At the same time he gave the museum - not
sold - a collection of vintage motorcycles. The people of Westemn Australia received this
additional bonus from what I would call a very generous gentleman, yet the Government now
wants to sell these cars to the highest bidder, and that is most likely to be someone from
overseas. This sale will remove from this State a major collection of vintage cars. This
collection is of great interest to the general public.
Members should bear in m-ind that the type of motor car we are talking about, by and large,
was built before 1939, although there are some exceptions to that. The oldest car was built in
1898, so it is a very old vehicle indeed. Those sorts of cars are becoming more and more
interesting because there are fewer and fewer of them around, and manty young people who
have grown up with modem motor cars have never seen this type of car on the road and they
are very interested to see them. If we sell these cars and lose this major collection from the
public Museurn, we will lose hagf of' our heritage. It is no good saying there are private
collectors with substantial collections. That is true, but there is nothing to stop them from
selling those collections. Here we have this collection held for the people of Western
Australia. One would not expect them to be sold in this way, yet this is what we will see
unless something changes. I have not heard of any change of mind up to this point, but I
hope [ do.
Receipts for the Museum for the current financial year amount to only $39 100. 1 understand,
as a result of a question I asked the Minister earlier, that the sale was scheduiled for January
or February next year. One would assume that the income from the sale of those cars would
be far greater than $39 000. I would be interested to know where that money will go arid
what it is earmarked for, because that does not show up in the Budget papers. If the sale does
go ahead, what use will be made of that income? Is it to be used to purchase motor vehicles
to reflect the history of motoring in the Stare, as some people think would be more
appropriate? At least the money will be going into motor vehicles. But my fear is that the
money will go into other things rather than into motor vehicles. This seems to be only a way
of giving the Museum more funds because of the constraints placed upon it in the Budget this
year. If we sell these vehicles and lose them to the State in this way, we will have to pay a lot
more to get sirni~ar vehicles back. Vehicles like this appreciate at a far greater rate than the
*rate of inflation. If the money from the sale of those cars was invested tomorrow, in 10
years' rime we would be able to recover only a fraction of their value, so we would lose
either way. The vehicles have already been paid for. They were bought at a discount price.
and we should retain them for future generations to enjoy and not give in to short term
expediency by selling them in this very reprehensible manner.
Mr WATT: I want to discuss the question of the Residency Museum in Albany. [ hope that
the Minister is aware that [ recently arranged for the Premier to visit the Old Gaol Museum in
Albany, which is adjacent to the Residency Museum. Most people would be aware of the
Old Gaol Museum in Albany, which has a very strong link with history. It was built in the
early 1800s. Apart from being used as a gaol, it was used for a variety of purposes, probably
the most recent being its use by the Public Works Department as an office. They altered the
building slightly but a problem is now occurring in that the fabric of some parts of the
building is starting to deteriorate very quickly. The difficulty is that to preserve the integrity
of the building it would need to be repaired with materials similar to those with which it is
constructed, that is, sun dried bricks, and they are hard to find. I expect they are available but
an attempt to do anything of that nature is necessarily more expensive because of the
difficulty in locating or reproducing an authentic reproduction or repair. The building is
classified by the National Trust and the trust's architect, Ron Bodycoat, has visited Albany
and has used his considerable expertise to draw up plans to refurbish and restore the building
to its original condition as far as is possible.
The Old Gaol Museum is under the control of the Albany Historical Society and I want to
place on record my appreciation of the work that group of people - all volunteers - has done,
not only with the old gaol but also with the Patrick Taylor Cottage which it also administers,
both of which now house an impressive collection of historical memorabilia of all shapes and
sizes. However, as the society is a voluntary group it is up against it financially and needs
something in the order of $200 000 to bring this old building back to its original condition.
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The DEPUT CHAIRMAN (Mr Donovan): Order! I am not sure, and perhaps the member
for Albany can clarify for the Chair, whether he is addressing an item he really wants to
address in another debate when Capital Works comes up or whether he really wants to
address it in this debate.

Mr WAIT: I quite deliberately included it in this, Mr Deputy Chairman, and the reason will
become apparent in a moment. Capital Works is usually utilised for either major
refurbishment or the construction of new buildings. The point I was going to arrive at in a
moment or two is that I believe the sensible thing - and I think the Albany Historical Society
would be agreeable to this proposal - would be for the operation of the Residency Museum
which is adjacent to the old gaol to be extended to include the Old Gaol Museum. It has
reached the stage now where it is probably imposing a burden on the volunteers. It is not
beyond them but certainly it has become increasingly harder to manage. Clearly they need
some funds for restoration and there are items in the Budget for repair, maintenance and
restoration work, and for that reason I chose to address this item in this area.

All I want to do is impress on the Minister that this is a most significant piece of heritage
value for Westemn Australia because of its early significance to Albany, but especially
because Albany was the first town in Western Australia to be settled. As weUl, it forms an
important pant of the historical precinct which has been and is the focal point of the "Albany
Tomorrow" plan which has been sponsored by the Government. I repeat that the whole area
is developing a strong historical influence. Recently the Eclipse Building has been completed
and for the new saddlery project they have been able to bring in a suitable building from
Mt Barker. As well they have been able to acquire the old Morrison Saddlery tools and
implements. It is to be a working saddlery, which adds to the overall attraction of the project.
It is time these projects were tied in together but that can be achieved only with cooperation
between the Albany Historical Society and the Government. I know the society is amenable
to the suggestion and I hope the Government will consider it sincerely and offer financial
incentives for the restoration work.

Mr COURT: I saw some plans recendly for some changes to that end of Fremantle where the
Maritime Museum is located, going around the old slipway area and onto Victoria Quay. I
have always thought that the Maritime Museum at Fremantle could be turned into one of the
great attractions of this State.

Mr Parker: It is already. I am not saying it cannot be improved, but it is a huge attraction.

Mr COURT: It is far from satisfactory compared with what it could be. It is common
knowledge around the world that we have the finest collection of items relating to Dutch
shipwrecks because so many were wrecked off our coast, and that goes back many years.
However, in more recent years some of the great seafaring feats of our time have featured
yachts from this State. As members opposite are only too well aware, I have always
advocated that the Government own all those important yachts. It was with some pleasure
that I heard the Government had bought Perle Banou and Parry Endeavour because of the
tremendous feats performed in those yachts; but the most important of them all and the one
that is likely to slip through our fingers is Australia 11. I will use this opportunity to say again
that I believe that yacht should be perrmanently displayed in the Fremantle Maritime Museum.
If it ever goes for permanent display in the Darling Harbour National Maritime Museum that
will be an absolute disgrace because in years to come it will grow in significance, as these
things do.

To display those yachts properly the Fremantle Maritime Museum needs specialised display
facilities. The areas being used at present are totally unsatisfactory and I would like to think
an initiative will be taken for that end of Fremantle to contain buildings which will enable the
display of not only the full collection of Dutch shipwrecks but also the more modemn yachts.
In addition the Maritime Museum has commenced a collection of other, smaller yachts and
power craft ranging from pleasure to commercial types which it simply does not have the
room to display. From time to time we want to display a yacht like the Mete-Bilo, the old 18-
footer, and the museum cannot keep it on permanent display because of the lack of facilities
so it lends those things if one wants to borrow them for a specific purpose. I believe the
proper development of the Fremantle Maritime Museum in its present location would ensure
that it became a major attraction in future years.

Mr PARKER: The Musewin of Marine Archaeology in Cliff Street is highly regarded, and
receives favourable comments from all over the world. One could expand the museum into
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other areas of marine display. As the Deputy Leader of the Opposition says, the museum has
been acquiring ocher boats, but that is of secondary importance to the marine archaeology
work undertaken there. However, I will draw his comments to the attention of the museum.
Cast is one factor;, not so much as it applies to Australia II but in relation to the facilities
necessary to house such a boat. If it were done properly, the cost would be quite substantial.
In relation to the Residency Museum, although the name rings a bell I have no recollection at
all in recent times of an approach made to me by the Premier or anybody else.

Mr Wart: It was only about two months ago.

Mir PAR.KER:. I have no recollection of it.

Mr- Watt: That is why I raised the matter - just in case it slipped through.

Mr PARKER: I will draw the member's comments to the attention of the museum.

Mr Want: They did provide a written submission.

Mr PARKER: They may have sent it to my colleague, the Minister in charge of heritage
matters. I will check that out and see what is around. These voluntary museumns have nor
been receiving funding in the past. I recently received a submission from the voluntary
Museums Association to provide it with a quite small, but very valuable, amount of funding.

Mr Watt: To be fair I understand they have been advised of a small amount of funding, but it
is very small compared to what they need.
Mr PARKER: I am glad the member has drawn it to my attention and I will look into it for
him.
There has been a lot of debate about the Markham collection. Only 10 of the 22 cars
acquired in 1969 are now being sold. The amount paid and the structure of the payment
was - and I do not criticise this - to provide Mr Markham wit a tax effective mechanism at
that time. Many of the cars were brought into the State only within a year or two of their
being sold. Some of them were of greater significance to the State than others. This is not a
money raising exercise on the part of the Government; the money will remain with the
Western Australian Museum and will go into a trust to be used for acquisition purposes for
the Museum. The Museum intends to purchase some additional vehicles, which more truly
reflect the motoring history of this State. Although, as the member for Roe said, Western
Australia did not have a motor vehicle manufacturing industry, it does have a significant
cultural heritage of motor vehicle contribution to the State. The Museum wants to buy some
more vehicles but not all of the money will be used for that. However it will be used to
acquire various things to do with the Museum's exhibition. The trustees of the Museum
board have strongly recommended that I allow the sale to go ahead. I have agreed to that and
they are negotiating with Christie's about that. The sale will take place within Western
Australia, although there will be a computer link. For those people who want the cars to
remain here, the answer is in their hands - they can simply buy them. I do not see why the
taxpayers should subsidise those people's private desires where no overall heritage value is
involved.

Division 21 put and passed.

Progress
Progress reported and leave given to sit again, on motion by Mr Parker (Treasurer).

(GRIEVANCE - TEACHERS
Dandaragan - Accommodation Problems

MR McNEE (Moore) [1.45 am]: My grievance is in relation to the accommodation
problems faced by the teachers at Dandaragan. A green apple would probably do me a lot
more good than this grievance will do those poor teachers in Dandaragan who do not have a
roof over their heads.

These teachers need to have a house provided for them before the commencement of the next
school year. It has been a long running battle to endeavour to provide these people with a
suitable home. As members may appreciate, Dandaragan is a very small town, although the
area itself produces its share of wealth for the State. Nonetheless there is a shortage of
accommodation for teachers there. Despite many approaches to the Government, nothing has
been done. A block of land is available in the area. In the past the teachers were able to
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find accommodation locally on nearby farms. There is absolutely no housing available in the
town. The Minister for Housing may be able to correct me on that matter, but to the best of
my knowledge that is the case, and there are no State housing properties available in the town
at all. The girls are currently living in a house they will have to vacate at the end of this year.
It is a new home which was built in the town by people working on a nearby property in the
district who intend to retire to it. Obviously that home will not be available next year. This
is an urgent and pressing matter. lIn the past these girls have had to travel 50) kilomnetres to
Moora for accommodation. That is a most unsatisfactory arrangement. People who live in
Rockingham may decide to teach in South Perth, but that is their decision. However when a
teacher's posting is foisted on that person by an uncaring Government, I do not think a
situation like the one faced by these girls is fair. To add insult to injury, my understanding is
that the foraging allowance has been cut in half. These girls have to travel long distances, yet
their allowances have been cut in half. It is a pity that these girls are not located in
Geraldton. The Government would have no problem with providing housing of this nature in
the Ceraldton electorate.

Mrs Beggs: They are not girls.

Mr McNEE: They are young; perhaps I should say young ladies.

Dr Lawrence: They have teaching certificates; they are women. I do not call you a boy.

Mr McNEE: I apologise if I have upset the Minister fur Education,

Mr Pearce: We are trying to help you not to be offensive to anybody.

Mr McNBE: I am not as offensive as the Government and the Leader of the House can be.
He will get his comeuppance tomorrow when we are talking about another subject in which
we are both interested.

On behalf of the young ladies who have been travelling these distances for some time, if they
lived in Geraldton, in Bunbury or in the Pilbara - that is, the electorates where the
Government throws money around - housing would be provided.

Several members interjected.
Mr McNEE: Of course, it would. But because these people are situated in the wheat belt
they do not matter much except as milch cows for the Government. If they fell into the

-category of wealthy friends of the Government, accommodation would be provided.

In the Treasurer's Budget speech he stated that in addition unbudgeted expenditure of
$151.5 million was allocated.

Mr Court: And the Government cannot give a house to a teacher in Dandaragan.

Mr McNEE: That is right. Would $60 000 cover it; would it matter if the amount required
were $ 100 000? The amount of $ 151.5 million has been allocated to the Government's rich
and powerful friends and in that case there is no limit. I make this plea on behalf of the
teachers in Dandaragan where classroom teachers have never had housing even though the
Government has had a building block in the town for seven years.
Mr Pearce: Before that was there no building block?

Mr McNEE:- When the Leader of the House was the Minister for Education he said this land
could be made available; the next time he wrote he said the opposite.

Mr Pearce: There was no land available when the Opposition was in Government.

Mr McNEE: The previous Minister for Education said that these people could have the land.
I can now inform the I-ouse that the distance to Moora is 70 kilormetres, which is worse, but
that does not matter to the Govemnment. The teachers would like to live in the community
and the community would welcome them. I have letters to the effect that the Ministry of
Education has continued to give the situation a low priority. Why does the Government do
this? Only a non-caring Government could.

Mr Troy interjected.

Mr McNEE: For the benefit of the Minister for Employment and Training, I have already
explained there are no other houses available in Dandaragan. Perhaps he should drop off to
sleep; he is less trouble when he is asleep. The situation has been given a low priority; that is
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an absolute scandal. Never mind about the teac her accommodation which is needed at
Lancelin before the beginning of next year.

Dr Lawrence: How long has there been a school at Dandaragan?

Mr McNEE: For a substantial number of years. It is a growing school; the enrolments are
increasing. It is a growth area, and that is not the case in many other areas. The Government
continues to neglect the area but it is time the Government set its priorities right. So many
approaches have been made. Ten minutes do not allow me enough time to talk about the
reams of correspondence I have, let alone letters by my predecessor in trying to help these
very deserving people to have some reasonable and worthwhile accommodation.

The Government stands condemned for not takting action in the past; indeed, a promise was
made by the previous Minister for Education but it was subsequently withdrawn. I make a
final plea on behalf of the teachers.

MRS BEGGS (Whitford - Minister for Housing) [1.55 am]: The Ministry of Education lists
the priorities for housing needs for teachers particularly in areas of growth. Advice from the
Government Employees' Housing Authority is that the Ministry of Education has requested
57 units for accommodation across the State, of which Dandaragan has very low priority. I
understand that the Dandaragari school has a principal, two teachers and a relief teacher. The
two teachers are housed in private accommodation.

Mr McNee: That runs out at the end of the year.

Mrs B EGGS: Yes. When we are allocating units for accommodation we have to make sure
they are allocated in places where there is no alternative acconmmodation. One of the
pressures has been from mining towns where it is almost impossible to house people because
accomrmodation in those places is at a premium. The Ministry of Education makes requests
to GEHA to allocate units in areas where the situation is impossible for teachers to be
accommodated in any way. I understand that the P&C association has made a request both to
me and to the Minister for Education to consider she situation in Dandaragan. If there is no
alternative accommodation in that town and the teachers cannot get accommodation in a
nearby town, the Ministry of Education will list it as a priority.

Mr McNee: When will you arrive at that decision?

Mrs BEGGS: I imagine when the need is there. The Ministry of Education will make that
assessment when it places people in the various schools. Dandaragan is not the only place
facing this situation. Many other places throughout Western Australia do flat have units of
accommodation made available through GEHA because alternative accommodation is
available. I understand that the Cooljarloo mining venture in Dandaragan has brought about
an increase in the number of children at the school. This will mean more teachers will be
posted to the town. We will keep the matter under constant review. GEHA officers and
officers of the Ministry of Education will ensure that accommodation is available for
teachers. We do not post teachers into towns and expect them to live in a tent. I will instruct
the GEHA officers, and I am sure the Minister for Education will instruct her officers to
ensure that appropriate accommodation is available to teachers in any town in Western
Australia, including Dandaragan.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Grievance noted.

House adjourned a: 2.00 am (Thursday)
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

AIRCRAFT - EAGLE AIRCRAFT AUSTRALIA
Development Proposal - Government Support

1508. Mr HASSELL to the Minister for Economic Development and Trade:

(1) Does the Government support the aircraft development proposed by Eagle
Aircraft Australia?

(2) Is this development recognised by the Cove rnnent -

(a) as an important industrial development for Western Australia; and

(b) as an important potential export earner?

(3) In what way has the Government sought to assist the company in its present
difficulties?

(4) What Goverrnent guarantee was given?

(5) What assistance in relation to land was given?

Mr GRILL replied;

(1) Yes.

(2) (a) It is considered to be a potentially significant industrial development
for the State.

(b) The projections of the company stress Australian sales in the initial
years of the project. The export potential is at this stage unclear and
longer term.

(3) In response to an application from the company, the Government offered to
guarantee 50 per cent of a proposed loan by the Rural and Industries Bank to
the company of $2.5 million. This offer was conditional on an equity injection
of $500 000 into the company since the project would otherwise have been
under-financed. The Government further attempted to assist the company to
source this additional equity. The company was unable to accept the
guarantee offer and the offer has now lapsed.

(4) See (3).
(5) Through the Industrial Lands Development Authority, the company was

buying on advantageous terms some 15 hectares of land of the Henderson
industrial estate under a contract of sale. The contract of sale contained
payment and development conditions, which included the obligation to
construct manufacturing facilities within a set period.

HEALTH PROMOTION FOUNDATIO1N - FUNDS
Sports and Arts Expenditure - Cigarette Sponsorship Replacement

16 10. Mr KIERATH to the Minister for Health:

In relation to the Health Promotion Foundation, has the Government
determined how much of the $5 million in the first year, and the $9 million in
the second year, will be used to replace cigarette sponsorship of arts and sports
respectively and will it nominate the specific sports and arts bodies involved?

Mr WILSON replied:
Preliminary estimates are that the sums required for tobacco sponsorship
replacement would be approximately $1.7 million in a full year -
approximately $1.4 million for sport, and $300 ooa for the arts.

As the bans on sponsorship do not come into effect until 12 months after
proclamation, to allow time for existing contracts to be renegotiated, there
may be little expenditure on replacement sponsorship in the first year.

It is not possible at this stage to nominate the specific sports and arts bodies
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involved. I anticipate that this information will be available as soon as the
organisations make their requests following proclamation of the legislation.

In addition to replacing tobacco sponsorship of spants and arts, the Health
Promotion Foundation will have substantial funds to support a wide range of
sporting and artistic activities which offer the opportunity to promote good
health.

CONSERVATION AND LAND MANAGEMENT DEPARTMENT - CENTRAL
FOREST REGION MANAGEMENT PLAN
Flora and Fauna - Commercial Exploitation

1616. Mr WATT to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:

With reference to page 6 of the Department of Conservation and Land
Management's central forest region management plan in which statements
appear relating to the purposes of national parks and nature reserves, it is
stated - with the exception of beekeeping - that conmmercial exploitation of
flora and fauna in national parks is "not" permitted -

(a) is reference that such exploitation in nature reserves "may" be
permitted an inadvertent oversight;

(b) if the statement is intended to mean that commercial exploitation of
flora and fauna in nature reserves can be permitted, would the Minister
please provide -

(i) a rationale for this;

(ii) examples that gave rise to this situation?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(a) No. I refer the member to section 99(2) of the CALM Act 1 984 on this aspect.

(b) Not applicable. See (a).

DIEI3ACK - LAKE JASPER
Authorised Vehicle Access - Risk Assessment

1617. Mr WAIlT to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:

(1) I-as an assessment been mrade on the degree of risk of --

(a) introducing Phyrophtbora dieback;

(b) spreading Phytophehora dieback

in association with authorised vehicle access to Lake Jasper?

(2) (a) If so. what conclusions were reached and what factors exist that give
no cause for worry, as referred in the approved management plan for
the D'Entrecasteaux National Park;

(b) would the Minister provide a copy of the assessment?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

I refer the member to questions 614 and 1365 of 1988.

CONSERVATION AND LAND MANAGEMENT DEPARTMENT - ANNUAL
REPORT

Lake Jasper - Boat Use Zoning Plan, Community Group Consultations

1619. Mr WATT to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:

With regard to a reference to a zoning plan for boat use on Lake Jasper -

D'Entrecasteaux National Park - at page 32 of the Department of Conservation
and Land Management's 1988 annual report -

(i) how was consultation initiated with community groups;

(ii) which community groups were invited to participate and how were
they selected;

4614 (ASSEMBLY]



[Wednesday, 15 November 1989]161

(iii) in which newspapers and other media were announcements made
inviting interested community groups to participate, and on what dates
were such announcements made;

(iv) by what means were potentially interested community groups outside
CALM's southern forest region invited to participate. and on what
dates were such announcements made;

(v) which section or office of the department was responsible for -

(i) preparing the zoning plan;

(ii) arranging participation publicity aimed at interested community
groups?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

I refer the member to question 1444 of 1988.
LANE POOLE RESERVE - DRAFT MANAGEMENT PLAN

Public Release - Submission Termination Date
162 1. Mr WAIT to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:

(1) On what date was a draft management plan for the Lane-Poole Reserve
released for public commnent?

(2) On what dare did the period for receiving publiFc submissions on the draft
management plan terminate?

(3) Has a final management plan -

(a) been approved by the National Parks arnd Nature Conservation
Authority;

(b) been approved by the Lands and Forest Commission;
(c) been approved by the Minister?

(4) If so, on what dates?

(5) What stage has been reached with the final management plan and when is it
likely to be released for public access?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) 22 May 1986.
(2) 22 August 1986.

(3) No.

(4) Not applicable.

(5) The final plan is well advanced and a public release in the first half of 1990 is
likely.

INLETS - NORNALUP, BROKE AND FITZGERALD RIVER
Marine Parks Consideration - Conservation and Land Management Act

1623. Mr WATT to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:

(1) .Can the following estuarine areas be set aside as marine parks under
provisions of the Conservation and Land Management Act -

(a) Nomalup Inlet;

(b) Broke Wnet;

(c) Fitzgerald River Inlet?

.(2) What form of conservation reserve is proposed aver Nornalup Wnet in the draft
management plan currently being formulated for the Walpole-Nomalup
National Park?

(3) (a) Why was Broke Inet not included within the D'Entrecasteaux
INational Park management plan;
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(b) why can Broke Wnet not be declared a marine park to provide
conservation security and to place it under conservation management?

(4) (a) What fonn of conservation reserve is proposed over the draft
management plan for the Fitzgerald River National Park;

(b) if none has been proposed, what are the reasons;

(c) why can Nornalup Wnet not be declared a marine park to provide
conservation security and to place it under conservation management?

(5) (a) Can commercial fishing be permitted within a marine park;

(b) can recreational fishing be permitted with a marine park;

(c) what impediments are there to the operation of the Fisheries Act within
anmarine park;

(d) can power boating and water skiing be permitted within a marine park?

(6) Did the Environmental Protection Authority recommend to the State
Government that the following be incorporated into some form of
conservation reserve and, if so, why has it not proceeded -

(a) Nornaiup Wnet;

(b) Broke Inlet;

(c) Fitzgerald River Wnet?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) Yes, subject to the requirements of sections (13), (14) and (15) of the CA.LM
Act 1984.

(2) The draft plan is in preparation and no specific details can be provided at this
stage.

(3) (a) Broke Inet is not part of the D'Entrecasteaux National Park.

(b) See (1).
(4) (a) I presume the member is referring to the Fitzgerald River inlet.

Various inlets located within the boundaries of the Fitzgerald River
National Park havd been proposed for investigation as to their
suitability as marine parks.

(b) See (4)(a).

(c) See (1).

(5) (a)-(b)
Yes.

(c) I refer the member to section 13(3) and section 60(2a) of the CALM
Act 1984. In the event of any conflict between the Fisheries Act 1905
and the CALM Act relating to fishing, the former rakes precedence.

(d) Yes, provided there is no undue conflict with other uses or the park
environment. Such activities would be considered in the management
plan for a marine park.

(6) (a)-(b)
Yes, and refer to answer (1).

(c) Not specifically. Refer to answer (4)(a).

ENERGY - SUBSTATION
Construction - RKemerton Area

1624. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for Fuel and Energy:

(1) Is a substation to be built in the Keinerton area?

(2) If yes, what area of land is involved?
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(3) Will the Minister provide a plan with the location?
Mr CARR replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) One hundred hectares, of which the centre seven hectares will be used for a

330kV substation and a 132kV substation. The rem aihder will be used as a
buffer zone as agreed to by the Shire of Harvey and the Envirornental
Protection Authority.

(3) Yes. A plan will be forwarded to the member separately.
CORPORATE AFFAIRS DEPARTMENT - COMPUTER SYSTEM

Australian Securities Commission - Compatible Systems
1625. Mr COURT to the Minister representing the Attorney General:.

Is the new computer system which has been installed in the Corporate Affairs
Department compatible with the computer system being used by the new
Australian Securities Commission?
Mr D.L. SMITH replied:
The new Western Australian Corporate Affairs Processing System
(WESTCAFS) is compatible with the Co-operative Scheme Network which
gives direct access to the databases of all States and Territories linked to the
network - the basis for a national system. While the Australian Securities
Commission has stated its intention to develop a parallel network it is not yet
clear how this will be achieved. If the existing network system were adopted
without substantial modification the department's system would be
compatible.

DIEBACK - MOORA DISTRICT
Conservation and Land Management Department - Protection Plan

1626. Mir WATT to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:
(1) Has a dieback protection plan been prepared for the Muora disrict by the

Department of Conservation and Land Management?
(2) How is this protection plan applied to -

(a) mining and mineral exploration activities;
(b) Main Roads Department and local government gravel searching and

extraction activities;
(c) State Energy Commission of Western Australia powerline inspection

and maintenance operations;
(d) beekjeeping activities;
(e) the Department of Conservation and Land Management's own

operations?
(3) (a) Are seasonally wet road verges liable to P/iytop/uhora infection in the

district;
(b) what advice has been given to road authorities in the district regarding

ways of n~imising the spread of Phywophthora dieback?
Mr TAYLOR reptied:
(1) The plan is nearing completion.
(2) The dieback protection plan will be a general document which will be

applicable to the cited activities.
(3) (a) Yes.

(b) Advice on specific roading proposals relating to dieback has been
provided by the Department of Conservation and Land Management.
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DIEBACK - NATIONAL PARKS
D'Enmrecasteaux and Shannon - Severity

1627. Mr WATT to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:

(1) How severe is known dieback occurrence in the D'Entrecasteaux and Shannon
National Parks, particularly in the high risk areas shown on map 9 of the
management plan for these national parks?

(2) Is it thought that a correlation exists between the occurrence of dieback in
these areas and past grazing activities?

(3) Further to question 3 of 1975, to what extent is it considered that
Phytophrhora cinnwnomi and Phywophthora cirricola will be a problem to
native flora occurring on limestone areas of the Phytophihora high-risk zone?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) The dieback situation throughout the two parks ranges from a nil occurrence
to a severe occurrence with a high impact.

(2) Yes.

(3) Phvtophihora species will kill susceptible flora species in limestone areas but
at a slower rate than for other soils. There are normally fewer susceptible
flora species on limestone soils.

DIEBACK - STATE FOREST QUARANTINE AREAS
Motor Vehicles and Hforse Riding - Access Prohibition

1629. Mr WATT to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:

(1) Are horse riding and public vehicular access prohibited from dieback
quairantine areas in State forest?

(2) If so, what is the particular problem concerning horses that does not appear to
apply to access by pedestrians and animals other than horses?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1) Uncontrolled access is prohibited.

(2) The Conservation and Land Management Act 1984 powers with respect to
forest diseases apply to all animals being ridden or driven.

DAMS, REFERABLE - LEGISLATION
Farm Dams - Construion Legislation

1630. Mr OMODET to the Minister for Water Resources:

(1) (a) What is the current status of any referable dams legislation;

(b) has the Act been proclaimed;

(c) if not, why not?

(2) (a) Is there a new Act or are there new regulations controlling
construction and engineering specification of farm dams;

(b) if yes, will the Minister make this/these available to farmers;

(c) if not, why not?

(3) (a) Does the Water Authority Act take precedence over the Land Act and
the Environmental Protection Act in the consideration of application to
construct farm dams;

(b) which of these Acts takes precedence once approval for dam
construction is given?

(4) (a) Can the Western Australian Water Authority impose the referable
damns criteria to new darn construction if the Act has not been
proclaimed;

(b) if yes,"under which powers is it able to do so?
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(5) (a) Will the Minister give an estimation of the increase of the cost of farm
damn construction with the application of new conditions for
construction;

(b) if not, why not?
(6) (a) Does the Government intend to continue to assist with the construction

of farm water storage through the Rural Adjustment and Finance
Corporation assistance package;

(b) if not, why not?

(7) (a) Does the Government intend to review the RAFCOR package in the
light of recent increases in cost of construction?

(b) if not, why not?

Mr BRIDGE replied:

(1) (a) Referable darns legislation was passed as portion of Act No 98 of 1978
which amended tbe Rights in Water and Irrigation Act of 1914.

(b) No.

(c) Lack of suitably qualified staff resources within the Public Works
Department at that time prevented effective implementation.

(*2) (a) No.

(b)-(c)
Not applicable.

(3) (a) The Water Authority Act does not contain any provisions relating to
the construction of farm dams.

(b) Not applicable.

(4) (a) No. Under current legislation the Water Authority can only partially
fulfil the objectives of Act 98 of 1978. The authority is able to
exercise only limited influence over the construction of damns of
referable classification. Such controls as are available are under the
licensing and authorisation provisions contained in part LUI of the
Rights in Water and Irrigation Act and in conditions to be applied to
approvals under the Environmental Protection Act and specific State
agreement Acts.

(b) As above.
(5) (a) No.

(b) The application of conditions calling for the safe construction and
operation of dams under the Rights in Water and Irrigation Act is not
new and dates back at least to the 1970s.

(6) The farm water supply scheme which assists with the provision of farm water
storage is administered by the Rural Adjustment and Finance Corporation.
Funding is in place for 1989-90.

(7) Construction standards under the farm water supply scheme are to a level
approved by the salinity and hydrology research branch of the Department of
Agriculture and this procedure is proving to be satisfactory.

BUJREAUWEST CONTRACT 24763 - NO-BREAK POWER SUPPLY
Holec and XTE Tenders - Imported Against Local Products

1641. Mr CLARKO to the Minister for Works and Services:

With regard to Bureauwest no-break power supply plant contract 24763 -

(a) was the successful tenderer, Halec, providing a fully imported product,
while the unsuccessful tender's XTIE product is manufactured in
Australia;

(b) if yes, is there any advantage in supplying Australian manufactured
goods in tendering to the Western Australian Government;
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(c) was the Holec tender price $2 868 200 as against the XTE price of
$2 121 352;

(d) if yes, what are the detailed reasons why XTE was not successful?

Mrs HENDERSON replied:
(a) No.

(b) Yes.

(c) No - there was no tender from XTE at that price.

(d) Not applicable.
ORCHIDS -DIURIS PLTRDIEI

Statistics -Transplantings

1642. Mr KIERATH to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:

Further to question 792 of 1989 will the Minister advise -

(a) how many plants of Diuris purdiei were known to exist on 19
September 1989;

(b) how many plants occur at each location and the name of the location in
relation to Diuris purdiei as at 19 September 1989;

(c) have there been any successful large scale transpiantings of Diuris
purdiei in Western Australia;

(d) have there been any successful large scale transpiantings of any native
orchids in Western Australia?

Mr TAYLOR replied:
(a) At present approximately 2 200 plants are known to exist, which includes a

discovery of approximately 600 plants shortly after 19 September 1989.
(b) Eight populations are known to exist -

Populations I and 2 - Ranford Road, Canning Vale, 1 300+
individuals.
Population 3 - 20 individuals.

Population 4 - 30+ individuals.
Population 5 - 20+ individuals.
Population 6 - 200+ individuals.

Population 7 - 20 individuals.

Population 8 - 600 individuals.

The exact location of populations of declared rare flora is normally
confidential information.

(c)-(d)
I refer the member to the positive advances cited in pant (6)-(7) of question
792.

INDUSTRIAL LANDS DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY - ANNUAL REPORT
Completion - Tabling

1647. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Economic Development and Trade:
(1) Has the annual report of the Industrial Lands Development Authority for the

year ending 30 June 1989 been completed?
(2) If so, when is it expected that it will be tabled in the Parliament?

Mr GRILL replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Within 21 days of the receipt of the Auditor General's report in accordance

with the Financial Administration and Audit Act.
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PEr7ROCHEMICAL INDUSTRIES LTD - MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING
New Draft Negotiations - Letter Tabling

1651. Mr MacKJNNON to the Premier:

(1) is the Premier aware of a letter tabled in another place on Thursday, 26
October by the Attorney General sent by Robinson Cox on behalf of Western
Australian Governiment Holdings to Parker and Parker, representatives of
Bond Corporation Holdings Ltd on 10 August 1989, which refers to
negotiations surrounding a new draft memorandum of understanding and draft
deed of release?

(2) Is the Premier aware that this letter states that "We further understand that
there are only two points of principle in the memorandum of understanding
remaining to be agreed"?

(3) Can the Premier confirm that those two points of principle were stated in the
letter to be -
(a) the definition of the term "acceptable project viability"

(b) the interest spread on the rate of interest which is to apply in respect of
the right of Bond to repurchase shares in Petrochemical Industries
Limited?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

This matter is the subject of litigation and as such it is not considered
appropriate to publicly discuss the matter.

WHITLAM TURNBULL - PETROCHEMICAL INDUSTRY
Western Australia - Feasibilityv Brief

1654. Mr HASSELL to the Premier:

(1) Further to question 1274 of 1989, what is the progress of the brief given to
Whitlarn Turnbull to advise on the feasibility of establishing a petrochemnical
industry in Western Australia?

(2) What are the terms of that brief?

(3) What is its duration?

(4) What fees are payable?

(5) What fees have been paid so far?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(1) An initial report is due shortly.

(2) To examine the feasibility of a petrochemical industry in Western Australia.

(3 )-(5)
it is part of an ongoing advisory role and a separate fee has not been
negotiated.

SPECTACLE SUBSIDY - CHILDREN
Amblyopia and Congenital Esofropia - Representations

1655. Mr HIASSELL to the Minister for Health:

(1) What representations has the Minister received in relation to a spectacle
subsidy for children with amblyopia and congenital esotropia?

(2) When were these representations made and by whom?

(3) What advice has the Minister received regarding the problem?

(4) From whom did the Minister receive the advice?

(5) Will the Minister now consider introducing a spectacle subsidy for children
with these disabilities?
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Mr WILSON replied:

(1) 1 have received two letters in relation to a spectacles subsidy for children with
amblyopia and congenital esotropia.

(2) Both letters were written by the same medical practitioner. The first was sent
to the Minister for Community Services on 4 August 1988 and forwarded to
me for reply. I replied on L8 October 1988. The second letter was received
on 16 March 1989 and a reply was sent on 27 April 1989.

(3) Because amblyopia and congenital esotropia are medical conditions it is the
State's position that treatment costs should appropriately be covered by the
Medicare scheme. For this reason the matter is being pursued with the
Commonwealth Department for Community Services and Health with the
objective of obtaining appropriate coverage of necessary medical treatment
and spectacle costs.
In the meantime, there are a number of avenues of State support for parents of
children with these conditions, namely -

(a) The Princess Margaret Hospital will continue to maintain its policy of
issuing free spectacles to financially disadvantaged children. The cost
to Princess Margaret Hospital of this service is approximately $20 000
per annumn

(b) Health Benefit Card holders are eligible for assistance from the
Western Australian spectacles subsidy scheme including dependent
children requiring spectacles for amblyopia or similar disability.

(c) People on low incomes who are unable to meet the cost of additional
spectacles may apply to the State Department for Community Services
for emergency financial assistance under the optical section of that
program.

Also, the Comnmissioner of Health has taken up the matter of reimbursement
of multiple prescriptions for spectacles for children with these conditions with
the health insurance funds. The two major funds have indicated that they
follow a flexible approach in regard to multiple prescriptions for such persons.
Hence, it would appear that persons with the appropriate private health
insurance cover should be able to recover a significant portion of spectacle
prescription costs where there is a medical requirement for several changes of
spectacles in one year.

(4) This advice was received from the Commissioner of Health and senior officers
of the Health Department.

(5) The State already provides a number of avenues of support for financially
disadvantaged children who may require multiple pairs of spectacles per year.
In addition I and my department will continue to pursue the matter with the
Commonwealth with the objective of achieving improved Medicare coverage
for these medical condition.

LLOYD, MR PHILIP - STABBING OFFENCE
Taxi Driver Kutboszek, Stanislav - Sentence Appeal

1656. Mr HASSELL to the Minister representing the Attorney General:

(1) Has an appeal been lodged against the sentence of 27 months handed down to
Philip Kevin Lloyd for the stabbing of taxi driver Stanislav Kuboszek?

(2) What advice has the Minister received from the Crown Law Department
concerning the adequacy of the sentence?

Mr IlL. SMITH replied:

(1) An appeal is being instituted against the sentence imposed on Philip Kevin
Lloyd.

(2) None. The appeal was authorised by the Solicitor General.
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WESTRAIL -MINING COMPANIES
Freight Rate Contract Agreements -Public Request. Grain Growers' Comparison

1657, Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Transport:

Winl the Minister make public the private contractual freight rate agreements
between mining companies and Westrail to allow grain growers to make a
comparison?

Mr PEARCE replied:

No. The question is frivolous because the member knows to do so would
breach the confidentiality aspect of the private agreements between Westrail
and the mining companies concerned. Moreover, the agreements contain
conditions which are not relevant to the grain growing industry and would
make comparisons of the freight rates misleading.

RAILWAYS - NORTH-AM SERVICE PROPOSAL
Fare Calculation - "Ausrralind"-Bunbury Passenger Cost

1659. Mr BRADSHAW to the Minister for Transport:
(1) How was the fare calculated for the proposed rail service to Northamn at $31

per day?

(2) On average, what is the cost per passenger on the "Auscralind" train to
Bunbury?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) The fare of $31 per day is based on average occupancy of some 75 per cent.
Even if the railcars were to run at 100 per cent occupancy - which is highly
unlikely - a round trip fare of $22.68 would need to be charged to cover the
cost of the coaches and the operating costs.

(2) Excluding track, signalling and administration charges which have not been
included in the Northam costs, the cost per passenger on the Australind train
to Bunbury is $25.20, which equates to $50.40 per round trip.

ELECTORAL OFFICES - MEMBER OF PARLIAMENT
Maintenance Costs

1669. Mr MENSAROS to the Premier:

What was the cost for the last financial year of maintaining all the electoral offices of
members, including -

(a) rental and local government rates if applicable;

(b) electricity;

(c) cleaning;

(d) repairs and minor budding alterations;

(e) painting;

(0) acquisition and installation of air-conditioning units

but excluding office equipment and staff salaries?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

As indicated in the Consolidated 'Revenue Fund Estimates for 1989-90 the
total expenditure for the year to 30 June 1989 on electorate offices was
$5 853 621. It is not possible to provide the precise information sought by the
member; however, it is possible to indicate the following cost components -

Rental of accommodation $743 547
Electricity, rates and water 125311
Cleaning and gardening 64849
Establishment of new offices 222411
Office improvements and maintenance 37224
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WATER AUTHORITY OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA - ADVERTISING BUDGET
1673. Mr MENSAROS to the Minister for Water Resources:

What is the total budget for the Water Authority of Western Australia's
advertising for 1989-90?
Mr BRIDGE replied:

$263 800.
HOUSING - HOMESWEST

Home Loan Scheme - Application Waiting Lists
1674. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Housing:

What was the official number of applications on Homeswest's waiting lists at
31 October 1989 for Homeswest home loan assistance?

Mrs BEGGS replied:

As at 30 October 1989 there were 14 970 applications waiting for Homeswest
home loan assistance.

HOUSING -HOMESWEST

Home Loan Scheme -Application Approvals
1675. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Housing:

How many applications for Homeswest's home loan scheme have been
approved within the period t. July 1989 to 31 October 1989?
Mrs BEGGS replied:

529 loans have been approved within the period 1 July 1989 to 31 October
1989. including those referred by Homeswest to terminating societies.

HOUSING - KEYSTART HOME LOANS SCHEME
Price Waterhouse - Payments Responsibility

1676. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Housing:

With reference to question 1502 of 1989, whose responsibility is it to pay
Price Waterhouse as administrator of the Keystart home loan scheme?

Mrs BEGGS replied:
It is the responsibility of Perpetual Trustees as the trustee of the Keystart
scheme.

TEMPORARY RESERVE 5487H - DECLARATION
Reason

1682. Mr THOMPSON to the Minister for Mines:

(1) What was the reason for the State Government declaring, under provisions of
the Mining Act, ministerial temporary reserve 5487H1?

(2) On what date was it initially approved by the Minister, and over what category
of land and in which part of the State did it apply?

(3) Between the date of initial approval and the end of January 1974, over what
areas of the State were portions of TR5487 cancelled?

(4) Between the end of January 1974 and the end of June 1975, over what areas of
the State were portions of TR5487 cancelled?

Mr CARR replied:

Temporary Reserve 548711 was created on 2 July 1971 in an effort to restrict
the spread of the dieback fungus disease in State forests and timber reserves in
the South West Land Division.

(3) A portion of State forest No 4 which is within the Collie mineral field was
cancelled from Temporary Reserve 5487H by the Minister for Mines on
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IA March 1973. The then Conservator of Forests was satisfied with the
hygiene practices being carried out in the Collie coalfield and agreed to the
cancellation of this portion of the reserve.

(4) Approximately 70 hectares of State forest No 28 near Yaganup was cancelled
from Temporary Reserve 5487H on 15 April 1975 by the Minister for Mines
to permit application for mining tenements over a mineral sands ore body
extending from an existing mining operation. The then Conservator of Forests
agreed to the cancellation of this portion of the reserve.

RESERVES 390, 1774, 2119,9428-9530 - PURPOSE, CLASS AND AREA
Declaration Dates - "Government Gazette" Page Numbers

1684. Mr THOMPSON to the Minister representing the Minister for Lands:

(1) With regard to Reserve No 1774 -

(a) what is its purpose, class and area;

(b) on what date was it originally declared, and what is the relevant
Government Gazette page number;

(c) has the reserve been cancelled;

(d) if so, on what date and which Government Gazette page number
applies?

(2) With regard to Reserve Nos 390, 2119, 9528, 9529 and 9530 -

(a) for each, what was its original purpose, class and area;

(b) on what date was each declared and what Government Gazette page
number refers;

(c) what is the current status of each reserve; and, if cancelled, on what
date did this occur and on which relevant Government Gazette page
number is this information recorded?

D.L. SMITH replied:

(a) Reserve 1174.

Purpose: Perth Water Supply
Class: C
Area: 3.6127 hectares.

(b) 15lJanuary 1897 -page3l1.

(c) No.

(d) Not applicable.

(a) Reserve Oriein;

390
2119

9528
9529.
9530

(b) Reserve

390
2119
9528
9529
9530

Purpose

Common
Preservation
of timber

State Forest
- State Forest

State Forest

Date Declared

21t October 1879
17 November 1892
30 December 1904
30 December 1904
30 December 1904

Original Original
Class Area

C 607.0285 ha
C 404.6856 ha

C 667.8325 ha
C 211.7518 ha
C 167.1352 ha

Government Gazette Page
273
955
3245
3245
3245

Mr

(1)

(2)
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(c) Reserve Date Cancelled Government Gazette CurrentStatus
Page

390 17 Oct 1.975 3880 Portion
State
Forest No 2

2119 170Ocr 1975 3880 Portion
State Forest
No 2

9528 160Ocr 1987 3899 Portion
Reserve
40251
(National
Park)

9529 24 Dec 1908 3451 Freehold
9530 26 Jan 1973 240 State Forest

No I

RESERVE 31362 -PURPOSE, CLASS. SIZE AND VESTING
Gazettal Date

1698. Mr THOMPSON to the Minister representing the Minister for Lands:

(1) (a) What is the current purpose, class, size and vesting of Reserve 31362;
(b) when was Reserve 31362 originally gazetted?

(2) (a) On what date was a significant part of Reserve 31362, known as the
"Mandalay Block", excised,

(b) on what date was the excised portion included in Reserve 39960;

(c) what was the status of the land during the period between (a) and (b)
above, and what were the reasons for the delay in re-reserving the
land?

(3) (a) What was the original purpose, class, size and vesting of Reserve
31362;,

(b) what is the current purpose, class, size and vesting of Reserve 31362?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:

(1) (a) Purpose: Walpole-Nomnalup National Park
Class: A
Area: 15847.5341 hectares
Vesting: National Parks and Nature Conservation

Authority

(b) 26 May 1972.

(2) (a) 1 August 1986. Reserves and Land Revestment Act 1986 - Act 47 of
1986.

(b) 3 April 1987.

(c) Vacant Crown land.

The area excised is part of a large tract of land - including vacant
Crown land, Crown reserves, pastoral lease. State forest and freehold -
recommnended for inclusion in the D'Enrrecasteaux National Park. The
finalisation of negotiations to include all the areas is time consumning
and the excision from Reserve 31362 was premature. Reserve 39960
was created to protect the land until the rationalisation of the
boundaries of the D'Enrecasteaux National Park can be completed.
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(3) (a) Original Purpose: Walpole-Nornalup National
Park

Class: A
Area: About 17641 hectares
Vesting: National Parks Board of WA

(b) Answered by (l)(a).

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN - DEFAMATION MATTERS
Solicitor General's Advice - Government Payments

1699. Mr HASSELL to the Minister representing the Attorney General:

(1) In the past two years has the Solicitor General or the Crown Law
Department advised any Minister in relation to any matter affecting the
Minister personally, not exclusively in the Minister's office as
Minister, in particular in relation to any matter of defamation or
alleged defamation?

(2) In the past two years has the Government paid or agreed to pay the
legal costs of any Minister in relation to any matter of defamation or
alleged defamnation?

Mr D.L. SMITH replied:

(1) No.

(2) One payment was made - July 1989 - for costs incurred by the Deputy
Premier in accordance with guidelines set by successive State
Goverments.

AUSTRALIALN LABOR PARTY - DONATIONS
Rotwells Ltd - Oakbill Ltd

1700. Mr HASSELL to the Premier:

(1) Were donations made to the Labor Party in 1987 and 1988 by -

(a) Rothwells Ltd;
(b) Oakhill Ltd?

(2) If so, how much in each case?

(3) Were any donations made after the 1987 Government rescue of Rozhwells
Ltd?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

(04-3)
1 understand that this is a matter that has caused the member for Coutesloe
considerable trouble. However, as I have said on several occasions, the
question of donations should be referred to the Australian Labor Party. Given
the member for Cortesloe's interest in the issue of political donations and
despite his party's lack of interest in disclosing details of donations to the
Liberal Party, I am sure he will do a he can to win support for the
Government's legislation to ensure all donations are publicly disclosed.

ELECTIONS -STATE
Electors - Voting Eligibility

1704. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Parliamentary and Electoral Reform:

(1) How many electors were eligible to vote at the State election twid on 4
February 1989?

(2) What was the actual number of electors who voted?

(3) Is there any evidence of cardboard ballot boxes breaking open and the
contents being spilled?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(1) 957939.
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(2) 869 100.
(3) The Electoral Commissioner for Western Australia has informed me that no

evidence has been produced to him of cardboard ballot boxes breaking open
and the contents being spilled in polling places and ballot papers being
exposed.

EDUCATION - PRIMARY SCHOOLS
Calculators - Usage Guidelines

1706. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Education:

(I) Has the Minister or the ministry issued any instructions or guidelines relating
to the use of calculators in primary schools?

(2) If yes, what are they and what consultation was there with parents in drawing
up these instmuctions or guidelines?

(3) If no, is there any intention to issue such instructions or guidelines?

(4) Which years in primary school are encouraged to use calculators?

(5) (a) Is there any restriction on the use of calculators in specific learning
situations;

(b) if yes, what restrictions?

(6) Are primary school children taught methods of calculation other than through
using a calculator?

Dr LAWRENCE replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) Ideas to guide teachers in primary schools in the use of calculators are

included in the publication "Calculators (Primary Mathematics Information
Bulletin No 11)" prepared to supplement the 1978 syllabus that is now being
replaced. In 1988, the "National Statement on the Use of Calculators for
Mathematics in Australian Schools" which the ministry endorsed, was
distributed to all teachers of classes preprimary to year 7.
Specific reference to calculators and their use in primary schools is included in
the 1989 handbook for the updated syllabus which is titled "Learning
Mathematics". To further clarify the ministry's position on the use of
calculators, discussions have occurred during in-service courses about the
implementation of this syllabus. "Information Bulletin 2" also included a
specific focus on the use of calculators.

The WA Council of State School Organisations (WACSSO) has a
representative on the reference group for the implementation of the updated
syllabus and has endorsed the ministry's position. including the use of
calculators.

(3) Not applicable.

(4) Teachers are expected to make use of calculators in accordance with the
ministry's guidelines. These guidelines apply to a years preprimary to year
7.

(5) (a) Yes.

(b) The " Learning Mathematics Handbook" (p. 31) states -

All schools are expected to take immediate steps to incorporate the use
of calculators in their classrooms, bearing in mind that:

*- the calculator is not a substitute for the development of number
concepts through the use of structured materials and discussion,
but an additional aid in that process;

* activities with the calculator, as with any other activities,
should be deliberately chosen for a particular educational
purpose; and
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the calculator should be incorporated into the mathematical
program rather than treated as a separate topic on its own.

(6) Children are taught written algorithms for the four mathematical operations of
addition, subtraction, multiplication and division. The updated syllabus
emphasises the use of concrete materials to improve the understanding of
concepts throughout the primary years and stresses the need for quick and
accurate mental computation, especially in the upper primary years of
schooling.

GYPSUM - ROAD TRANSPORT
Metropolitan Area - Approvals

1709. Mr COWAN to the Minister for Transport:

With reference to question t598 of 1989. can the Minister advise -

(a) the number of approvals given for the tninspont of gypsum by road to
the metropolitan area;

(b) the tonnage of material transported?

Mr PEARCE replied:

(a) Eight in the past 12 months;

(b) 200 tonnes.

OFFICE OF GOVERNMENT ACCOMMODATION - MEMBERS
Appointment Date - Purpose

1715. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister representing the Minister for Budget Management:

(1) Who are the members of the Office of Government Accommodation?

(2) When was the Office of Governiment Accommodation appointed?

(3) What is the office's purpose?

Mr PARKER replied:

(1) The Office of Government Accommodation comprises a director and 28
support staff - all appointed under the Public Service Act 1978.

(2) 1 November 1985.
(3) To mrange: and manage the accommodation requirements of departments and

Government agencies in the most cost effective manner and in accordance
with the Government's approved standards and priorities.

FOOD IRRADIATION - STANDING COMMITTEE ON ENVIRONMENT
RECREATION AND THE ARTS

Recommendations

1720. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Health:

(1) Referring to question 101 of 1989, can the Minister advise what
recommendations, if any, have been made by the House of Representatives
Standing Committee on Environment Recreation and the Arts into the use of
ionising radiation?

(2) If no recommendations have yet been made, when is it anticipated they will
be?

Mr WILSON replied:

(1) The House of Representatives Standing Committee on Environment
Recreation and the Arts has made 25 recommendations on the question of
food irradiation. One of the key recommendations is that food irradiation
should not be approved until such time as a routine commercial method of
detection has been developed. No such methods are currently available or are
likely to be available in the foreseeable future.

(2) Not applicable.
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

POLICE - DEPUTY COMMISSIONER
Minister for Police and Emergency Services - Confidence

300. Mr MacKINNON to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:
Does the Minister have confidence in the Deputy Commissioner of Police,
Mr Frank Peters?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

I should respond by asking the Leader of the Opposition whether he has
confidence in the Commissioner of Police. That is a far more critical issue
considering what we have been debating today than the question he has asked.
The Commissioner of Police is conducting an investigation into Deputy
Commissioner Peters. I will await the outcome of that investigation; that is
the proper thing to do. I have known the Deputy Commissioner since I was
appointed Minister for Police and Emergency Services and up until recent
times we have had a reasonable relationship. I am as disappointed for him as
anybody else in the Police Force that this has happened.

Mr Macinnon: The answer is no!

Mr TAYLOR: Don't put words in my mouth! I will await the outcome.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr TAYLOR: In relation to this issue I will await the outcome of the report just as
the Leader of the Opposition should.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order! I would lie the cooperation of members during question
time so that we can get the right number of questions asked and answered. I
do not want to curtail this time but I will if I have to.

TOURISM - FEDERAL ASSISTANCE PACKAGE
Western Australian Erclusion - Government Action

301. Mrs WATKINS to the Premier:

Could the Premier explain what action, if any, the State Government has taken
in response to the Federal Government's decision not to include Western
Australia in the special aid package for the tourism industry?

Mr PETER DOWDING replied:

The Minister for Tourism and 1. and others in the industry, were stunned last
night when the announcement was made of a small but important package of
assistance for the tourism industry, both direct and indirect, which did not
provide any specific amount for the Western Australian tourism industry -
apart from the Western Australian benefit from the broad campaign proposed.
The Minister for Tourism had done an excellent job in taking to the Federal
Minister our very real concerns on behalf of the tourism industry. In addition,
we had taken on the campaign, criticised by the member for Cortesloe last
night, which was designed to give major support to the Western Australian
tourism industry, a commitment that the State Government made to assist in a
major advertising campaign to encourage people to holiday in Western
Australia.

As a result of our concern and distress on behalf of Western Australia and the
industry I rang the Prime Minister and had a very long conversation with him
today in which he listened attentively as he does to the needs of Western
Australia. The Prime Minister accepted that we had very real concerns and
justification for them. He indicated that at the end of the day the Federal
Government, in its desire to be prudent with expenditure, had relied on
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material which came from the Australian Bureau of Statistics. That material
did not reflect properly the position of the tourism industry in Western
Australia. In fact it gave a picture which could well be taken to suggest that
Western Australia had faced little difficulty as a result of this outrageous
action of the pilots, an action supported by some members opposite, among
other people.
The Prime Minister has agreed to take to Cabinet a new submission in which
the Western Australian position is set out in detail; the Minister for Tourism
and I are in the process of having that submission prepared. It will go. to
Canberr a for consideration early next week.

DIEBACK - SOUTH WEST LAND DIVISION
Conservation and Land Management, Department of - Satisfactory Con trol

302. Mr HOUSE to the Minister for Conservation and Land Management:

Is the Minister satisfied that his department is doing everything possible to
control the spread of dieback in the South West Land Division?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

I know that the member for Stirling, the member for Albany and others have
taken a special interest in this issue over the last few months. Conservation in
Western Australia is an important issue particularly in forest reserves, national
parks and other areas. The Department of Conservation and Land
Management is doing its best to retard the spread of dieback in Western
Australia and to carry our the necessary research to fight the disease. I have
learnt from discussions with scientists that there is no magic cure for the
problem. There is no better person to make those judgments than the
Executive Director of CALM, Syd Shea, who has been involved as a scientist
for a number of years and has written a number of papers on the issue.-
The challenge to people with ability within this area is to think laterally about
these issues. We need to develop a simple way to encourage people to wash
down their vehicles when they enter or leave conservation areas. Maybe there
could be a pool with chemicals through which people could drive their
vehicles. Even in these conservation conscious days it would be asking too
much of the public to get under their cars with a high pressure hose to wash
down the vehicle both before going into and after coming out of susceptible or
infected areas. We need a simple approach. We should be able to say to all
people entering or leaving areas susceptible to dieback, "You need to wash
your vehicle before entering a clean area; if it is an infected area you need to
wash your car when you leave." This is an important issue and if we cannot
get people to think along these lines, whether they are people in the public
area or Government authorities, local government or wildflower pickers, no
doubt dieback will spread in Western Australia. This will be a continuing
difficulty for conservation areas, national parks and our valuable forests.

Mr Watt: Wash-down facilities should be provided in those areas.

Mr TAYLOR: The challenge is to find a simple wash-down facility. I have seen
some that are not simple; elderly people travelling around Western Australia
in caravans would find them difficult to use. It would be difficult for those
people to get under their vehicles with a high pressure hose. We need a
simple way to do this.

Mr Mensaros: A drive through trough would be enough.

Mr TAYLOR: I have had discussions with the department about that. Perhaps this
should be set up at the entrances or at garages adjacent to the areas and then
people could be encouraged to use them. If people become conscious of the
need to use the facility the situation will be improved.
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POLICE SURVEILLANCE - DEPUTY COMMSSIONER OF POLICE
Other Persons

303. Mr COURT to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

Has the Minister been advised whether people, other than the Deputy
Commissioner of Police, Frank Peters, have been under surveillance by the
Commissioner of Police as part of his operations into the activities of the
deputy commissioner?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

It is proper that, as far as this Parliament and the wider issues are concerned, I
do not discuss these operational matters. This is an operational matter.

Mr H-assell: Not now, it is not.

Mr TAYLOR: Yes, it is. it is not proper for us to discuss how the Commissioner of
Police should run these matters. When the member for Cortesloc was
Minister, he might have decided that he would take over the running of the
matter and would have told his commissioners what to do. I will not do that.
These issues are issues that should be dealt with by the Commissioner of
Police. It is up to him to decide what he will investigate, how he will
investigate it and whom he will investigate.

Mr HassellI: What have you been told?

Mr TAYLOR: I have been told what I should have been told; that is, an investigation
is under way.

BUS SERVICES - SOUTH LAKE
Changes

304. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Transport:

Are any changes contemplated in the bus service to South Lake?

Mr Macinnon: I hope so.

Mr PEARCE replied:

That was a good interjection by the Leader of the Opposition. He represented
that area and did not do much to help the people in relation to bus services.
That is in stark contrast to the efforts of the member for Cockbumn, who has
worked closely with me to ensure that, out of the 36 extra bus operators
provided for Transperth in the current Budget, there will be a service from
South Lake to Fremantle.

Mr Clarke: The operative words are "will be".
Mr PEARCE: That is right. The member for Cockbumn has made representations to

me about a bus service from South Lake to Fremantle. As a result of that
representation, I organised for some of the 36 extra bus operators to provide
that service. I have discussed with the member for Cockbumn and Transperth
the route it should take. The member called a public meeting arid has been
involved in the lengthy consultative process to get the best route for the bus
and that bus will be provided. I congratulate the member for Cockbumn for the
efforts that he has made to achieve that outcome.

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE COMMISSION - ANNUAL REPORT
Alterations Advice - Tabling Delay

305. Mr TRENORDEN to the Treasurer:

(1) As Bbnd Corporation has released its audited accounts, has the Minister been
advised that alterations are required to be made to the State Government
Insurance Commission report?

(2) Will that delay the tabling of the report?
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Mr PARKER replied:

No, I have not been provided with that advice. However, I have been
provided with the advice that the audit of the SGIC's annual report is going
according to schedule and should be tabled at the normal time.

ELECTORAL ACT - LOCAL GOVERNMENT CANDIDATES
State or Federal Candidates - Endorsement Prohibition

306. Mr LEAHY to the Minister for Parliamentary and Electoral Reform:

Does the State or Commonwealth Electorate Act prohibit endorsement of local
government candidates by candidates for State or Commonwealth Parliament?

Mr PEARCE replied:
No, it does not. That is just as well, because Liberal Party candidates for
Federal seats seem to be in the habit of endorsing candidates for local
government elections. Members will have heard about the letter which was
sent by the President of the Dalkeith branch of the Liberal Parry, Mrs Marylyn
Rodgers, who is also the Liberal Party candidate for the Federal seat of Perth.
She advocated that a Liberal Party member, Mr Albert "Nobby" Clark, who
was unfornately forced by ill health -

Mr Bradshaw: That was in the newspaper two weeks ago.

Mr PEARCE: I am aware of that. I said members will be aware of that.

The sequence of events to which I want to refer relate precisely to its being in
the newspaper two weeks ago. Mrs Rodgers sent letters to Liberal Party
members in the Nedlands area advocating a vote for a local government
candidate. That appeared in the newspaper. When it appeared in the
newspaper the Liberal Party took action to get Mrs Rodgers to write another
letter. The sequence of events is interesting. Mrs Rodgers offended against a
Liberal Party tenet in the same way as the Liberal Party leader in South
Australia, Mr Olsen, has ruled that any member of his Cabinet who gets
caught being unfaithful to his or her spouse will be sacked from Cabinet. It is
understood that one member of the South Australian shadow Cabinet is
already shaking in his shoes and that was quoted in The Bulletin. The point
about Mr Olsen's rule is not that it is wrong to be unfaithful to one's spouse,
but that it is wrong to be caught being unfaithful. That is precisely the case
with Mrs Rodgers. She did wrong by being caught sending out letters to
Liberal Party members advocating a vote for a person standing for local
government election. Members will be aware that it is a common practice by
members of the Liberal Party and members of the Parliamentary Liberal Party.
The eleventh comnmandment of the Liberal Party is "Thou shalt not be caught".
If that were put into the Electoral Act, members of the Liberal Party would be
in a lot of trouble.

POLICE SURVEILLANCE - DEPUTY COMMISSIONER
Serious Matters - Minister for Police and Emergency Services' Acknowledgment

307. Mr HASSELL to the Minister for Police and Emergency Services:

(1) Does the Minister for Police and Emergency Services acknowledge that the
matters publicised in the last two days in relation to the Police Force are
extremely serious?

(2) If so, will he advise the House whether he has sought from the Commissioner
of Police, as he is entitled to do under section 5 of the Listening Devices Act,
a report containig particulars of the use of any listening device by any
member of the Police Force to overbear, record, monitor or listen to any
private conversation to which the member was not a party?

(3) Has he obtained a report from the commissioner on the use of listening
devices in relation to Mr Frank Peters?
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(4) If not, will he obtain such a report and inform the Parliament to try to undo
some of the damage which has been occasioned by the disclosures of the past
two days?

Mr TAYLOR replied:

(1)-(4)
The member for Cottesloc should look at the statement I put out yesterday. It
states that I am satisfied about the legalities and propriety of the actions of the
Commissioner of Police. I also said today in relation to allegations of
telephone tapping by the Leader of the Opposition that he has the opportunity
to talk to the Federal Police. It is not my intention to tell the Commissioner of
Police how be should run his operations. Because of the Opposition's
behaviour in relation to the Commissioner of Police and senior public
servants, I have no intention of giving it the opportunity to continue to smear
the Commissioner of Police and others. If the Opposition has a problem it
should go to the Ombudsman or to the Australian Federal Police or bring the
matter to me and I will do it for the Opposition.

RETAIL OUTLETS - OFFICE OF INDUSTRIAL RELATIONS
Programmed Inspections - Purpose

308. Mr READ to the Minister for Labour:

Will the Minister explain the purpose of the programmed inspections of retail
outlets being carried out by the Office of Industrial Relations?

Mr TROY replied:

Programmed inspections are being carried out by the Office of Industrial
Relations as part of a strategy to inform employers of the recent changes to the
shop and warehouse wholesale and retail establishments award. The office
has revisited 728 retail outlets since commencing this program in September
this year. It will continue through to December. In addition to that another
program will start in 1990 which will focus on hairdressers to advise them of
additional amendments to the hairdressers' award. It is appropriate to
recognise that the program visits are very much an integral part of the
Government's policy of facilitating a better industrial relations environment
by information sharing and consultation. It should result in the reduction in
the incidence of non compliance of awards by employers in the industry. We
would welcome the support of industry organisations in carrying out this task.
It draws attention to the role that could be played by the Small Business
Association. Instead of deploying its resources in almost continual
observation of this Chamber and supporting the Liberal Party with some of the
tricks of the trade the Liberals are up to, that association could support its
members in a more effective way.

STATE PLANNING COMMISSION MEETINGS - McKENZIE, MR BILL
Wilmon. Mr Peter - Minister for Planning, Non-Attendance Request

309. Mr LEWIS to the Minister for Planning:

(1) Further to questions 281 and 285 dated 2 November, did the Minister at any
time in recent months write to, or authorise the writing of correspondence to
Mr Bill McKenzie, the former Chairman of the State Planning Commission
and the Deputy Chairman, Peter Wilxnott, requesting that they not attend State
Planning Commission meetings?

(2) If yes, what was the reason for that action?

Mrs BEGGS replied:

(1)-(2)
Both the member for Applecross and the member for Mannion addressed
questions to me the week before last in this Parliament. On each occasion
both members asked whether I had at any time directed any members of my
staff not to attend any meetings. I repeat that at no time have I directed any
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member of my staff, particularly Mr McKenzie or Mr Wilmott, not to attend
meetings. The word "direct" has specific connotations.

Mr Lewis: I did not say "direct".

Mrs BEGGS: The member used that word last time. I am glad that he has it right this
week because he is a bit slow.

Several members interjected.

Mr Lewis: You are dishonest.

Mrs B EGGS: I knew exactly the question the member was asking and that was why I
was so specific in my response.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mrs BEGGS: Are members interested in my response?

Mir Clarko: You are not answering it today.

Mrs BEGGS: It is a little difficult. The member for Marmnion is like one of the frogs
in Star Swamp that he claims to have saved.

I want to inform members that the word "direct" has specific connotations
under the State Planning Commission Act and, I presume, under most Acts of
Parliament. Members of the commission were never directed not to attend any
meetings. I did write to the chairman of the commission who was at that stage
Mr McKenzie, and said that given the duties and responsibilities of the new
chief executive officer of the Department of Planning and Urban Development
it would be more appropriate for him to chair the meetings of the Metropolitan
Planning Council. It is something on which I sought advice.

Mr MacKinnon: You asked him not to go.

Mrs BEGGS: I did not ask him not to go. I sought his cooperation in ensuring -

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Lewis: You are misleading this Parliament.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mrs B EGGS: The trouble is that the member for Applecross. was misled by a
mischievous source and he fell right in it. The truth of the matter is that they
were not directed.

Mr Lewis: You asked him not to go.

Several members interjected.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mrs BEGGS: I did not direct, I requested -

Mr Clarko: You asked him not to go.
Mrs BEGGS: - to facilitate the smooth transition -

Mr Clarko: Contrary to the Act.

Mrs B EGGS: It was absolutely not contrary to the Act. The truth of the matter is that
had I wanted to direct them not to attend the meeting I could have done so
under the Act. I chose not to direct them. The Metropolitan Planning Council
is a body on which local government has very strong representation. I thought
at the time that it was very important that the council -

Mr Clarko: You have been caught out.

Mrs BEGGS: We have caught out members opposite because their source was
incorrect and they have only half the story.

Mr Clarko: You asked the man who was chairman not to attend.
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Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!

Mrs BEGGS: I am happy to stand here all night.

Mr Clarko: You are in trouble - your face is the same colour as your dress.

The SPEAKER: Order! [ ask members to respond once in a while to my calls for
order. Ignoring my calls is a bit overboard.

Mrs BEOGS: To cut it short, it was very obvious it was the most sensible way for me
to facilitate the ongoing consultation with local governent through the new
Department of Planning and Urban Development. Neither the then Chairman
of the State Planning Commission nor Mr Wilinott, who is the Deputy
Chairman, had any objection to it and they agreed with my suggestion. Over
the past two years the council has been chaired on a regular basis by a member
elected by the council and it is no big deal. I advise the member for
Applecross and the member for Marrnion that before they ask questions which
they think will embarrass people they should get their facts right. They have
absolutely no knowledge or expertise in ensuring the smooth transition from
one structure of planning to another. That is what I did and the whole
operation has gone smoothly and most people are pleased with it.

ROADS - HIGHWAYS
Privately Constructed - User Toll Funding

310. Mr GRAHAM to the Minister for Transport:

Does the Government plan to introduce privately built highways funded by
tolls on users?

Mr PEARCE replied:

No. the Government has no intention of getting into the business of having
privately constructed highways paid for by motorists having to put money into
a tall gate as they pass through.

Several members interjected.

Mr PEARCE: If members opposite have a different view of how roads in Western
Australia should be constructed now is the time for them to say so. Did I
understand the member for Wagin to give support to the proposition?

Several members interjected.

Mr PEARCE: The member has not done too badly in regard to roads in his area. I
understand the matter has been put firmly on the agenda by the Federal
Opposition spokesman on land transport, Mr Sharp, who said that the Federal
coalition was considering allowing rollways to be built because he does not
approve of the condition of Australian roads. I understand the Liberal Party.
both State and Federal, is against road user charges; that is, against people
driving on roads built by the Government and having to make a contribution
to them. I refer particularly to those people who carry heavy cargoes on trucks.
Last time we amended the transport Act there was a huge outcry about any
charges being made on trucks. One could hardly say there is a more
fundamental way of applying a road user charge: that is. building a road
people have to use and charging them for using it. It is an approach to
infrastructure for roads in Western Australia that should be rejected by all
Western Australians. They should support the system of Government
constructed roads which we have always had. I would like to see - I do not
suppose it will happen too quickly - the Leader of the Opposition and the
Leader of the National Parry tell the Federal Opposition spokesman what they
think about privately constructed toilways for Western Australia. I hope they
will join the Government in saying they reject the proposition.
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