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Tuesday, 23 May 1995

THE SPEAKER (Mr Clarko) took the Chair at 2.00 pm, and read prayers.

PETITION - HEALTH SERVICES, CONSUMER COMPLAINTS AND
CONCILIATION SYSTEM

DR GALLOP (Victoria Park - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [2.03 pm]: I present
the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned petitioners call upon the State Government to legislate for an
independent, accessible and structured complaints and conciliation system for
consumers of health services as a matter Of Urgency.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 43 signatures and I certify that it con~forms 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 65.]

PETITION - TRADING HOURS, CHANGES, MOTOR VEHICLE DEALERS
MRS ROBERTS (Glendalough) [2.04 pm]: I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned employers, employees and family of motor vehicle dealers
of Western Australia, object to the trading hour changes imposed on our industry
by the Minister for Fair Trading, the Hon Peter Foss.
The extension of trading hours added to the $50 car levy and the four cent fuel
tax is having a detrimental effect on our lives and industry.
We urge Premier Richard Court to intervene to stop this extra burden on car
dealers, their employees and families.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 12 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 66.]1

PETITION - FIREARMS
DR WATSON (Kenwick) [2.05 pm]: I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned people of Western Australia request that legislation be
enacted which:

requires that firearms and other weapons be surrendered or confiscated by
police when informed that the owner is violent, has a restraining order in
force or has breached a restraining order,
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requires that firearms licences will never be issued to anyone convicted of
an assault charge.

The petitioners urge the Government and Opposition to work towards gun free
homes in the metropolitan area.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 15 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 67.]

PETITION - STEEL-JAW LEG HOLD TRAPS ABOLITION
DR HAMES (Dianella) [2.06 pm]: I present the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned demand the abolition of the sale and use of steel-jaw leg
hold traps. This trap is completely indiscriminate and is taking a devastating toll,
trapping both target and non-target animals (including protected and nlative
species). The trap could easily be replaced by humane and non-lethal
management practices.
Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners, as in duty bound, will ever pray.

The petition bears 100 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 68.]

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT.- PREMIER
Public Sector Management Act; Health Department, Senior Staff Changes

MR COURT (Nedlands - Premier) [2.11 pm]: The Commissioner for Public Sector
Standards' report on changes in senior staff in the Health Department has today been
tabled in this House. The investigation was conducted by Mr Donald Doig, formerly this
State's Under Secretary for Law, at the request of the Commissioner, Mr Digby Blight.
His findings over the transfers of Mr Paul Solomon and Dr Jan White, which followed a
meeting between the Health Minister and the Commissioner, Dr Peter Brennan, were that
there was no illegal action by the Minister but that Dr Brennan did breach the Act. It has
recommended that no action be taken against Dr Brennan as he has since left the Public
Service.
One of the findings of the standards commission is that the Act is new and open to
interpretation. This matter will be addressed by the Government and the operation of the
Act, in particular section 8, will be clarified and, if necessary, the Act amended. All
Ministers and chief executive officers will be further advised of the intent of the Act and
their obligations under it.
The second issue investigated by the standards commission was the transfer and
reinstatement of Mr Rob Anderson from Healthcare Linen Service. The investigation
found that the commissioner, when given the opportunity by the Minister, should have
argued that there were compelling reasons for the original decision to remove
Mr Anderson to stand. The management of government departments requires a close
wvorking relationship between the Minister and the chief executive officer. It is
incumbent on Ministers who have the responsibility of ensuring that taxpayers' funds are
being properly spent, to pursue vigorously proper management of departments. In this
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context and in the case of Mr Solomon and Dr White, the Health Minister was expressing
his concerns to his CEO about the slow pace of reforms in the Health Department. I have
full confidence in the Minister for Health, who is providing leadership in this very
important area.
The House should take note of why the Public Sector Management Act was introduced
by this Government. In his report, Mr Doig quite properly related the new Act to the
recommendations of the second volume of the report of the Royal Commission into
Commercial Activities of Government and Other Matters. The new Act is specifically
designed to stop what was commonplace when Labor was in Government - jobs for the
boys or parachuting their Labor Party mates into senior Public Service positions. I
remind the House that the Public Sector Management Act requires chief executive
officers of government departments and agencies to act independently in all staffing
matters.

[Questions without notice taken.]

BILLS (2) - ASSENT
Message from the Governor received and read notifying assent to the following Bills -

1. Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Western Australia) Bill
2. Agricultural and Veterinary Chemicals (Taxing) Bill

MOTION - TIME MANAGEMENT SESSIONAL ORDER (GUILLOTINE)

MR CJ. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the House) [2.42 pm]: I move -

That the following items of business be completed up to and including the stages
specified at 5.30 pm on Thursday, 25 May 1995 -

(1) National Crime Authority (State Provisions) Amendment Bill - all
remaining stages

(2) Pay-roll Tax Assessment Amendment Bill - all remaining stages

(3) Land Tax Assessment Amendment Bill - all remaining stages
When the time management sessional order was moved last week, there were also only
three items listed under that motion; namely, the Financial Transaction Reports Bill, the
Security and Related Activities (Control) Bill, and the Swan Valley Planning Bill. At the
time members opposite queried why the sessional order should apply to three relatively
noncontroversial Bills. The member for Morley said that it would be stretching the
imagination to think that the House would not deal with those Bills before the application
of the sessional order camne into being at 5.30 pmn on Thursday. Given that other business
not subject to a sessional order was conducted in the House, the time management order
camne into play, although only in a relatively minor way. It meant that the Swan Valley
Bill and the security agents Bill did not go to a third reading, and it could be said that the
final stage of Committee on the security agents Bill was somewhat hurried.

I draw to the attention of members that of those three Bills subject to time management
last week, the Financial Transaction Reports Bill received one and a half hours of debate,
which was adequate; the security agents Bill received seven and three quarter hours of
debate; and the Swan Valley Bill received seven and a half hours of debate. All those
Bills, although there were only three, received ample time for debate, and all members
hadl a full opportunity to participate in that debate. At the same time, the sessional order
served the purpose of tidying up the business of the week. Had it not come into force,
there would have been some overhang of legislation from last week.

Again this week three Bills are listed under the sessional order. I imagine, as probably all
members do, that we will deal with those comfortably. Again, the possibility exists that
some overhang may remain. I draw to the attention of members also that the prime
purpose of this week will be to deal with the Supply Bill - a general debate under which
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all members can make a general speech. However, this week the Government needs to
conclude debate on the Supply Bill and the Treasurer's Advance Authorization Bill.
They are not Bills which should have time management applied to them. Therefore, I
forewarn members that although I do not anticipate particularly late night sittings, the
House may sit beyond 11.00 pm, but I hope not beyond 12 o'clock, tonight and tomorrow
night.
MR RIPPER (Belmont) [2.45 pm]: The Opposition opposes this motion moved by the
Leader of the House which he describes as time management, but which we know as the
guillotine. It is against the principles by which this House has operated over many years
and it is against the spirit of the royal commission's recommendations for improved
accountability, particularly through the mechanisms offered by the Parliament. The
Leader of the House has indicated that the guillotine applied in what he calls only a
minor way last week. He argues that it operated to "tidy up" the business of the House.
That means that some things which members wanted to say on those Bills subject to the
guillotine were unable to be put to the House. It may be that only half an hour or an hour
and a half of debate was cut off; nevertheless, those members were elected to this
Parliament to make a contribution to debate on legislation, and they were prevented by
the sessional order of the Leader of the House from doing that.
Not only were they prevented from making that contribution, but also my colleague the
member for Nollamara felt that he had to move quickly through the Committee stage of
the Swan Valley Planning Bill to allow additional time for debate on the Security and
Related Activities (Control) Bill. The guillotine not only formally cut off debate, but also
operated in that de facto fashion to limit the opportunity for members to contribute to the
deliberations of the House.
The Opposition believed the program for last week could have been completed.
However, all of these predictions are just that - predictions and judgments - and it is
impossible to foretell precisely how people will behave in the House. It is often the case
that a Minister handling a Bill will contribute to the prolonged debate on a Bill through a
refusal or an inability to answer questions put by the Opposition or accept reasonable
points of view or amendments. That was one of the reasons debate on certain legislation
last week was longer than it otherwise would have been.
The Opposition will oppose this motion every time it is moved. That is not to say that it
does not accept that it is one of Parliament's responsibilities to pass legislation. The
Opposition accepts that it is one of the roles of Parliament to consider the legislative
program put forward by the Government. However, it is also one of Parliament's
responsibilities to scrutinise the performance of the Executive and to ensure that
Parliament does not simply become a rubber stamp for the actions of the Government. A
motion such as this introduced on a weekly basis attacks that important role of the
Parliament to hold the Executive accountable.
MR BOARD (Jandakot) [2.48 pm]: I will speak in support of the time management
sessional order by reflecting as a backbencher on the Government's point of view. Since
I have been a member of this place I have noticed that the business before the House
since the sessional order has been in place is conducted not only in a much more orderly
manner, but in such a way that we can program the activities of our day to day business.
As a member who has a family; who needs to address issues other than those of this
Parliament; and who is a member of a standing committee, select committees, and
ministerial committees, it is not only appropriate, but also important that I spend some
time on that work, and not just in this House.
Since the sessional order was introduced, we have concluded the business of this House
in a time and a manner that enables us to program our other activities as members of
Parliament. It is very important that we be able to do that with a clear head and in a way
in which we can give some importance to our other work. Leaving this place at 3.00 am
is a nonsense when our activities and programs begin at 7.00 am the next day. I do not
think any member of this place enjoys sitting here for long hours listening to repetitive
debates.
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I believe the sessional order has done a number of things. It has introduced management
into the business of this House. It has also brought some discipline to the Opposition to
target amendments that they want to make to legislation and points of view they want to
put. There has been no lack of opportunity for Opposition members to pursue those
points of view in the time provided. With those short comments, I support the
Government's move to continue with the time management sessional order.

MR D.L. SMITH (Mitchell) [2.51 pm]: I again voice my strong concern about these
motions being moved as a matter of routine. They have nothing to do with the orderly
management of the House. They have to do with the exercise of the authority of the
Executive over this Parliament. Every week this Executive tries to demonstrate to the
Parliament that it runs the Parliament and that we, the members of Parliament, are here to
do its bidding.
The member for Jandakot referred to us doing our job in this place by examining
legislation. In the excellent Public Sector Management Act report by Mr Doig tabled
today, Mr Doig says about parliamentarians doing their jobs -

Section 8(2) of the Public Sector Management Act needs to be re-examined to
ensure that the interpretation being applied by some Ministers is in accordance
with the original intention of the Act. I believe it is not.

The first time that the Public Sector Management Act was examined in relation to the
actions of a Minister on the appointment of staff, Mr Doig, who was given the role of
examining whether there was a breach of that Act, said that the intention of the Act -

which was guillotined through Parliament - is not achieved by that subsection. That is a
clear demonstration, when legislation is guillotined through this place, one not having the
opportunity of examining whether the expressed intent of the second reading speech or
the expressed intent of the Royal Commission into Commercial Activities of Government
and Other Matters on legislation is being implemented. Because this Parliament did not
have the opportunity of examining that subsection properly, and therefore, because it
provided a loophole, two public servants were manipulated by a Minister. It is
disgraceful for the member for Jandakot to suggest that, because of the business of this
House, Government members are unhappy that they are unable to sit on committees,
which is part of their parliamentary role. The primary role of the Parliament is to ensure
the accountability of the Executive. The royal commission recommended legislation to
enable this Parliament to control the actions of recalcitrant Ministers likce the Minister for
Health in manipulating the public sector. We failed as a Parliament to ensure that the
intentions of the royal commission were put in place. That has been evidenced clearly by
this report today. For a Minister or the Leader of the House to come here on the day that
a report like this has been tabled and say that measures such as this sessional order help
us to do our jobs as parliamentarians is as disgraceful as some of the elements of the
Minister's conduct criticised in this report.

MR BROWN (Morley) [2.56 pm]: I oppose this guillotine motion. Time and again
when we get to various stages of debating Bills in this place to extract information from
Ministers, we have to ask the same questions over and over again to get that information.
That is because some Ministers are not fully aware of the content of the Bills or, if they
are aware of the content, do not want to convey to this House the real intent and import
of the Bill. That was not a feature of the debates last week in which I participated.
However, it was a feature of the debates that took place in the previous week, particularly
when we debated changes to industrial relations legislation. When we asked the Minister
for Labour Relations questions about the intent and purpose of the second round of
changes in the amendment Bill that came before the House, the Minister said that that
Bill was a cobbling together of a number of views from different Ministers and that the
provisions relating to public sector management emanated from the Premier. The
Minister could not give a firm, indication about what was the intent of the Bill.

It is no wonder that debates go on, because the one thing that we are entitled to do, and
the one thing that members of the Opposition are reasonably expected to do, is to probe
the Government about the reasons for its decisions. We are entitled to ask questions
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about the intent of legislation and to seek from Ministers answers to those questions.
There will continue to be long, laborious debates in this place while Ministers refuse to
provide information and while they provide answers that have no relationship to the
questions.
The member for Jandakot made a number of important points about the orderly conduct
of the business of this House. I agree with him that this House must conduct its business
in an orderly manner. However, we should liken debates in this place to negotiations
between two parties. One side alone cannot negotiate. One side with all the goodwill in
the world, cannot conclude an agreement because, for an agreement to be concluded, we
must have goodwill on both sides. Therefore, business cannot be conducted in an orderly
fashion in this House if Ministers constantly and belligerently refuse to answer legitimate
questions that the Opposition asks about the intent of a Bill. That attitude is reflected by
Ministers not only when they come to the table to answer questions but also in the
answers they provide to reasonable questions that are asked in question time. At some
other time we will go through all of the non-answers provided by Ministers.

The Royal Commission into Commercial Activities of Government and Other Matters
was scathing of the former Government for the non-answers it provided to the then
Opposition's questions. It said that the Government must be accountable to this place
and answer the questions that are put to it. I have a batch of questions here today that
have been allegedly answered by Ministers. However, the answers are words on a bit of
paper! Any relationship between the words on the paper and the questions asked is
purely coincidental. Often a question sits on the Notice Paper for so long that Ministers
are embarrassed. They then provide words that do not answer the question and which
avoid the issue totally. They believe that will somehow placate the Opposition. The
debates in this place will be long and tedious, because it is the Opposition's role to get
answers.
[The member's time expired.]
MRS HENDERSON (Thomnlie) [3.00 pmn]: I oppose this motion. As one of those
members who contributed to the debate on the Public Sector Management Bill when it
was before the Parliament, I am extremely concerned that we are debating this guillotine
motion on the day that a report which is scathing of the Minister for Health's behaviour
in relation to tendening processes concerning the Healthcare Linen Service has been
tabled in the Parliament. In that report the Minister's behaviour is described as
promoting and encouraging actions that jeopardised the independence of the tendering
process. This sort of matter was raised in this place during the debate on that Bill and the
Minister sat at the Table mute, as he did when we debated the industrial relations
legislation, refusing to answer questions or participate in the debate. Now the House has
before it a motion the intention of which is to ensure that, in the same way that almost all
the legislation the Minister for Health brings to this Parliament is guillotined, as a matter
of standard practice legislation is guillotined every week in this Parliament. The
guillotining of legislation makes for bad legislation, and the report tabled today clearly
demonstrates that the Minister for Health poorly understands the legislation for which he
and the Premier are responsible. The report clearly indicates that the Minister for
Health's behaviour contradicts the normal process of handling legislation in this place.

There is no question that the issues I have raised should be debated in the Parliament.
We should not be worried about getting home at 2.00 am, a possibility which seenms to
concern the member for Jandakot.
Mr Kierath interjected.
Mrs HENDERSON: Does the Minister want me to quote from the report? It does not
give him a clean bill of health. It is scathing of the way in which the Minister directed
that a certain individual be transferred back to his position where he had a vested interest
in a tender. The report is scathing of the Minister's behaviour in relation to Dr Solomon,
Dr White and Mr Anderson and it states that his behaviour is beyond the pale. I hope the
Premier will read the report very carefully.
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There is no question that the reason we are dealing with this kind of report is the way
legislation is rammed through this Parliament. If there is insufficient time to debate
legislation before 11.00 pm the House should sit at 9.00 am, which is the time that most
normal people in this city commence work. The House should then proceed until the
debate is finished. Thbe House should not be routinely guillotining legislation through
this House, because that practice leads to the situation we have today.
[The member's time expired.]
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (28)
Mr Ainsworth Mr House Mr Shave
Mr CJ. Barnett Mr Johnson Mr W. Smith
Mr Blaikie Mr Kierath Mr Strickland
Mr Board Mr Lewis Mr Tubby
Mr Bradshaw Mr Marshall Dr Turnbull
Mr Court Mr McNee Mrs van de Klashorst
Mr Cowan Mr Minson Mr Wiese
Mr Day Mr Osborne Mr Bloffwitch (Teller)
Mrs Edwardes Mrs Parker
Dr Hames Mr Prince

Noes (22)
Mr M. Barnett Mrs Hallahan Mr D.L. Smith
Mr Brown Mrs Henderson Mr Taylor
Mr Catania Mr Kobelke Mr Thomas
Dr Constable Mr Marlborough Ms Warnock
Mr Cunningham Mr McGinty Dr Watson
Dr Edwards Mr Riebeling Mr Leahy (Teller)
Dr Gallop Mr Ripper
Mr Graham Mrs Roberts

Pairs
Mr Nicholls Mr Grill
Mr Omodei Mr Bridge

Question thus passed.

PAY-ROLL TAX ASSESSMENT AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Resumed from 4 May.
MR McGINTY (Fremantle - Leader of the Opposition) [3.07 pm]: The Opposition
opposes this Bill because the Treasurer's second reading speech reveals that the cost of
this legislation to the taxpayers of Western Australia will be somewhere between $5m
and $10m a year, a significant cost. The people who will benefit from this Bill are
clearly not the sort of people who should be the beneficiaries of reductions in taxation by
way of legislation passed through this Parliament.
The Bill essentially provides for two changes: Firstly, under the existing provisions of
the Act, in corporate arrangements in which someone has a base 50 per cent interest in a
company that person can be grouped with other related companies; therefore, the payroll
tax is assessed on the group of companies in which there is a substantial common
interest. This Bill will remove from the scope of the payroll tax legislation, for grouping
purposes, those companies in which there is a bare 50 per cent interest. In other words,
the beneficiaries will be those people who have entered into company arrangements
where a 50 per cent interest is held by a parent company. The second change applies to a
business which is operated by a discretionary trust. The Bill provides that where the
beneficiary of that trust has a majority interest he will be excluded from the grouping
provisions of the Act. The people who will benefit from this legislation are those in a
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position to create artificial company arrangements and, therefore, exempt themselves
from the provisions of the Pay-roll Tax Assessment Bill. Quite clearly the people who
establish discretionary trusts or who possess a 50 per cent interest in another company,
are not the people most in need of taxation relief. It is somewhat strange that this Bill
comes before the Parliament in the week after the State Government increased charges to
the Western Australian community. In particular, increased charges have been imposed
on families for water and public transport. These increases were announced last week at
the same time that the better off sections of the community - those capable of creating
discretionary trusts or those who have a 50 per cent share in another company - were
being granted a massive tax relief which will cost the State between $5m and $1l0m in
lost revenue. Certainly the battlers in my electorate from areas such as Hamilton Hill,
Willagee or Coolbellup will not benefit from this provision. They are not the sort of
people who will set up discretionary trusts or enter into corporate arrangements that will
in future be exempted from the requirement to pay payroll tax. However, they mast pay
more for their water and public transport fares in future.
Mr Tubby: They could be the people to be employed by the savings made. Have you
ever thought of that?
Mr McGINTY: If the member for Roleystone thinks that those involved in discretionary
trusts are significant employers in Western Australia, he is 100 per cent wrong. He is
obviously ignorant on this question. We are talking here about an artificial contrivance
put together to reward supporters of the Liberal Party, by exempting them from payroll
tax when they enter into artificial corporate arrangements. That is the reason members
on this side of the House oppose the legislation.
I refer to the reforms the Government should consider to payroll tax legislation. The
Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia in its submission to the
Western Australian Government in advance of its 1995-96 Budget - this document is now
perhaps a month old - dealt with the question of payroll tax and the changes that should
be made to the payroll tax regime. Firstly, it noted that prior to the last election the
coalition Government promised the people of Western Australia that it would abolish
payroll tax. It is of some interest to note that in the period since that election
commitment, the only thing that has happened of any great significance is that the
Government's total take from payroll tax has risen in each of the years since it was
elected. In 1992-93 revenue from payroll tax was $529m; in 1993-94 it rose to $573m;
and in the current financial year 1994-95 the estimated revenue was $593m. However, I
am told that based on income to 30 April this year, it is likely receipts this year will reach
$588m. Nonetheless, the point is made that, whereas the Government undertook to the
people of Western Australia to abolish payroll tax, it has increased its take in each year
since it came to office. As is often the case in these matters, a certain amount of caution
and wisdom came from the National Party in counselling the Premier about the rashness
of his promise to abolish payroll tax. Hendy Cowan said about the promise to abolish
payroll tax that he recognised the State must have a broad based tax in order to gain the
revenue it needed to provide the essential services to the State, and if payroll tax were
withdrawn it would remove something like $500m.
That note of caution was sounded by the National Party before the election with regard to
whether it was wise to promise the people of Western Australia that payroll tax would be
abolished. We all know that in 1993 the state and federal elections occurred almost
simultaneously, and the Premier had an each way bet with respect to his promise. The
first was based on the proposition that Dr Hewson would win the 1993 federal election
and the imposition of a 15 per cent goods and services tax would enable the State to
abolish payroll tax, because the GST would provide mechanisms for additional refunds to
the State and payroll tax would no longer be necessary. Quite clearly, if a Liberal
Government had won office in Canberra on the positive side payroll tax would have been
abolished, but on the negative side a far greater burden would have been imposed on
consumers in the form of a goods and services tax. In other words, many battlers would
have to pay an extra 15 per cent for the essentials of life. However, as we know, the
Labor Party won the 1993 election and the 15 per cent goods and services tax, and the
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State Government's concomitant commitment to abolish payroll tax, disappeared with
the failure of Dr Hewson to win the election. The Premier went further and dealt with the
likelihood that the Liberal Party might win the state election but that Dr Hewson and the
Liberal Party would not win the federal election. On behalf of his party he said that
without a coalition Government in Canberra, the State Government would move to
abolish payroll tax in Western Australia, and that over an eight year period the
Government would wind back the State's dependence on payroll tax until it eventually
abolished it.
The commitment was that over two Parliaments the Government would move to abolish
payroll tax. If the Liberal Party had become the national Government, payroll tax would
have been abolished overnight with the introduction of the goods and services tax, but
without a federal Liberal Government payroll tax would be abolished progressively. It is
in that context that I refer to the figures which show that, far from reducing the State's
dependence on payroll tax as a move towards its abolition, we see an increase in the
State's dependence on payroll tax and no move to abolish it. This legislation is tinkering
around the edges in a way that will advantage only a small percentage of the population,
and those capable of entering into artificial corporate arrangements so as to avoid their
responsibility to pay the tax.
I referred to the views of the Chamber of Commerce and Industry on this matter. The
views put forward by that body should have considerable weight attached to them in this
debate. It is a peak council representing industry in a general sense in Western Australia.
It, like the Government, has long had a policy for the abolition of payroll tax. That has
been its consistent position for as long as most people in this place can remember. The
reason for this is recounted in the pre-budget submission document at page 32 as
follows -

It is a tax which falls unevenly on different types of industries and across different
types of businesses, and therefore acts as a direct disincentive to employment in
industries with a disproportionately large tax burden.
The current administration promised to abolish payroll tax in its pre-election
manifesto 'Fightback: WA', and has repeated this promise since. However, more
recently, the Government has argued that abolition of Payroll Tax will not be
possible without major reform of State-Federal Fiscal relations.
Reluctantly, CCI has to agree.

The wisdom of the Deputy Premier prior to the 1993 election has now struck home as the
reality confronting the Government with respect to payroll tax reform and that has
certainly been accepted by the business community as the correct position. The
submission states at page 35 -

CCI recommends that the Government should make no major adjustments to the
payroll tax threshold in future beyond moving it roughly in line with average
earnings so that a "typical' small business with fewer than 20 employees
continues to be excluded from the tax net.

Clearly, the approach of increasing the threshold so as to completely exclude an
increasing number of employers from the payroll tax net, which has been adopted by this
Government over the past few years, and by the Lawrence, Dowding and Burke
Governments that preceded it, has run its course and is no longer supported by the
business community in Western Australia as an appropriate mechanism for dealing with
payroll tax in this State. The submission continues -

Further reductions in the payroll tax effort should be possible if the Government
maintains its promise to reduce the tax burden relative to Gross State Product.
The gains from such a process should be spread among existing payroll tax payers
through reductions in tax rates.

That is not what this legislation does. Thbis legislation specifically targets a group of
people who are able to enter into artificially contrived corporate arrangements in order to
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exempt them in totality from the payment of tax. That is different from what has been
advocated by the Chamber of Commerce and Industry; namely, that the gains from
reductions in payroll tax should be spread among existing payroll tax payers through a
reduction in tax rates. The submission continues -

Further, the Government should make tax rates simpler and fairer by replacing the
current three-level payroll tax rates with a single rate applicable to all taxable
income paid in excess of the threshold, thereby alleviating the high effective
marginal rates of tax currently paid by businesses moving above the threshold.

That is another way in which the $5m to $10m that is at stake in this legislation, or the
cost to the State Treasury of this legislation, could be shared more equitably in order to
give benefits to all of the people who currently pay payroll tax, rather than singling out a
small group of people who are able to benefit in a way in which, in our view, they should
not be able to benefit by something which approaches tax avoidance.
The Chamber of Commerce and Industry submission continues on page 37, in regard to
fringe benefits tax -

This is especially important if the Government proceeds with its recent proposal
to include fringe benefits in the payroll tax net.

If the Government's proposal is to enlarge the scope of "income" for the purposes of
payroll tax assessment to include fringe benefits that are paid to employees, there is an
opportunity to reduce tax rates, and in particular to eliminate the progressive nature of the
current payroll tax rates, but that should be done in a way that affords relief to those
people who need it. The Treasurer's second reading speech has not advanced one
argument that we should spend $5m to $10m of taxpayers' money to give tax relief to
people who enter into either discretionary trusts or corporate arrangements which have a
bare 50 per cent ownership by a parent company. There has been no suggestion that
those people are in need of a financial handout from the State or are particularly
aggrieved at the moment. Therefore, why has the Government moved down this path
when industry in this State is crying out for reform to take a different direction? The
Chamber of Commerce and Industry has stated in its well reasoned submission to the
Government, "Do not go down the path of exempting particular individuals or of raising
the threshold so as to exclude particular corporations in the future. Look at something
across the board. Look at doing away with the progressive nature of the paymenit, and
keep the threshold roughly where it is, perhaps allowing a small factor for indexation so
that the real value of the threshold is maintained over time."
The Chamber of Commerce and Industry makes the following interesting point at page
37 of its submission -

However, those businesses which currently face the biggest payroll tax burden
also tend to be those which currently pay the most in Fringe Benefits Tax - large
businesses, the finance sector and capital intensive industries such as mining are
much more likely to provide taxable fringe benefits than other employers in other
sectors...

The chamber states also -
An expansion of the tax base in one direction (a broader definition of taxable
payments) would be offset by contraction of the tax burden in another direction
(reducing the number of taxpayers).
This makes no sense at all. Effectively the Government proposes to impose
significantly higher taxes on some (already typically high-taxed) businesses in
order to exclude others from the tax net.

That is exactly how one can categorise what is being done in this legislation.
The Chamber of Commerce and Industry has made a reasoned submission about the
nature of payroll tax reform in this State. This legislation flies very much in the face of
what the Chamber of Commerce and Industry states in the final paragraph of its
submission -
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Any revenue gains from taxing fringe benefits should be re-distributed among
existing taxpayers with an emphasis on minimising the increase in the tax burden
for businesses which already pay a disproportionate share of payroll tax.

Although that comment is made in the context of broadening the payroll tax base to
include fringe benefits, it can be read equally as saying that the approach to payroll tax
administration and reform should be one of sharing the benefits of reductions in the
incidence of payroll tax with those businesses which already pay a disproportionate
amount of payroll tax, rather than with those people who are perhaps on the fringe, or
who have discretionary trusts or a bare 50 per cent ownership by a parent company,
because to exempt those people will not extend any broader benefit to the community or
provide relief to those who make a disproportionately large contribution towards the
payroll tax load in this State.
The Labor Party will oppose this legislation, and in so doing we believe we have the
support of the business community in Western Australia. This legislation is
misconceived. It is directed at providing a benefit to supporters of the Liberal Party, to
accountants, and to people who set up artificially contrived cooperate arrangements,
rather than to the significant contributors to the State. For that reason, it is not good
legislation.
The other reason for opposing this legislation lies very much in what I regard as the
warped priorities of this Government. It has made no secret of the fact that it is its
intention to transfer the burden of state government taxation from the business sector to
families. We saw that with last week's announcement to grant reductions in water rates
and charges paid by businesses while increasing the imposts on families. Last year we
saw the abolition of the free 150 kilolitre allowance to households. This year we saw the
amount paid for what used to be the free 150 kl allowance for water increased as well -
which amounts to two additional imposts on families. As the member for Mitchell
highlighted delightfully in question time today, the Treasurer's view is clearly that if the
Government taxes people more, they will be better off. That is not a view shared by
members on this side of the House. We believe this legislation is misconceived in being
targeted at the people who do not need assistance. We should provide assistance to those
people who are struggling to make ends meet and who need help fr-om the Government to
meet their bills and commitments so they can get on with their lives. The increases in
public transport fares have been minimal in the affluent suburbs of Subiaco, Nedlands
and Cottesloe but maximised in the outer suburbs, where people are doing it tough. That
shows the sorts of priorities targeted by the Government are wrong. The people who now
must pay much more to come in from Joondalup or Armadale on the train, or catch the
bus from Rockingham - particularly families who use public transport several times a day
with children going to school - will be angry to learn that this Government is paying
between $5m and $10m to corporations which do not need tax relief and, to my
knowledge, have not asked for tax relief or made a case to Parliament for it. However, it
is a bonus for the overwhelming supporters of the government parties to receive
assistance from the Minister for Finance and the Treasurer, and it shows the warped
priorities involved.
I am sure that through contributions made by other members to this debate attention will
be drawn to the measures that this Government has taken to shift the tax burden from the
corporate sector to families. For that reason, in addition to the view advanced by the
Chamber of Commerce and Industry as to the benefit of this tax change, this legislation
will not win the support of members on this side.
Mr C.J. Barnett: You say that we will shift the tax burden from the corporate sector but
do you not concede that any shift is from the small business sector? Many of these
provisions will catch small businesses. It is not the corporate sector that is affected; it is
small business.
Mr McGINTY: I do not oppose measures that will give relief, particularly to the small
business sector. I cannot see why this legislation is before the House.
Mr Court: It is to do just that - it will help small business. An example was the father
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who set up his daughter in business. They have a 50:50 share in the business and the
daughter will come under the father's payroll tax grouping provision. Why should she
pay payroll tax when she employs only two or three people?
Mr McGINTY: Can the Treasurer also see that people who do not fit into that family
arrangement will also benefit from these arrangements simply by virtue of the way they
will structure their business?
Mr Court: We want as many small businesses as possible to benefit.
Mr McGINTY: Why not target those people rather than people who enter into, for
instance, discretionary trusts as a mechanism for running a business? That will not help
the father-daughter arrangement. That is for the people who have a smart lawyer or
accountant to set up what might be an artificially contrived corporate arrangement to get
the benefits of the exemption. It is not what the Chamber of Commerce and Industry
says the Government should do. That is the problem with this legislation. I cannot see
why the Government is doing this. The point has been made that the Government's take
from payroll tax has risen in each financial year since this Government came to office.
Mr Court: We have strong employment growth. I will provide some figures which
indicate that payroll tax as a percentage of tax collections -

Mr McGINTY: It has risen as a percentage of tax collections slower than in other major
areas, but that is always the case. Stamp duty receipts are volatile depending on the
business climate.
Mr Court: As a proportion of general government recurrent revenue, payroll tax has
gone from 9.1 per cent to 8.9 per cent; so we are trying not to have it as a growth tax. It
was given to the States as a growth tax, and we have tried to not be dependent on it as a
growth tax. In other words, this year we have experienced strong employment growth.
Therefore, if we do not do anything about it, we will have strong growth in payroll tax.
The member is saying that we should keep it there, take advantage of the growth, and
spend money somewhere else.
Mr McGINTY: No, I do not.
Mr Court: The member for Armadale is nodding her head in agreement. We say that if
we can take the burden from business, we will do so, and more people will be employed.
Mr McGINTY: If the Treasurer were to take it off business in the way suggested by the
Chamber of Commerce and Industry -

Mr Court: We have not fallen for the trap of strong employment growth; that we have
huge revenue tax through payroll tax and we should spend it somewhere else -

Mr McGINTY: The Government has provided for an increase in take each year in office
against its commitment to abolish it. I expected the Treasurer to come to the House with
a proposition to reduce the dollar take from payroll tax in the light of significant growth
in revenue from other areas.
Mr Court: You cannot use the real terms argument one way, and then in another way
afterwards.
Mr McGINTY: We have seen an increase in the dollar take each year from payroll tax.
The Treasurer should have brought to Parliament a proposition, and he would have
gained significant support, along the lines outlined by the Chamber of Commerce and
Industry, to do away with the progressive nature of the tax - and I have no argument with
that; to reduce the incidence of tax once the threshold is reached. The chamber says that
the Government should not play around with the threshold for exemptions in a particular
case, but should give relief to those who make the greatest contribution and can be said to
warrant tax relief. I do not think by targeting particular corporate arrangements, as has
been done here, one can say that small business has been targeted -

Mr Court: We have.
Mr McGINTY: The Treasurer has not; he has targeted particular corporate
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arrangements. The way to ensure the benefit for corporations in the State that he wants
to target is not to go to an accountant to put together a flash arrangement for a business; it
is rather to have a system which is more targeted at other people.
Nothing in the second reading speech indicates the incidence of corporate arrangements
and, therefore, tax on those corporate arrangements. The fact that the estimate is between
$5m and $l~hm as a cost to the Government indicates that we do not know where it is
targeted or the incidence of those sorts of arrangements. We would support a reduction
in the incidence of payroll tax. We would support a move to reduce the dollar take from
payroll tax. We would certainly support something along the lines proposed by the
Chamber of Commerce and Industry. We do not think that these contrived arrangements
are the way in which payroll tax relief should be given, particularly when the reduction in
the incidence of payroll tax is between $5m and $ 10m which will ensure that in the
absence of any other initiatives the total take from payroll tax will continue to rise.
We do not think it should do that. We would support moves that are better directed. It is
our belief that the Governiment has not offered assistance to small industry but is
targeting contrived corporate arrangements. Generally the Treasurer's friends will be
reaping the benefits This is not the first time the Government has granted taxation relief
to contrived corporate arrangements, rather than targeting small business, big business or
the corporate sector as a whole. The Governiment has taken a series of actions, costing
$5m or $10m a time, which offer enormous benefits to the beneficiaries who are not run
of the mill small business people or run of the mill citizens. They fit into a well defined
class that takes advantage of corporate taxation arrangements to minimise their
contribution to state revenue. That is why we will not support this legislation.
MRS HALLAHAN (Annadale) [3.40 pm]: I support the comments of the Leader of
the Opposition. In the past whenever we have had debates in this House in which we
have sought to provide social relief to families in OUr community, the Labor Party has
been accused of social engineering. I presume this is the equivalent of social engineering
for the taxation, accountancy and legal fraternities. In his response, I ask the Treasurer to
comment along those lines. The Treasurer should also direct his response to the points
made by the Leader of the Opposition, rather than the interjections that the Government
has been very disciplined. I do not know why the Treasurer would say that. I presume
those opposite say that the Government has not increased the level of payroll tax, based
on the figures given by the Treasurer that indicated that as a proportion of State revenue
payroll tax was dropping; however, the real figures show an increase.
On the one hand the Treasurer may be able to say that to his friends in business. On the
other hand, however, he should recognise and acknowledge that Western Australian
families are paying much more as a result of his shifting of the tax burden, rather than say
that they are all dollars better off because he has hit them with higher transport fares and
with water charges but not with some other charges. Presumably he will do that on some
other occasion. Next year is a pre-election year and we hope that families will be spared
another of these magical tax changes which - in the Treasurer's words - will leave them
better off, but which in real terms will cost them more money in public transport fares,
and water and other charges. Last week the Treasurer engaged in a transparent exercise
which left everybody smiling. I suppose it is nice to have a bit of humour and a smile in
politics, but when smiles are based on ridicule -
Mr Court: Show us a bit of humour; show us a smile.
Mrs HALLAHAN: - I do not think they are the sorts of smiles the Treasurer wants. The
standard concession fare for Transperth zone four has increased by 20.5 per cent. In
anybody's language, that is a huge increase.
Mr Court: We are talking about a reduction in payroll tax.
Mrs HALLAHAN: The reduction in payroll tax is a benefit to some of the Treasurer's
friends in business, and perhaps some of mine. I challenge the Treasurer to indicate
where more jobs will be created as a result of this change.
Mr Court: I cannot believe you are opposing a cut in payroll tax.
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Mrs HALLAHAN: Before the last election the Treasurer ran around saying that he
would abolish payroll tax. Then Dr Hewson and the Treasurer's federal mates did not
make it over the line and the Government could not abolish payroll tax.
Mr Court: Have you just found that out?
Mrs HALLAHAN: No. The Government could not abolish payroll tax then, but it will
be the basis of this social engineering equivalent. It is tinkering at the edges but at an
annual cost of between $5m and $10m. That amount will go into the pockets of the
Treasurer's support base at the same time as he is dragging money by the millions out of
the pockets of those who are struggling hardest. He cannot say that the Government has
been disciplined when it has been excessively hard on many people in Western Australia.
At the same time as he talks about providing relief to his friends in business he is denying
Western Australians jobs.
In Westrail alone 1 345 jobs are to be abolished. At a meeting yesterday, when Westrail
workers asked whether, if they were to drop their rate and work for 100 an hour, they
would be allowed to do their job, they were told that it was nothing personal but their
jobs had to go, that the Government wanted innovation. The workers asked what
innovation was required. Under the leadership of the Court Government, Westrail said
that it did not know the innovation it wanted, but it just did not have it now; that it was
looking for it and the workers' jobs had to go in the process. Westrail did not know what
innovation would take the place of the jobs, yet we know that more money will be spent
on the Government's private sector friends, giving them the profits that go with it. This
Bill contains a continuous theme. I was pleased to hear my colleague putting the clear
case that this Bill will not provide additional employment opportunities, but will affect
the income of certain people in a very positive way, and the Leader of the Opposition
spelled out who they were.
The Treasurer said that he would like a bit of humour, so he will probably enjoy this
story. An article appeared in "Inside Cover" in today's The West Australian under the
heading "Family offer backfires". One presumes that the Bill will benefit business. If
people are on a low income and want to take out their family, they look for a bargain, just
as the Treasurer's friends look for a bargain in tax; the motivation is not much different.
The article states -

Shelley's Brian Loughton was among those at the weekend to be titillated by
Transperth's $5 Day Tripper family ticket for the footy.
The tickets, advertised in Saturday's The West Australian, offered two adults and
up to five kids all-day travel on trains, buses and ferries - just right for the Eagles
game at Subi.
But when Mr Loughton boarded the bus with wife Florence and their two kids,
the driver hadn't heard of the offer, nor had a Metrobus inspector who was at the
South Street interchange in Murdoch at the time.
The inspector phoned a superior at Metrobus - separated as part of Transperth's
privatisation plans - who, since it was a Transperth offer, couldn't get involved
and Mr Loughton was told the family would have to pay full fares.
Mr Loughton opted to take his car.

A Transperth spokesman told us yesterday: "Normal services are run by
Metrobus for Transperth but in this case it was not run by Transperth.

"When they run special services, like from Murdoch to the football, they charge
their own particular fare."
He said the confusion occurred because Metrobus used Transperth buses for its
services, including those special services not run on behalf of Transperth.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I remind the House that a fair degree of latitude is
allowed when we deal with Bills, but speeches must have some relevance to the Bill. I
know that earlier in her speech the member wvas very cleverly referring to this article.
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However, to allow to be read into the record a very interesting dissertation, which we
may all have read, which does not really relate to the material in the Bill, causes me some
problem. I remind the member that her comments must have some relevance to the Pay-
roll Tax Assessment Amendment Bill.
Mrs HALLAHAN: Thank you, Mr Deputy Speaker. I appreciate that guidance. It is
necessary for me to make the point to finish this. It continues -

Customers could tell if it was a special Metrobus service by the route number.
But Mr Loughton told us: "From a customer's point of view, I can't tell the
difference between a Metro special bus and a Transperth bus contracted by
Metro."

The point of my story is this: The people who will benefit from this Bill will consult
their accountants or lawyers, and maybe both. They will not be in any doubt whatever
about their benefits under this Bill. The Treasurer on the one hand wants to advantage
those who have the most in this community and, on the other hand, puts out from his
Government a most confusing package that seems on the face of it to advantage a family
trying to have recreational pleasure but which finds itself confounded. This Government
fails to recognise that everything it does is motivated by support for its mates and its
support base. In years past a lot of criticism was levelled at the Labor Government and
its mates. Anything Labor may have done in regard to mates pales into insignificance
compared to what this Government does.
I want to touch on this fares issue. I see that you, Mr Deputy Speaker, ame getting
worried that you will have to make another ruling. However, it is only by drawing
comparisons that sometimes one can elaborate a point. The lowest income people will
not be benefited by the Bill before the House. The Treasurer scoffed about being
challenged on the number of jobs that would be created as a result of this tax. It relies on
two points. One is that people must have more than a 50 per cent interest in a company
to be incorporated into tax arrangements. The Treasurer seemed not to respond or
acknowledge the valid points being made by the Leader of the Opposition. This is a legal
and accounting contrivance and the equivalent of social engineering, about which we
were very much criticised when in Government, because we firmly believed people on
low incomes needed relief and we should provide it through things like basic services.
Transport was one of the major ways of doing it, particularly in the outer metropolitan
areas. Any research conducted about relief for metropolitan and urban communities
indicates that if we want to lift the burden of poverty and its related problems, we must
assist those who need to access public transport and other government services.
Transport is a huge issue for those in the developing outer metropolitan fringe. We have
here an increase in fares that hits those people hardest.
The Treasurer says, "We have been disciplined." He has been disciplined, to the extent
that everything he has done advantages the haves and markedly disadvantages the have-
nots. I suppose it is one form of discipline. He can go to his very well-off and
comfortable friends and make the case that he has been disciplined in making sure that
anything his Government does, does not rebound negatively on them financially or in any
other way. They are assisted by this Government and at the same time he is making life
miserable - I stress miserable - for thousands upon thousands of Western Australian
families and those who are bringing up the younger generation. The Treasurer makes
hollow comments on law and order and family values. It seems to me the legislation
before us has no commitment to family values, even though there is a rather quaint
reference to a father who sets up his daughter in business. This must be an example of
the sensitive, new age businessman of the 1990s. I thought it extraordinary, and it is
exploitative of the Government to give this example. At the same time people who live
in zone 4 on the public transport routes, whether old age pensioners or those in receipt of
any of the concession fares, will pay 20.5 per cent more. Will the Treasurer tell me
where is the decency and integrity in that? Where is the support for the family and how
does this Bill balance the negative aspects of that action? I will not receive an answer,
because the Treasurer does not care at all about the majority of Western Australians
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except to the extent they vote for this Government and give him and his Government the
ability over and over again to benefit their friends and business.
A government member interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mrs HALLAHAN: The member who interjected will represent no-one unless the hyphen
in his party comes to his rescue. The Opposition is very clear in its opposition to the Bill
before us. I again point out the dichotomy between the Government that says it stands
for family values and the Government that is punitive of those on the lowest incomes. It
makes their lives absolutely miserable, while at the same time offering to those in
business benefits from the contrived arrangements that will result from this legislation
passing both Houses of Parliament and being proclaimed. I am sure there will be a lot of
back slapping by those who support the Liberal Party and probably the National Party.
The Government stands damned once again.
MR RIPPER (Belmont) [3.58 pm]: Payroll tax comes in at a threshold of $560 000O.
This raises the possibility of evasion, if related businesses are artificially separated so that
each has a payroll of less than that threshold. The Treasurer in his second reading speech
recognised this in saying -

The grouping of businesses is necessary to prevent an otherwise liable employer
from splitting the business operations into separate entities to ensure that the
wages paid by each entity fall below the payroll tax threshold. In the absence of
such grouping provisions, an employer's liability to pay payroll tax could be
negated.

Mr C.J. Barnett: Equally, businesses that are not related can be brought into a grouping
position unfairly. I agree with you if someone is avoiding taxation. However, this vas
bringing in essentially unrelated businesses and people through some fairly tenuous
association.
Mr RIPPER: I will come back to that comment made by the Leader of the House
because existing provisions in the legislation allow for some of the problems that the
Government is tackling with this Bill. The legislation is unnecessary because of the
existing discretion of the Commissioner of Taxation to exclude businesses from grouping
provisions when they are operated entirely independently. My concern is that this
legislation takes us beyond the exercise of the commissioner's discretion and it weakens
the overall grouping provisions. It says that where a business is included in the group
only on the basis of a bare 50 per cent interest in common, that business will be excluded
from the grouping provisions, whereas, at the moment, the commissioner has a discretion
to exclude that business from the grouping provisions if the circumstances outlined by
the Leader of the House apply.
However, the legislation will take us beyond the current exercise of that discretion to the
extent of the cost to revenue being estimated in the second reading speech at $5mn or
$10m. Presumably that is an estimate based on existing arrangements. However, when
we change taxation law, we change the incentives and disincentives and businesses then
make new arrangements that may well mean a greater loss to revenue. We may be
looking at a loss of up to double that which was estimated in the second reading speech
because, as I have said, this legislation weakens the grouping provisions which prevent
the evasion of payroll tax.
What is the rationale given for the weakening of those provisions aimed at preventing tax
evasion? The second reading speech says that a bare 50 per cent interest is not a
controlling interest. That is the reason for the business not being included in the
grouping for the purpose of payroll tax. In most cases, a 50 per cent interest in a
corporation is more than enough to exercise a controlling interest. What is a controlling
interest for practical purposes can be determined only by an analysis of the ownership
structure of the business. However, we would consider an interest of much less than
50 per cent a controlling interest when considering cross-media ownership laws or
foreign interests in Australian corporations.
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Mr Court It depends on what are the constraints on the other shareholders.
Mr RIPPER: Exactly. I said that it depends on the ownership structure. However, in a
large number of cases, an interest of much less than 50 per cent constitutes a controlling
interest in a corporation.
Another rationale by the Minister in his second reading speech for this legislation is that
employers are often unaware of their liability in the circumstances covered by the
legislation. That is a fairly feeble justification. What is wrong with the accountancy
profession if it cannot advise its clients of the provisions of payroll tax legislation? I
think most businesses - we are talking about businesses with a group payroll of more than
$560 000 - would take advantage of professional accountancy services. They would
hardly be likely to be doing their books in the back of their homes. I would be very
surprised if the accountants with whom they are dealing could not advise them properly
on their payroll tax liabilities. If there were a problem with employers not being aware of
their liability, what is wrong with an information campaign? What is wrong with the
Government making employers aware of their liability? When they have some trouble
complying with the law, why do we change the law and forgo $5m or $1l0i of revenue?
A further rationale for this legislation is the difficulties allegedly arising from the
operations of the existing legislation. The second reading speech provides an example of
a father helping his daughter to start up a business by providing capital for that business
in return for which he takes a 50 per cent interest. The daughter is then subjected to
payroll tax because her business is included in the group of businesses operated by- her
father. That argument also does not hold up because it is covered by the existing
legislation. The commissioner has a discretion to exclude the daughter's business from
the group. We do not need a new Bill to provide for that circumstance. If we pass
legislation to provide for that circumstance when it is already provided for, we will also
provide opportunities for others in not such meritorious circumstances to take advantage
of payroll tax exemptions and we will encourage people to make arrangements more
often in the future so that the amount of revenue forgone will be all the greater.
The three reasons advanced for this legislation in the Treasurer's second reading speech
are not justifiable. What is going on here? This Bill is only the latest in a series of
innocent pieces of legislation which have been brought to this House involving the loss
of millions of dollars of revenue. I take the House back to a debate that it had last year
on the Land Tax Assessment Amendment Bill 1994. That Bill provided an exemption
from land tax for land owned by a private company which has only two shareholders,
where one shareholder holds one share in trust for the other and the other shareholder
uses the property as his ordinary place of residence. That legislation extended the owner-
occupier exemption from land tax to people using a commercial arrangement, essentially.
Therefore, people who set up their homes as a commercial operation were enabled by
that legislation to use the owner-occupier exemption from land tax. Of course, people
who use that arrangement for the ownership of their homes are doing so because of the
other financial advantages which are offered to them.
This Government last year removed some of the compensating financial penalties for
adopting that commercial arrangement in relation to their properties. This legislation is
an extension of that which occurred last year in that Bill. In both cases, further
advantages are extended to people who adopt particular commercial arrangements, no
doubt for the financial advantages which accrue to them. This Government has removed
the penalties which apply on the other side of the equation and those penalties will be
removed at the cost of revenue and, essentially, at the cost of the rest of us because we
must either pay additional taxes and charges or lose services which the State can no
longer afford to provide.
The introduction of this legislation is connected to the profession of the Minister for
Finance in another place. He is an accountant and I think he and his colleagues in the
accounting profession have assisted many people to make use of these esoteric
accounting vehicles for the financial advantages they offer. They have noted some
downsides to the use of these vehicles, which have been constituted by the requirement in

3792 [ASSEMBLY]



[Tuesday, 23 May 1995]179

some cases to pay land tax and in other cases payroll tax. Every now and again the
Minister for Finance introduces a Bill to remove some of these financial disadvantages
from the arrangements he and his profession have set up for a select group of people, and
it is done to the disadvantage of the people of this State. The forgone tax revenue of
between $5m and $l0rn should receive the same scrutiny that expenditure between $5m
and $10m would receive. On this occasion we see no apparent injustice being remedied.
There is no evidence that people have suffered as a result of the existing legislation. No
adequate justification has been given in the second reading speech. The arguments put
forward by the Minister have been demonstrated by the Opposition to be fallacious.
There has been no campaign in the community to say that the legislation is wrong. No
letters have been received by members of Parliament arguing for this change. In my
view this is a rort, and the State is forgoing between $5m and $10m - even more when
these arrangements develop as they will under this legislation - for no good reason. If an
amount between $5m and $10m per annumn were spent on a social program, it would be
scrutinised every year. However, once this legislation goes through it is highly unlikely
that the Parliament will revisit the issue. Neither the Estimates Committee procedure nor
any other procedure provides the opportunity to scrutinise the way in which this
exemption will develop.
This is an important issue because that amount between $5m and $10m, or more, could
be used in other ways. As the Leader of the Opposition pointed out, it could be used
partly to fund some tax reform; to spread the benefits right across payroll taxpayers; or to
restrain other increases in state government taxes and charges, for example, public
transport fares. Indeed, because this money will be forgone on an annual basis, it could
be used to fund some services to the community. That is why the Opposition opposes
this legislation. The Opposition does not want people to pay more tax than is necessary
but whether it involves forgoing revenue or engaging in expenditure, the funds should be
devoted to the best possible purpose. The Opposition sees no justification for the
Minister's proposal and it recognises plenty of other areas in which the money could be
used; for example, to reduce the tax paid by other people, reduce the charges imposed by
the State Government, or improve services to the people.
In particular I draw attention to public transport charges. I refer to the fares paid by the
people on low incomes who are eligible for concessional fares. Those fares have
increased by extraordinary percentages. Two years in a row the Government has
increased public transport fares by approximately 10 per cent, but its increases have been
much more savage for concessional fares. In other words, those on the lowest incomes,
who are least likely to own private vehicles and who depend on public transport, have
been hit with the highest increases in public transport fares. That is in the context of
overall increases in public transport fares by much more than the rate of inflation,
namely, IQ per cent last year and a further 10 per cent this year. Some people are paying
28 per cent more for their concessional fares on buses than they were before this
Government increased the fares again this year. Last year there was an equivalent
increase in those fares. That is the context in which the Government is giving between
$5m and $10m, and more, to people involved in a fairly esoteric financial arrangement,
when the very circumstances the Government uses to justify this change can be dealt with
by the exercise of the commissioner's discretion under the existing legislation. There is
no need for this Bill to deal with the circumstances the Government has cited to justify it.
It will result in lost revenue which could be used for tax reform, reduction in the rate of
increases in charges, or improved services to the community.
We have seen a series of such measures. There is no fanfare and in the overall scale they
involve relatively small amounts; however, they add up to millions of dollars of
taxpayers' funds and are an erosion of the tax base of this State in favour of the mates of
the Minister for Finance. I do not think that is a proper use of this Government's
numbers in Parliament, nor is it a proper way to deal with taxpayers' dollars. The
Government should withdraw this Bill and talk to the Minister for Finance about his
proper responsibilities.
MR COURT (Nedlands - Treasurer) [4.17 pm]: I think I have heard it all. Before
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commenting further, I thank members for their contribution to the debate. Payroll tax is
an important issue and is one of the largest single revenue sources of the State
Government. I find it remarkable that members opposite have indicated they will oppose
a Bill that will reduce the burden of payroll tax on small business. They have also said it
is a rort because the Government proposes to remove that burden of between $5m and
$10m. I wonder where members opposite are coming from. Members opposite said that
because the Minister for Finance is an accountant and he has practised for many years as
an accountant, he is trying to help his mates. The so-called mates referred to are small
business people. Do members opposite not have any mates who are small business
people?
Mr Leahy: How many of them pay payroll tax?
Mr COURT: It was never intended that the legislation should group some of these
companies and include them in the provisions, but as stand alone operations some of
them were caught in the net. The whole idea of this Bill is to set up these grouping
provisions. Members opposite have suggested people will rearrange their structures to fit
the 50 per cent deal, but not many will do so because no larger companies will take less
than a controlling interest in a company. It is not worth their while to lose control of a
business subsidiary just for a payroll tax saving. The people it will help are small
business people who are being targeted by this legislation. The grouping provisions have
always been a bone of contention in the small business community. They have always
acted as a disincentive for people to make an investment in a small business and to take
an interest in a new development. If they did so, one of the first burdens they faced was
the grouping provisions in the existing legislation. The Labor Party must now go into the
electorate and explain to the small business community why it voted against these
changes and against a reduction in payroll tax, which I think is quite significant. We
have tried.
Mvr Ripper: We support reductions in payroll tax.

Mr COURT: In that case, vote for the legislation.
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (28)
Mr Ainsworth Mr House Mr Prince
Mr C.J. Barnett Mr Johnson Mr Shave
Mr Blaikie Mr Kierath Mr W. Smith
Mr Board Mr Lewis Mr Trenorden
Mr Bradshaw Mr Marshall Dr Turnbull
Dr Constable Mr McNee Mrs van de Klashorst
Mr Court Mr Minson Mr Wiese
Mr Day Mr Osborne Mr Bloffwitch (Teller)
Mrs Edwardes Mrs Parker
Dr Hlames Mr Pendal

Noes (20)

Mr M. Barnett Mrs Hallalian Mrs Roberts
Mr Brown Mrs Henderson Mr D.L Smith
Mr Catania Mr Kobelke. Mr Taylor
Mr Cunningham Mr Marlborough Ms Warnock
Dr Edwards Mr McGinty Dr Watson
Dr Gallop Mr Riebeling Mr Leahy (Teller)
Mr Graham Mr Ripper

Pairs

Mr Omodei Mr Grill
Mr Tubby Mr Thomas
Mr Nicholls Mr Bridge

Question thus passed.
Bill read a second time.
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Commitee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr Strickland) in the Chair; Mr Court (Treasurer)
in charge of the Bill.
Clauses 1 to 3 put and passed.
Clause 4: Section 3 amended -

Mr RIPPER: This clause deletes the definition of "corporation" and substitutes a new
definition. Will the Treasurer outline to the Committee the effect of this amendment?
Mr COURT: There is no substantive difference between the old and the new definition.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 5: Section 16B repealed and a section substituted -
Mr RIPPER: Again we see a change relating to the Corporations Law. Does this make
any substantive changes to operation of the legislation?
Mr COURT: Again there is no substantive change as a result of the amendment.
Mr RIPPER: I noted in the second reading speech two paragraphs towards the end that
dealt with the principle of the commissioner's not being authorised to exclude a business
from a group where an interest of greater than 50 per cent is held and that that principle
will continue to apply in all cases except those involving a discretionary trust. I could
not determine whether that meant that the situation was to change or whether there was
already a power for the commissioner to exclude a business where the interest is greater
than 50 per cent but may involve a discretionary trust. When I looked at the legislation, I
could not see how any section related to these two paragraphs on page 6 of the second
reading speech. I thought perhaps it might have something to do with the clause we are
currently discussing. However, the Treasurer says that that has no substantive effect on
the legislation. If it is not this clause, which clause of Bill implements these two
paragraphs of the second reading speech?
Mr COURT: Section 16G states -

A person who, as a result of the exercise of a power or discretion by the trustee of
a discretionary trust or by any other person or by that trustee and other person,
may benefit under that trust shall be deemed, for the purposes of section 16D, to
be a beneficiary in respect of more than 50 per cent of the value of the interests in
that trust.

Mr RIPPER: I understand what that means, but the second reading speech indicates that
in those cases a commissioner can exclude a business from a group. Is that power to
exclude a business from a group in that circumstance a new power or an existing power?
If it is new, where is it dealt with in the legislation?
Mr COURT: No, it is the same. It is an existing power and it is dealt with in section
16D(9) of the Act.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 6: Section 16D amended -

Mr RIPPER: We debated the principles of this matter during the second reading stage
and I was concerned about the amount revenue to be forgone. The Government says that
it will be $5m to $10m, which seems to be a fairly elastic amount, and it seems a more
exact prediction could have been made. What allowance has been made in the estimate
of revenue forgone for the likelihood that people will change their arrangements once this
legislation goes through?
Mr COURT: The department does not keep statistics on the number of people who have
taken advantage of that 50 per cent holding provision. Th1e department's estimate is
based on how businesses will react to those changes. Not many businesses will change.
They will not want to lose that 51 per cent of control just for a payroll tax saving. Of the
businesses that are grouped for payroll tax, a small number are paying the largest amount
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of payroll tax. About 71 per cent of all payroll tax revenue is paid by payroll tax groups
which number approximately 2 000, and of those, the top 100 pay about 60 per cent of all
payroll tax revenue. It is unlikely that those top groups will restructure their ownership
to obtain regrouping benefits, because most of the businesses involved already pay
payroll tax as individual businesses. The major beneficiaries will be smaller businesses.

Mr RIPPER: What is the extent of the exemptions currently approved by the
commissioner in these circumstances in each financial year, and what amount of revenue
is forgone? There is a strong argument that what the Government offers as a justification
for this legislation already is covered by this discretion to the commissioner.

Mr COURT: Exemptions are granted for 80 per cent of the people who apply, but once
they are granted the department does not keep records of how much they would normally
have paid in payroll tax.
Mr RIPPER: The Opposition opposes this clause for the reasons we outlined in the
second reading debate. The justifications offered by the Treasurer in the second reading
speech are entirely unconvincing. A remedy already exists to deal with the examples
which the Government has advanced as the reasons for this legislation. The State will
lose revenue of between $5m and $1l0m. That revenue could be devoted to other
purposes - for example, on the revenue side, to tax reform or to a reduction in taxes and
charges; or on the expenditure side to improved services for the people of Western
Australia.
The Opposition might be moved to support a clause like this if the Government could
come up with a reasonable justification, but the Government has failed to do that. Each
of the three justifications advanced in the second reading speech failed to measure up on
analysis. The Opposition might also be moved to support a clause like this if this were
shown to be a real problem that was unable to be dealt with under the existing legislation
or if a real injustice were involved. That is not the case either as any injustice or problem
can be dealt with by the exercise of the commissioner's discretion. The Treasurer has
told us that 80 per cent of the applications for the exercise of this discretion by the
commissioner are approved, so this legislation is for the 20 per cent that are not
approved. In those cases presumably the commissioner has ruled that the businesses are
not operating independently and they are related. We should not include them in a group
if that is the sort of ruling the commissioner has made.

Mr COURT: Applying for degrouping involves a very high cost for both the taxpayer
and the tax department. Once an application is made the department puts the company
through the hoops about the detail of its business, and an accountant or similar
professional usually is required to provide that information. It is an expensive exercise.
Members opposite should be fully supportive of our trying to remove the red tape to
simplify the system and assist small businesses in not paying payroll tax.

Mr BROWN: What is the cost of administering these provisions? What tests will be
applied?
Mr COURT: The State Taxation Department follows a regular payroll tax audit cycle
with businesses. These changes will be a part of that audit cycle. There will be no
change and they will continue to work through the businesses on that audit cycle.

Mr Ripper: Is the Treasurer saying that this legislation will simplify administration and
save the taxation office money because it is expensive to provide exemptions? What is
the cost of going through the hoops? How many full time equivalent positions are
involved?
Mr COURT: Every investigation takes approximately 10 hours and approximately 200
applications for exemption are received a year.

Clause put and passed.
Clause 7 put and passed.
Clause 8: Section 16H amended -
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Mr RIPPER: Again this clause contains an interesting reference to the Corporations
Law. Does that result in a substantive change to the operation of the legislation?
Mr COURT: It creates no substantive change.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 9 to 12 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the report adopted.

Third Reading
Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading.
MR COURT (Nedlands - Treasurer) [4.42 pm]: I move -

That the Bill be now read a third time.
MR RIPPER (Belmont) [4.43 pm]: The Opposition opposes this legislation for the
arguments it has already put. We do not regard the Government as having advanced any
convincing argument that this legislation is necessary or fair. No argument has been put
that an injustice exists; no campaign has been made or pressure brought for change; and
no member of the public has written letters to members of Parliament urging a change
such as this. The Treasurer has advanced some arguments; for example, he said that a
bare 50 per cent is not a controlling interest in a company. Yet we know that in many
cases substantially less than 50 per cent can constitute a controlling interest.
The Treasurer also said, laughably, that some employers do not know about their payroll
tax liabilities.
Mr Bloffwitch interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr RIPPER: What is wrong with their accountants if they do not know about their own
payroll tax liability? If people do not know about their payroll tax liability, the solution
is not to exempt them from that liability; it is to embark on some sort of education or
information program to ensure they are aware of it.
The last argument by the Government for this legislation today was that there are
circumstances in which a business should not be included in the group only on the basis
of a bare 50 per cent interest. The example quoted was where a parent assists a son or
daughter in the establishment of a business and takes a 50 per cent share in the business
and the business is operated independently. As we know, that can be dealt with under
existing legislation. The Treasurer said that it was cumbersome and expensive to deal
with under the existing legislation. However, about 200 applications a year are made.
That is hardly an extraordinary load. They could be dealt with quite easily by the
existing resources of the State Taxation Department.
Again we find no valid justification for this legislation. It will give $5m to $10ni to
people who should be paying that amount of money in payroll tax. That $5m to $l0m
could be used to ameliorate the savage increases in public transport fares for people on
pensions who live in outer suburbs. They could be paying less than the 20 to 28 per cent
increase the Government has slapped on them if it were not proposing at the same time to
give $5m to $10m a year to people who are paying payroll tax and who, in the
Opposition's view, should continue to pay it.
If the Government does not want to reduce public transport fare increases, it might
consider a more legitimate reform of the payroll tax system. If it believes people are
paying too much payroll tax, the Government should spread the benefit across all those
paying it, rather than offer a large benefit to a small number of people.
Mr Bloffwitch interjected.
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Mr Wiese interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Taylor: That is just not true.
Mr RIPPER: My colleague, the member for Kalgoorlie, has answered that interjection
adequately. The growth we are experiencing now is largely as a result of national
economic policy and the situation which this State Government inherited when it came to
power. In any case, what is being proposed today has nothing to do with enhancing
economic growth, except perhaps for those who operate Mercedes Benz motor vehicle
dealerships in this State. The Opposition resolutely opposes this legislation.

Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (28)
Mr Ainsworth Dr Hames Mr Pendal
Mir CJ. Barnett Mr House Mr Shave
Mr Blaikie Mr Johnson Mr W. Smith
Mr Board Mr Kierath Mr Trenorden
Mr Bradshaw NU Lewis Dr Turbull
Dr Constable Mr Marshall Mrs van de Klashorst
Mr Court Mr McNee Mr Wiese
Mr Cowan Mr Minson Mr Bloffwitch (Teller)
Mr Day Mr Osborne
Mrs Edwardes Mrs Parker

Noes (19)

Mr Brown Mrs Henderson Mr D. Smith
Mr Catania Mr Kobelke Mr Taylor
Mr Cunningham Mr Marlborough Ms Warnock
Dr Edwards Mr McGinty Dr Watson
Dr Gallop Mr Riebeling Mr Leahy (Teller)
Mr Graham Mr Ripper
Mrs Hallahan Mrs Roberts

Pairs

Mr Omodei Mr M. Barnett
Mr Tubby Mr Grill
Mr Nicholls Mr Thomas
Mr Prince Mr Bridge

Question thus passed.
Bill read a third time and passed.

LAND TAX ASSESSMENT AMENDMENT BILL

Second Reading

Resumed from 4 May.
DR GALLOP (Victoria Park - Deputy Leader of 'the Opposition) [4.51 pm]: This
legislation deals with the land tax assessment for Western Australia's two new energy
authorities - Western Power and AlintaGas. The proposition put forward in the
legislation is that both authorities have moved onto a fully corporatised basis and,
therefore, a level playing field should apply to those two corporations and other
electricity producers or gas suppliers in the marketplace. The legislation points out that
already Western Power and AlintaGas pay commonwealth income tax, wholesale taxes
and local government charges to the State Government in lieu of the direct application of
those taxes to the authorities. I raise one issue which is not directly related to the
legislation, but which is important. The Minister will be aware that one local authority in
particular - that is, Collie - has suggested the payment of local government rates to the
shire council as opposed to the current situation where the rates are paid to the State
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Government. The Collie Shire Council feels that that money should be paid to it so it candeal with the issues that arise from having an electricity authority in its municipality.
The Minister might comment on the legitimacy or otherwise of the request of the Shire ofCollie to collect those rates, rather than having them go to the consolidated revenue of
Western Australia.
The theory is that Western Power and AlintaGas are now fully corporatised bodies. They
are in the marketplace, competing with other gas producers and electricity suppliers and,therefore, they should be on a level playing field with the others. It is estimated that theland tax paid by those authorities will amount to approximately $1.1 m. That money is togo into consolidated revenue rather than the two authorities being exempt from that tax.The Opposition is not happy with what is in effect another taxation measure coming intothis Parliament. The Opposition sends a warning to the Governiment about not only thismeasure, but also the implication of the situation that prevails with Western Power and
AlintaGas.
Mr C.J. Barnett: The legislation that set up the two new utilities indicated that this wouldhappen under this legislation. It required an amendment to the Act to bring it into being.
Dr GALLOP: I will outline clearly the Opposition's position to the Minister. If WesternPower and AlintaGas are to be fully corporatised, it must be ensured that the StateGovernment does not use those two authorities as a revenue raising base. Let us considerthe experience of other States; in particular, New South Wales. This was one of theissues which eventually led to the downfall of the Liberal-National Government in NewSouth Wales. When New South Wales corporatised its energy authority it became clearto that State's Treasury that given that there was not a fully competitive marketplace
applying there in any case - Pacific Power is in effect a monopoly supplier - tremendous
opportunities would exist to milk that authority for revenue. That is exactly what hasbeen happening in New South Wales: Literally millions of dollars pass from Pacific
Power to the Government of New South Wales.
The only restriction placed on that process was through the government pricing tribunal,
which in an indirect way could have influenced whether the transfer occurred. Given thatthe pricing tribunal's terms of reference were not to look at that issue, but simply at thelegitimate price for electricity within New South Wales, it was not possible for it to
prevent the transfer. We therefore saw a huge tax take from Pacific Power. I warn theGovernment that this was one of the issues raised by the then Opposition in that Statewhich enabled it to convince the people of New South Wales that taxes and charges hadbeen increased too much and that it imposed a burden on the ordinary citizens. That
eventually led to the change of government.
The Opposition is concerned that AlintaGas and Western Power could become the basis
for the Government of Western Australia to impose new taxes on the people of this State.
Let me illustrate how this is now possible. Previously, the State Energy Commission -the predecessor of these two bodies - had to pay a levy to the State Government whichwas based on the total turnover. In 1991 it was increased from 3 per cent to 4 per cent,
and following the change of government it was increased from 4 per cent to 5 per cent. Itwas in effect a levy on the turnover of SECWA. If the Government of Western Australia
wanted to increase its charge on SECWA, it had to come to this Parliament to do it,because the legislation at that time set the levy. There was parliamentary scrutiny of the
degree to which the Government of Western Australia taxed electricity and gasconsumers in this State. That provided a check and balance on the process. As a resultof the change in legislation last year to create AlintaGas and Western Power, theGovernment now can collect a dividend from those two authorities, just like anyshareholder collects a dividend from his company. Parliament no longer has any say inthis matter. This principle is also illustrated in the Minister's second reading speech. Iwill refer to it quickly to indicate the point I wish to make. The Treasurer said -

The amendment also provides flexibility to prescribe other government agencies
which may be commercialised in the future, to ensure that they also will be liable
for land tax.
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The sort of flexibility this legislation gives to land tax now exists in relation to the
dividend the Government will collect from AlintaGas and Western Power. The
flexibility of the Government's taxes and charges policy should be of concern to Western
Australianis. The situation today is that the Government, through the Treasurer, can set
the dividends. Members will recall that this issue was debated at length when the
legislation was before the House last year. At the time I made the point that there would
have been some interesting debate within the Government on that part of the legislation
which gives the Treasurer the power to set the dividend. It was probably the case that the
officers within AlintaGas and Western Power were strongly resisting that because they
could see the thin end of the government tax collection wedge.
Mr C.J. Barnett: That is not fair because under the strategic development plan they come
up with recommendations on dividends and they work through me, as the responsible
Minister. It is quite appropriate that it go to the Treasurer, who has to look after the
assets of the State. There was not a debate of the sort you are suggesting.

Dr GALLOP: I am surprised at that.

Mr C.J. Barnett: The point I am making is that there was not a debate over the principle
of what should have happened; there may well be a debate over what is the number.

Dr GALLOP: This new situation which allows the Government, through the Treasurer,
to set the dividend is based on an assumption that Western Power and AlintaGas
currently are operating within a competitive marketplace. In other words, there is
freedom of entry to the market and alternative producers are placing pressures on them to
perform. If that is the case, it would be more difficult for Western Power and AlintaGas
to earn profits. I am going back into the past and the Minister for Energy would
remember this better than I do, but the economists said they should earn the normal rate
of profit - that is, the rate of profit the competitive marketplace determines - as opposed
to an abnormal or monopoly profit which is gained from having a privileged position in
the marketplace.
The assumption behind the dividend policy for Western Power and AlintaGas is that
there already is a competitive marketplace. This would mean there is no way the
Government can impose new taxes and charges on the people of Western Australia under
the heading of a dividend because the real marketplace is such that Western Power and
AlintaGas will not be able to make the sorts of profits that would enable this sort of
creamning to occur. The assumption behind the legislation which was passed last year is
that if Western Power and AlintaGas did not perform they would be subject to a decline
in their market share if prices were too high. However, the reality today in respect of
electricity is that we do not have open access to the high voltage transmission systems.
We have a couple of small examples of people who have come into the marketplace to
sell electricity; however, we do not have open access to the high voltage transmission
system. Any interested observer of the marketplace would say, given the small size of
the Western Australian market, that it will be a long time before there is significant
competition.
Mr C.J. Barnett: It will not be. It will be no later than July 1997. In my view, it will be
substantially before that.
Dr GALLOP: That is the formal openness and it has to be followed by genuine entry into
the marketplace.
Mr C.J. Barnett: The competition is taking place in Kalgoorlie. It will happen. You are
being pessimistic.
Dr GALLOP: The theory is that it will happen, but in practice Western Power will be the
dominant supplier of electricity in this State for many years.

Mr C.J. Barnett: I agree with that.

Dr GALLOP: I amn not saying that other people will not come in, but Western Power will
be the dominant supplier. That being the case, the ability of the Government to
manipulate the prices charged by Western Power as a means of raising revenue still
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exists. The point I am making is that dividends will be a catchcry for taxing electricity
consumers.
The Government said that access to the gas pipeline from Dampier to Bunbury would beprovided progressively from January 1995. Whether there will be a major alternative to
the current North West Shelf suppliers is something that winl be determined in the future.
Dr Turnbull: You know how this happens because it was your Government which
increased the turnover from 3 per cent to 4 per cent.
Dr GALLOP: Indeed, and I will come back to that. The difference is that the then
Government had to come into the Parliament to increase the turnover from 3 per cent to 4per cent it. The member for Collie may recall that, at that time, the Parliament ofWestern Australia was not controlled by the then Government and the proposal had to
come before the Parliament. The process now is that the Government can make thatdecision without coming to the Parliament. I am sure the member for Collie would be
concerned if the Government used its electricity consumers as a tax base. In December1991 the member was concerned about that prospect and I will remind her what she said
then.
Dr Turnbull: I will make sure that the Government continues to adhere to its election
promise to reduce the price of electricity in real terms.
Dr GALLOP: The member for Collie has a chance to make a small contribution to thisissue in this debate because this Bill will impose a tax on electricity consumers which
does not exist now.
Dr Turnbull: It is part of the Federal Government's total program.
Dr GALLOP: This is the coalition's legislation and the member for Collie cannot
absolve herself from responsibility in that manner.
In the short to medium term the two companies will be in a very strong position to make
good profits - possibly monopoly profits. There will be an enormous temptation on the
Government to use those profits for consolidated revenue.
Mr Court: We will bring in competition.
Dr GALLOP: The Western Australian energy market cannot be like the American
energy market for some time because it is too small. The Treasurer would agree thatmost Western Australian markets in most industries tend to become dominated; it is a
real problem. It is a reflection of the small size of the markets.
Mr Court: Newspapers.
Dr GALLOP: Absolutely, although technology is helping in that area. One of the great
developments in newspapers is the local community newspapers, which provide a degree
of competition which did not exist 10 years ago. Modern technology has made itpossible for people to produce newspapers a lot cheaper now than in earlier days. It will
take some time before Western Australia has a fully mature marketplace; therefore, the
temptation will exist for government dividends to become a source of revenue.
Obviously the Treasurer now is in the process of preparing the Budget and the huge rate
of revenue growth over the past two years is starting to decline because of the reduced
rate of growth in the State's economy.
Mr Court: It looks like we lost $15m today from stamp duty on share transactions.
Dr GALLOP: The reduction in revenue will put pressure on the Government. I am sure
the Treasury will be looking carefully in the direction of the Minister for Energy andsaying to him that there is a lot of money sitting there and that it wants to use it for the
benefit of Western Australians.
Mr Court: He is building a new power station with that money. That is the power station
that you could not build.
Dr GALLOP: We are really talking there about the capital side of the Budget, although
there is a connection, of course, with consolidated revenue, but that is the Minister's
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problem, and I had that argument with him a number of years ago. The issue is that there
will be a temptation on the part of the Government to use these two bodies -

Dr Turnbull: Your problem is that you are judging this Government by your standards.

Dr GALLOP: How is the member for Collie judging it?

Dr Turnbull: I am judging it by the fact that electricity prices have not increased.

Dr GALLOP: Any objective observer would say that electricity price reform started in
about 1991 and that both this Government and the former Government have exhibited a
bipartisan approach to that issue. It would be acknowledged by everyone that both sides
have done the same thing in respect of electricity prices; that is, keep the pressure off
both business and ordinary consumers.

The context of our approach to this Bill is that we are concerned that the Government is
now in a position to impose taxes, through electricity tariffs, on electricity consumers
without the scrutiny of the Parliament. In that context, the decision of the Government to
collect land tax can be viewed in a different light; namely, it is not just a means of
levelling the playing field, but a way by which the Government can raise revenue at the
expense of electricity and gas consumers. It is interesting to consider what opposition
members have said about this issue in the past. In December 1991, when we were
debating the issue of the levy, Mr Cowan, the then Leader of the National Party, said -

SECWA has huge cost burdens, yet here we have a Government adding to that
burden. That is not the way the Government should operate, particularly during
an economic recession. The Government should do everything it can to ensure
that essential services are provided at the lowest possible cost. I acknowledge
that the Minister might have done everything within the set parameters to keep
costs down, but he must accept that the cost of electricity could be further reduced
if he was prepared to accept that SECWA must make a limited contribution to the
Consolidated Revenue Fund.

That theme was taken up with some gusto by the member for Collie -

Dr Turnbull: What date are you talking about?

Dr GALLOP: I am talkring about 4 December 199 1. The member for Collie stated that
the increase in the levy from 3 per cent to 4 per cent represented a huge increase for
electricity and gas consumers and everything possible should be done to lower the price
of electricity because that would assist economic development and would enable what
she regarded as the real productivity of the coal industry and the State Energy
Commission in Collie to be reflected in the price of power. It was her view that the
things which did not make that possible were the North West Shelf agreement and the
government imposts upon the State Energy Commission at that time.

Dr Turnbull: Your Government increased the levy.

Dr GALLOP: From 3 per cent to 4 per cent, and in 1993 it was increased again from
4 per cent to 5 per cent. The member for Collie said -

These increases are not helping to keep down the cost of living and reduce the
costs to industry.

The member for Collie voted against the Bill at that time. The members for Vasse and
Wellington also joined in the debate at that time, and they took the view that any impost
on electricity consumers should be avoided. To be fair to the member for Vasse, his
main concern at that time was the levy on water supply rather than electricity, although
he did allude to the electricity issue. In 1991, the view put by the now government
members was that everything possible should be done to ensure that the impost upon
electricity consumers was kept to a minimum. This evening, the opportunity is provided
to us to put that commitment into the record of the Parliament, because we are debating a
Bill which seeks to levy increased charges on Western Power and AlintaGas. In my
view, in the absence of a fully competitive marketplace for both AlintaGas and Western
Power, there is a double imperative on us to vote against this Bill.
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The Opposition believes that land tax should be viewed in the context of the situation
which currently prevails with Western Power and AlintaGas; namely, that we have yet toarrive at a fully mature marketplace. That being the case, the temptation for theGovernment to use these authorities for its tax and revenue raising purposes, as isillustrated in this legislation, should be of concern to the citizens of Western Australia.
The Opposition opposes this legislation, which imposes yet another tax measure upon thecitizens of Western Australia. In recent days, we have seen many examples of the burden
of taxation being shifted towards those who are least able to pay: The public transportsystem, the $50 motor vehicle levy, the charges that have been placed upon technical and
further education students, and the water strategy being pursued by the Government. Sofar, electricity and gas consumers have been saved from any increases, but given thecurrent legislative framework, the lack of a mature market, legislation like this, and thefact that the interest bill of SECWA will start to increase again soon, as its capitalcommitments start to bear upon it, the fr-eedom which people have had from increases ingas and electricity charges may be more difficult to achieve in the future. Therefore, theOpposition opposes this legislation, and we look forward to the support of people such as
the member for Collie.
MR CATANIA (Balcatta) [5.20 pm]: I do not support this Bill. I will emphasise anumber of points raised by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, who adequately
addressed the Opposition's stance on the contents of the Bill. The second reading speech
states that the purpose of the Bill is primarily to ensure that the two new energy
authorities - Western Power and AlintaGas - will be subject to land tax under the LandTax Assessment Act; and they will be subject to the same taxes and charges as theircompetitors. That means the Bill will ensure that whenever competition arises it will
take place on a level playing field between the government authorities and any private
operators. I hope that the Treasurer will address this point -
Mr Court: That is what we are creating.
Mr CATANIA: I believe the predicted competition is grossly overstated. We will not
see any competition in gas and electricity supplies for a number of years.
Mr Court: It will occur in the goldfields this time next year.
Mr CATANIA: Effectively, Western Power and AlintaGas will have the monopoly for a
number of years. The major suppliers of energy will control the price and supply -
Mr C.J. Barnett: They cannot do that now. Western Power has lost 10 per cent of its
market since deregulation started; that is, in three months.
Mr CATANIA: I thought that figure would be closer to 1 or 2 per cent.
Mr C.J. Barnett: It is 10 per cent.
Mr CATANIA: Can the Minister substantiate that claim? Has that market been lost in
the goldfields?
Mr C.J. Barnett: It is a 10 per cent loss of total sales revenue. It is centred on the
goldfields contracts.
Mr CATANIA: I am surprised to hear that it is so high.
Mr CiJ. Barnett: It is real competition.
Dr Gallop: Is it? Did you give any agreements to Hugh Morgan on that?
Mr C.J. Barnett: No.
Dr Gallop: Did you talk to Hugh Morgan about it?
Mr C.J. Barnett: It is real competition.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Hames): Order!
Mr CATANIA: I am surprised about the level of that percentage.
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Dr Gallop interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: The member for Victoria Park will cease his interjections.

Mr CATANIA: I am surprised by that high figure.

Mr Ci.. Barnett: It is about 8 to 10 per cent.

Mr CATANIA: It is not a fully mature market. As the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
said, it is all about capital equipment costs -

Mr C.J. Barnett: We have had debate here about whether the Collie power station will be
a 600 or 300 megawatt station, and since deregulation on 1 January about 450 MW of
private power has been provided in Western Australia.

Dr Gallop: At what price?

Mr C.J. Barnett: It is on the grid, but it is private power generation.

Dr Gallop: What is the price?

Mr C.J. Barnett: Most of it is by private contract from one company to another.

Mr CATANIA: If the Government is to set up a climate of competition -

Mr Court: It has all changed.

Mr CATANIA: But to accept that climate supposedly provided by the legislation, we
want to ensure that these government authorities will compete on a level playing field.
Has that 450 MW of power coming on stream had any effect? Will it reduce the price or
increase the supply of electricity to the general consumer?

Mr C.J. Barnett: It has not gone up for four years. It is effectively an 11 per cent
reduction. That is one factor. We have not yet seen the full impact of private
competition because most power stations are under construction or about to start
construction.
Mr CATANIA: We will wait years before we see the effect. This legislation will open
the way for the Government to place a levy on other authorities as well as on the two
power generating facilities in Western Australia.

Mr C.J. Burnett: That is not true.

Mr CATANIA: Could this type of legislation apply to a number of other authorities in
Western Australia?
Mr C.J. Burnett: It does not.

Mr CATANIA: It could. As indicated by the member for Victoria Park, the legislation
will set a precedent, and that is dangerous -

Mr C.J. Barnett: It is not dangerous. All it does is remove the ability for the authorities
not to pay land tax. Authorities must pay land tax, like any other corporation.

Mr CATANIA: The legislation refers to competition, but competition is non-existent.

Mr C.J. Burnett: It is emerging.

Mr CATANIA: The figures are surprising. How would the legislation stop the
Government from applying the same principle to other government authorities - which
would mean syphoning money from various government departments, and putting money
into consolidated revenue? A precedent is being set, and it is dangerous.

Mr C.J. Barnett: I give up. I cannot compete with that - if that is the member's
understanding of corporatisation.

Mr CATANIA: The thrust of this legislation is competition. It is seeking to have a level
playing field, and the two energy authorities will pay land tax just like any private
operator -

Mr C.J. Barnett: That is what the corporatisation of SECWA did. This Bill is ancillary
to that, but it is a minor part.
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Mr CATANIA: Let us say that we accept that. Let us agree that the Government seeks a
levy of 5 per cent -

Mr C.J. Barnett: We do not.
Mr CATANIA: The two corporations do not pay a levy of 5 per cent or a dividend of 5
per cent?
Mr C.J. Barnett: The member does not understand. SECWA used to pay a levy, which
members opposite increased when in government -

Mr CATANIA: From 3 per cent to 4 per cent, and this Government has increased it to 5
per cent.
Mr C.J. Barnett: We did not.
Mr CATANIA: What did this Government do?
Mr C.J. Barnett: The levy was applied in the first year, it has now gone. Instead of
paying a 5 per cent levy on total sales revenue, Western Power and AlintaGas pay the
equivalent of commonwealth, state and local government rates and charges, as if the
bodies were private companies. If there is any profit after that they will pay a dividend
which will be negotiated between the Treasurer, the responsible Minister, and the board
of the two corporations, just as an owner would take a profit from the business of a
subsidiary company. There is no 5 per cent levy any more.
Mr CATANIA: So the 5 per cent levy in the first year is gone, and the corporations will
now operate on the samne basis as any other corporation. However, the provisions of the
Bill contain two dangers: First, with the authorities operating as private corporations, the
Government can place on the corporations any levy - be that land tax or any other tax.
The Government can obtain from the corporations a dividend set at the discretion of the
Government by negotiation. However, the previous levy was set after debate and
approval by both Houses of Parliament. The levy was scrutinised by Parliament whereas
we do not have that scrutiny in this legislation. It will raise funds for consolidated
revenue for which the Parliament has no avenue of scrutiny.
The Opposition highlights this danger in the Bill. When the power authorities were
divided into Western Power and Alinta Gas, the Government said that it would take such
action. This legislation does that but by way of land tax, rates and charges and
negotiation of a share in the profits or dividends of the power authorities and other
government authorities, without the scrutiny of this Parliament. The Opposition is
concerned about the process.
As capital costs and the cost of equipment of the new power station emerge and increase,
there will be a danger that the Government will raise those funds through this means and
eventually that burden will fall upon the shoulders of the consumers of power in this
State. Along with my colleagues I express concern that this is a way of placing an extra
burden on the consumers of power, the ordinary individuals. Although it applies to land
tax collection in this case, it leaves open the demand for returns by the Government upon
the power authorities and other government authorities. By regulation, rather than by the
assent of this House, it will create additional revenue for the Government's needs. I
oppose this legislation.
MR D.L. SMITH (Mitchell) [5.32 pm]: It is coincidental that today, when I came
back to the Parliament, I received a response to a question that I had asked of the
Minister for the Energy about the job losses at the Bunbury power station, the Muja
power station and at the Picton depot of Western Power. The answer was that 11 jobs
hadl been lost at the Bunbury power station since I July 1994, of which three were in the
trades area; four in the non-trades area; and four were operators. Since 1 July 1994 at the
Muja power station 33 jobs have been lost, being three in the trades area; I1I in the non-
trades area; 15 operators; and four technical supervisory staff. The answer went on to
inform me that a strategic automation of the Muja power station was expected to bring
about a further reduction of about 40 positions in its operations area in 1999-2000. The
cost of 40 jobs in Western Power would be about $lm. On one hand the Government
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appears to be taking those 40 jobs and saying that it will save $lm for Western Power
while on the other hand it is saying that it will use that saving to pay land tax of about
$l1m. The net position for the customers of Western Power will be about square.
That makes me mindful of two other things that I have seen in the past week. One was
an article, of which unfortunately I do not have a copy with me, in the Electricity Supply
magazine. It clearly identifies that over the five years until 1994 there have been very
substantial productivity gains in generation, transmission and reticulation in the
electricity utilities across Australia. It also identifies that the popular belief that
electricity in Australia is expensive, is simply not true. It gave a comparison of the
operative electricity costs to major industry users across South East Asia for 1993.
Australia and New Zealand ranked at the bottom end of that scale. Although New
Zealand has the advantage of its hydro power generation, the lowest cost producers in
Australia were comparable to the hydro power costs of the larger industry users.
Mr Court: You must compare that with Canada, the United States and South America.
Mr D.L. SMITH: The article does some comparisons. In a comparison between the
system in Australia and that in the United States, it identifies that cost of the production
of electricity in Australia is about half a cent below the cost of production, including
dividends paid to the shareholders of the private utilities, in the United States. The
primary reason for that difference is the dividends payable to the private shareholders
there. T7he article makes the point that the return on capital in the United States is 12 per
cent, whereas here it is now 10.5 per cent.
The article also did a very interesting comparison on how electricity costs and charges
had changed in Australia over the five years to 1994. 1 do not have the exact numbers
before me, but from memory the cost went from nearly 90 with a revenue of 7.90 to just
about the reverse; a current cost of about 80 with a revenue of about 8.60. In effect, it
demonstrates that electricity supply in Australia has gone from being subsidised by the
public, with the cost being greater than the revenue, to the revenue being greater than the
cost.
The article went through how efficiency gains achieved by the labour force and by
management had been distributed over those years. Surprise, surprise, in terms of
benefits, only 25 per cent of the productivity gains had gone to customers in reduced
prices. The other 75 per cent had been distributed in various ways. Two of the major
benefits were that 15 per cent of the productivity gains had gone directly to the
Government in increased taxes and charges on the utilities concerned and, from memory,
another 29 per cent had been used by governments for community impositions on the
utilities, rather than in reductions to electricity costs. That is useful information to
illustrate that when this Government talks about the break-up of the utilities, the change
in management structures and the slashing of jobs being the reason that it has been able
to hold electricity prices stable this year, it is simply not telling the truth. The fact is that
the ability to hold electricity prices stable in Western Australia was initially announced
by the Lawrence Government when the coal supply contracts were rewritten, when a
decision was made to proceed with the then 600 megawatt power station.

The point was made at the time that we would be able immediately to reduce electricity
charges, because we had negotiated for not just the supply of coal to the new power
station but also, as an inducement, the price of coal delivered to the existing power
stations. That provided an immediate cost saving, which the then Treasurer promised
would be passed on to consumers, firstly, by prices being held stable and, secondly, over
a time reducing the real price of power by 25 per cent. I note that when this Government
came to office it took credit for renegotiating those coal contracts. It is not really
revealed, because when the 600 megawatt power station was reduced to a 300 MW
station some of the savings in the price of coal under the existing contracts as part of that
agreement, which were promised by the formner Lawrence Government, were lost. All of
that is relevant to this Bill, because in effect it is seeking to take away the productivity
gains obtained in the past by then SECWA and now Western Power and not giving them
to the business or residential users but using them as a means of increasing the revenue of
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the State Government. We all know that when it comes to new power stations, like the
new station at Collie, the State Government is tied to those who might benefit from the
new stations. When it came to the question, for instance, of whether a building
construction levy would be imposed on the new power station, the former State
Government said it would not apply because it would add 0.04 of one per cent to the cost
of the power station and would be a windfall to the trading funds which was not
warranted.
I have no doubt a similar decision was made when the size of the station was downgraded
from 600 MW to 300 MW and problems arose with local government tax. When local
government has said it must get full rates for new buildings, inevitably either local
government has not received the increased rates as a result of the construction of a new
power station, for example, or it has had to accept a smaller amount than it thinks it is
entitled to. On the other hand, we can see from this Bill that the State Government
adopts quite a different attitude and is quite quick to put its hands out for extra revenue
when the opportunity arises. Frankly, that is all this Land Tax Assessment Amendment
Bill is about. It is saying to the workers who have given up their jobs and to the coal
companies which have accepted reduced prices, "We will not pass on the benefits to the
consumer but in this case we will take another $lrn off Western Power and put it into
consolidated revenue."
No doubt the Government will use this money to hire consultants and others whom the
Government is quite quick to appoint to investigate others. In the case of Western Power
it is quite understandable, because it has had a substantial turn around in revenue,
expenditure, capital and debt servicing requirements over recent years. I am not at all
sure it is the situation with AlintaGas. I have yet to see anything like a new consolidated
balance sheet or expenditure and revenue statement for AlintaGas. We know that the gas
division has been a substantial loser and a substantial contributor to the increased
electricity cost in Western Australia over a number of years. As a result of the split up
we simply do not know the debt position of AlintaGas or the revenue and expenditure
assessments for the year ahead for AlintaGas. However, here we are treating both of
these utilities, one of which perhaps is in a position to contribute something and the other
of which probably is not, in exactly the same way for the purpose of land tax imposition.
Of course, this legislation applies not just to Western Power and AlintaGas, although
they are directly referred to in the second reading speech. The intent of the amendment
contained in this legislation is not only to remove these two entities from exempt status
but also to change the nature of other exemptions so that in future they will apply only to
those statutory authorities excluded by regulation from the definition. That means that in
future if other organisations are to be excluded it will be by regulation rather than by
legislation coming before this House in a direct way. We all know that in the end
Governments must have revenue. I do not have too great an argument with those people
who argue that some government trading agencies must be subject to the same sorts of
levies and the like to which tenderers are subject. Although there is the issue of co-
generation, we are not trying to impose new taxes or charges on those two entities in
order to make their shared tax burden fairly neutral. It is not the case at this stage with
AlintaGas or Western Power.
It may be that at some stage in the future an improved competitive situation develops and
at that time the principle of considering legislation of this type may be relevant. That
time has not yet arisen. Now is not the time to change the legislation and impose this
additional burden on AlintaGas and Western Power, which means that money flows from
them to the consolidated revenue fund for the use of the Government. Any charges of
this kind in the longer term flow directly to the consumers.
This is really a tax by the Government through the reduction of charges being forgone by
consumers. Many ordinary residential consumers find the cost of gas and electricity a
fairly substantial burden. Even though we are tailking about a minuscule amount of the
total revenue of Western Power, it does not take too many charges of this kind to add up
and turn into a significant forgone charge reduction that could have been passed on to
consumers. More importantly, if I may go back to where I started, it is a nonsense for
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this Government to be preaching that all of its privahisation, its sacking of public sector
employees and closing of private enterprises has to do with its objective of reducing
charges to consumers.
All of the job losses at Bunbury and Collie in 1994 would not have been necessary if this
taxing measure had not been implemented. The only thing that has happened following
the downsizing of the staff in Western Power is that the productivity gains are being
absorbed by the Government for its own general purposes and there has been no
reduction in the level of charges. While this is only a small element of those additional
charges, we should be arguing that, if any savings accrue from the hard work that
employees are having to do as a result of their workmates in Western Power and
AlintaGas losing their jobs, those gains should be passed directly to the consumers and
not as this Bill says be syphoned off to government for its own general purposes.

Magazines such as Electricity Supply are often thrown in the waste bin. However, this
week's edition is worth reading because it explains in a simple and graphic way that
many of the productivity gains that have been achieved by the work force in public
utilities across Australia have not resulted in lower charges to consumers. In fact, only
one-quarter of all of the productivity gains across this nation have finished up with
consumers and the other 75 per cent have been dissipated by Governments.
DR TURNBULL (Collie) [5.52 pm]: The Land Tax Assessment Amendment Bill
applies to all properties that are occupied and utilised by Western Power and AlintaGas.
It introduces competitively neutral operating environments for the State's trading
enterprises by making them pay to the Government the equivalent of commonwealth
income, wholesale sales taxes and local government charges. It will provide a truly
competitive energy field. Everyone in this Parliament will agree that the objective of
Western Power and AlintaGas is to produce the lowest cost energy in Western Australia
and in that way provide a competitive field for energy producers to reduce their costs and
charges to the consumer.
This Government's commitment to industry is to ensuring the lowest price for energy. It
will also provide energy to domestic users at the lowest price. This will ensure that
Western Australia's economy remains strong and also the downstream processing of our
agricultural and mining products will take place locally. As a result, the Government is
committed to improving the living standards of all Western Australians by improving the
opportunities for industries to come to this State and provide jobs. It is not the
Government's objective to tax the power generation industry to such an extent that it will.
be a disincentive to those industries.
We have heard many arguments here this afternoon from members opposite who have
now left the Chamber. They have decided to leave the Opposition benches.

Mr Ripper: Where were you during the earlier debate?
Dr TURNBULL: They are not at all interested in taking part in this debate. There are
only three of them. The member for Belmont is not interested in debating this Bill. The
Opposition intends voting against this Bill for opposition's sake. It does not want a
proper debate.
Mrs Henderson: There might be three of us, but there are only eight of you.

Dr TUJRNBULL: Our members who are dealing with this debate are here. The member
for Thomnlie is not one of the Opposition's speakers. Will members of the Opposition
oppose the payment of commonwealth taxes and charges by Western Power and
AlintaGas? Will they oppose that imposition being placed on Western Australian
consumers? Will you, Mr Ripper, not speak on the Opposition's behalf?

Mr Ripper: I will speak when you have finished.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Hames): Order! The member for Collie will direct her
comments to the Chair.
Dr TURNBULL: Will you, Mr Acting Speaker, convey that challenge to Opposition
members?
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The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! I am sure they heard the member telling them. Please
continue with the debate.
Dr TURNBULL: It will be a bit hard, considering they are not here. I put very strongly
to the House that the Opposition is not concerned about debating this matter at all. It is
attempting to judge this Government by its own standards.
[Leave granted for speech to be continued.]
Debate thus adjourned.
[Continued on p 3822.]

Sitting sisspended from 6.00 to 730 pm

NATIONAL CRIME AUTHORITY (STATE PROVISIONS) AMENDMENT
BILL

Second Reading
Resumed from 4 May.
MR CATANIA (Ralcatta) [7.32 pm]: The Opposition supports this Bill. It is important
legislation relating to the operation of the National Crime Authority in Western Australia.
The original Bill passed in 1985 enabled the National Crime Authority to operate in
Western Australia in its pursuit of organised crime. This amending Bill will enable the
changes that have been made to the commonwealth legislation over the past few years to
be reflected in the legislation of this State.
The most important changes to the principal Act are contained in proposed new sections
18A and 18B dealing with disclosure. They provide that when the police or the authority
seek information, by summons or otherwise, people within the financial or other
institutions from which that information is sought, may not disclose that an inquiry has
been made. Obviously, when the National Crime Authority and its officers seek
information about crime in general, or organised crime in particular, they do not want
their investigations revealed. The amendments will secure the privacy of those
investigations and enable them to target more effectively those suspected of being
involved in organised crime. The Bill provides for penalties to be imposed on the
employees of any institutions who breach the non-disclosure provisions.
Last week we debated in this House the Financial Transaction Reports Bill 1994 which,
together with the Bill before the House, enables the National Crime Authority, the
Australian Securities Commission and Austrac to operate more effectively in their pursuit
of organised crime. Although they were able to operate under the existing legislation, the
changes in the commonwealth legislation have not yet been reflected in state legislation.
These legislative tools are very important for these three agencies. The Financial
Transaction Reports Bill provides that financial institutions must report transactions
which exceed $10 000. The three agencies referred to need legislative support to enable
them to handle and tackle organised crime throughout Australia. Last Thursday was
designated crime free day in Western Australia. A seminar held on that day was attended
by representatives from Austrac, the National Crime Authority and the Australian
Securities Commission. Those representatives referred to a number of important
statistics, which I shall draw to the attention of the House because they are pertinent to
the Bill we are discussing. The representatives said that without legislative tools it would
be difficult to track down organised crime and especially that aspect involving money
laundering. It is a huge business throughout Australia and worldwide. It is very difficult
to quantify the amount of money laundered in Australia and sent to overseas destinations,
but certainly some of the figures revealed by the representatives of those three agencies
were staggering. The State Government has been somewhat irresponsible in delaying the
introduction of the two Bills referred to, because it is difficult for those three agencies to
operate effectively without the appropriate legislative tools. The representatives stated in
unison that two main avenues facilitated the laundering of money in Australia between
States and overseas.
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These two main avenues were accountants and solicitors. Both the accountants' trust
accounts and the solicitors' trust accounts were being used extensively to launder money
in Australia and overseas. How do these two Bills - the Bill we dealt with last week and
the Bill before us - help in tracking down organised crime where it deals through these
avenues? For all intents and purposes these are respectable areas - well-established
accountants and solicitors are depositing money in their accounts. This issue concerned
these three gentlemen. When they are seeking information from financial institutions,
accountants and solicitors, this legislation will help them to be able to request that
information and obtain it in order to trace the money trail where criminals have actually
used respectable accountants and solicitors to launder the proceeds of their criminal
activities. The officers of those three agencies all stated that they needed legislative
tools; they needed the assistance of State Governments because in Australia we have a
multi-jurisdictional form of government where the States have their own regulations. We
must have uniform enabling legislation throughout Australia so that authorities such as
the NCA, the ASC and Austrac can deal effectively between the States and have the
protection of state legislation to enable them to deal with criminal activity that runs
across state borders and, of course, offshore.
It was revealed at the seminar that some in the accounting profession ame deeply involved
in assisting in the laundering of money in Australia. It assisted by establishing trust or
nominee companies, complex company structures and by purchasing or establishing
legitimate companies through which dirty money was channelled to be laundered and
come out the other side to be invested in legitimate enterprises, In the cases mentioned,
the legal profession helped in the laundering process by assisting in the purchase of
property, by establishing nominee companies and trusts and by placing cash proceeds in
trust accounts. A number of solicitors present that night stated that they had on many
occasions been offered large financial inducements to allow their trusts to be used to
launder money. I believe it is common knowledge in the legal profession that organised
crime uses the front of the accounting profession and the legal profession. However, they
also use financial institutions, non-banking money lenders and others to launder this
money.
In light of the legislation that we have been dealing with, it was particularly concerning
to see two professions that have a certain standing in the community being named by the
National Crime Authority, the Australian Securities Commission and Austrac as the
avenues through which criminal activity and organised crime launder funds obtained
through illegal activities. The illegal activities mentioned included, of course, the largest
source of illegal funds, the selling of illicit drugs. A National Crime Authority document
entitled "Taken to the cleaners: Money laundering in Australia" states -

Dealing in illicit drugs can produce profits far beyond virtually any other form of
criminal activity.

It states that the proceeds of illicit drugs to criminals in Australia was in excess of $300mn
in turnover. Members should remember that this figure was quantifiable only on the
basis of statistics available to these three agencies. Those agencies believe that the figure
is much greater than that; in fact, in the order of billions of dollars. The NCA document
also states -

Revenues of equal scope may be the area of fraud and corporate crime.

This situation has been developing over the years and it is hoped that the Bill we are
dealing with tonight will help in curbing the advance in fraud and corporate crime in
Australia. Money laundering has also gained momentum, not only in drugs and
corporate crime but also in extortion, illegal prostitution, gambling and large-scale
robbery. The proceeds of these crimes are being laundered through accountants' trust
accounts, banking and non-banldng institutions and are thus being legitimised. The
criminals have legitimate companies through which the ill-gotten gains from their
activities give the crime syndicates power in the corporate sector, the financial sector and
the real estate sector. They will be able to continue with their organised crime and have
this legitimate face.
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As I said, it is hoped that the Act we are dealing with will help the NCA and the ASC to
identify the activities of organised crime, because they will be able to identify how they
conceal their activity. That activity is concealed by the use of false names, by using the
identities of friends and relatives, by nominee and up-front companies of trusts, trading
company names, solicitors' trust accounts, secrecy rules in tax havens and the acquisition
of monetary instruments below reporting levels. These are all areas with which these
agencies, especially the National Crime Authority, must contend. If they do not have
legislation such as that before us available to them, they will be not be able to deal
effectively with this well-organised area of crime in Australia.
The officers of these three authorities, who deal with organised crime daily, stated that it
was essential they had more resources for a coordinated push to somehow chip away at
the level and extent of organised crime in Australia. The total number of personnel in
these agencies throughout Australia is 650, which is not many officers to track down the
money trail from organised crime in Australia and from Australian activity overseas.
Organised crime has at its disposal the profits from the illicit drug trade and other areas,
which amount to millions of dollars, modem technology, and an army of people. These
three authorities need more resources and personnel. More importantly, these officers
stressed the need for all States to cooperate when legislation is effected by the
Commonwealth. They stated that the lack of regulatory effort on the part of the States -
that is, state legislation complementing the federal legislation and enabling those three
agencies to operate effectively in the States - has hindered the progress of their activities
in the States. In fact, Western Australia has been operating in this area and in areas
related to the Financial Transaction Reports Bill without the protection of these two
pieces of legislation. That is not an effective way to operate.
The State Government should act quickly to introduce legislation that enables and allows
agencies to operate and to combat organised crime in Western Australia. It is no use this
Government taking the states' rights line that it has taken previously over uniform
legislation or enabling legislation; it must accept its responsibility to pass complementary
legislation quickly to deal effectively with organised crime. The Opposition would be
crazy to oppose this legislation which will enable these three agencies to effectively
operate in the States. It should be accepted immediately by the Government without its
going through the states' rights wringer. I see nothing in this legislation that would take
away states' rights, and nothing that could be used as a political point scoring exercise by
the Government. I do not know why it has taken so long to arrive in this House and be
debated. The other State Governments took the lead and passed this legislation the
moment it was agreed to by meetings of Attorneys General and Ministers of Police in
each State.
Although the Opposition supports this Bill, it is critical of the Government because it has
taken so long for this Bill and the Financial Transaction Reports Bill to arrive in the
House for discussion. They are important tools that the NCA, ASC and Austrac: have
stated they require to enable them to operate effectively. Other States have passed
legislation to complement the commonwealth legislation and it is irresponsible of this
Government to hold up such legislation. Both sides of the House should support this Bill.
If we allow organised crime to continue to launder billions of dollars, the carriage and
burden of the negative economic effect of money from the black economy will be placed
squarely on the shoulders of law abiding citizens of Western Australia. It is our duty as
legislators to ensure that this legislation is passed, so that our law enforcement agencies
have the tools to track down this area of crime, which is growing daily throughout
Australia and the world, where laundering of money is legitimising criminals because we
have not provided legislative protection for crime fighting agencies in Australia. This
legislation supports those agencies and will enable them to carry out their duties across
state borders.
The Opposition supports the Bill, with the strong criticism that it has taken 30 months to
introduce complementary legislation on which councils of Attorneys General and
Ministers of Police agreed. The Bill will enable the National Crime Authority, the
Australian Securities Commission and Austrac to operate effectively. It should have
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been in this place over two years ago. I commend the Bill to the House and hope that in
future similar Bills are placed before this House in less time than these have taken.
MR BROWN (Morley) [7.59 pm]: I join with my colleague the member for Balcatta in
supporting this Bill. I will make some general comments in my address and then look at
the relationship between the federal Act, the state Act and this Bill, and clarify for the
record from where the provisions of this Bill have come. I will then address some of the
provisions in this Bill and also speak about the importance of an effective National Crime
Authority.
Last week I joined the member for Balcatta at an interesting seminar held in Perth where
the guest speakers addressed the difficult issue of money laundering and the impact that
has on the community and particularly the manner in which organised crime operates.
Speaker after speaker at that seminar stressed the importance of Governments - I stress
Governments - taking action to counter money laundering operations wherever possible.
If we are able to stop ill-gotten gains from being transferred into the legitimate areas of
the economy, it will remove a significant incentive for the people involved in money
laundering operations and in organised crime to participate in such activities. As I
emphasised, it was said by speaker after speaker that proper resources must be provided
to this area of operation. Again, a number of speakers addressed the difficulty of trying
to effectively counter money laundering, tax evasion operations.
My colleague has referred to a report produced by the National Crime Authority entitled
"Taken to the Cleaners - Money Laundering in Australia". Essentially that delves into
some of the techniques used to transfer illegitimately obtained funds into legitimate
activity. Suffice to say, it was emphasised there, and has been emphasised by various
writers on the subject, that Governments always have great difficulty legislating to
effectively counter money laundering operations, particularly those which stretch across
the country or internationally.
The point was made - it was not lost - that people involved in this sort of exercise are
extremely sophisticated. We are not talking about the person who holds up the local
store in a half-baked way, or someone who decides on the spur of the moment to steal a
car. We are talking about sophisticated operators with considerable resources behind
them; people who understand the international banking operation; who have a good grasp
of corporate law in a variety of countries; and who have access to the best legal brains in
various countries, top-flight accountants and top-flight legal professionals who can
advise them about where to place their funds and how to invest funds in such a way that
it is difficult to detect where they came from and who is the true owner of the funds and
difficult to trace the money trail to exactly where the funds emanated from in the first
instance.
The problem for law enforcement agencies seeking to combat money laundering and
other sophisticated international crimes is that, firstly, it is extraordinarily expensive. We
are not talking about two or three law enforcement officers being involved in a case but
about a range of law enforcement officers with a variety of skills. That variety of skills
must be in people who are au fait with the law corporate structure, and other law
enforcement officers in the relevant countries. They must be people who can advise on
the degree to which certain activities breach the Criminal Code in various countries.
Therefore the process of detection, of following the money trail, and bringing to justice
those responsible for seeking to launder ill-gotten gains, is a very time consuming,
sophisticated operation. Unless Governments are prepared to put the necessary resources
into combating that level of crime, the prospect of success will be remote.
Added to all of that, in some instances, those involved in law enforcement can be also
tempted by significant windfalls offered to them in the process. A difficulty to which law
enforcement officers in Australia and around the world have referred is that some people
involved in the process are offered such rewards that it almost becomes impossible for
them to resist the temptation to cross the line, to look the other way or to not enforce the
relevant provisions. So, in addition to all those physical or expertise barriers - different
laws in different jurisdictions, resource allocations and technological limitations - law
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enforcement agencies have the continuing problem of ensuring that the people on the side
of good, if we like, are not tempted by those who seek to corrupt them by offering
inducements which they find difficult to resist.
Indeed, last week at that seminar and elsewhere, it was suggested that the fight against
organised crime, particularly at a national and international level, will be able to be
stepped up and become truly effective only if a number of very significant changes are
made which impinge on the constitutional rights of the States. Those involved in
organised crime do not recognise state boundaries. They do not go through the niceties
of reaching some cordial protocol with other Governments; they move money at great
speed and are able to move their operations very quickly indeed. If Governments are
serious about combating such crime, there is a need for strong, effective agreements to be
reached between States. I use the word "States" not in terms of States of Australia, but in
terms of the world. Likewise, if some real gains are to be made in fighting these
arrangements, law enforcement agencies must have a significant level of expertise.
Again, a very high level of intergovernmental and intragovemnmental coordination is
necessary so that the resources can be made available to combat this typ of crime.
It was suggested at the seminar last week by a person not of insignificant standing that
one should take even a harder line on organised crime; that when a person is convicted of
a crime such as money laundering, the onus should be reversed in terms of the assets of
that person. That is, the assets of that person should be confiscated, except to the extent
that the person can show that his assets have not been realised by this means. I am not
suggesting that we should go that far, but it raises concerns by those who are at the
coalface, dealing with this matter on a day to day basis, about the shortfalls with the law
and the difficulties in trying to fight people who are involved in the sophisticated misuse
the law in order to conceal their financial interests.
It was also explained at the seminar, and it has been recognised elsewhere, that where
Governments are concerned with these matters, effective resources must be allocated to
the fight. If one looks at the National Crime Authority report, one can see why it is
necessary to allocate such resources and to think about such harsh measures. It is
interesting to consider the type of sophistication that is used to launder ill-gotten gains to
try to make them legitimate.
This report refers over many pages to the type of money laundering operations which
have been used. I refer in particular to a couple. Under the heading "Corporate
Structures" the report deals with the way in which the corporate world is misused to
launder money and provides a number of examples. It states -

nominee companies were used to hold assets or conduct transactions on behalf of
a money launderer, thus disguising the involvement of the launderer in the
transaction;

The report defines "nominee companies" in this instance as -

Companies whose sole function is to hold shares or securities or conducts
business on behalf of someone else.

That is, the nominee company. It continues -

Generally they are used by professional advisers such as lawyers, accountants, or
bankers to undertake activities for their client whilst maintaining the anonymity
of their client.

Members can see that this is just one way to make it difficult for the watchdogs to find
out whose money it is.
Mr Bloffwitch: Some of the trusts cannot be traced under today's methods.
Mr BROWN: That is right. That is just one type of problem the NCA faces. A separate
problem is -

companies were incorporated into a complex maze of cross-shareholdings,
nominee shareholders and trusts, the investigation of which is extremely difficult
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if not impossible. It is a relatively simple process to establish a company in a tax
haven, and the inclusion of a tax haven company in the maze creates an even
more effective barrier to investigation;

I have spoken to those who practise in the legal profession who have from time to time
on behalf of their clients endeavoured to trace the assets of someone with whom they are
involved in litigation where those assets have been squirrelled away. They find that the
assets disappear in a long complex maze in telescoping companies and so on. It becomes
a difficult, if not impossible, task to track down where the assets are. This is a method
used by the money launderers.
The member for Geraldton referred to the use of trusts. This publication indicates clearly
that the use of trusts is a favourite of money launderers because trusts have the essential
attraction that they conceal the identity of the owner of the asset. Trusts are used by
some professionals in that regard. Trust accounts are also an area about which concern
has been expressed, particularly trust accounts that are operated by the legal and
accountancy professions. That is not to say that members of those professions are
knowingly engaged in money laundering operations. However, the point has been made
that whether it is under the National Crime Authority (State Provisions) Act or under the
Financial Transaction Reports Bill which we discussed last week, such trusts pose a
major dilemma for law enforcement agencies. What those agencies are able to obtain
when they receive reports from banks and financial institutions is the name of the
solicitor who has invested $100 000, $500 000 or $l1m, or transferred that amount of
money in a certain way; however, they are unable to obtain the name of the client on
whose behalf the solicitor was operating. If a large client was using six or eight firms of
solicitors to shift funds, that would not be immediately apparent from the reporting
techniques that are in place. One would simply see firms of solicitors moving money on
behalf of their clients, but no identity of the client who was moving those funds.
As the member for Balcatta said, it was indicated to us at the seminar that members of the
legal profession, particularly those in the corporate world, are not infrequently
approached to move significant sums of money. It was quoted to us by the by - no great
play was made of this - that one client suggested to a lawyer that he might wish to move
$50m for him. Fifty million dollars to me is an enormous amount of money; something
one does not trip over. Even if in my wildest dreams I were to win the biggest Lotto
jackpot, it would not be $50m. One might ask how one accumulates $50m or, more
particularly, why a person would seek to use a lawyer as opposed to a bank to move that
sum interstate or internationally. That is why the fight against money laundering is so
important: We can look to find out who has amassed that sort of income and see whether
they have legitimate business interests, stocks or shares, or other legitimate income
earning arrangements; or if there is an absence of that, whether one must draw the
conclusion, as is drawn by law enforcement agencies, that if those people do not have an
income stream that provides for that income, it is not legitimate, unless there are many
benevolent persons giving them the $50m. It is important that in this process
organisations like the National Crime Authority have the capacity to trace where
necessary. The report refers to problems involving the accounting profession, nominee
companies, conflicts in company structures and the difficulties of people using tax
havens. It also refers to a variety of terminology that is used by people seeking to
launder funds. I was intrigued to find that even in the real estate industry some ingenious
devices are used to launder money. The report quotes one method as follows -

... property purchased using 'under the table' payments of false valuation. This
method involves the vendor receiving part of a payment for a property purchase
in cash which has been derived from criminal activity. This payment is not
declared and the value of the property appears lower than it actually is. The
money launderer can then sell the property for its true value. This would give the
appearance that a profit had been made. The Stamp Duties Offices have difficulty
detecting this activity as they have no way to ensure that a true consideration is
included on the contract where the stated figure is within a reasonable range;

In other words, an astute investor who bought a property for $X and sold it for $Y could
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use this method to effectively launder some ill-gotten gains. Likewise, there are the
fictitious loan and loan back arrangements to which I referred last week. It is true that
the number of schemes available is limited only by one's imagination. Unfortunately,
each time legislators seek to take action to block illegal use of the law someone
sophisticated in banking, law enforcement techniques and corporate law will seek to find
another way to defeat the purpose for which the legislation is put in place.
I return to the provisions of this Bill and ask the Minister to indicate, either in his
response to the second reading or in Committee, from where the provisions of the Bill to
which I will refer have been drawn. I have examined the changes to the federal Act in an
endeavour to ascertain from where the provisions in this Bill have been taken. I note that
clause 4 deals with references to the authority. It states that one reference to the authority
may be included with another reference. I understand that this clause picks up the intent
of the changes to the commonwealth legislation in 1988. It is my understanding from the
federal Minister's second reading speech to the Bill amending the federal Act that those
changes were to provide simply that where a criminal activity was occurring in one State
and the person involved was suspected of being involved in a similar activity in another
State an interliniting procedure could be adopted. The two references could be
considered together.
Clause 5 reflects the changes made to the commonwealth Act in 1991 which sought to
streamline the cumbersome procedure which previously existed; that is, information had
to be conveyed to the Attorney General and then to the law enforcement authorities.
Clause 6 relates to the capacity of the authority to coordinate its activities with authorities
and persons in other countries carrying out similar functions. The need for this clause is
obvious. I am not sure from where that clause came and the Minister may wish to clarify
it in his response. Clauses 7 to 10 refer to a member of the authority as opposed to the
authority itself, and to the manner in which questions will be dealt with on a national
level when the authority meets.
Clause 13 adds new sections 18A and 18B which effectively will pick up the provisions
which were introduced in the 1991 commonwealth Act. Those provisions sought to
overcome the problem of where a person or organisation was served with a summons or
notice by the NCA, and that person or organisation contacted their clients and advised
them that they have been served with a summons or notice. The problem in the past has
been that the clients, knowing that the NCA was investigating the relevant organisation
or individual, would take evasive action. They made it more difficult for the NCA to get
to the bottom of the problem because they would destroy evidence or conceal documents
that it wished to examine. The provisions of this Bill may be identical to the federal Act
to make it an offence to disclose that a person has been served with a summons or notice
by the NCA other than in special circumstances; for example, where such a document is
served on a member of the legal profession who must confer with his client.
I join with the member for Balcatta in supporting this Bill, which has perhaps been too
long coming but at least is now here.
MR WIESE (Wagin - Minister for Police) [8.30 pm]: I thank members opposite for
their support of this legislation. It is obvious from the comments of the members for
Morley and Balcatta that they have a pretty solid grip of the problems faced by law
enforcement authorities and Police Forces in Australia and worldwide in combating
organised crime in the sophisticated and well resourced manner in which it now exists.
The establishment of the National Crime Authority was a major step forwardi in
recognising that we needed to set up an organisation that could work with and draw upon
the resources and knowledge of law enforcement agencies and Police Forces to combat
organised crime. The NCA comprises officers from each of the relevant state agencies,
which make a substantial contribution in both manpower and funding. The NCA relies
on support and information flow from state and federal Police Forces, and at the same
time the state and federal Police Forces are able to utilise the knowledge, experience and
wealth of information that is available to the NCA.
The comments made by the members for Morley and Balcatta about the role played by

3815



3816 [ASSEMBLY]

the NCA in regard to money laundering, and the manner in which organised crime
operates, were spot on. Without accountants and lawyers, the structures that make it
easier for organised crime to function would not exist. I said four or five years ago when
we were talking in this House about the activities that are now known as WA Inc, that
WA Inc could not have occurred without the involvement of lawyers, accountants and
auditors, and to some degree the banking institutions of this country. I believe that even
more strongly today than I did when I made that comment. The same comment could be
made, and I guess has been made tonight by members opposite, in talking about
organised crime, because the reality is that organised crime would find it difficult to
operate without the services of those professions. Another organisation that should be
mentioned, particularly in regard to WA Inc, is the Australian Securities Commission. I
believe that organisation could have played a positive role in addressing some of the
matters that are now known as WA Inc. The tragedy is that unfortunately the National
Companies and Securities Commission, as it then was, to some degree failed the people
of this State because it did not become involved in the manner in which it could have
done, and I stress that is my belief.
Mr Mnson: It is not just your belief; quite a few of us share that belief.
Mr WIESE: I have not heard it expressed very often. The NCSC could have played a
greater role in arresting those matters that are now known as WA Inc and which cost the
people of Western Australia hundreds of millions of dollars which we will never see back
in this State.
The member for Balcatta made some comments about the delay in bringing this
legislation to the House. To some degree there have been delays in progressing this
legislation. This matter came to the Government's notice in May 1993, two years ago,
and this Bill was drafted in 1994. One of the realities of the parliamentary process is that
the high profile legislation gets the go-ahead and the essential legislation sometimes has
difficulty being progressed.
Mr Catania: The fact is that not many members of this House realise the essential part
which this legislation plays in tackling organised crime.
Mr WIESE: The parent Act plays an essential role in tackling organised crime and has
been operating throughout this time. Members should be aware also that other States
have not been a great deal in front of us: Victoria passed its legislation in March 1994
and New South Wales passed it in November 1994.
Mr Catania: Both conservative governments at the time.
Mr WIESE: I cannot comment; I need to think about that. We are not greatly behind the
other States, and the NCA has not been pressuring this State to progress this legislation.
Nevertheless, I am pleased that we are able to bring it to the House. My only regret is
that when this Bill passes through this House, it will sit in the upper House for 120 days
before it is progressed. Perhaps that is as much as I should say or I may be guilty of
being critical of the processes of another House of this Parliament. The 120 day rule
does cause some problems with legislation of this type.
I turn now to some other matters raised by the member for Morley. Quite correctly, he
said that the police service has difficulty combating today's organised crime. Police
Forces across Australia work closely - as do the Federal Police - in combating crime and
bringing to justice people involved in organised crime. The National Crime Authority
plays a pivotal role in such work. Officers are seconded from state Police Forces to the
NCA. That work was highlighted 12 months ago when a Western Australian police
officer working at the NCA in Adelaide was killed when a letter bomb exploded as he
was opening it. That indicates the close working relationship between police
organisations. It also highlights the dangers faced by members of the Police Force when
carrying out their work. T'hey have no idea when an incident of that nature will occur.
Organised crime involves big money, and ruthless organisations with substantial
resources which are prepared to stop at nothing to ensure that their operations are
profitable. That was such an instance.
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Reference was made to the working relationship of Police Forces, and the need for the
Australian Police Force to work with international police. We had a recent example in
Western Australia when our Police Force was working closely with the Federal Police
and representatives of the Japanese Police Force. At Leonora they were endeavouring to
gather evidence to help the Japanese Police Force to bring to justice the people
responsible for the tragedy when sarin gas was used in the Tokyo subway. That was a
small example of the way Police Forces work together not only within Australia but also
on an international basis. That is happening regularly. Much of the information about
international organised crime comes to Australia via overseas police organisations. This
information is reciprocated through the relationship between the Australian Police Force
and Police Forces in other countries. We should not underrate - as we sometimes do - the
terrific work done by police officers in the Western Australian Police Force. Western
Australian police play a major role overseas tracing funds and property associated with
some of the WA Inc deals, about which I spoke earlier. Western Australian police spent
months overseas combing through the complex structures that had been set up. They
were endeavouring to trace funds which had been moved out of Australia, and they were
gathering evidence to bring some of those people to justice. The results of some of that
work will bear fruit in future years. Our Police Force has an ongoing involvement with
the legal fraternity and the accountants who set up those structures and carried out
transactions involved in that type of operation. Perhaps we need to consider that area, as
we consider organised crime. Perhaps we should look at the operations of those
professions and encourage those people to raise their standards. Perhaps they should
consider the way they underwrite their operations and work with the Police Forces across
Australia to combat the types of activities referred by members of the Opposition tonight.
The member for Morley questioned the provisions of clause 4 as they relate to the
National Crime Authority. Reference to the NCA will come via state Ministers or the
responsible federal Minister. Those references will be made on the advice of the police
services in various States. They will be renewed periodically and will continue to ensure
that the activities of the NCA and its investigations target organised crime.
I am not sure about the comments of the member for Morley about clause 6. Basically,
clause 6 requires that the NCA cooperate with state law authorities. I can assure
members that this legislation does not need to be promulgated for that to happen. The
police agencies already work together, and cooperation between the agencies is very
strong. From time to time I see reports on the results of the combined operations by the
various state authorities. They have worked closely with the NCA, and the Western
Australian Police Force has a very proud record of achievement in bringing to justice
many people who have been involved in organised crime structures which have been
tackled by the NCA.
Clause 13 seeks to insert sections 18A and 18B. This is a major part of the Bill. It will
operate in exactly the way the member for Morley indicated. In the past, in some
instances warrants have been taken out to seek information, and the persons to whom the
state authorities have gone to seek such information, because of their close relationship
with the persons being investigated, immediately pass the message to the people being
investigated. They say that either the state or federal police, or the NCA, are seeking
information about certain activities. As soon as the criminals become aware of such
police activity, the information sought by the police disappears and other structures are
put in place, therefore police have difficulty in obtaining the information they need to
prosecute the individuals involved. These additional provisions will have some impact
on addressing those problems. Of course, dishonest lawyers, accountants or bank
personnel may ensure that the required result is not achieved. The provisions of this
clause will ensure that the passing on of information is illegal; it will be a crime, and
people will be prosecuted for that. I do not believe I need to add any further comments.
I thank members for their cooperation and their comments. I commend the Bill to the
House.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.
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Third Reading
Leave granted topee forthwith to the third reading.
MR WIESE (Wagin - Minister for Police) [8.50 pm]: I move -

That the Bill be now read a third time.
MR CATANIA (Balcatta) [8.51 pm]: I have a number of matters which I neglected to
address during the debate in the second reading stage. In two Bills that we dealt with last
week and this week, we have seen how financial institutions are made to comply with
legislation. Through regulation and legislation people who work in financial institutions
must reveal and report information and generally cooperate with the National Crime
Authority, the Australian Securities Commission and Austrac.
We have seen how those in the professions have no such regulations. Rather than supply
information and cooperate, the professions advise those in organised crime and through
intrigue and a web of trust accounts generally encourage and advise the wealthy
organised criminals on how to escape the clutches of the law. Some accountants and the
lawyers, instead of helping the State police and the Australian Federal Police, help
organised crime. They are able to get away with it because, as the member for Morley
and the Minister pointed out, whenever a criminal deposits money in their trust accounts
with the intent of laundering that money, there is no obligation on the accountants or the
lawyer to reveal the source of that money.
I was glad to hear the Minister and the member for Morley hint that we should look at the
professions and their obligations, not only at provisions under which they should reveal
the source of any money they receive. I am sure that those in both professions know full
well that certain of their clients are engaged in criminal activities. In the same way as
occurs within financial institutions, the professions should by legislation be obligated to
reveal information.
Since there are no legislative obligations imposed on those professions, we must look at
their ethical obligations. Do these professions have an ethical obligation to reveal the
source of their money, to advise the NCA, the ASC and the State police when they know
full well the activities of the clients who are depositing huge amounts of money in their
trust accounts?
Mr Prince: They may well have a legal one.
Mr CATANIA: I said that there does not seem to be a legal obligation. I am glad to hear
that advice, given that the inister for Housing is a lawyer.
Mr Prince: If someone goes to a solicitor or an accountant with a sum of money and
there is reasonable ground to think that it has been unlawfully obtained, the solicitor or
accountant has committed an unlawful act by taking the money.
Mr CATANIA: The present law enables solicitors - although they may have that legal
obligation - through the intrigue and the web of trust accounts to bypass that obligation,
to say without fear of prosecution that they are able to put this money into this web of
trust accounts and to say, with a certain amount of conviction, that they know not where
it has come from or how it has been arrived at. The financial reward for professionals
dealing with this sort of money are huge. The inducements that are offered overpower
some of the people in those professions.
I go back to the ethical obligation: Does an accountant dealing with a grocery store or a
delicatessen or some other business who knows quite well that his client may be putting
aside $50 or $60 in cash - it is only a small amount, but it may be quite evident to an
accountant who deals constantly with these sorts of accounting practices that the money
is being put aside and not being revealed in relation to the client's total taxation
obligation - have an ethical obligation to reveal that takes place?
Mr Prince: If the person did, he would be committing a breach of trust. To talk in terms
of ethics is not correct. You are asking the person to breach a professional client
relationship and make himself into a policeman on a suspicion that that is the point along
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the money trail where that can be done. If the person suspects that the money is
unlawfully obtained, he is committing an offence. That professional should not have to
deal with that. Surely it is up to the authorities to do that.
Mr CATANIA: The Minister has just referred to confidentiality. We have been dealing
with Cabinet confidentiality in debate in this House recently. Is it similar to that?
Mr Prince: No, it is not.
Mr CATANIA: Is there an obligation, whether it be legal or ethical, on that person,
irrespective of whether he is an accountant, a lawyer or whatever? If there is no legal or
ethical obligation to reveal, there may be a breach of some law, be it taxation, criminal or
whatever. Can that question be posed?
Mr Prince: I am trying to say that they may be an accessory to the fact of the
commission of an act. They should not touch it. It is a matter of law, not ethics.
Accountants do not have it and neither does anyone else; it is a confidentiality attaching
to the client and nobody else.
Mr CATANIA: If that is the case, and obviously the experience the member has tells me
that is the case, why has especially the legal profession, and also the accounting
profession, been able to deal successfully with the laundering of money without the fear
of prosecution? This report brought out by the National Crime Authority and those at the
seminar the member for Morley and I attended last week were quite adamant. The four
people representing the NCA, the NSA and Austrac were quite concerned and stated that
if we could control accountants, solicitors and lawyers and have access to the deposits
and the revelations of their trust accounts, we would go some way down the track of
resolving the money laundering business in Australia.
Mr Prince: I do not want to be derisive of the NCA report. Lawyers' trust accounts are
audited, but nobody audits the accountants' trust accounts. I accept in principle that one
might be able to get on the money laundering trail, as it were, but problems arise when
making any form of professional a policeman with respect to his clients' behaviour. The
fundamental problem is trying to make the person do two things at the same time. I raise
it as a conundrum.
Mr Wiese: All those structures are legitimate business structures which you and I might
use in arranging business without breaking any law at all. The structure is okay; the
manner in which it is used is the problem.
Mr CATANIA: That is precisely my point. The reason I wanted to make this point on
the record is that if there is some obligation on the firm or person involved, with
knowledge of the law or of business, in the case of an accountant, that person may deal
with a client who wants to use the good offices of that solicitor or accountant to
legitimise the ill gotten gains of his criminal activities. Some people in the profession
have experience of dealing with a lot of business activity, such as accountants who would
quickly be able to gauge from where and how the money came about.
Mr Prince: I find it a difficult proposition to accept. Say, for example, you go to a
solicitor and say, "I wish to purchase a certain property and here are the documents."
The solicitor carries out the conveyancing or money is paid to the solicitor's account by
bank cheque drawn on your account. How would he know how you came about the
money? It could be from illicit drugs or an inheritance. Although there is the point that
you could rook at the money trail, that is probably better done through the banking
system rather than the internal accounts, because they will not show from where the
money came. You need to go back to find how it was earned - I use that term in the
loosest sense - in order to check whether it was illicit or illegal.
Mr CATANIA: I am not concerned basically with real estate transactions as a one off.
The report from the NCA was concerned about cash transactions.
Mr Prince: It must be.
Mr CATANIA: Of course, one transaction under $10 000 multiplied many times would
not be revealed if placed in a trust account. If a company or web could be created it
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would drive itself down that web and get lost. I am concerned, and I think perhaps it is
time, that we as state legislators and perhaps the Commonwealth join hands in looking at
the professions without creating a stifling effect. Obviously one cannot regulate every
move and one must not because that may stifle certain activity. However, perhaps we
could look at the professions and their use in illegal activities.
Mr Prince: I suggest that any right thinking member of either profession under
discussion would agree with you, because it is for their benefit in their professionalism to
have those doubts resolved.
Mr CATANIA: That is right. The reason I entered the debate is that I took on board the
member's words nearly at the conclusion of his address when he expressed some concern
about professionals. I wanted to pursue that matter. I read the report. The seminar,
which I am sorry the member did not attend, was very revealing. The great concern
expressed by those speakers, the member opposite and the member for Morley, was the
fact that honourable professions over a time are being dishonoured by virtue of the
power, as it were, of the profit to be obtained by those professions if they deal with
organised crime and illegal activities. It adds to the rot in the community when they can
use that power to pass what are illegal and ill begotten gains through professions in order
to legitimise their activities. I wished to place on the record my concern and that of the
member for Morley, expressed in his address during the second reading debate.
MR BROWN (Morley) [9.08 pm]: I will ask the Minister to clarify a number of
matters. I listened with interest to the exchange between the Minister, the member for
Albany and my colleague, the member for Balcatta, about the use of trust accounts. Two
separate matters have been raised in this respect. The first is that although it is true that
trust accounts are audited and must be audited -

Mr Prince: Only the trust accounts of lawyers are audited.
Mr BROWN: What information is made available to the authorities about clients who
have deposited their money in the trust accounts of practices?
Mr Prince: Nothing.
Mr BROWN: The point has been made on a number of occasions that if a client uses a
variety of law firms and moves significant funds into a variety of trust accounts for what
appear to be quite legitimate business transactions, when taken as a one off transaction it
might well appear to the law firm and the solicitor dealing with the matter to be quite a
legitimate business exercise. However, one may well ask whether a person who has
lodged half a million dollars with 10 different firms of solicitors on the same day to
invest in a particular way is involved in a legitimate activity. Why does the person not do
it in the normal way instead of lodging it that way?
Mr Prince: The only way you would find out would be if every legal firm had a weekly
or monthly basis on which to report every transaction to a central authority. Through the
banking system you will get that information easier because trust accounts are held in
banks.
Mr BROWN: However, the authorities say that they are unable to get that information
from financial institutions, whatever the financial institution, be it a bank, credit union or
otherwise. The very wide definition of financial institution -

Mr Prince: You are postulating that the National Crime Authority should be able to go to
a lawyer and ask for information on Mr X's dealings. That would be no problem.
Mr BROWN: The difficulty is that, as the National Crime Authority has stated in its
publication to which I referred earlier, it has not had great success in following the
money trail all the way back to its source. It must be able to do that if it is going to work
out whether someone who has significant sums of money has accumulated that money
legitimately or otherwise.
Mr Prince: Which means you have to go past the trust account.
Mr BROWN: Which means we have to go back further, which also means there must be
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disclosure in trust accounts or in other transactions which identifies where all the real
source of ownership -

Mr Prince: As one who ran a trust account for so long and who was scared to death of it,
if somebody gives you a personal cheque or a bank cheque, all you know is that it has
come from that person's funds and that is as far as you will ever know, unless you know
it is an inheritance or something like that.
Mr BROWN: The difference is that neither this Bill nor the Financial Transaction
Reports Bill seeks to impose an obligation on financial institutions to report every
transaction automatically. The Financial Transaction Reports Bill imposes on financial
institutions a requirement to report suspect transactions. For example, someone may
bring in a pile of notes which may have a musty smell about them. One may be forgiven
for being suspicious of the large number of notes having a musty smell about them
because they may have been stored for a number of years waiting for an opportune
moment. If someone were carrying out legitimate business, it would not be up to the
financial institution or the lawyer or the accountant to assume that some suspect activity
was going on. The argument is that transactions involving amounts of $ 10 000 or more
should be reported; nothing more and nothing less.
Mr Prince: I agree.
Mr BROWN: Therefore, when it is reported, the enforcement authorities or at least the
Australian Transaction Reports and Analysis Centre in the first instance, or the NCA or
Customs in the second instance, can look at the landscape to see where the money is
being shifted to.
Mr Prince: I have no objection to that. I was debating with the previous member the
question of being able to get at the trust account point in the money trail. I was pointing
out that that will not necessarily work.
Mr Wiese: You should be aware that this legislation does not deal with that. It deals
with the National Crime Authority and the legislation under which it operates.
Mr BROWN: I accept that. However the two sit closely together. The NCA has said in
its report and other commentators have said also that it is concerned about the money
laundering business, and the NCA's capacity to be effective in this area is dependent
upon other legislation that gives it the tools and the information with which to work.
However, we have covered that issue.
I want to clarify that the provisions of this Bill emanate from the current federal Act.

Mr Wiese: Federal legislation was amended two or three years ago. We needed to bring
our legislation up to mirror the federal legislation. That is what this Bill does. All of the
amendments that you are considering now have already been considered and passed and
have become part of the federal legislation.
Mr BROWN: That is the point I am making. Clause 4 appears to pick up a 1988
amendment and clause 5 appears to pick up a 1991 amendment. However, I cannot
follow which amendment clause 6 picks up.
Mr Wiese: You need to have the federal legislation in front of you to consider that. I
could show you it when we finish the debate to help you understand.
Mr BROWN: I have gone through the various Bills that were introduced federally and
the second reading speeches to find out where some of these provisions have come from.
Clause 13 in this Bill is word for word with the federal Bill. However, I accept what the
Minister says. I do not have any quarrel with this legislation' s mirroring federal
legislation. However, it may be of some assistance when dealing with interlocking state
and federal legislation if a schedule could be prepared to be incorporated in Hansard.
That would make it a lot easier when we research these matters some years later to look
at the interlocking arrangements and understand why certain words were used and others
were not used. One would have to be careful in that exercise because the explanatory
schedule could be 100 pages long and I do not want that. However, for the purposes of
clarity for those who have to interpret this legislation at a later time and also for the
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purposes of people who may introduce amendments to the legislation, such a process
would assist in understanding why such federal provisions were incorporated in Western
Australian legislation. Perhaps the Minister will discuss that with his colleagues so that
that information can be provided when we are debating interlocking legislation.
Mr Wiese: I will take that on board. My memory is that there are two or three pieces of
amending legislation that will pick up this legislation.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council.

LAND TAX ASSESSMENT AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.
DR TURNBULL (Collie) [9.20 pm]: This Bill provides that Western Power and
AlintaGas must pay land tax. Why should these two corporations pay land tax? It is to
place them on an equal footing with other organisations and will ensure full
accountability. That means the annual balance sheets of the corporations will show the
true cost of producing power. The arguments by the Opposition earlier today do not
appear to recognise the new competitive basis of these corporations, which requires them
to pay commonwealth tax, income tax and wholesale tax. It also requires the payment of
land tax and shire rates, and a dividend if it is appropriate. There is absolutely nothing
secret about these taxes or the dividend. All the taxes and dividends will appear in the
financial statements of the corporation.
What is the argument of the former Ministers who have spoken in this debate today - the
members for Victoria Park and Mitchell? They appear to be very concerned that the
Government may take money from Western Power and AlintaGas and put it in
consolidated revenue to boost Treasury funds. That is absolute hypocrisy. To support
my argument, I refer to the financial statements of the State Energy Commission in 1989
and 1991. Those statements indicate that SEC WA was paying to consolidated revenue a
statutory contribution called the turnover tax. In 1989 it was 3 per cent of total turnover
and amounted to approximately $36.294m. In 1991, as the member for Victoria Park
reminded us, debate took place in this House when the Labor Government increased the
turnover tax from 3 to 4 per cent. As he rightly said, I objected at that time because it
was siphoning money from SECWA to consolidated revenue and Treasury, to allow the
Labor Government to balance its budget.
Mr Thomas: Did you object when it went from 4 to 5 per cent?
Dr TURNBULL: Yes, I did. During the time members opposite were in government the
statutory contribution from the SEC to State Treasury increased to $64m; in other words,
the amount almost doubled between 1989 and 1991. I remind those who spoke about
money going into Treasury to boost the Government's financial position, that is exactly
what the previous Government did. Members opposite should not talk about ripping off
the customers to fill consolidated revenue. Members opposite are hypocritical in this
matter. The federal Labor Government is corporatising many government
instrumentalities and is implementing the Hilmer principles. The federal Labor
Government will charge income tax to all government trading corporations. Does the
Opposition support that? What is their argument? Does the member for Ashburton
support the Hilmer report?
Mr Riebeling: Yes, but I do not support privatisation like that.
Dr TURNBULL: Does he support the Federal Government charging income tax to
government instrumentalities?
Mr Riebeling: Yes, that is part of Hilmer.
Dr TURNBULL: In that case his position on this Bill tonight is absolutely hypocritical.
He supports corporatisation and privatisation.
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Mr Riebeling: Not privatisation.
Dr TURNBULL: The Labor Party is committed to privatisation.
Mr Riebeling: No it is not.
Dr TURNBULL: It is committed to the privatisation of BankWest. Members opposite
sat here two or three weeks ago and said they were committed to that privatisation. Only
two members opposite dared to say they did not support it. The other members are
committed to privatising the bank of the Western Australian people, the only bank that
has a chance of putting a brake on interest rates and giving service to small customers,
such as pay-as-you-earn employees, retirees and pensioners. It is the only bank that
would continue to make a commitment to rural people by keeping banks and agencies in
rural areas. Members opposite are committed to that privatisation.
Mr Brown: And you are not?
Dr TURNBULL: The member for Morley knows my position on the matter and he
knows I am against it.
Mr Brown: Will you vote against it?
Dr TURNBULL: The Opposition will not save the bank. It is putting itself in a very
hypocritical position tonight. It supports Hilmer and privatisation.
Mr Riebeling: No we do not.
Dr TURNBULL: Yes it does. The member has just told me he does. Members opposite
are not prepared to support this Bill which provides that AlintaGas and Western Power,
as corporatised bodies, must pay land tax, and yet they started the privatisation process.
Mr Riebeling: This is different from privatisation.
Dr TURNBULL: The Opposition has fabricated its position tonight so that it can vote
against the Bill and say it is trying to keep the cost of power down for the customers in
Western Australia. That is the height of hypocrisy because their Government helped
increase the price of power. The level of land tax paid will be at the same rate as that
paid by other corporations in Western Australia. When there is a dividend it will appear
in the financial reports. The community obligations will also be listed in the financial
reports of the corporations. The two former Ministers, the members for Victoria Park
and Mitchell, are adopting this hypocritical position in an attempt to present themselves
in a favourable light.
I turn to the issue of Western Power and AlintaGas paying shire rates. We are saying that
as a result of this corporatisation program the corporation must pay federal taxes such as
income tax, sales tax and so on, it must pay state taxes such as land tax, and it must pay
shire taxes. I think the Opposition basically agrees with that, too. However, the real
issue for the Collie shire and all other shires that have Western Power and AlintaGas
properties within their boundaries, and for all shires that have other Government
instrumentalities within their boundaries, is the fact that the shire rates are diverted to
consolidated revenue. I have researched this very carefully with Treasury and it has a
very convoluted argument for the reason why the money has to go to consolidated
revenue. Treasury states that the money can then be spread across the whole of Western
Australia to benefit all the people.
Mr Kierath: That is most unlike Treasury.
Dr TURNBULL: I quite agree with the Minister, but that is the Treasury argument.
Why should the government instrumentality's shire rates go into Treasury when private
enterprise shire rates go to the shire? If we have a truly competitive scenario in the world
of accounting and business, why does Treasury demand that the shire rates go to it? I do
not think there is any moral basis for that to happen. The shire rates should go to the
shire and I know that many people on this side of the House agree with that. The shire
rates are used by the shire to provide services for industry within its boundaries. The
shires provide the roads, the rubbish collections and other services. They also provide
services to the employees of the corporations within the boundaries of the shire. There is
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absolutely no moral reason why Treasury should take the shire rates into consolidated
revenue to spread over the whole of Western Australia, very thinly I imagine, when the
services that the shire rates are paying for are presented in that shire. I join with the
Collie shire, all other shire councils in Western Australia and the Western Australian
Municipal Association in stating that this diversion of shire rates into Treasury is wrong.
If we are going to corporatise fully these instrumentalities, if we support Hilmer
principles, and if the Opposition supports the privatisation of BankWest as it says it does,
we all must support this Bill.
MR THOMAS (Cockburn) [9.35 pm]: I support the arguments that I understand were
advanced by my colleagues the member for Victoria Park and Kalgoorlie earlier this
evening. Unfortunately I was not here when they spoke and therefore did not have the
benefit of hearing what they said. However, I heard their positions paraphrased by the
member for Collie and I have also spoken to the member for Victoria Park. I have some
idea of the argument they advanced and I wish to add to that. It was interesting to hear
the member for Collie attempting to summarise the position of Treasury, justifying why
the equivalent amount of local government rates paid by AlintaGas and Western Power
should be paid to the State Government and not to local government. I believe that she
had some difficulty finding a logical argument. The position was more correctly
sumnmarised by Sir Edmund Hillary when he was asked why he climbed Mount Everest.
His answer, of course, was, "Because it was there.' That is why Treasury believes the
money collected by Western Power and AlintaGas -
Dr Turnbull: That was not my argument; that was the view of Treasury.
Mr Prince: It is nothing like the same challenge.
M~r THOMAS: Perhaps not, but it is the Treasury view that money is there for Treasury
to grab. In any event, that is a digression. I believe the way in which the Government is
going about it is wrong. It is putting Parliament in a position where we must take on trust
a very important aspect of the administration of these two very important utilities -
Western Power and AlintaGas. At the present time those groups pay 5 per cent of their
turnover into consolidated revenue. That issue is decided by the Parliament and we can
amend that or vary it. We have some control over it -
Mr C.J. Barnett: That has been the case up to now.
Mr THOMAS: Hitherto that has been the case. The Government is seeking to institute a
different regime, wherey those groups will pay the same taxes as though they were a
privately-owned business. In addition, and this is the "x" factor, a dividend will be paid
to the shareholders, namely the taxpayers of Western Australia, represented by us.
However, we have no control over that and that is the problem with the position in which
the Government is putting us. Until 1 January this year we had a utility - SECWA, which
is now broken into two - and in its annual report it boasted that it paid $82 million into
consolidated revenue. That is a very substantial contribution to consolidated revenue that
is available to build police stations, schools, hospitals, roads and other good purposes.
The State was getting a return on its very substantial investment in the energy utility.
The people, through the Parliament and the Government, had the option of doing one of
two things: First, it could forgo the revenue and have lower energy rates or, secondly, it
could fix the rates in order to pay 5 per cent of turnover to consolidated revenue. Either
way, the people would gain by having lower rates or a higher return to consolidated
revenue that could be used for public purposes. However, we as the elected
representatives had control over that. Now the Government is saying that it has got rid of
the 5 per cent levy and the utilities must pay taxes. They will pay the same taxes as
though they were a private organisation. I think that in his second reading explanation
the Minister said that it was about $1 million per annum. That is not particularly
significant.
Mr C.J. Barnett: That is just land tax.
Mr THOMAS: Sure. The Bill before us will put an impost on the two utilities of about
$lm. In the overall scheme of things, that is not a lot. The Parliament is being asked to
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approve that, yet we do not know what the final wash-up will be. We should be in a
position to know that when we make this decision. We should be able to ask what we
are going to do: Will we maintain energy rates at a lower level or, on the other hand, will
we use the energy corporations as a revenue raising function to provide money for
consolidated revenue for desirable projects for public purposes? Will we use the money
to wipe out the very considerable debt that those two organisations, Western Power and
AlintaGas, have inherited from the State Energy Commission of Western Australia?
Probably the most significant task that is faced by AlintaGas and Western Power
concerns the level of debt they inherited from the predecessor organisation. Western
Power's level of debt is in the order of $2b, and AlintaGas has debts of $1.5b, which are
serious encumbrances which those organisations have inherited from the State Energy
Commission of Western Australia. That is an aspect of their existence which will have a
profound influence on the way in which they make their financial plans. That is as it
should be in those circumstances. The Parliament should know what the equivalent of
the levy will be, so it can accept responsibility for the decisions that will be made. For
example, is it likely that a Government going into an election would be able to say to the
people of Western Australia that it will not increase electricity and gas rates - that would
obviously be a popular move - and as a consequence will take a lower dividend into
consolidated revenue, resulting in a lesser return to the people of Western Australia? On
the other hand would the temptation be to become irresponsible and allow the level of
debt to be raised and not retired as quickly as it otherwise might be? The problem that
the Opposition has with this Bill, as I understand the argument advanced by my
colleagues the members for Victoria Park and Kalgoorlie earlier this evening, is that we
are getting one aspect of this package and not the whole package. We do not know what
we getting ourselves into. The Minister for Energy should be in a position at this stage to
advise the Parliament of the likely total impost on Western Power and AlintaGas and the
payments that will be made to consolidated revenue. Hitherto we knew it was 5 per cent
of turnover and we had a pretty good idea of what the turnover would be from the annual
reports. Now payments will come in two, three or four different headings - in the
equivalent of local government rates; in the form of land tax; and dividends which will be
paid by those two organisations.
Dr Turnbull: They will be recorded in the financial statements of the corporations.
Mr THOMAS: Of course they will be, and I am not suggesting we will not know what
they are. I am suggesting that the Parliament should vote on them and decide what they
should be. It is out of our hands. The member for Collie and I will have no say in that.
The Minister, the board and ultimately the Cabinet will make that decision.
Dr Turnbull interjected.
Mr THOMAS: If the member for Collie has some say, it will not be a statutory role.
Although I presume she is claiming to have a say in this due to her influence as a member
of one of the parliamentary parties that make up the Government coalition, with all due
respect to my friend the member for Collie, I do not have a great deal of confidence that
will carry much weight. The member for Collie was an advocate of a 600 MW power
station in Collie and brought her full influence to bear to ensure a 600 MW power station
was built, and we have a 300 MW toy that the Government decided to buy.
Dr Turnbull interjected.
Mr THOMAS: I pressed the wrong button. Although I have absolute confidence that the
member for Collie would attempt to do the right thing, she has no statutory role to play in
the scheme of things. Hitherto she has been able to vote on legislation which will amend
the levels of the levy placed on these organisations and, hence, have some say, but by
passing legislation late last year to create these two corporations we have effectively
given that power to the Executive, to the Government, to the Minister, to the Cabinet and
to the boards of the two new corporations.
When legislation such as this comes forward which will impose an impost that will
impact on electricity and gas prices, we should know what the overall level of payment to
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consolidated revenue is likely to be. Firstly, as people who have an interest in public
purposes that are funded through consolidated revenue we want to know how much is
available. Secondly, on the other side of that equation, we want to know what sort of
impost is likely to be put on the energy charges for the people that we represent.
The Government is going about this in the wrong way. It would be more appropriate if
the Minister were to come to the Parliament with not only this Bill -

Dr Turnbull: Will the member for Cockburn vote against this Bill just because he cannot
have any influence on the dividend? The logic of the member for Cockburn is all wrong.
Mr THOMAS: I will w~alk slowly through my argument for the benefit of the member
for Collie, and I will not press the wrong buttons as I do that. The argument is simply
that this Bill will place an impost of about $lmn on the energy consumers of Western
Australia. That of itself is not particularly significant in the overall scheme of things,
because it is only $lm in a turnover of billions of dollars, so one cannot expect it to have
a great impact on the electricity rates and gas prices. However, there must be a payback
to consolidated revenue one way or the other. Hitherto we had a scheme which was 5 per
cent of turnover, and consolidated revenue received $82m. That is a large amount of
money available to build schools, hospitals and those sorts of things. It is arguable on
some occasions that this might be a good thing, or alternatively it might be better to have
cheaper electricity prices and less money in consolidated revenue. We want to be in a
position to make those decisions. We have effectively given that power to the boards of
the two organisations, to the Minister and ultimately to the Cabinet, It is up to them to
decide how much we will get. I am suggesting that the Parliament, as representatives of
consumers of government services and purchasers of energy, has an interest in knowing
what that revenue will be. The Minister is providing one part of the equation; that is, the
tax, and the member for Collie alluded to the other impost - the equivalent of local
government rates - but we do not know the total picture. The Minister is asking us to
take him on trust.
Dr Turnbull: The Minister and the Executive got the right to make the decision about
how much the dividend will be in the corporatisation process, which the member for
Cockburn said he supported. Why is the member being so hypocritical as to vote against
this Bill tonight?
Mr THOMAS: I am not being hypocritical. The Minister has not acquitted himself
properly in discharging his duties under the legislation that was passed last year and
which the Opposition supported, and in fact foreshadowed when it was in government. I
am suggesting he should give us the complete picture. We want to know what will be the
total impost of energy prices on the consolidated fund this year. We do not want bits of
information here and there about what will be the local government equivalent and land
tax, and ultimately what will be the larger amount. We will not know the total picture
until we have received the dividend. As the member for Collie has pointed out, that will
be in the financial statements. I presume the Minister will give us that figure long before
the annual reports for the financial year are brought out. On this occasion where we are
being asked to approve an impost, it would be appropriate if the total impost were before
US.
Dr Turnbull: The land tax is not about the dividend. You gave away the right of the
dividend when you dealt with corporatisation, right?
Mr THOMAS: I am saying in these circumstances we would like to know the whole
picture before we approve one small part of it.

MR CJ. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Minister for Energy) [9.56 pm]: On behalf of the
Treasurer I thank members opposite and the member for Collie for their comments on
this Bill. It is probably appropriate I respond as the Bill relates to the energy utilities. A
number of comments were made by members opposite and I accept that an argument can
be made along the lines put by members of the Opposition. However, I find it
extraordinary that although they may have pursued some legitimate points, they will end
up opposing this Bill. All the Bill provides is that Westemn Power and AlintaGas should
pay land tax; in other words, they should not be exempt.
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I remind members opposite of the basic principle of corporatisation. The purpose of
separating AlintaGas and Western Power from the old State Energy Commission of
Western Australia was to set them up to operate as private sector corporations in every
respect. That includes their accounting procedures, tax treatment, liabilities and the
responsibilities of directors. There were a number of reasons for doing that; first, to
recognise that in Western Australia a competitive energy market was developing. While
they had the status of being government owned utilities, from 1 January they would be
facing competition in the market place. For example, Western Power has the Pinjar gas
fired power station, and BP Oil and Mission Energy at the BP refinery site are in the
market with a private sector power generator. They are in competition, if we like, with
Pinjar.
Mr Thomas: It was a secret deal.
Mr C.J. BARNETT: The construction of the goldfields gas pipeline is using private
sector power generation through the goldfields' Mt Ferrum power station. Private sector
power companies are likely to take 8 to 10 per cent of the old SECWA's total sales
revenue from power generation.
A substantial change in market structure has occurred. With that happening it is only
reasonable that the government owned power generator be on an equal basis with the
private power generator, that is the principle of competitive neutrality. Equally with the
gas utility; although from a public point it has a strong monopoly, AlintaGas is certainly
not a monopoly in the industrial market. Progressive deregulation of the gas market
which is taking place over three years, will see approximately 87 per cent of total gas
sales in Western Australia in a competitive market. In the long term, the only part
protected for AlintaGas will be small business and the household sector.
Mr Thomas: That will make money.
Mr C.J. BARNETT: That is true; it is the more profitable aspect. However, it is not the
bulk volume of gas. Even with gas I expect competition to enter the market
progressively. For example, AGL the Sydney utility, the operator for the goldfields gas
pipeline, may well reticulate gas in Kalgoorlie. It is important there be an equal basis on
which AGL and AlintaGas can operate.
The other reason for having the utilities operate on a private sector taxation regime is to
achieve comparability. Their performance can be compared with other utilities around
Australia and with other corporations and different industry sectors. That is important so
that the people of Western Australia can assess how they are performing in terms of the
return on capital. The capital assets of Western Power and AlintaGas are approximately
$5b. They are major assets of Western Australia and we must have a good account of
how they are performing.
Mr Thomas: When will you let us know the dividend?
Mr C.J. BARNET7: People commented about setting tariffs and so on. It is desirable to
remove politics and politicians, as much as possible, from many of the commnercial
decisions of utilities. One fairly common criticism of the old SECWA was that it had
very much an engineer mentality. It loved to build power stations, pipelines,
transmission lines, etc. The same has happened to utilities elsewhere in Australia.
Mr Thomas: What about Stateships?
Mr C.J. BARNETT: I am talking about power. New South Wales now has
approximately 40 per cent excess capacity in the power system. Part of bringing it back
to a competitive corporate basis is to get the right financial management signals
throughout the organisation so we do not head off on tangents to build more power
stations or pursue political agendas because that may win votes. As long as the utilities
remain in government ownership there will be interplay.
One of the more interesting challenges of corporatisation is determining where the role of
the Executive stops and responsibility of the board starts. It is very defensive of its role,
as it must be, because the directors are now subject to all the penalties under
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Corporations Law. They must be prudent in making decisions. I will not hark back to
WA Inc deals, but one of the weaknesses in our system that allowed some of those
arrangements was that directors were not forced to accept the same responsibilities, and
face the same penalties, as their private sector counterparts.
Dr Gallop: How will the port authorities shape up, then?
Mr CiJ. BARNETT: The principles of corporatisation are fairly well understood on both
sides of the House. However, as a Minister overseeing the two most purely corporatised
entities in Western Austr-alia, if not Australia, it is difficult. There is a temptation to
interfere. One wants to see powerlines go to areas where one thinks they might be
needed. That involves a discipline which falls back on a Minister in a corporatised
entity.
Mr 'Aarlborough: Like putting powerlines underground at Cottesloe?
Mr C.J. BARNETT: That is an example of the problem. Ministers love to do things.
We must now face the advice of the board. If a board, for example, recommends
electricity prices should increase by 5 per cent and the Minister does not want to do it
because an election may be around the corner, at least the Minister must say he made a
political decision and gave an instruction to the board not to increase prices. Everything
is now explicit. Thbere will be no nudge, nudge, wink, wink concerning deals. Ministers
will also be forced to be accountable. Under the previous Government there was a
system of generating revenue for the State of 3 per cent, then 4 per cent of turnover, and
under this Government 5 per cent. I agree with the points made about this issue. The
estimated revenue was explicit and predictable, but it did not allow for corporatisation.
The revenue in terms of taxation equivalent payments to the State will be predictable and
there will be no more or less certainty about that. The dividend is more interesting
because, by definition, it is after the event; it is a take of the after-tax profit.
A strategic development plan over five years and the statement of corporate intent - the
one year document - has not been done before. It is part of the process now and has been
presented to me as the Minister. With the Treasurer, we are working through it; it will
involve negotiation. Once agreed, the statement of corporate intent will be tabled in the
Parliament. That was an amendment moved by the member for Cockburn and accepted
by the Government. As part of that there will be some detailing of the dividend policy.
The 5 per cent turnover, while it was explicit, was inflexible. A dividend policy, yet to
be negotiated, will allow for the various financial stages of each corporation. For
example, Western Power, I think will argue for a reduced dividend while it is meeting
capital expenditure for the Collie power station. That sort of approach is normal
behaviour in the commercial world. Similarly, AlintaGas may argue for a reduced
dividend or a deferral of dividend payments initially because there is no doubt that it will
not be a hugely profitable business in its early years, unlike Western Power.

Mr Thomas: Will the net effect of that be that a substantial amount, less than $82m, will
come in from those two corporations?
Mr C.J. BARNETT: No. It is my view that the combined revenues will substantially
exceed $82m. That is yet to be negotiated. The member for Cockbumn should bear in
mind that his friend Paul Keating effectively increased revenues to the States by
increasing company tax the other week. The projected rate of company tax has increased
from 33 per cent to 36 per cent. It is an ill wind!
The Government is a little early in the process of determining dividends, but it is healthy
that the Minister on behalf of the owners - Western Australians - must explicitly think
about dividend policy. The member for Cockburn is right: There will be trade-offs. Do
we take a high dividend in exchange for tariff, and do we use it for new capital
expenditure or do we use it for the retirement of debt? All are logical commercial
decisions that any corporation would have to make. It is healthy; it puts a lot more
management responsibility on the chief executive officer and the board, and it makes the
Minister and the Executive far more accountable. I strongly support that.
The issue of council rates is interesting. Western Power and AlintaGas must effectively
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pay all commonwealth, state and local government taxes. Council rates have been a bone
of contention. Exactly the same issue applies with state agreement Acts. A company
may develop a large project and as part of its agreement may effectively be exempt from
council rates. I can understand why that annoys councils. It does in the Pilbara, as it
does in Collie. One of the difficulties could be that councils argue that the rates should
be on the improved value. If we took the situation at Collie and levied council rates on
the improved value of the Muja power station or the new $575m power station being
built, for example, there would be a massive windfall of revenue through to Collie. The
same thing applies in the Pilbara.
Dr Turnbull: On what level do they pay the equivalent of shire rates to Treasury? Is it
paid on improved property?
Mr C.J. BARNETT: That is a good question. As occurs in the resources sector, there
would be massive windfall revenues to certain local government areas. That is not equity
and it is not just. It has not been done on that basis to provide that sort of commercial
windfall revenue. I will have to get back to the member for Collie with more
information.
In some of the resource projects in the Pilbara negotiations are continuing, not to give
local government a rating ability, but for a negotiated payment, a quasi rate, to pay for
some of the new projects in the shire, recognising that the projects use shire services in
general. I do not have an in principle difficulty with that. However, if that were to be
applied to these corporatised entities, although the principle may seem similar it would
create all sorts of precedent problems across government, bearing in mind that many of
the assets of local government were handed over from the State Government and the
Crown. All sorts of trade-offs and difficulties would arise. I take on board the comments
of the member for Collie. It is a legitimate issue and one which in due course will have
to be resolved. At the moment the State has only Western Power and AlintaGas as
corporatised entities; that is, genuine corporatisation. The Government does not know
what form will be applied to the Water Authority of Western Australia. This is a
significant issue and one which should not be solved on the run with these two utilities.
I am surprised opposition members think they should oppose this Bill. They have raised
some legitimate issues, as has the member for Collie. Genuine corporatisation is a new
area for all of us. Sometimes we feel as though we have one arm tied behind our back. If
all goes well it will be a great success. Members should support this Bill because it is
appropriate that the two utilities pay a land tax equivalent to the State Government, as
private power generators and gas distributors must do. I thank members for their
comments.
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (27)
Mr Ainsworth Mr House Mr Prince
Mr C.J. Barnett Mr Kierath Mr W. Smith
Mr Blaikie Mr Lewis Mr Strickland
Mr Board Mr Marshall Mr Trenorden
Mr Bradshaw Mr McNee Mr Tubby
Dr Constable Mr Minson Dr Turnbull
Mr Day Mr Osborne Mrs van de Klashorst
Mrs Edwardes Mrs Parker Mr Wiese
Dr Hames Mr Pendal Mr Bloffwitch (Teller)

Noes (19)
Mr M. Barnett Mrs Hallahan Mr D.L. Smith
Mr Bridge Mrs Henderson Mr Taylor
Mr Catania Mr Kobelke Mr Thomas
Mr Cunningham Mr McGinty Dr Watson
Dr Gallop Mr Riebeling Mr Leahy (Teller)
Mr Graham Mr Ripper
Mr Grill Mrs Roberts
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Par
Mr Omodei Mr Marlborough
Mr Court Mr Brown
Mr Shave Ms Warnock
My Cowan Dr Edwards

Question thus passed.
Bill read a second time.

Committee

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr Johnson) in the Chair-, Mr C.J. Barnett
(Minister for Energy) in charge of the Bill.

Clauses 1 and 2 put and passed.
Clause 3: Section 5 amended -

Dr GALLOP: This clause is the fundamental part of the Bill and makes it possible for
Western Power and AlintaGas to be taxed in the same manner as other organisations in
the community. The second reading speech indicates that other public authorities will
eventually come within the amnbit of the land tax system when they become corporatised.
The legislation is structured in such a way that there will be some flexibility in relation to
that matter. Which particular statutory authority does the Government have in mind to
corporatise and move to a level playing field, in which case it will be subject to land tax?

Mr C.J. BARNETT: At the moment the only entities are Western Power and AlintaGas.
This legislation does allow for other corporatised entities to be required to pay land tax
without the necessity of having to come to Parliament each time to amend the Bill. I
understand BankWest will pay tax and I suppose the most likely example will be
whatever entities come out of the restructuring of the Water Authority of Western
Australia. If a competitive market is established for water agencies - for example,
distribution agencies - there may be a mix of private and public entities. Currently, there
is nothing in the pipeline.
Dr GALLOP: Given that the legislation sets up the framework under which that can be
done - on this occasion the second reading speech clearly states that Western Power and
AlintaGas are the authorities which will pay land tax - in future, how will the Parliament
know which entities will enter into this arrangement? Does this Bill give the Minister the
power to declare the agencies to be subject to land tax? What process will be followed
within the Parliament to debate any corporatisation proposal in relation to land tax?

Mr C.J. BARLNETT: As with the energy sector, if there is to be a corporatisation of the
Water Authority of Western Australia legislation will be presented to the Parliament. It
will be made clear that it must pay the commonwealth and state rates and charges,
including land tax. That was made clear at the time of the corporatisation of the State
Energy Commission of Western Australia and it will be made clear at the time of the
corporatisation of the Water Authority. The principle is established by this legislation,
but if a body is corporatised and it is a competitive market and the Government wants
competitive neutrality, it will be expected to pay all taxes and charges, including land tax.
I cannot think of an example of a corporate entity which is not paying land tax.

Dr GALLOP: My next point may appear to be a point of definition, but it is important
that it be clarified. AlintaGas and Western Power will pay commonwealth taxes, local
government rates, stamp duty, land tax and sales tax which will be given to the State
Government. Those taxes were not paid by the State Energy Commission. In lieu of its
paying taxation a 3 per cent levy was imposed and that was increased to 4 per cent in
1991 and 5 per cent in 1993. On top of that, we are moving to a system where we will
take a dividend off those two authorities in the same way as a dividend which is paid to
shareholders of a company.
When the Minister replied to a question asked by the member for Cockburn he said that
currently negotiations are taking place on a dividend policy and a dividend and the
outcome will be announced later in the year as part of the financial statements by the two
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authorities. How will all these elements be treated? The taxes will come to the
Government and will be in lieu of taxes which would be paid to those separate
authorities, like any private organisation. Is the dividend separate from the others or is
the Minister talking about a levy which happens to be made up of local government rates,
state and commonwealth taxes and something that is called a dividend?
This may appear to be an unimportant point because inasmuch as there will be a
dividend, it should be a return on the capital invested by the people of Western Australia.
The rate of return on the capital will be interesting and it should be treated separately
from the taxes which private organisations pay. I was puzzled by the Minister's answer
to the member for Cockburn's question that all these things will be lumped together. He
said that it would be greater than $82m, which is currently the figure going across from
the levy. Are all these things together a replacement of the levy and will they be treated
as such or will they be treated separately - one being the taxation and the other being a
dividend to the shareholder?
Mr C.J. BARNETT: It is an important question because it affects the way in which the
Minister of the day, the management and the board will behave. The member for
Cockburn was talking about the total return to the State. It will always be a matter of
how much will the State collect and what the dividend will be. Management organisation
and decision making must be kept separate. For example, tax equivalent payments
should be non-negotiable. The negotiable element is the dividend policy and that may
relate to the state of the finances of the organisation, market growth, requirement of
capital and the requirement to reduce debt. If a corporation ran at a loss - this could
apply to AlintaGas in the early years of its operation - the temptation might be to reduce
the tax rate. I would resist that action because the corporation should pay its taxes in the
same way as a private corporation. If it had a financial problem and was running at a loss
the correct decision would be for the State to inject equity into the business. It must be a
separate decision. The taxation regime is not negotiable; one cannot negotiate with the
Australian Taxation Office and one should not be able to do that with the State Taxation
Department.
Dr Gallop: Some do.
Mr C.J. BARNETT: Yes they do. There may be a good argument for negotiating
depreciation policies. Taxation payments should not be negotiable, but dividend policy
and capital injections are negotiable.
Clause put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, without amendment, and the report adopted.

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

SUPPLY BELL
Second Reading

Resumed from 11I May.
MR BRIDGE (Kimberley) [10.21 pm]: I am not the opposition lead speaker in this
debate. I will speak about my electorate of Kimberley and about the State, and will
conclude with a comment about the national situation. The electorate of Kimberley is
continuing to develop as it has been for many years and to demonstrate the huge amount
of resources which exists and the resourcefulness of the region in a broad ranging way in
contributing to the economy and wellbeing of Western Australia. Over the last 12
months, some considerable initiatives have been taken which further consolidate the
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momentum of the electorate of Kimberley in developing the necessary economic
structures for the State. In the last few days we have seen an announcement about the
further development and progression of a sugar industry in the Ord. I have a particular
interest in that development because of my involvement in the early stages in
redeveloping or re-exciting an interest within the region about the potential of a sugar
industry in the Kimberley. The major work and involvement revolves around the
fanning sector of Kununurra, and it is to its credit that it has been able to continue with a
strong commitment to researching the basis upon which this industry can be established
in the Kimberley.
I recall clearly that in the early days of our discussions and in the public debate that
surrounded the possibility of a sugar industry in Western Australia, there was a lot of
interest fr-om our colleagues in Queensland, and particularly from the sugar industry in
that State. They said that was a game that they could do best for Australia and that they
should continue to be the forerunners in the production of sugar. They said that the little
people in Western Australia should keep right out of the sugar industry and raise cattle
and produce crops such as watermelons and rockmelons in the Ord; when it camne to
sugar, they were not as enthusiastic of the plan as we were in this State. Therefore, we
needed to embark upon an educational campaign, and those of us in government were
supported strongly by the local farming sector in the Ord to achieve the appropriate
outcome, and I note with enthusiasm and a high degree of satisfaction the progress which
is currently associated with the development of a sugar industry on the Ord.
A number of other interesting initiatives have occurred in the Kimberley in the past year.
The Minister for Aboriginal Affairs may be interested in these comments. I have had the
privilege of officially launching two publications which are fairly significant in that the
local people were the driving force in the commencement of the idea and the work that
was necessary to progress the idea and bring it to fruition. I refer firstly to a land
conservation publication which was released at the beginning of this year in Derby. The
local community, predominantly Aboriginal people in the Fitzroy Valley and Derby, had
a fairly direct involvement with and were instrumental in the preparation of this
publication, which was written and illustrated in a such a way as to convey to the broader
community the Aboriginal values which are associated with land and the environment.
That publication is being made available to schools throughout the Kimberley.
Mr Prince: Why only in the Kimberley?
Mr BRIDGE: It can go anywhere. It is currently available in the Kimberley, but it was
always intended that it should be distributed to other institutions around the State.
Mr Prince: I would like to obtain a copy.
Mr BRIDGE: The Minister may like to support the distribution of that publication. The
second publication which I have had the privilege to launch in Derby in the past few
weeks was produced by the Aboriginal students at Holy Rosary Primary School,
supported by the teachers and other staff members at the school and a wide ranging group
of the local community. It is an interesting publication because it is an attempt by the
local people to promote the heritage value of the Kimberley. It addresses history, and the
values that need to be understood by the broader community today; it focuses on those
values, and offers a great understanding and respect for them. The publication is a very
considerable initiative because one of the things I find very evident as I travel around the
State is the high degree of opportunity that the nation presents to us. We can work in
great harmony with a higher degree of recognition of and respect for each other, which is
not apparent in other places. Although we may look different -our characteristics may
cause us to have different features and different images - if we are prepared to understand
that, we will realise that our individual values are very important. They should be treated
as such, so that the demarcations we put in place can dissipate. We will not then talk
about values created by groups; we will talk about and understand each other's values
based on the traditional and perhaps historical features that we hold dear. The
publication which was launched recently in Derby is significant. Australia offers a very
significant account of its history. It shows the way we have responded to those values.
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Despite that, above all we must commit ourselves - if we are really talking about unity
and equality - to the realisation that each and every one of us is entitled to hold dearly our
values. We all have an obligation to respect that notion. Our heritage will play a
fundamental part in our being able to achieve that goal.
Mr Prince: I agree. No-one should deride another person.
Mr BRIDGE: I want to address the significance of such publications, and the actions of
the local people of the Kimberley. in producing the publication for the wider community.
Such involvement is excellent. One matter that continues to cause me problems in my
electorate - not that it is unique to my electorate; it is Australia-wide - is the limited
degree of advancement we have achieved in Aboriginal economic programs. Although
there has been any amount of good intent and good will, it seems that at this stage the
policies which we have espoused and felt would be workable are still floundering. It is a
pity that is the case, because understanding each other's values is a significant factor.
We cannot genuinely speak about equality in this country until we have an economic
base which embraces Aboriginal people. Until we achieve that end we will place one
section of our society in a difficult position, because Aboriginal people rely on the
welfare system, social programs, and other sorts of government assistance for the orderly
maintenance of their living requirements. It is one thing for people to run around saying
that we should be talking about reconciliation, or that we should aspire to reconciliation,
but reconciliation is a myth. When many Aboriginal people remain recipients of the
welfare system, we cannot say that equality is achievable. I do not suggest that we have
not done anything collectively as a nation. There has been good intent, and a lot of
resources have been made available, but in future years we must achieve certain goals if
equality is to be fundamental to the development of this nation. We hope that it is.
I turn now to government policies which will be a matter of concern if the Government
does not act in a responsible way. I will touch on the issue of commercialisation about
which we have heard so much, and which has become a buzz word in the corridors of
government over a number of years. There are many dangers associated with
commercialisation. We must give due regard to the importance of regional growth. Let
us face it, relatively speaking Australia is a big, undeveloped country. Australia will not
develop and reach its full potential if we do not continue to support regional growth and
development. Commercialisation will represent a major cost for various Governments in
this country. It will be a rightful impost because regional populations are different from
those of major cities. Therefore, we will always have some subsidisation of public assets
and community needs. That aspect should be borne in mind and embraced by
Governments. This is not an obligation or responsibility for the private sector. We
should not expect private enterprise to take responsibility; it will not happen.
I refer now to recent decisions in this regard. For example, the Water Authority has
always subsidised country consumers - and for very good reason. The recovery of
operation costs is very significant in inland Western Australia compared with the
metropolitan area. However, it has always been considered vitally important that
resolurces are made available to people in remote areas but that subsidisation is likely to
dissipate as a result of commercialisation. People can talk around the edges about how it
may not, but the cold, hard reality is that it will happen. The Federal Government and the
States generally are heading into very dangerous territory with a limited realisation of the
long term consequences. Those consequences will simply stifle regional growth. We
cannot expect the private sector suddenly to pick up the cost of the assets, the resources
and the public utilities that are necessary for the general community in rural Australia.
We will have a declining situation, rather than a developing one. I have always said and
I repeat: Commercialisation is a pretty bad sign for inland Australia, and if we look at
the history of Australia and the limited infrastructure growth in the bush, it is not hard to
understand why. How long is it since any Government in this country has put in place a
major infrastructure program for regional Australia and its growth that we can talk about
with enthusiasm? The problem is that we have been caught up in the so-called cost
efficiency ideology and have been convinced that that is the only way to go. It sounds
smart; it sounds as though we are clever people who understand how the dollar should be
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spent and how resourceful we are in spending it. The net result is that we have betrayed
many people in the bush and their aspirations to see a continuing growth pattern to which
the present and future Administrations must be committed.
I turn now to the national scene. We know about the drought debt of about $1l0b, and the
fact that unemployment is still too high and that in many parts of Australia there is still
no reliable water supply. We simply do not have the courage as politicians to build a few
pipelines. That is how remiss we are as a nation. Today our nation is crying out about
the lack of such features, but because we are locked into this cost analysis mentality, we
are incapable of appreciating the dimensions of those features in the economic equation.
As a result, we are doing little or nothing to put in place the framework, the foundation,
upon which the future of this country can be based.

Despite that, all members talk in glowing terms about the significant market
opportunities that are presenting themselves to Australia. We need only dwell on the
Asian region to know of the magnitude of that trading opportunity. Knowing how big
that trading opportunity is, can members tell me whether our Australian Governments -
we should forget the private sector for the moment - are looking at this area objectively
and at how our nation must respond to meet those demands? We have the resources to
achieve that aim. It is not as though we have limiting factors which suppress the
potential of *this nation to be resourceful, except the deficiency of water. I see no
boldness in leadership being demonstrated in any area, except in the framework being set
up to supply water. We can spend hours in endless debate, as can the politicians in other
parts of Australia; however, at the end of the day we are being less than honest and less
than responsible in caring for the future of this nation. That is a betrayal of our
obligation not only to our children but also to the grandchildren who follow them.

Despite a high degree of criticism and disappointment in the non-illustration of
leadership in this country, thankfully many individuals around Australia have been
prepared to take up the challenge. . For example, in the next few weeks I will be
launching a very significant framework dealing with an infrastructure plan which
embraces the need to ensure adequate water supplies. The national water distribution
scheme which I have vigorously promoted around Australia has four components which
comprise in Western Australia the water supply for the Kimberley, which has been
known to Western Australia for eight years. In recent times I have extended the
Kimberley pipeline proposal to encompass the Daly River in the Northern Territory, the
revised Burdekin scheme in north Queensland and the Clarence River diversion in New
South Wales. The most populous State in Australia, New South Wales, strongly supports
this program and has been working with me for several months in furthering its
development to the point where I am now able to drive the vision, which in turn, is the
basis upon which we will implement the national water distribution scheme in Australia
on a staged basis.
The exciting thing is that Western Australia will be the beneficiary of having a region
which is targeted for early implementation of the scheme. The resources that need to be
put in place to support that development will come from major States like New South
Wales and Queensland. It is important that we have that support. At the end of the day,
if we are talking about anything national in Australia, there is little or no capacity to
contemplate that process seriously unless it has the support of the larger and more
populous States. Having pursued this concept for many years, I feel we have reached the
stage where with some degree of confidence I can talk in this Parliament tonight about
the implementation of that scheme emerging within months rather than years, with huge
benefits accruing to Western Australia. In other words, there will be a transformation of
Australia from a water deficient nation - which is obvious for everybody to see because
the underground water tables are lowering. The clear evidence throughout Australia of
the nation's major problems has driven a hard-core group of Australians to say that
enough is enough and that it is time we did something. The drought has been a very
significant factor in bringing about that decision and the extent of determination in the
combined effort to drive the big scheme. I hope it will just be a matter of time before,
with the combined cooperation of all sectors of our society, we start the ball rolling. We
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will transform this nation from being water deficient to water assured, predominantly
driven by the agricultural industry in Australia. I think it is the proper industry, because
agriculture has a rightful place in the preservation and protection of land and the
ecosystem; indeed, in water conservation measures in Australia for the fist time a
traditionally important industry like agriculture will be a major player in the
transformation of this country, and this will be brought about because of a secure
resource being extensively available throughout this nation for the development of future
agricultural requirements.
MR MARSHALL (Murray) [10.52 pm]: I wish to talk about the importance of the
equine industry to my Murray electorate in the Peel region which is one of the top four
employment industries of the area. The Peel region provides one of the best equine
breeding and training grounds in Western Australia. Its mild climate and soil type allow
horses to be trained all year round. It has an abundant ground water supply and a high
standard of equine facilities. The Peel region is close to the metropolitan area, and plays
an important part in the equine industry in Western Australia. It caters for a wide range
of equine interests. It has eight polo clubs. I guess members are wondering what kinds
of rewards polo clubs bring to an area. Just as with some of our star footballers who as
soon as they have a son they give him a football, in an equine area as soon as a couple's
child starts to grow up they give him a pony or a young horse so that he can learn to ride
at an early age. Therefore, pony clubs are important for the future of the riding areas in
the State. The area has bridle trail riding, particularly in the Serpentine and Byford areas.
When we created the new Yalgorup national park on the edge of Lake Clifton there were
many areas of recreation, one of which was a horse riding trail through the coastal plains,
which incidentally has been called the 10th Light Horse trail and has become very
popular. Riding schools are popular everywhere and are very important. They give
people who have never been near a horse an opportunity to ride safely and, because the
horses are pretty well trained, to go their own way on the paths. They also allow the
young bloods around the place an opportunity to let off a bit of steam on a horse rather
than in a car. Cross country riding is important; in fact, at Fairbridge on 12 to 15 October
the international meeting will attract the best cross country riders from all over the world.
This is again an important source of revenue derived from horses. Endurance riding is
another area, as are dressage and show jumping, polo cross and polo clubs. People will
find them all in the Peel region. Let us not forget the importance of rodeos. Pinjarra
conducts one of the best rodeos in Australia, if not the world. It is part of the Australian
circuit and once a year the best jumpers come to Pinjarra. The place is packed out. The
prize money is extraordinarily good and the entertainment is amazing. All this from the
equine industry! As well there is thoroughbred horse-racing, comprising the gallops and
the trots. I believe that if the equine industry of the Peel region is promoted correctly, we
will soon be calling it the Kentucky of Western Australia! A recent survey by the Peel
Development Commission shows that the members of all the clubs mentioned total 935.
Quite surprisingly, the average number of horses per member was 3.6. That seems a lot
of horses for one family to have and to feed. There are also 336 trainers in Peel, each of
whom has 13.7 horses in his stable. There are 73 stud breeders, and as soon as one thinks
of studs in the Peel one thinks of Holmes a Court's Heytesbury stud and the great
Haulpak. As members opposite know only too well, it was a million dollar sire, which
has progenies such as Carry a Smile and Chanteclair, now sought after breeding stallions.
All came out of the Peel area. It is quite staggering that out of the 73 stud breeders, there
is usually one stallion to 20 mares, and the sum total of registered horses in the Peel is
over 11 000.
Mr Marlborough: They reckon in your earlier days that was your limit as well - one
stallion for 20 mares.
Mr MARSHALL: Some people in the Peel have told me that the member for Peel is a
relation of Haulpak. I say that is not quite right. He probably has the same thoughts in
mind, but Haulpak was a champion. The I1000 registered professional horses do not
include the hacks, pets and horses at agistment. An enormous amount of revenue is to be
derived in the area from horses; the amount must not be underestimated. A questionnaire
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revealed that the total horse club facilities in the Peel region, including equestrian
facilities, jumping, the Pinjarra Race Club and the Pinjarra Trotting Club,, topped $4m,
wvhich is a lot of money in a small country area. It also showed that horse owners stayed
in the game for over 10 years. It is an important statistic for stability. If a person is in
the game as a saddler or farrier, or as a seller of feed, it is important to know the area
offers a future. To know they will be in the game for 10 years is better than installing a
swimming pool in a backyard When most of us first got a swimming pool the kids
thought it great. Six years later when they no longer used the pool and we are paying to
have it cleaned weekly, we wish we did not have it. The horse game is a little different.

Several members interjected.
Mr MARSHALL: The member who is not in his seat, and therefore prevents me from
naming him, certainly knows his horses. He will know that the cost of training a horse is
about $160 per week, and the average cost of breeding a foal to about 12 months is
roughly $1 200. Members might ask what kind of statistics and trivia is that? It shows
members the amount of money that changes hands in the horse industry, not only weekly
but annually in a wide number of areas. One of the things that surprised me in the
questionnaire was that 83 per cent of equine purchases are usually made locally. What
great confidence that gives a stud breeder, to be breeding and know that his next door
neighbour or someone within a 5 mile radius will buy some of his horses. It is very well
known that the equine industry in the Pinjarra business arena is important to their
turnover. From my knowledge, five people sell feed and they have very big businesses.
The saddle people, the people who do the upholstery for horses, do a good business also.
On top of that, mechanics look after the floats and keep them in good order. All of the
offshoots from the horse game are important to trade in the Pinjarra town. It is also well
documented that turnover improves on race days. Every Monday, the Pinjarra Trotting
Club meets and every second Wednesday or Thursday, because it works in conjunction
with the Bunbury Race Club, a galloping meeting is conducted by the Pinjarra Race
Club. Incidentally, the trotting club and the racing club at Pinjarra are arguably the best
provincial race clubs in Western Australia.

The Peel region has an abundance of special rural 5 hectare, 10 ha and 20 ha lots ideal for
the equine industry. It is important that our planners protect this area for the future. The
member for Vasse who is not sitting in his seat should listen to this because it is relevant
to his area.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Hamres): Order! I suggest the member for Vasse and the
member for Pilbara conduct their meeting elsewhere.

Mr MARSHALL: Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker. It is important that our planners do
not allow the urban sprawl that starts in Fremantle and extends to Rockingham, Kwinana,
Safety Bay and even to Secret Harbour to exploit these rural 5, 10 and 20 ha blocks.
They can act as buffers to the urban sprawl. No-one wants to see the metropolitan area
extend south with run-of-the-mill urban housing. There are some of the best agistment
and breeding and racing areas at the back of Baldivis. The great J.J. Miller has his
property in Baldivis. No-one in Western Australia can equal his or his wife Kay's feats
as a trainer and jockey team or their involvement with the breeding and selecting of good
horses. All of that is provided at Baldivis. We must protect this area and make sure that
the urban development does not overtake it. Only then will there be a chance of
developing the equine industry in the Peel region. The state planners must not allow the
equine industry to be squeezed out of that area.

I have two gallopers in training at the moment, the first of which is a Chanteclair colt
called Chantry Lad being stabled at Ascot and trained by Trevor Andrews.

Mr Marlborough: Did you say Shonky Lad?

Mr MARSHALL: There is no way that the member for Peel could ever be a jockey!
However, I am soon to talk about pacers and trotters, an area in which he has a chance!
A horse trained at Ascot may have a roll in the sandpit, have its training run and is
stabled for the rest of the day. On the other hand, a horse like Prime Mover that we have
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stabled at Pinjarra and trained by Graham Ayres has plenty of room. It does beach work
and is allowed to swim; it can also walk through the bush, which is a delightful variation
of training and this is all provided for in the Peel region!
Mr Marlborough: And a stallion could have 20 mares.
Mr MARSHALL: I would like the member for Peel, who is concerned only about his
very small area of concern, to spare a thought for the number of people employed on race
days.
At the Pinjarra. races on Wednesdays or Thursdays there are four administrators in the
office checking the nominations and preparing the cheques for the place getters. They
also make sure that staff are organised. Eleven attendants are employed at the turnstiles,
in the car parks and some are employed, as was the member for Peel when he was a boy,
selling the race books. Others are employed at the barriers pushing in the horses, which
is where the member for Peel will finish up when he is no longer a member of this place.
People are also employed to walk around the course to make sure that everything goes
well on race days. The clerk of the course who wears a red coat and rides a grey horse
catches horses that bolt and leads in the winners. Judges and people who work the photo
finish system are also employed at the course. There are 14 caterers used in restaurants,
snack bars and ice cream vans. Thirty people operate the many bars at the course and yet
more people are employed to sell Coca-cola. One person for every two machines is
needed at the TAB and, as there are 40 machines, 20 people are employed. People are
also needed to do the broadcasting and a person who is lucky to win a race can obtain a
video of the race to show his friends. Journalists and photographers also attend on race
days and a photographer will sell a race winner a photograph, some of which we have all
seen hanging in hotels or in the homes of people involved in the sport of kings. About
1 000 race books are prepared for every local provincial meet, involving the employment
of printers. Sign writers are employed to do arena advertising. Curators and staff who
shift the barriers and the false running rail and other people who look after the machinery
are also employed. A policeman is usually on course as are five members of the Red
Cross who make sure that everything runs smoothly from a health point of view. An
ambulance is also in attendance because jockeys will not race if it is not there. The
Pinjarra Race Club has 300 members who are issued with badges. Therefore, someone
has to make the badges for members and guests and so the list goes on. Naturally on race
day, a vet is on hand as is a farrier and bookmakers. Usually there are 12 bookmakers at
Pinjarra. Each bookmaker has two clerks - a silver clerk and a penciller - and sometimes
he has someone to back back. He has to have betting tickets and the names of the horses
for his board, more work for the printers. At each meet there are 50 jockeys who wear
silks and use lightweight saddles, their boots are specially made, they have weights for
their saddles and they use very special whips. They also need numbered saddle cloths.
Members can therefore sees how the industry provides a huge amount of employment.
We should not forget the doctor and the electrician who are on hand also. This sport that
employs so many people is not recognised enough for its contribution to employment.
I have referred only to horseracing. However, the trotting and pacing industries employ
almost as many people oncourse, but on a smaller scale. People involved in the trotting
game are usually semiprofessional. They are the owners, the trainers and the drivers.
They do everything. They normally have their 20 ha lot and training track and they do
their own breeding. They are hobbyists who are lucky to make a living out of the game.
If a horse is particularly good, it can be sold at a very good profit. One of the differences
between the two codes is parking space. A person in the trotting industry generally owns
two trotters and has a special float to transport the spider. When one goes to the trots
there are around 80 or 90 floats. The floats used in the horseracing industry are operated
by a another group of people in the transport industry. They carry 10 or 20 horses at the
same time. That is one of the differences between the trotting and horseracing industries.
The people employed in the racehorse industry come from diverse backgrounds. Perth
Cup day is a very busy day for the Totalisator Agency Board. Last year the WATC
employed 192 staff within the tote area. The Healthway Perth Cup attracted 24 000
people. To give members some idea of the people involved in the metropolitan
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horseracing industry, there are 795 trainers, 115 jockeys, as well as apprentices,
bookmakers, bookmakers' clerks and farriers. The number of registered people
employed is 2 299. If we add to this the maintenance workers, chiropractors, horse
breakers, chemists and drug analysts, the figure is even greater.
The equine industry employs people from all walks of life, from young drifters to
professional people. It plays an important role for the unskilled youth. Female and male
youngsters of 18 or 19 years of age who are unemployable through lack of academic
qualifications or for some other reason can often pick up a job in a stable. It teaches
these youngsters discipline. They have to get up at 5 o'clock in the morning to do their
chores and look after the horses. They develop a love of animals which puts them in
good stead for later life. For people assisting a trainer, the average period to stay in the
job is around nine or 10 months, but when they leave they have discipline and
confidence. Most have a B class licence, because they have to drive horse floats. They
leave with some credentials.
How will we make the Peel region the Kentucky of Western Australia? We must ensure
that the Lark Hill training complex at Baldivis, the Pinjarra Race Club and the Pinjarra
Trotting Club continue to receive government funding.
Mr Marlborough: Absolutely.
Mr MARSHALL: I knew the member for Peel and I would agree on something! My
vision for the Peel region is for the planning of the racetracks to become Americanised.
Future racing complexes will have condominiums and racing facilities close to the track.
My proposal is that the housing and acreage around the Pinjarra tracks be sold to the
people involved in the industry. It will mean that the trainers and owners will have to
travel only a very short distance to exercise the horses. They will also reside close to the
escarpment and the ocean for varied training. If this is achieved, the people involved will
have the best racing facilities in Western Australia. In addition, the agistment
opportunities of the Peel region should be encouraged and more trainers must be attracted
to the area.
The horse trading business could be opened up. It is an area which is virtually
untouched, especially with respect to trading in Asia. The ultimate dream of people like
John Styants, the Chief Executive Officer of the Peel Development Commission, Hon
Roger Nicholls and me is the establishment of an indoor events stadium somewhere
between Byford and Pinjarra. A stadium similar to, but larger than, the one at Brigadoon
would attract show jumping and dressage to the Peel area. It would add another
dimension to the equine industry. It was not long after the entrepreneurs of their time -

Connell and Bond - got Brigadoon up and running that international class show jumping
competitors were coming out of Western Australia. Western Australian people involved
in that sport were being recognised on the world scene. The same would happen if a
stadium were established in the Peel region. The conducting of international Olympic
class events is an untapped area and the Peel region is the place for such a stadium.

In just a short time I have scratched only the surface of the importance of protecting and
developing the equine industry of the Peel region. By the year 2000 I predict that the
Peel region will truly be the Kentucky of Western Australia.

MR KOBELKE (Nollamara) [11.15 pm]: I will commence my remarks by quoting
from the Royal Commission into Commercial Activities of Government and Other
Matters' second report. Section 4.4, which is headed "Integrity in conduct", reads -

Unchecked, corruption will debilitate any system of government. But conduct
falling short of actual corruption can be no less pernicious. Once the suspicion
may reasonably be entertained that official power and position are being used for
self-interested or partisan purposes - or even, for that matter, are being used
wastefully, negligently or with indifference to the people affected by their use -
public confidence in officials can be put at risk.

That is the situation we have now with the Court Government of Western Australia. It is
a Government without integrity; a Government which the people of this State are quickly
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realising is conducting itself in a way which is totally improper, if not corrupt. This
Government has subverted the public interest to the benefit of its own narrow party
political interest. It is looking to the interests of its mates, not to the welfare of the
people of Western Australia. Actions by this Government are clearly improper. Time
and again it has been involved in actions which are not only improper, but also corrupt.
The interests of the Liberal Party is what is paramount in the mind of this Government
and it does not care about the people or the interests of this State.
I need to make a passing reference to the turmoil within the Liberal Party to give
evidence to the claims I just made. It is very clear to all Western Australians that the
Liberal Party is deeply divided. The Press has found it appropriate to hang most of those
problems on Senator Crichton-Browne. That is a disservice to Senator Crichton-Browne,
who clearly is simply a lieutenant of the Court faction. It is Premier Richard Court, along
with the Court family, who has been involved with Senator Crichton-Browne for many
years in dominating the Liberal Party of Western Australia. It was Premier Sir Charles
Court in 1975 who ordained Noel Crichton-Browne as the President of the Liberal Party
of Western Australia. He held that position from 1975 to 1979 and soon after that he was
able to engineer a position for himself as a Liberal Senator. Members are aware of how
Sir Charles Court totally dominated the Government and the Liberal Party in those days.
It was not a whim on his part which led him to put Noel Crichton-Browne in the position
of President of the Western Australian Liberal Party. He saw the talent of Senator
Crichton-Browne in getting the numbers and that was part of his scheme for maintaining
control over the Liberal Party. If members need further evidence of Crichton-Browne's
role as the lieutenant of the Court faction they should recall the preselection of the now
Premier as the candidate for the seat of Nedlands in 1982. It was a hotly contested
preselection which caused considerable division within the Liberal Party. A person with
considerable talents was passed over in favour of this Premier and I refer to Peter Kyle.
The division which appeared in those days is very much present in the Liberal Party
today, although it is considerably deeper.
In 1991 the member for Nedlands replaced the then Leader of the Opposition, Barry
MacKinnon, as Leader of the Opposition. It took the member for Nedlands two attempts
before he got the numbers. When the Court-Crichton-Browne faction was able to get the
numbers in the Parliamentary Liberal Party the member for Nedlands took over as Leader
of the Opposition. Throughout that period the Court-Crichton-Browne faction was able
to manipulate the numbers in the Liberal Party and that has been the basis of considerable
factional bitterness within the Liberal Party. It is reflected in the fact that the member for
South Perth, who has greater talents than a number of people in the Ministry, was
excluded from the Ministry because of his factional stand in the leadership contest
between Barry MacKinnon and Richard Court.
That bitterness runs very deep. This year again we saw clear evidence of the power
wielded by the Court and Crichton-Browne faction when the Premier's brother, Mr Ken
Court, was given endorsement for the safe Liberal seat of Curtin. That will lead to the
political demise of the incumbent Mr Allan Rocher. The Court faction has clearly been
in control of the WA branch of the Liberal Party, with the assistance and support of
Senator Crichton-Browne. They have played the game very skilfully because Senator
Crichton-Browne has suffered the public odium, whereas the Premier and the Court
family have benefited from the influence it has wielded within the Liberal Party. It is
very clear that the divisions, bitterness, and viciousness of personal attacks between those
factions of the Liberal Party have brought this Government to the point of instability.
The Government needed to find a way of diverting attention and removing the divisions
in the Liberal Party from the front page of the newspaper. A whole series of events has
illustrated the depth of the divisions, bitterness and infighting in the Liberal Party. Two
federal members have lost endorsement by the Liberal Party and another two hung on at
the last minute. In addition, Senator Crichton-Browne has resigned from his position on
the Liberal Party senate ticket.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
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Mr KOBELKE: The member for Wanneroo keeps interjecting, and the level of noise
frm him indicates that he is obviously a key player in the Court/Crichton-Browne
faction. Perhaps some of the things I am saying are home truths.
The people of this State look to the Premier to exercise leadership both within
Government and over his party. However, this Premier is sadly lacking in the exercise of
any leadership. The leader of the Federal Opposition, John Howard, came to Western
Australia and at least he saw the need to try to give that leadership with the internal
problems in the Liberal Party. He did not succeed, but at least lhe tried. What has the
Premier done to resolve these problems? He has done nothing because quite clearly his
faction has the numbers. He is not interested in accommodating the various groups
because he has the numbers and therefore does not feel the need to resolve the matters,
get people on side and have a cohesive party. He can dictate to the party because he has
the numbers. His claim time and time again that he is the leader of the Government and
has no knowledge of the lay party is clearly hypocrisy. He is very much involved in the
power plays in the Liberal Party, yet time and time again when asked questions about
funding in the Liberal Party and the personalities and endorsements, he indicates he has
nothing to do with it. That is almost as good as the phrase repeated often by Senator
Crichton-Browne that he is a humble member of the Liberal Party and cannot exert
influence over things which happen in the Liberal Party. People obviously recognise that
as totally false. Even Senator Crichton-Browne indicates he does not believe it because
he is on the record as saying that Paul Filing was elected last time only because Crichton-
Browne put his numbers behind him. Clearly no-one believes Crichton-Browne's claim
that he does not have any influence over the outcomes.
I made those brief remarks about the turmoil in the Liberal Party because the decisions
made by this Government are attempts to put in place strategies to divert attention from
the problems of the Liberal Party. That is causing huge problems in this State.
Whenever decisions are made to set up a diversionary tactic, no consideration is given to
the cost to be borne by the people of this State. It is simply a matter of covering the
corruption and cracks in the Liberal Party in order to maintain power. The Government
thinks that the amount of money used from the public purse to achieve that is immaterial.
The people of this State will hold this Government accountable. It has a policy of
diversions at any cost. A few weeks ago when the Liberal Party was clearly in turmoil
with the outbreak of factional fighting and the move to de-select sitting candidates, the
Premier rode on the back of the Penny Easton tragedy. When that ran out of legs he went
on with his ill-considered undertaking to establish an inquiry into the Easton affair which
will merely recount the history of the event.
The inquiry has limited terms of reference and there is no indication that matters of
corruption or criminality will be inquired into. The inquiry will cost this State millions of
dollars to determine nothing of great substance to this State, but it may put up a
smokescreen to cover what is happening in the Liberal Party. Wasting taxpayers' money
is of no consequence if it will provide a way of hiding what is going on and the current
turmoil in the Liberal Party. It is happening at a time when the Premier is hiking up taxes
and charges and sacking thousands of government workers, even though the
Government's rhetoric is all about prudent financial management. The Government is
willing to throw away millions of dollars to hide the goings on in the Liberal Party. That
strategy of using the Easton inquiry for that purpose was effective for a few weeks and
then people asked the Premier about his involvement. Of course, the Premier did not
want to answer that question. He seems to be embarrassed. He has something to hide
and will not say what his involvement has been with Penny Easton. He found that public
opinion was running against him on the issue. Again, the problems in the Liberal Party
were returning to the front page of the newspaper and to the television station news
bulletins. The Government searched for somethin~g to take the Liberal Party out of the
news. Thbe Premier is very good at using well rehearsed lines which evade questions, but
he will not answer questions on the Easton issue and that indicates his obvious
involvement with her and his wish to hide it.
The Government looked for another diversionary tactic such as holding another inquiry.
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It realised that the Easton inquiry was not going as well as it had wished and that it would
not achieve what it had hoped for. The Government might then have turned to its other
stand-by of attacking Aboriginal people, in the same way that it did in 1993-94. The
Government launched a totally unprincipled attack on Aboriginal people with regard to
Mabo and land rights. However, it camne undone in the High Court with a 7:0 decision
against it. The Premier put the State two years behind in dealing with the real issues
arising from the Mabo case, so it did not appear to be a good diversionary tactic to use
the Aboriginal people as a scapegoat at this time. What is the next stand-by for the Court
conservative Government to take the heat off itself? The Premier looked at one of the old
ways his dad used, and attacked the unions. The Government set up a diversion by
creating a confrontation with the union movement. How did it do that? It arranged a
shonky deal with its mate, Len Buckeridge. At short notice -

Mr Osborne: It was an open tender.
Mr KOBELKE: When were the tenders called? We asked the Premier and he would not
answer, because there was none. That was a shonky deal to get the Government's mate
Len Buckeridge into an arrangement whereby the Government could set up a fight with
the union on the wharves. This was after two attempts to give Len Buckeridge the
Stateships' stevedoring contract. It appears from all of the information, and we have
asked many questions, that there were two proper tendering processes for Stateships, but,
to and behold, Mr Buckeridge's company was not the lowest tenderer, so in both cases
the tendering process was scrapped. However, that did not stop this Government. It
wanted to give Len Buckeridge something, and that is what it arranged. We will get the
truth of what has happened, and I think we are likely to find that the process was corrupt,
if not in regard to the details, then certainly in regard to what the Government has
attempted to do, which is cause industrial disputation on our wharves for its own narrow
political purposes and for no other end. This Government has awarded to Mr
Buckeridge's company BAAC Pty Ltd a contract for the stevedoring of Stateships, for
the prime purpose of creating industrial disputation on our wharves, and if that costs the
economy of this State millions of dollars, this Government will be held responsible
because it is willing to waste that money in order to hide the problems in the Liberal
Party. I assert that as the facts are dragged out of this Government one by one, it will be
established clearly that that is what this Government is about, and nothing else.
This Government has tried to hide its move with respect to BAAC by talking about the
need for the wharves to be competitive. That is a load of hogwash. There is no truth to
that assertion. It is simply a way of covering up what this Government is all about. I will
give two reasons that the Government's argument does not stand up. If the Government
were interested in creating greater efficiencies on the wharves, it would have continued
the process that has been in place for some time of consulting and working with the work
force and the union, which has already led to huge improvements in productivity. The
Government has not adopted that cooperative approach, because it wants simply to create
confrontation and industrial disputation on our wharves.
The second reason that there is no substance in the claim that the Government wants
greater competitiveness on the wharves is that there was no competitive contracting to
get Mr Buckeridge in there. It was a tricky deal to get him in there. Mr Buckeridge has
no record of being competitive. Mr Buckeridge is all about being monopolistic. He
controls the building industry in this State. He sets the standards by which subcontractors
work. He sets the prices. His hold in the marketplace is so great that he has a clear
monopoly. We would not put in place a person who has a monopoly if we want
competitive trading. Mr Buckeridge's companies do not compete openly and fairly in the
marketplace. Are the stories about standover tactics and bullying rumours: or the truth?
One can go onto almost any building site and, if there is not a supervisor or a camera or
microphone nearby, one can hear from the work force what they think. Mr Buckeridge
has a reputation as a standover merchant. He regularly flouts the law. He has this
Government doing tidy little deals for him so that he can get a competitive advantage
over other people in the marketplace. We see time and time again that this Government
is looking after Mr Buckeridge and Mr Buckeridge is either picking up what this
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Government is giving him or is doing what he likes, totally flouting the laws of this State.
It is utter nonsense to suggest that this person will bring greater competition onto the
wharves.
I turn now to a few instances which illustrate how Mr Buckeridge operates. I refer firstly
to what this Government did for Mr Buckeridge when it allowed him to establish a
concrete batching plant at Neerabup, in the middle of a national park, when the city of
Wanneroo was totally opposed to it, when the State Planning Commission totally rejected
it, and when the report that was prepared for the Minister for Planning by the Town
Planning Appeal Tribunal stated that on planning grounds the Minister could not allow
Mr Buckeridge to put his plant into that location and, secondly, if the Minister did allow
that, it would give him a commercial advantage over four other companies which had
concrete batching plants in the same suburb but were required to locate to the designated
industrial area. However, the Minister for Planning looked after the Government's mate
Mr Buckeridge and allowed him to put his plant in that area when four other major
operators were located according to proper planning principles.
The second example is the transport depot and bitumen plant which Mr Buckeridge's
company built at Hazelmere. That was done without any planning or building approval.
The Shire of Swan received a recommendation from its officers that Mr Buckeridge was
too big and powerful and had so much money that it would cost the Shire of Swan too
much to take him on about the fact that he had not complied with the planning laws
which are administered by the Shire of Swan. However, the councillors were so incensed
that the shire would let this person, and anyone else who was bold and rich enough, get
away with it that they changed that recommendation and have taken Mr Buckeridge to
court. I understand that a preliminary date was set a week or two ago and that the matter
has been listed for hearing at a future date. In this instance, Mr Buckeridge has taken no
account of the planning and building laws within the Shire of Swan.
A similar incident occurred with a plant in Stone Street, Armadale, where a factory
extension, a large materials storage shelter and a concrete pad were laid down, and when
someone told the council that it did not appear to conform to the building requirements,
the inspector went out to look at it, looked through his books, and found that it did not
conform yet had been built without so much as a building application. That demonstrates
that Mr Buckeridge is not about being competitive under the normal rules. He gets an
advantage over everyone else by breaking the rules. This is the person who this
Government says will make the wharves more competitive. That argument does not
stand up to the light of day.
The last example is the residence which Mr Buckeridge is building in Mosman Park. He
obtained a building licence for that residence, but he then set about building the residence
not in conformity with that licence. When the neighbours complained that he had built
the residence too high and had blocked out their view of the river, which to them was
worth a considerable amount of money and was an important benefit of living there, and
went to the council, the council put a stop work order on the building. However, that did
not stop Mr Buckeridge, and the work on the residence continued right through Easter.
The council then put a second stop work order on the building. It was reported back that
he did not take any notice of that either, so the council will now have to take the matter
further through the courts, and the building work is continuing. Someone rang me today
and said that Mr Buckeridge says a lot about the quality of his building products but it is
interesting that none of his building products has gone into his house. I do not know
what that says about his confidence in his building products.
Mr Bloffwitch: Did you have the cameras there?
Mr KOBELKE: I am reporting what was said to me by someone in the building industry
who is obviously interested in this matter. It is pretty difficult to get the people who have
been involved to go on record because Mr Buckeridge uses the approach of threatening
people. Time and time again, he makes it clear to people that he has the wherewithal to
crush anyone who opposes him. Ordinary people who might be in retirement and now
neighbours of Mr Buckeridge have had it made very clear to them that he will take them
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through the courts and that he can afford the lawyers to go to appeal after appeal. If they
do not give in to him and allow him to get away with it, he will bankrupt them. These are
bully-boy, standover tactics. It may keep some people quiet but people will come out
and start saying what they have found in their dealings with Mr Buckeridge.
This is what this Government wants to take place on our wharves. It wants someone of
the calibre of Mr Buckeridge to pull on a fight with the workers on our wharves - the
workers who have increased their productivity and efficiency by a very large amount
over the past few years. We now have productivity on our wharves that can be compared
internationally. They have done that in a cooperative way so that a benefit flows to the
economy of this State and nation. This Government is not interested in having
productive ports. This Government is simply about creating a dispute so that it can hide
what is going on in the Liberal Party. It has done that in a way that appears corrupt in
possibly two ways: First, because it is an abuse of the Government's mandate in order to
set about looking after the Liberal Party by creating such disputes at a cost to the people
of this State; secondly, when we actually get the details of the contract and the method
used, we will find that it was possibly corrupt because proper tendering processes were
not followed - and that is something we will certainly be looking at very closely.
If we find that over the next day or so there is violence on the wharves, this Government
will be responsible for that. The Government has set out to cause industrial disputation,
to create mayhem and news headlines in order to shift the focus from the real problems in
the Liberal Party. If that leads to a cost to commercial activity in this State, to our
exporting industries, again, this Government will be held responsible, because that is
what it has set out to do. In no way in the decisions that the Government has made has it
set out to improve the productivity of our wharves. Any suggestion that it has is hollow,
empty nonsense. Unfortunately what we have in Western Australia at the present time is
government of Western Australia by the Court faction. We have seen through the
proceedings in this Parliament that there is no longer a check on the Government. The
backbenchers of this Government do not query legislation. Today we saw a clear
example of legislation being rammed through this Parliament and shown to be defective.
We will find many such examples over time of legislation being totally defective. That is
because it does not receive proper scrutiny; we are not given time to debate legislation
properly; and the Government's own back bench is very slow in querying decisions. Any
backbencher in this Government wanting to get onto the front bench must toe the line to
the Court/Crichton-Browne faction. We know that people who do not will not make any
progress.
Several members intezjected.
Mr KOBELKE: If members opposite want to interject perhaps they should speak to the
member for South Perth. He will give them some personal information about what
happens. Members opposite who have some ability and who do not kowtow to the
Court/Crichton-Browne faction may find that opportunities for advancement do not exist.
What we have, very much to our misfortune, in this State is government by the
CourtlCrichton-Browne faction for the benefit of the mates of the Liberal Party. While
the people of the State may not know that now - they simply suspect it - with the progress
of time, as more and more nasty little deals are uncovered, they will recognise that that is
what this Government is about: It is without integrity, it is incompetent and it is clothed
in corruption.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Leahy.

House adjourned at 11.44 pm
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT, DEPARTMENT FOR - CHILD ABUSE
Special Project Teamn Report

8. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Community Development:
(1) Has the Minister received a report from the special project team

established to examine the manner in which the Department of
Community Development deals with allegations of child abuse?

(2) If so, when was the report received by the Minister?
(3) If not, when is it expected to be completed?
(4) Will the results of the report be made public?
(5) If not, why not?
Mr NICHOLLS replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Early March.
(3) Not applicable.
(4) A comprehensive outline of changes was made public on 6 April 1995.
(5) Not applicable.

CHILD CARE - COMMONWEALTH-STATE RESPONSIBILITY
37. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Community Development:

(1) Does the State Government have a policy on whether child care should be
a federal, state or a joint federal/state responsibility?

(2) Is it the policy of the State Government that child care should become an
exclusive state responsibility?

(3) Has the State made its position known to the Federal Government?
(4) What representations has the Government made to the Federal

Government on this matter?
Mr NICHOLLS replied:
(1) No.
(2) The State Government is wanting to determine the best options for

Western Australia.
(3) Numerous contacts have been made with the Federal Government and

further options will be explored as is suitable.
(4) To promote reform of child care the State has discussed the possibility that

the State should be responsible for the administration of all children's
services and the Commonwealth be responsible for income support to
parents using child care.

BAIL - JUVENILE OFFENDERS, POLICE RULES
39. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Police:

(1) Do the police rules provide that juveniles charged with an offence will
only be released on bail with the approval of a parent?

(2) How long has this provision been contained in the police rules?
(3) If the police rules are different to what is outlined in (1), what is the

prerequisite to a juvenile being granted bail by the police?
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(4) When were these arrangements introduced?
Mr WIESE replied:
I am advised by the Commissioner of Police as follows -

(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) Amendments to the Bail Act require a "responsible person' to enter into

an undertaking in writing to ensure that the child complies with the bail
undertaking.

(4) Criminal Procedure Amendment Act 1993.

FUEL LEVY - THIRD PARTY INSURANCE PREMIUMS, $50 LEVY
45. Mr TAYLOR to the Treasurer:

In reference to a detailed interview prior to the 1993 state election, in which the
Treasurer stated "We're not going to raise any more money and we're not going
to have a new tax", how do the 4 cent/litre fuel levy and the $50 State
Government Insurance Commission levy fit into the above statement?
Mr COURT replied:
$50 premium increase -
The annual $50 increase on compulsory third party insurance premiums has been
brought in under section 3T of the Motor Vehicle (Third Party Insurance) Act
1943 which stipulates that due account must be taken of any accumulated surplus
or deficit in the third party insurance fund when setting insurance premiums. As
it forms part of the premium and is required to reduce the 30 June 1994 deficit of
$269m, it is not a tax.
4c per litre petrol levy increase -
The extent of the road funding crisis in this State was not apparent to us at the
time I made this statement. Nor were we well placed to predict the real cut backs
in commonwealth specific purpose grants for roads - including the untied road
grants - and financial assistance grants that have occurred since then. When we
came into government we took steps to provide additional funds for roads
including directing all transport trust fund moneys to roads. This meant
redirecting to roads an additional $22m per year from the transport trust fund,
increasing to $43m per year in 1996-97. In addition unlike some other States, we
decided to pass on to roads all $43m per year of untied grants from the
consolidated fund. However, the total additional funds required to meet the crisis,
once the full extent of the crisis had been assessed, could only have been provided
out of the consolidated fund at the expense of essential services such as law and
order, education and health. The decision to increase the levy was taken
reluctantly and only in the light of the extent of the road crisis, the need to
maintain essential services and reduced commonwealth funding.

POLICE - BREAK AND ENTERS; VIOLENT CRIME; CRIMES WITH
FIREARMS; CRIMES WITH WEAPONS; MOTOR VEHICLE THEFTS

241. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Police:
(1) How many incidents of daytime and night-time house break and enters

were recorded during -

(a) 1991-92;
(b) 1992-93;
(c) 1993-94;
(d) 1994-95 to date?
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(2) How many incidents of daytime and night-time business premises break
and enters were recorded during -

(a) 1991-92;
(b) 1992-93;
(c) 1993-94;
(d) 1994-95 to date?

(3) How many incidents of violent crime were recorded during -

(a) 1991-92;
(b) 1992-93;
(c) 1993-94;
(d) 1994-95 to date?

(4) How many incidents of crimes with firearms were recorded during -
(a) 1991-92;
(b) 1992-93;
(c) 1993-94;
(d) 1994-95 to date?

(5) How many incidents of crimes with weapons (other than firearms) were
recorded during -
(a) 1991-92;
(b) 1992-93;
(c) 1993-94;
(d) 1994-95 to date?

(6) How many motor vehicle thefts were recorded during -

(a) 1991-92;
(b) 1992-93;
(c) 1993-94;
(d) 1994-95 to date?

Mr WIESE replied:

(1) Day Night Total
(a) 1991-92 22 186 5 181 27 367
(b) 1992-93 25 077 6 365 31 442
(c) 1993-94 27208 6210 33418
(d) 1994-Feb 1995 # 21 159 4 858 26017

(2) Day Night Total
(a) 1991-92 13425 6341 19766
(b) 1992-93 12701 6487 19188
(c) 1993-94 10915 5982 16897
(d) 1994-Feb 19954 7035 4312 11347

(3) (a) 1991-92 * 3350
(b) 1992-93 * 3986
(c) 1993-94 * 4492
(d) 1994-Feb 1995 #* 3513

(4) (a) 1991-92 203
(b) 1992-93 225
(c) 1993-94 243
(d) 1994-Feb 1995 # 243
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(5) (a) 1991-92 591
(b) 1992-93 872
(c) 1993-94 834
(d) 1994-Feb 1995 # 643

(6) (a) 1991-92 @ 16664
(b) 1992-93 @ 20 098
(c) 1993-94 @ 18510
(d) 1994-Feb 1995 #@ 13 690

Legend - # Data for 1994-95 is for the period 1 July 1994 to 28 February
1995 inclusive.

* Violent crime incorporates the classifications of homicide,
stealing with violence - including robbery and armed hold-
ups - and serious assault as published in the commissioner's
annual reports.

@ Includes attempted theft of vehicles.
FIREARMS ACT - REVIEW

302. Mr CATANIA to the Minster for Police:
(1) Did the Minister for Police state in March 1994 in the Legislative

Assembly that he would investigate and review the Firearms Act 1973 to
discover anomalies?

(2) Did one of the anomalies identified include one that had allowed a gun
from a firearms club to be used for a murder?

(3) Did the Minister state in The West Australian on Monday 20 March 1995
that he was not aware of this loophole and once again promised to review
the Act?

(4) Would the Minister advise if he knew of the loophole and, if not, why not
when he promised to review the Act 12 months ago?

Mr WIESE replied:
(1) Not to my knowledge, however, I have foreshadowed a review of the

Firearms Act over the last 18 months.
(2) Following a number of tragic incidents at the premises of Midland Gun

Mart, I sought advice from the Commissioner of Police and was informed
that there appeared to be a number of irregularities in the operations of the
shooting range associated with the Gun Mart and that a thorough
investigation was being conducted.

(3)-(4)
In a media statement dated 20 March 1995 I stated that during the drafting
of proposed amendments to the Firearms Act the matter of a "loophole"
that would allow an unlicensed person to purchase a firearm had never
been raised.

POLICE - MANPOWER
332. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Police:

(1) Could the Minister provide the actual and authorised strength of each
region in Western Australia for December 1994?

(2) Is the authorised strength of each region determined monthly, quarterly,
yearly etc?

(3) Are the statistics for each region or police station available on each
occasion they are determined?

(4) If not, why not?
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Mr WIESE replied:
I have been advised by the Commissioner of Police as follows -

(1) The actual and authorised strengths of the Police Force - sworn officers -
is recorded for each month. These figures are recorded by portfolio with a
breakdown into components.
Metropolitan Regions

Authorised Actual
Arinadale 62 64
Fremantle 143 144
Inglewood 109 112
Joondalup 129 136
Mandurali 75 78
Midland 101 104
Perth 350 396
Victoria Park 90 92
Only includes number of general duties staff. Does not include figures
from traffic branch, CIR. liquor and gaming, community policing and
other administrative and specialised positions.
Country Regions
Albany 87 86
Broome 86 83
Bunbury 142 141
Geraldton 157 154
Kalgoorlie 166 165
Karratha 139 136
Narrogin 68 68
Northam 107 104
Includes numbers of general duties and traffic branch staff but not
specialised positions such as CIB, liquor and gaming and community
policing.

(2) Region strengths are adjusted on appointment of additional staff as
approved by the establishment control board which meets monthly.

(3) Yes.
(4) Not applicable.

POLICE -LICENSING, VEHICLE INSPECTIONS SERVICES, OUTSOURCING
370. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Police:

(1) Will the Minister advise if-
(a) the Licensing Branch; and
(b) the Vehicle Inspection Branch;
of the Police Department will be-

(i) privatised and sold to private enterprise;
(ii) transferred to the Department of Transport?

(2) If so, when and why?
Mr WIESE replied:
(1) (a)-(b) (i) Substantial functions of police licensing and services are

already outsourved, including payments of motor vehicle
and driver licence renewals to Australia Post and all motor
vehicle inspections in country areas outside major regional
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centres. An assessment is currently being made of the
licensing functions with the view to identifying whether
parts of other operational activities can be outsourced to
improve the efficiency and the standard of service provided
to the community.

(ii) There are no plans to transfer these functions. However, the
member would be aware of the recommendations of the
Select Committee on Road Safety.

(2) See (1) above.

POLICE - DELTA PROGRAM, OFFICERS AND CIVILIANS EMPLOYMENT
Arthur Andersen, Payment

375. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Police:
(1) Could the Minister advise how many -

(a) police officers;
(b) civilians;
employed by the Police Department have been employed -

(i) full time;
(ii) part time
on the Delta review of the Police Force?

(2) Could the Minister advise if the $1.5m due to be paid to the consultants,
Arthur Andersen has been paid?

(3) When will the consultants complete their work?
(4) Have the consultants claimed any additional costs above their contractual

cost of $1.5m?
(5) How many full time staff have/are the consultants used/using on the Delta

review?
Mr WIESE replied:
I am advised by the Commissioner of Police as follows -

(1) The nature and scope of the Delta program is such that the number of
personnel involved at any given time and the degree of involvement
fluctuates depending on the projects being undertaken and the relevant
stage of the projects; for example, research, implementation and
monitoring. Since the commencement of Delta six police officers and five
civilian staff have been engaged at various stages on a full time basis.
Five police officers and five civilian staff have been engaged in what may
be described as "part time". A review and change process of this
magnitude necessitates the involvement, input and awareness of staff
across the entire organisation. The Delta program through a number of
avenues such as reference groups and working parties etc., is gaining this
input and involving as many staff as possible.

(2) The entire $1.5m consultancy fee has not been paid to date. The fee will
be paid in accord with a billing schedule that provides for progressive
payments to be made based on satisfactory completion of agreed work
plans and the attainment of deliverables and outcomes. A portion of the
total fee has been paid.

(3) The consultants engagement will be complete when all the work plans and
individual projects contained within the program have been satisfactorily
completed.
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(4) No additional cost has been claimed for the work which was the subject of
the original agreement.

(5) The number of consultants used on Delta varies in accord with the projects
being undertaken at the particular stage. To date a total of 10 Arthur
Andersen staff have been involved with five personnel being the core full
time component.

WORK CAMPS - LAVERTON
528. Mr BROWN to the Attorney General:

(1) Will the Attorney General provide a detailed breakdown of the recurrent
costs for the Laverton work camp?

(2) Will the Attorney General provide details of conditions of employment for
staff employed at the work camp - including allowances for
accommodation, travel and meals?

(3) What are the social and economic advantages that will be derived by the
Laverton community and local businesses by the establishment of the
work camp?

(4) Will the Attorney General provide an estimate of the number of young
offenders who will be eligible for the work camp "experience"?

(5) Are there any cultural issues that may have an impact on Aboriginal
young offenders at the Laverton work camp?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) The recurrent costs for the Laverton work camp are as follows -

Salaries, wages and allowances 600 000
Other staffing costs 76 500
Services and contracts 22 500
Consumable supplies and materials 255 000
Vehicle lease 18 250
Miscellaneous costs 132 000
Building lease 65 000
Total $1 169250

(2) The conditions of employment for all shift work staff is per the work
camps industrial agreement which took effect from 1 January 1995. The
agreement incorporates within an annualised salary the following - district
allowance; commuted shift allowance; availability allowance; overtime;
camping allowance, and public holidays. Officers are provided with
accommodation and meals during their two week period on shift.

(3) During the development of the work camp contracts for electrical work,
site works, plumbing, equipment hire, road maintenance and consumable
supplies were awarded to local contractors. A local resident has been
employed as a cook and some ongoing contracts have been awarded to
local companies. Detainees will undertake community projects that will
benefit the local community. Selection of these projects will be carried
out by a town committee.

(4) Two offenders have already been sentenced to the work camp and five
others are being assessed. The rate of referral to the camp will be
dependent on the sentencing choices of the respective magistrates and
judges.

(5) The ministry has held consultation with the Aboriginal Justice Advisory
Committee and the committee visited the work camp on 24 April 1995 as
well as with the local Aboriginal community.
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COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT, DEPARTMENT FOR - STAFF STRUCTURE,
POSITIONS LEVEL 8 AND ABOVE

559. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Community Development:
How many positions in the Department for Community Development classified at
level 8 and above -

(a) were included in the structure proposed by the SARIC review of the
department and abandoned by the Minister,

(b) are currently included in the department's staff structure?
Mr NICHOLLS replied:
(a) The SARIC review did not provide any classification levels within the

proposed structure.
(b) Within the Department for Community Development structure there are

currently 16 level 8 and above positions.
NATIVE TITLE LEGISLATION - MEETINGS ATTENDED BY PREMIERS AND

MINISTERS, VIDEOTAPED BY POLICE
561. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Police:

(1) Further to a series of meetings attended by the Premier and Ministers in
regional centres of Western Australia in December 1993 that outlined the
State Government's native title legislation, did any members of the
Western Australian Police Force videotape any of these meetings?

(2) If yes -

(a) which meetings were taped;
(b) for what purpose were they taped;
(c) were the people at the meeting informed they were being

videotaped;
(d) do the tapes still exist and, if not, when were they destroyed?

Mr WIESE replied:
I anm advised by the Commissioner of Police that -
(1) No.
(2)-(5) Not applicable.

POLICE - REGIONS
Numbers; Location; Police Officers

615. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Police:
(1) Will the Minister advise the number of police regions and the location of

each regional office?
(2) Will the Minister advise the police numbers in each region broken up

into -
(a) traffic;
(b) general duties;
(c) Criminal Investigation Bureau;
(d) other sections represented?

Mr WIESE replied:
I have been advised by the Commissioner of Police as follows -

(1) There is a total of 16 police regions, eight metropolitan and eight country.
Each regional office is located at the designated locality.
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Armadale 62
Fremantle 143
Inglewood 109
Joondalup 129
Mandurah 75 +l12co

idland 101 + 9cou
Perth 350
Victoria Park 90
Traffic - Metro based 472
Crime operations staff - Metro based 917

untry traffic positions
ntry traffic positions

*Traffic, Criminal Investigations Branch and other sections are not attached
to any particular regional office, apart from Mandurab and Midland as
shown.
Country Regions

Albany
Broome
Bunbury
Geraidton
Kalgoorlie
Karratha
Narrogin
Northam

Traffic General
Duties

21
13
35
31
33
27
16
23

66
73

106
124
132
III
52
83

CIB Other Total

4
4
8
7

10
6

2

6
5

10
16
8

5

97
95

160
172
191
152
69

113

Note - Above figures do not include police aides, public servants or other support
staff. Regional office staff have been included in the regions' general
duties strength. These are approved strength figures as at 19 April 1995.

MINISTERIAL OFFICES - COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
Budget; Staff

629. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Community Development:

(1) What is the budget for the Minister's ministerial office in -

(a) 1993-94;
(b) 1994-95?

(2) Who is currently employed in that office, at what level and for which
functions?

Mr NICHOLLS replied:
(1) (a) $142 000 operational budget.

(b) $145 000 operational budget.
(2) Principal private secretary

Executive officer
Appointment secretary
Personal assistant
Correspondence officer
Receptionist
Project officer
Research officer

Level 7
Level 5
Level 3
Level 2
Level 2
Level I
Level 7
Level 6

[ASSEMBLY)

Metropolitan Regions -
Armadale, Frenmantle, Inglewood, Joondalup, Mandurali, Midland, Perth
and Victoria Park.
Country Regions -
Albany, Broome, Bunbury, Geraldton, Kalgoorlie, Karratha, Narrogin and
Northam.

(2) Metropolitan Regions*
General Duties
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Press secretary Level 6
Project officer Level 4
Parliamentary liaison officer Level 2

TRAVEL - JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF; DIRECT'OR GENERAL
640. Mr BROWN to the Attorney General:

(1) On how many occasions since the formation of the Ministry of justice has
the Director General travelled interstate or overseas on
ministry/government business?

(2) What was the destination of each trip?
(3) What was the date of each trip?
(4) What was the purpose of each trip?
(5) What was the cost of each trip?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
The member is referred to the quarterly reports tabled in Parliament on interstate
and overseas travel.

FIRE BRIGADE - FREMANTLE, WELSHPOOL, FIRE TRUCKS
DECOMMISSIONED

656. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Emergency Services:
(1) On Thursday, 30 March 1995 in this House did the Minister accuse the

Fire Brigades Union of running a campaign to frighten vulnerable people
in our community by publicising that fire trucks were being
decommissioned in Fremantle and Welshpool, placing lives in these areas
at risk?

(2) Was 4 April 1995 the commencement of the decommissioning period?

(3) Due to a training session at Forrestfleld, was there not a firefighting crew
and pump at Fremantle unless a crew was taken away from another area?

Mr WIESE replied:
(1) Yes. Letterbox pamphlets and media statements with the intention of

frightening vulnerable people in our community have been released by the
secretary of the United Firefighters Union of WA. The contents of these
are false and misleading, for example -
lives will be put in jeopardy;
protection of Bentley and Fremantle Hospitals will be impossible;
impression of permanent removal of fire trucks; and
50 per cent reduction in response to fires in the areas.
The facts are -
At no time has the WA Fire Brigades Board's primary response at
Fremantle and Welshpool or anywhere else been jeopardised. The
WAFBB's long standing mobilising procedures provide for back up
response to all incidents and the community has not and will not be put at
risk. There has only been a temporary reduction of three staff out of 126
per shift in the metropolitan area for the period while station officers
attend a skills enhancement program. There has not been a reduction of
the WAFBB's 24 primary response fire trucks. The 40 support
appliances - which include the Fremantle and Welshpool second pumps -
will reduce to 37, a reduction of three. However, as is indicated, the
winter profile of incidents is reduced by a third on average.
It is staggering that UFU officials who have been orchestrating a
campaign of misinformation about community safety in the Fremantle and
Welshpool areas due to the temporary withdrawal of three firefighters,
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recently directed attendance at a stop work meeting which would have
resulted in half our metropolitan stations being unmanned and others
being undermanned.

(2) No. The temporary withdrawal of secondary response fire trucks and the
station officer skills enhancement program commenced simultaneously on
2 April 1995. As the previously stated facts clearly indicate the minor
staff and appliance reductions, which are negligible, relative to the greatly
reduced winter incidents are clearly justified in view of the benefits which
will flow from the upskilling of all station officers via the skills
enhancement program. This is an example of the forward-looking and
responsible risk management approach being undertaken by WAFBB
management to ensure effective fire service delivery to its customers.

(3) No metropolitan fire station was without a firefighting crew or pump due
to Fremantle attending a training session at Forrestfield. The WAFBB's
long standing mobilising procedures automatically deploy one of its
secondary pumpers and firefighting crews into the vacancies created by
incidents or training requirements.

POLICE - CRIME- STATISTICS, NORTHBRIDGE
663. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Police:

What was the number and category of crime committed in Northbridge -

(a) before midnight;
(b) after midnight?
in -

(i) 1992;
00i 1993;
(iii) 1994;
with Northbridge defined by local council as the area bounded by Stirling Street,
Roe Street, Freeway, Newcastle Street and the Cultural Centre?
Mr WIESE replied:
The Commissioner of Police has provided the following advice -

Summary of Offences Committed in Northbridge
Between 1801-7,400 and 0001 -060D
1992 1993 1994

1801-2400 0001-600 1801-2400 0001-6000 1801-2400 0001-6000
Indecent assault 2 6 3 2 1 1
Sexual assault 0 0 0 0 1 0
Deprivation of liberty 2 0 0 0 2 1
Burglary 56 64 48 30 43 35
Stealing with violence 5 4 5 4 9 9
Serious assault 12 34 20 32 29 42
Assault public officer 3 6 3 7 12 5
Common assault 18 30 31 50 50 69
Stealing 351 140 393 131 316 122
Steal motor vehicle 142 31 170 30 166 53
Steal motor vehicle -
attempt 7 2 14 1 29 6
Fraud 3 1 3 3 1 2
Damage 155 88 197 61 192 84
Arson 1 4 1 1 0 2
Other indictable offences 3 1 1 4 2 2
Other summary offences 8 5 8 11 5 9
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FIRE BRIGADE - BURTON, CHESTER, CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER
APPOINTMENT

666. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Emergency Services:
(1) What was the reason behind the appointment of Chester Burton as the new

chief executive officer for the Western Australian Fire Brigades Board?
(2) Was it because he has extensive experience in promoting workplace

agreements in preference to the award system?
(3) What instruction has been given to the new CEO with regard to workplace

agreements?
(4) Are his instructions, no workplace agreement no start?
Mr WIESE replied:
(l)-(2) Following the retirement of the executive chairman of the Western

Australian Fire Brigades Board, the position was separated through
amendments to the Fire Brigades Act 1942 to create a chief executive
officer and a chairman of the board. The position of the chief executive
officer of the WAFBB was advertised throughout Australia - 27 July
1994 - Public Service notices and 30 July 1994 - The Australian and The
West Australian newspapers, New Zealand and the United Kingdom by
the then Public Service Commission. An independent panel was
established by the then Public Service Commission and consisted of at
least one member who had the relevant expertise in the area of managing a
fire service. Mr Burton was considered by the panel to be the best
candidate for the position and was selected on merit.

(3) None.
(4) Not applicable.

POLICE -LICENSING AND VEHICLE INSPECI1ON CENTRE, KELMSCO IT,
FUTURE

Licensing Centres, Privatisation
669. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Police:

(1) Would the Minister advise if the vehicle inspection and licensing facility
at Kelmscott -

(a) is to be sold to the Royal Automobile Club;
(b) is not to be sold but transferred to the Department of Transport?

(2) If neither of these options is being considered, what is the plan for the
facility?

(3) Are any of the vehicle inspection and licensing facilities in Western
Australia to be privatised, leased etc?

Mr WIESE replied:
(1) (a) No.

(b) There are no plans to transfer this function. However, the member
would be aware of the recommendations of the Select Committee
on Road Safety.

(2)-(3) Substantial functions of police licensing and services are already
outsourced, including payments of motor vehicle and driver licence
renewals to Australia Post and all motor vehicle inspections in country
areas outside major regional centres. An assessment is currently being
made of the licensing functions with the view to identifying whether parts
of other operational activities can be outsourced to improve the efficiency
and the standard of service provided to the community.
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COMMIUNITY DEVELOPMENT, DEPARTMENT FOR - CHILD ABUSE
Allegations; Inquiries

685. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Community Development:
(1) Between 1 July 1994 and 28 February 1995, how many allegations of

child abuse were received by the department?
(2) What percentage of the allegations were investigated within -

(a) two days;
(b) thiree days;
(c) five days;
(d) longer than five days;
from the date of being received?

Mir NICHOLLS replied:
(1) The number of allegations of child maltreatment recorded by the

Department for Community Development during the period 1 July 1994 to
28 February 1995 was 4 48 1.

(2) Of those allegations recorded during the period 1 July 1994 to 28 February
1995 with an outcome, the cumulative percentage of response times in
working days were -
(a) 59 per cent.
(b) 67 per cent.
(c)-(d) 77 per cent.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT, DEPARTMENT FOR - FAMILY HELPLINE
688. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Community Development:

(1) What was the cost of running the Family Helpline between 1 July and 31
December 1994?

(2) How many staff are employed on a -
(a) full time;
(b) part time;
(c) casual;
basis to operate the Family Helpline?

(3) How many calls were received by the Family Helpline between 1 July and
31 December 1994?

(4) How many callers were referred to -
(a) other services provided by the Department for Community

Development;
(b) other government departments;
(c) non-government agencies and counsellors;
for further assistance and advice?

Mr NICHOLLS replied:
(1) Operational costs $11 177 (1 July -31 December 1994)

Salary costs $86 815 (1 July - 31 December 1994)
(2) (a) Three full time FTEs.

(b) Two part time FTEs.
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(c) No-one on a regular basis, however, casual staff are called in to
cover staff on sick leave, to date this has occurred for
approximately 10 shifts.

(3) A total of 2 775 calls were received between 1 July and 31 December
1994.

(4) Active referrals made between I July and 31 December 1994 -

(a) 30 callers were referred to other services provided by the
department.

(b) Nine callers were referred to other government departments.
(c) Seven callers were referred to non-government agencies and

counsellors.
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT, DEPARTMENT FOR - FOSTER CARE

Placements
690. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Community Development:

(1) How many children who have been placed into the care of the Department
for Community Development since 1 July 1994 have been placed with
foster parents within one week of being referred for placement?

(2) How many children have to wait more than -
(a) two weeks;
(b) one month;
(c) two months;
for a placement with a foster parent after being referred for placement?

Mr NICHOLLS replied:
(1) All children who have been placed in the care of the department are

placed in either foster care, group care or with family members on either
an emergency or long term basis.

(2) Not applicable.
FINANCIAL COUNSELLORS - ACCREDITATION PROCESS

691. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Community Development:
(1) When will the accreditation process for financial counsellors be

introduced?
(2) Has the Government supported the view that all financial counsellors

should be accredited?
(3) .What is the cost of the accreditation process?
(4) Has the Government given any consideration to providing funds for non-

government organisations to enable them to meet the cost of the
accreditation process for financial counsellors that they employ?

Mr NICHOLLS replied:
(1) It is the training course on financial counselling that is to be accredited.

The accrediting body is the Social and Community Services Industry
Training and Education Council. The Financial Counsellors Association
of WA has been funded by the Department for Community Development
to develop the financial counselling training course. The association has
developed competency standards and has submitted these to SACSITEC
for endorsement. Edith Cowan University has been selected by the
FCAWA to design and run the course. The commencement date for the
financial counselling course is dependent on the SACS1TEC and Edith
Cowan University timelines.

3857



(2) The Government supports the view that financial counsellors are
recognised by the relevant professional body, which is the Financial
Counsellors Association of WA.

(3) The Department for Community Development provided the Financial
Counsellors Association of WA with a one-off grant of $50 000 to
develop and obtain accreditation for a financial counselling training
course.

(4) There will be no cost to non-government organisations for the
accreditation process as it is the training course that is to be accredited. It
is intended that individuals successfully completing an accredited course
on financial counselling are recognised by the relevant professional body,
the Financial Counsellors Association of WA.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT, DEPARTMENT FOR - YOUNG HOMELESS
ALLOWANCE

701. Mr BROWN to the Mnister for Community Development:
Further to question on notice 406 of 1995, has the Department for Community
Development informed the Department of Social Security that -

(a) the Department for Community Development will not assess a young
person's - under 15 years of age - application for the youth homeless
allowance unless the Department of Social Security has first assessed the
young person as homeless;

(b) the Department of Social Security should not refer any young applicant -
under 15 years of age - to the Department for Community Development
unless that young person has first been assessed by the Department of
Social Security as being homeless?

Mr NICHOLLS replied:
(a) No.
(b) Yes.

POLICE - ABORIGINALS EMPLOYMENT; POLICY
724. Ms WARNOCK to the Minister for Police:

(1) How many people of Aboriginal descent are there in the Western
Australia Police Force?

(2) Where and in what sections are they employed?
(3) Does the police service have a specific policy on Aboriginal employment?
Mr WIESE replied:
I am advised by the Commissioner of Police as follows -

(1) Except for police aides, statistics for members of the Western Australia
Police Force who are of Aboriginal descent are not recorded.

(2) There are 66 police aides employed and they are stationed in the following
locations -
Station Number of Officers
Albany I
Katanning 1
Armadale 2
Broome 3
Derby 3
Fitzroy 3
Kununurra 2
Halls Creek 3
Wyndham 2
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Broome Police & Citizens Youth Club 1
Fremantle regional office I
Fremantle 1
Carnarvon 4
Geraldton 4
Mullewa I
Cue 1
Meekatliarra I
Mt Magnet 1
Wiluna .2
Kalgoorlie 2
Laverton 1
Leonora 2
Esperance 1
Newman 1
Onslow 1
Roeboumne 1
Port Hedland 2
Marble Bar 1
Nullagine 1
South Hedland 2
MidlandI
Moora 1
Narrogin 1
Northiam 2
City 1
Warwick 2
Aboriginal Affairs branch 6

(3) The police service does not have a specific policy on Aboriginal
employment. However, it does have an Aboriginal and Torres Strait
Islander employment strategy incorporating a five year plan on Aboriginal
employment which commenced in 1993. In addition, an Aboriginal and
ethnic recruiting officer has been appointed.

NATIONAL RAIL CORPORATION - MERREDIN, DRIVER POSITIONS
REMOVAL

770. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Minister for Regional Development:
(1) How many locomotive driver positions will be removed from Merredin

when the National Rail Corporation is fully operational?
(2) Is the town of Merredin and its businesses and community fife expected to

be adversely affected by this?
(3) Will staff of any government departments and agencies be relocated from

Northamn to Merredin to replace the locomotive drivers to be removed
from Merredin?

(4) If so -
(a) how many staff will be relocated to Merredin;
(b) which personnel in which departments will be so relocated;,
(c) what is the estimated cost of such relocations;
(d) what is the rationale for such relocations?

Mr COWAN replied:

(1) 20.

(2) The removal of government agency staff has a detrimental effect on any
small regional community. Although there are no exact figures available,
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an occasionally used multiplier for growth is three. That is, used in the
negative, the removal of 20 people from a town the size of Merredin is
likely to have a minimal effect on a population downsizing of at least 60.
The longer term effect is therefore approximately 1.5 per cent of the
town's 4 000 - approximate - population. A population decrease will
adversely affect the businesses and community life in a town which has
already faced population loss through the removal of public sector
employees over the past 15 years.

(3)-(4) The Government is considering the relocation of some public sector
positions from the metropolitan area to regional towns - including
Merredin. The relocation of public sector positions from one region to
another, including from Northam to Merredin, is also under consideration.

VOTING - COMPULSORY
784. Mr McGINTY to the Parliamentary Secretary representing the Minister for

Parliamentary and Electoral Affairs:
(1) Is the Minister currently examining the issue of compulsory voting?
(2) What work on this issue is the Minister doing?
(3) Which groups or individuals will the Minister be meeting with on this

issue?
(4) When does the inister expect to report to Parliament on his findings?
(5) Will a report of the Minister's findings be tabled in Parliament?
(6) If not, why not?
(7) What electoral matters is the Minister currently examining, other than

compulsory voting?
Mr SHAVE replied:
The Mlinister for Parliamentary and Electoral Affairs has provided the following
reply -

(1)-(7) As inister for Parliamentary and Electoral Affairs it is my job to keep a
wide range of electoral matters under constant review. Discussions and
correspondence from time to time are held with a variety of interested
parties. It is also my responsibility to take note of hearings of the
Commission on Government regarding specified matters 15 and 16 which
relate to the electoral system for the Legislative Council and Legislative
Assembly. Their report will be made public. I will consider matters
raised in their eventual report in due course.

SHIPWRECKS - DISCOVERERS, CERTIFICATES OF RECOGNITION
819. Mr PENDAL to the Premier:

(1) In reference. to the recommendations of the Select Committee on Ancient
Shipwrecks -

(a) is it intended to present certificates of recognition to the recipients
named in the report as discoverers;

(b) is it intended to present them in conjunction with the Parliament
or, alternatively, in Geraldton on 4 June, the anniversary of the
siking of the Batavia?

(2) Will the Premier make a full announcement of the Government's
intentions, given the high degree of interest in the matter among the
shipwreck community?

Mr COURT replied:
(1) (a) It has been the intent of Government to present certificates of
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recognition to the recipients named in the report as discoverers.
However, the Minister for the Arts is considering a proposal from
the Batavia Coast Maritime Heritage Association for medals to be
struck for the occasion.

(b) The Minister for the Arts is considering also the Batavia Coast
Maritime Heritage Association's proposal to make the
presentations in Geraldton on 4 June, the anniversary of the
sinking of the Batavia.

(2) I am aware of the high degree of interest in the matter among the
shipwreck community and will make a full announcement of the
Government's intention.

POLICE - ARMADALE REGION, INCREASE BENEFITS
831. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Police:

(1) What quantifiable benefits resulted from the temporary increased police
presence in the Armadale region early in 1995?

(2) Will the Minister consider increasing the number of mobile patrols in this
region?

(3) If not, why not?
(4) How many police officers are appointed to the office of the Gosnells

antitheft squad?
Mr WIESE replied:
(1) The Commissioner of Police has advised that there has been no temporary

increase of police presence in the Armadale region in early 1995. Two
officers from Central Police Station were temporarily transferred to the
Armadale region in August 1994 in order to maintain station strength.
These officers have since returned to Central Police Station.

(2)-(3) Any increase in patrols in the Armadale region is an operational police
matter for consideration by the Commissioner of Police.

(4) Ten.
"WA TRAINING - JANUARY 1995" - PRODUCTION COST

838. Mr GRAHAM to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Education:
(1) What was the cost of production of the document "WA Training - January

1995" Volume 2 No ISSN 1322-1973?
(2) What was the purpose of producing the document?
(3) What was the cost of distribution of the document?
(4) To whom were the copies distributed?
(5) Where was the document printed?
(6) By which company was the document printed?
Mr TUBBY replied:
The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

(1) $3005.
(2) To outline developments and changes occurring in the state training

system with respect to areas including partnerships with industry,
improvements in the system, policy issues and the operations of private
providers.

(3) $242.7 1.
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(4) Government representatives, representatives of industry, including private
providers, media embassies, libraries and other government departments.

(5)-(6) Frank Daniels Pty Ltd. 158 Wellington Street, Perth.
"GRAFFITI NEWS" - PRODUCTION COST

857. br GRAHAM to the Premier:
(1) What was the cost of production of the document "Graffiti News" - Issue

No 8 September-October 1994?
(2) What was the purpose of producing the document?

(3) What was the cost of distribution of the document?
(4) To whom were the copies distributed?
(5) Where was the document printed?

(6) By which company was the document printed?
Mr COURT replied:
(1) Approximately $40.
(2) "Graffiti News" is produced as a means of fostering ongoing interest and

support for community action to address graffiti vandalism and of
maintaining a coordinated approach to the issue. Regular reports are
provided through "Graffiti News" on the activities and achievements of
the graffiti program as well as those of other groups and individuals. The
news sheet provides information on publications, resources and funding
available to school and community groups and recognises the contribution
of volunteers and others to the program.

(3) About 1 200 copies were produced. Seventy-five per cent distributed to
schools through the Education Department mailing system. The
remainder were posted at an approximate cost of $135.

(4) Copies of the document were distributed to schools, local government,
state and federal government organisations, non-government agencies,
community groups, professional associations, volunteers, media groups
and commercial organisations.

(5)-(6) The document was photocopied at the Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet
by graffiti program staff.

POLICE - ARMADALE STATION, VOLUNTEER WORKERS PROGRAM

868. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Minister for Police:
(1) What is the reason for the delayed introduction of the program involving

volunteer workers at Arinadale Police Station?
(2) When will the program now be commenced?
(3) How many volunteer workers have been recruited?

(4) When were they selected?
(5) What was the process of selection?
(6) Will the guidelines for the use of volunteers in public sector agencies be

followed?
(7) If not, in what way will guidelines not be followed?

Mr WIESE replied:
The Commissioner of Police has provided the following advice -

(1) Further research is being undertaken with police in New South Wales in
respect of a similar program introduced in that State. In addition further
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discussions and negotiations are taking place between the Police Service,
the WA Police Union of Workers and the community and public sector
union.

(2) No date has been fixed.
(3) Nil.
(4)-(5) Not applicable.
(6) Yes.
(7) Not applicable.

WARNER, IAN - GOVERNMENT EMPLOYMENT
879. Ms WARNOCK to the Minister for Community Development:

(1) Is Mr Ian Warner being employed by the Government on contract as a
consultant or an adviser?

(2) If so, how much is he being paid?
Mr NICHOLLS replied:
(1) Mr Ian Warner is not employed by the Department for Community

Development on contract or as a consultant.
(2) Not applicable.

HOMESWEST - BUNBURY, ACCOMMODATION STOCK; WAITING LIST
888. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Minister for Housing:

(I) For each category of accommodation provided by Homeswest, will the
Minister advise the number of stock managed by Homeswest in the
Greater Bunbury area - that is, including Eaton, Clifton Park, Australind
and Gelorup - for each month since 1 February 1993?

(2) Will the Minister also advise the number on the waiting list for each
category of accommodation for each of these months?

The answer was tabled.
[See paper No 290.]
WESTERN AUSTRALIAN TOURISM COMMISSION - MARKETING

CAMPAIGN
Private Sector Funding

996. Mr AINSWORTH to the Minister for Tourism:
(1) Will the Minister confirm that the Western Australian Tourism

Commission launched a 1994-95 marketing campaign in which it sought
$5m from the private sector to become part of an overall $12m tourism
promotion budget?

(2) When was the request to the private sector made?
(3) How much money has the private sector committed to this marketing

campaign, so far?
(4) Have private sector tourism operators in regional Western Australia been

unable to gain any commitment from the WA Tourism Commission as to
what portion of the overall campaign budget would be used for the
promotion of regional tourism?

(5) Of the $12m campaign budget, how much is to be used for promoting
regional tourism?

(6) When is the campaign expected to start?
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Mr COURT replied:
(1)

(2)
(3)

The commission launched a 1994-95 marketing plan that detailed a
number of campaigns and strategies totalling $12.4m which included a
contribution of $5.6m from the industry.
July, August and September 1994.
(a) $900 000 committed in cash;
(b) an estimated $1.3m in industry contributions to WATC developed

cooperative campaigns;
(c) an estimated $2. lm in kind support from industry for

familiarisation programs.
(4) One of the primiary strategies for the Western Australian Tourism

Commission in 1994-95 was to focus on the whole of the State and not
just Perth and a few of the major regional centres. This is reflected in the
commission's production of catalogues and campaigns that cover the
entire State.

(5) In line with the key strategy of promoting the whole of the State, the
commission's activities involved the promotion of Western Australia as a
whole.

(6)
POLICE

The campaigns commenced in August 1994.
- DOMESTIC VIOLENCE; RESTRAINING ORDERS; CONFISCATION

POWERS
Special Instructions

1010. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Police:
(1) Further to question on notice 367 of 1995, what are the special instructions

given to police regarding the manner in which they are to approach
reporting of domestic violence?

(2) What are the special instructions when reporting and handling a breach of
a restraining order?

(3) What special instructions have been given to officers in anticipation of the
new confiscation powers given to police in light of changes to the
Firearms Act 1973 in relation to domestic violence?

Mr WIESE replied:
I refer the member to my reply to question on notice 731 of 1995.

POLICE - OFFICERS, TRANSFER TO JUVENILE SQUAD
1012. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Police:

(1) Further to question on notice 340 of 1995, which regions expressed
concern about the transfer of one officer from their staff to the juvenile
squad?

(2) What was the nature of their concern?
Mr WIESE replied:
The Commissioner of Police has provided the following advice -

(1) All regions.
(2) 1 refer the member to question on notice 732 of 1995.

JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - IN-HOUSE MAGAZINE
1031. Mr BROWN to the Attorney General:

(1) Does the Ministry of Justice produce an in-house magazine?
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(2) What is the cost of producing that magazine each year?
(3) How is the total cost of producing the magazine calculated?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Based on the cost of the three editions of the magazine published to date,

the annual cost should come to around $18 000.
(3) Printing, distribution and photographic costs.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - MANN REPORT
Police or Australian Taxation Office Inquiry Reference

1038. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:
Does the Stephen Mann report into the finances of the member for Wanneroo
refer at any stage to police or Australian Taxation Office investigations into the
member's affairs?
Mr COURT replied:
On a Saturday in October 1993 1 called for a personal explanation from the
member for Wanneroo, Wayde Smith, concerning certain of his financial dealings
which in the week previous had been the subject of intense media speculation.
Mr Smith provided that explanation in the formi of a report dated 27 October
1993, prepared by his accountant on his instructions. That report was not paid for
by Government and is not the property of Government. Upon receipt of the report
I was able to ascertain answers to the two critical issues. On the first, the question
of business dealings with Dr Wayne Bradshaw, the report clearly detailed
"business dealings" going back to 1988-89 concerning the loaning of moneys
from Dr Bradshaw to Mr Smith. On that point I suggested to Mr Smith that he
make a clear, unequivocal and public apology in relation to his public statement
that he had not had business dealings with Dr Bradshaw, and Mr Smith did so.
The second matter, that of Mr Smith's ability to service loans of over $Im on a
policeman' s salary was also answered clearly in the report as it contained an
abbreviated source and application of funds for 1987-88, 1988-89 and 1989-90,
the years which covered the period of the growth of Mr Smith's loan liabilities
due to property development activities. Mr Smith's income sources appeared
adequate to service the detailed debts. As these matters were of intense media
interest, I asked Mr Stephen Mann, managing partner of the accounting firm
Bentleys, to access the report and to verify its main conclusions. Mr Mann had
extensive experience with the royal commission of 1990-92 and was deemed
eminently suited to undertake this task. Mr Mann was asked to investigate more
fully matters which had been the subject of an overview in the report by Mr
Smith's accountant.
As with Mr Smith's initial report, the publication of Mr Mann's report would
clearly impinge upon the privacy of some individuals and I have chosen not to
make Mr Mann's report to me public. We have always been cognisant of the fact
that there were many other people involved in the transactions, the subject of
speculation, and we wish to mitigate the invasion of their privacy. As the
member is aware it is not normal practice for members of Parliament to provide
comprehensive details of their private financial dealings to Parliament or to
parliamentary leaders.
In response to Mr Mann's request, a number of documents were provided by Mr
Smith. A number could not be provided because of the passage of time, because
certain transactions were not evidenced by documentation or because they were
the property of third parties. The Smith report which was prepared over a period
of a few days is shown by the Mann report to contain inaccuracies.
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Whether Dr Bradshaw loaned Mr Smith money in 1989 as the Smith report states,
or in 1990 as facts bear out, does not appear to me to be material. The fact is that
Mr Mann found that in April 1990 Mr Smith had a total liability to Custom Credit
of $240 000 in respect of the two units at 15 Courageous Place. Mr Mann does
not indicate that Mr Smith was unable to service his borrowings. M Mann also
found that as at December 1993 Mr Smith had a liability of approximately
$165 000 in mortgages over two properties.
Though Mr Mann found inaccuracies in the Smith report, he has not presented to
me any evidence of illegality or impropriety in those business dealings. The two
reports were referred to the then Commissioner of Police, Brian Bull, with the
agreement of the member. The then Commissioner of Police reported to me in
the following terms -

Dear Mr Court
W S Smith - Financial Report
I have now had the opportunity to examine and consider the confidential
report into the financial affairs of Mr Smith prepared by Mr Steven Mann.
You are aware that Mr Smith resigned from the Police Force in October
1991. At that time he was the subject of an internal disciplinary
investigation. Part of that investigation related to his financial and
business affairs.
His departure from the Force left the investigation incomplete and with no
reason for its continuance.
Having examined the documents kindly provided by you I am able to
advise that there is no new information which warrants reopening or
commencing a fresh police inquiry.
Yours sincerely

And signed by Brian Bull, Commissioner of Police.
What the Australian Taxation Office does or does not do is not the province of
State Government. If the member has any information relating to wrongdoing,
illegality or impropriety by any member of Parliament I suggest he give that
information to the police, the Australian Taxation Office or any other relevant
authority.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - AUSTRALIAN TAXATION OFFICE INQUIRY

1039. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:
(1) In reference to the page one report of the Sunday Times on 7 May 1995

headed "ATO squad probes Smith deals", has the Australian Taxation
Office initiated any audit into the member for Wanneroo's finances?

(2) Were the deals, referred to in this newspaper report, the subject of the
Levy Fowler & Co report to the Premier and the Stephen Mann report to
the report - both of which have been kept secret?

Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1040. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) In reference to the page one report of the Sunday Times of 7 May 1995
headed "ATO squad probes Smith deals", did the member for Wanneroo
informi the Premier that his affairs were being investigated by a special
Australian Taxation Office squad?
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(2) Has the Premier subsequently raised the issue with the member and sought
an explanation?

(3) If so, what was his explanation?
(4) Is his explanation satisfactory?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1041. Mr McGLNTY to the Premier:

In reference to the page one report of the Sunday Times on 7 May 1995 headed
"ATO squad probes Smith deals", will the Premier confirm that there has been no
impropriety in relation to the several property deals, including an Ocean Reef
development partly financed by a $200 000 loan from former Wanneroo mayor
Dr Wayne Bradshaw?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1042. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) Did the Levy, Fowler & Co and Stephen Mann reports examine the
business deals that the member for Wanner-oo was involved in with Mr
Kevin McDonald?

(2) If not, why not?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1043. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) Did the Levy, Fowler & Co or Stephen Mann reports examine a property
deal at Stewart Street, Scarborough, referred to in the Sunday Times report
on 7May 1995?

(2) If not, why not?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT - NO IMPROPRIETY
1044. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) In view of the serious allegations of police investigations of bribery raised
most recently in The West Australian concerning a service station site at
Moolanda Boulevard, Kingsley, and the even more serious allegations of
criminality arising out of the Kyle report, has the Premier independently
taken any action to satisfy himself that there has been no impropriety by
any member of his Government?

(2) If so, what action has he taken?
(3) When did he take it?
(4) If not, why has he not acted to ensure that all members of his Government

are above accusations of impropriety?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.
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WANNEROO CITY COUNCIL - NO NEED FOR JUDICIAL INQUIRY
1045. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Does the Premier still maintain that there is no need for a judicial inquiry
into the allegations of bribery and corruption, first raised by the
independent Kyle report into the activities of the Wanneroo City Council?

Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROIO - FINANCES INQUIRY

1046. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:
(1) In the Premier's own examination of the member for Wanneroo's

finances, did he satisfy himself that the member's tax affairs were in
order?

(2) If not, what action did he take?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1047. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) In reference to the Premier's media statement of 21 December 1993, in
which he says Mr Stephen Mann presented him with no evidence of any
wrongdoing or illegality concerning the financial affairs of the member for
Wanneroo, should the Parliament take this statement to mean that Mr
Mann examined the member's financial dealings, including his tax affairs,
and found them to be in order?

(2) If this is the case, will the Premier explain why the Taxation Office
reportedly initiated an audit?

(3) If it is not the case that Mr Mann examined the member's tax affairs, why
did the Premier limit the scope of Mr Mann's inquiry?

Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1048. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) Will the Premier release the full terms of reference of the report sought
from Levy, Fowler & Co on the financial affairs of the member for
Wanneroo?

(2) Did the Government pay Levy, Fowler & Co for the report?

(3) If so, how much was paid, in total, to the company?
(4) Will the Premier release a copy of the Levy, Fowler & Co report?
(5) If not, why not?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 103 8.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY

1049. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:
(1) In reference to the Premier's claim that the Stephen Mann report gave the

member for Wanneroc a clean bill of health, and a subsequent report in
the Sunday Times on 7 May 1995 that the Australian Taxation Office has
carried out an audit, will the Premier confirm that the member for
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Wanneroo has not sought to amend any tax returns involving either
himself, his wife or any related entity?

(2) Will the Premier explain why his own examination of the member for
Wanneroo's financial affairs failed to uncover these irregularities?

Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - PECUNIARY INTERESTS DECLARATION
1050. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:
(1) Given his detailed knowledge of the member for Wanneroo's finances, has the

member for Wanneroo correctly completed his annual declaration of pecuniary
interests?

(2) If not, why not?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1051. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Were dealings by the member for Wanneroo regarding property at Lot 5, Burns
Beach Road, Wanneroo, dealt with in the report prepared by Levy, Fowler and
Co?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1052. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) Were dealings by the member for Wanneroo regarding property at Lot 5,
Burns Beach Road, Wanneroo, examined by the report on the member for
Wanneroo's finances, prepared for the Government by Mr Stephen Mann?

(2) If so, was Mr Mann's examination of these dealings restricted to the
examination of records held by Levy, Fowler and Co?

Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1053. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

If Mr Mann's examination of the member for Wanneroo's dealings in relation to
Lot 5, Burns Beach Road, Wanneroo, was not restricted to the examination of
records held by Levy, Fowler & Co, what other records, if any, relating to these
dealings were made available to Mr Mann and from what source/s?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1054. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) Did Mr Mann undertake any other steps to investigate the member for
Wanneroo's dealings in relation to property at Lot 5, Burns Beach Road,
Wanneroo?

(2) If so, what were these other steps?
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Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1055. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Did Mr Mann's report identify any inaccuracies in the member for Wanneroo's
previous accounts of his dealings in relation to property at Lot 5, Burns Beach
Road, Wanneroo?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1056. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Was Mr Mann able to verify the accuracy of the member for Wanneroo's account
of his dealings in relation to property at Lot 5, Burns Beach Road, Wanneroo?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1057. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Were any of the member for Wanneroo's dealings in relation to property at Lot 5,
Burns Beach Road, Wanneroo, among those which the Premier described as
unsavoury"?

Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1058. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Will the Premier confirm that his earlier statement to the effect that the member
for Wanneroo had been given a clean bill of health by the Mann report extends to
dealings in relation to the property at Lot 5, Burns Beach Road, Wanneroo?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1059. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Were dealings by the member for Wanneroo regarding property at 21 Courageous
Place, Ocean Reef, dealt with in the report prepared by Levy, Fowler & Co?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1060. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) Were dealings by the member for Wanneroo regarding property at 21
Courageous Place, Ocean Reef, examined by the report on the member's
dealings, prepared for the Government by Mr Stephen Mann?

(2) If so, was Mr Mann's examination of these dealings restricted to the
examination of records held by Levy, Fowler and Co?

Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.
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MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1061.Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

If Mr Mann's examination of the member for Wanneroo's dealings in relation to
property at 21 Courageous Place, Ocean Reef, was not restricted to the
examination of records held by Lecvy, Fowler & Co, what other records, if any,
relating to these dealings were made available to Mr Mann and from what
source/s?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1062. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) Did Mr Mann undertake any other steps to investigate the member for
Wannewoo's dealings in relation to property at 21 Courageous Place,
Ocean Reef?

(2) If so, what were these other steps?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1063. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Did Mr Mann's report identify any inaccuracies in the member for Wanneroo's
previous accounts of his dealings in relation to property at 21 Courageous Place,
Ocean Reef?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1064. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Was Mr Mann able to verify the accuracy of the member for Wannewoo's account
of his dealings in relation to property at 21 Courageous Place, Ocean Reef?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1065. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Were any of the member for Wanneroo's dealings in relation to property at 21
Courageous Place, Ocean Reef among those which the Premier described as
lounsavoury"?

Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1066. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Will the Premier confirm that his earlier statement to the effect that the member
for Wanneroo had been given a clean bill of health by the Mann report extends to
dealings in relation to the property at 21 Courageous Place, Ocean Reef?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
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1067. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:
Were dealings by the member for Wanneroo regarding property at 92 (Lot 1002)
Dorchester Avenue, Warwick, dealt with in the report prepared by Levy, Fowler
& Co?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1068. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) Were dealings by the member for Wanneroo regarding property at 92 (Lot
1002) Dorchester Avenue, Warwick, examined by the report on the
member for Wanneroo' s dealings prepared for the Government by Mr
Stephen Mann?

(2) If so, was Mr Mann's examination of these dealings restricted to the
examination of records held by Levy, Fowler & Co?

Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1069. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

If Mr Mann's examination of the member for Wanneroo's dealings in relation to
property at 92 (Lot 1002) Dorchester Avenue, Warwick, was not restricted to the
examination of records held by Levy, Fowler & Co, what other records, if any,
relating to these dealings were made available to Mr Mann and from what
sourcels?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1070. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) Did Mr Mann undertake any other steps to investigate the member for
Wanneroo's dealings in relation to property at 92 (Lot 1002) Dorchester
Avenue, Warwick?

(2) If so, what were these other steps?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1071. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Did Mr Mann's report identify any inaccuracies in the member for Wanneroo's
previous accounts of his dealings in relation to property at 92 (Lot 1002)
Dorchester Avenue, Warwick?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1072. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Was Mr Mann able to verify the accuracy of the member for Wanneroo's account
of his dealings in relation to property at 92 (Lot 1002) Dorchester Avenue,
Warwick?
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Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1073. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Were any of the member for Wanneroo's dealings in relation to property at 92
(Lot 1002) Dorchester Avenue, Warwick among those which the Premier
described as "unsavoury"?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1074. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Will the Premier confirm that his earlier statement to the effect that the member
for Wanneroo had been given a clean bill of health by the Mann report extends to
dealings in relation to the property at 92 (Lot 1002) Dorchester Avenue,
Warwick?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1075. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Were dealings by the member for Wanneroo regarding property at 9 Weaponess
Road, Scarborough, dealt with in the report prepared by Levy, Fowler & Co?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1076. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) Were dealings by the member for Wanneroo regarding property at 9
Weaponess Road, Scarborough, examined by the report on the member for
Wanneroo's dealings prepared for the Government by Mr Stephen Mann?

(2) If so, was Mr Mann's examination of these dealings restricted to the
examination of records held by Levy, Fowler & Co?

Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1077. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

If Mr Mann's examination of the member for Wanneroo's dealings in relation to
property at 9 Weaponess Road, Scarborough, was not restricted to the
examination of records held by Levy, Fowler & Co, what other records, if any,
relating to these dealings were made available to Mr Mann and from what
source/s?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1078. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) Did Mr Mann undertake any other steps to investigate the member for
Wanneroo's dealings in relation to property at 9 Weaponess Road,
Scarborough?
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(2) If so, what were these other steps?
Mr COURT replied-~
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1079. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Did Mr Mann's report identify any inaccuracies in the member for Wanneroo 's
previous accounts of his dealings in relation to property at 9 Weaponess Road,
Scarborough?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1080. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Was Mr Mann able to verify the accuracy of the member for Wanneroo's account
of his dealings in relation to property at 9 Weaponess Road, Scarborough?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1081. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Were any of the member for Wanneroo's dealings in relation to property at 9
Weaponess Road, Scarborough among those which the Premier described as
Iunsavoury"?

Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNERCO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1082. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Will the Premier confirm that his earlier statement to the effect that the member
for Wanneroo had been given a clean bill of health by the Mann report extends to
dealings in relation to the property at 9 Weaponess Road, Scarborough?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1083. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Were dealings by the member for Wanneroo regarding property at 3 Puritan
Close, Ocean Reef, dealt with in the report prepared by Levy, Fowler & Co?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1084. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) Were dealings by the member for Wanneroo, regarding property at 3
Puritan Close, Ocean Reef, examined by the report on the member for
Wanneroo's finances prepared for the Government by Mr Stephen Mann?

(2) If so, was Mr Mann's examination of these dealings restricted to the
examination of records held by Levy, Fowler & Co?
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Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROG - FINANCES INQUIRY
1085. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

If Mr Mann's examination of the member for Wanneroo's finances in relation to
property at 3 Puritan Close, Ocean Reef, was not restricted to the examination of
records held by Levy, Fowler & Co, what other records, if any, relating to these
dealings were made available to Mr Mann and from what sourre/s?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1086. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) Did Mr Mann undertake any other steps to investigate the member for
Wanneroo's dealings in relation to property at 3 Puritan Close, Ocean
Reef;

(2) If so, what were these other steps?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1087. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Did Mr Mann's report identify any inaccuracies in the member for Wanineroo's
previous accounts of his dealings in relation to property at 3 Puritan Close, Ocean
Reef?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNERGO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1088. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Was Mr Mann able to verify the accuracy of the member for Wanneroo' s account
of his dealings in relation to property at 3 Puritan Close, Ocean Reef?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1089. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Were any of the member for Wanneroo's dealings in relation to property at 3
Puritan Close, Ocean Reef among those which the Premier described as
flunsavoury"?

Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1090. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Will the Premier confirm that his earlier statement to the effect that the member
for Wanneroo had been given a clean bill of health by the Mann report extends to
dealings in relation to the property at 3 Puritan Close, Ocean Reef?
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Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1091. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Were dealings by the member for Wannewoo regarding property at 15 Courageous
Place, Ocean Reef, dealt with in the report prepared by Levy, Fowler & Co?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1092. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) Were dealings by the member for Wanneroc regarding property at 15
Courageous Place, Ocean Reef, examined by the report on the member for
Wanneroo's finances prepared for the Government by Mr Stephen Mann?

(2) If so, was Mr Mann's examination of these dealings restricted to the
examination of records held by Levy, Fowler & Co?

Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1093. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

If Mr Mann's examination of the member for Wanneroo's dealings in relation to
property at 15 Courageous Place, Ocean Reef, was not restricted to the
examination of records held by Levy, Fowler & Go, what other records, if any,
relating to these dealings were made available to Mr Mann and from what
source/s?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1094. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) Did Mr Mann undertake any other steps to investigate the member for
Wanneroo's dealings in relation to property at 15 Courageous Place,
Ocean Reef?

(1) If so, what were these other steps?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1095. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Did Mr Mann's report identify any inaccuracies in the member for Wanneroo's
previous accounts of his dealings in relation to property at 15 Courageous Place,
Ocean Reef?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parlianmentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1096. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Was Mr Mann able to verify the accuracy of the member for Wanneroo's account
of his dealings in relation to property at 15 Courageous Place, Ocean Reef?
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Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY

1097. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:
Were any of the member for Wanneroo's dealings in relation to property at 15
Courageous Place, Ocean Reef among those which the Premier described as
unsavoury"?

Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1098. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Will the Premier confirm that his earlier statement to the effect that the member
for Wanneroo had been given a clean bill of health by the Mann report extends to
dealings in relation to the property at 15 Courageous Place, Ocean Reef?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1099. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Were dealings by the member for Wanneroo regarding property at 15a
Courageous Place, Ocean Reef, dealt with in the report prepared by Levy, Fowler
& Co?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY

1100. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:
(1) Were dealings by the member for Wanneroo regarding property at l~a.

Courageous Place, Ocean Reef, examined by the report on the member for
Wanneroo's finances prepared for the Government by Mr Stephen Mann?

(2) If so, was Mr Mann's examination of these dealings restricted to the
examination of records held by Levy, Fowler & Co?

Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY

1101. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:
If Mr Mann's examination in relation to the member for Wanneroo's dealings in
relation to property at 1 5a Courageous Place, Ocean Reef, was not restricted to
the examination of records held by Levy, Fowler & Co, what other records, if
any, relating to these dealings were made available to Mr Mann and from what
source/s?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY

1102. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:
(1) Did Mr Mann undertake any other steps to investigate the member for

Wanneroo's dealings in relation to property at 15a Courageous Place,
Ocean Reef?
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(2) If so, what were these other steps?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1103. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Did Mr Mann's report identify any inaccuracies in the member for Wanneroo's
previous accounts of his dealings in relation to property at 15a Courageous Place,
Ocean Reef?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1104. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Was Mr Mann able to verify the accuracy of the member for Wanneroo's account
of his dealings in relation to property at 15a Courageous Place, Ocean Reef?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1105. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Were any of the member for Wanneroo's dealings in relation to property at 15a
Courageous Place, Ocean Reef among those which the Premier described as"funsavoury"?

Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1106. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Will the Premier confirm that his earlier statement to the effect that the member
for Wanneroo had been given a clean bill of health by the Mann report extends to
dealings in relation to the property at 15a Courageous Place, Ocean Reef?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROG - FINANCES INQUIRY
1107. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Were dealings by the member for Wannerco regarding property at 15Sb
Courageous Place, Ocean Reef, dealt with in the report prepared by Levy, Fowler
& Co?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1108. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) Were dealings by the member for Wanneroo regarding property at 15b
Courageous Place, Ocean Reef, examined by the report on the member for
Wanneroo's finances prepared for the Government by Mr Stephen Mann?

(2) If so, was Mr Mann's examination of these dealings restricted to the
examination of records held by Levy, Fowler & Co?
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Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1109. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

If Mr Mann's examination of the member for Wanneroo's dealings in relation to
property at 15b Courageous Place, Ocean Reef, was not restricted to the
examination of records held by Levy, Fowler & Co, what other records, if any,
relating to these dealings were made available to Mr Mann and from what
source/s?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1110. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) Did Mr Mann undertake any other steps to investigate the member for
Wanneroo's dealings in relation to property at 15b Courageous Place,
Ocean Reef?

(2) If so, what were these other steps?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1111. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Did Mr Mann's report identify any inaccuracies in the member for Wanneroo's
previous accounts of his dealings in relation to property at 15b Courageous Place,
Ocean Reef?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1112. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Was Mr Mann able to verify the accuracy of the member for Wanneroo's account
of his dealings in relation to property at 15Sb Courageous Place, Ocean Reef?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1113. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Were any of the member for Wanneroo's dealings in relation to property at 15b
Courageous Place, Ocean Reef among those which the Premier described as
ifunsavoury"?

Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1114. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Will the Premier confirm that his earlier statement to the effect that the member
for Wanneroo had been given a clean bill of health by the Mann report extends to
dealings in relation to the property at 15b Courageous Place, Ocean Reef?
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Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1115. Wr McGINTY to the Premier:

Were dealings by the member for Wanneroo, regarding property at 18 Bower
Street, Scarborough, dealt with in the report prepared by Levy, Fowler & Co?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1116. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) Were dealings by the member for Wanneroo regarding property at 18
Bower Street, Scarborough, examined by the report on the member for
Wanneroo's dealings prepared for the Government by Mr Stephen Mann?

(2) If so, was Mr Mann's examination of these dealings restricted to the
examination of records held by Levy, Fowler & Co?

Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1117. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

If Mr Mann's examination of the member for Wanneroo's dealings in relation to
property at 18 Bower Street, Scarborough, was not restricted to the examination
of records held by Levy, Fowler & Co, what other records, if any, relating to these
dealings were made available to Mr Mann and from what source/s?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1118. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) Did Mr Mann undertake any other steps to investigate the member for
Wanneroo's dealings in relation to property at 18 Bower Street,
Scarborough?

(2) If so, what were these other steps?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNFROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1119. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Did Mr Mann's report identify any inaccuracies in the member for Wanneroo's
previous accounts of his dealings in relation to property at 18 Bower Street,
Scarborough?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1120. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Was Mr Mann able to verify the accuracy of the member for Wanneroo's account
of his dealings in relation to property at 18 Bower Street, Scarborough?

3880



[Tuesday, 23 May 1995] 88

Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY

1121. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:
Were any of Mr Smith's dealings in relation to property at 18 Bower Street,
Scarborough among those which the Premier described as "unsavoury"?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY

1122. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:
Can the Premier confirm that his earlier statement to the effect that Mr Smith had
been given a clean bill of health by the Mann report extends to dealings in
relation to the property at 18 Bower Street, Scarborough?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1123. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Were dealings by the member for Wanneroo regarding property at 7 Courageous
Place, Ocean Reef, dealt with in the report prepared by Levy, Fowler and Co?

Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1124. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) Were dealings by the member for Wanneroo, regarding property at 7
Courageous Place, Ocean Reef, examined by the report on Mr Smith's
finances prepared for the Government by Mr Stephen Mann?

(2) If so, was Mr Mann's examination of these dealings restricted to the
examination of records held by Levy, Fowler and Co?

Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY

1125. Mr MCGINTY to the Premier:
If Mr Mann's examination was not restricted to the examination of records held
by Levy, Fowler & Co, what other records, if any, relating to these dealings were
made available to Mr Mann and from what source/s?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY

1126. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:
(a) Did Mr Mann undertake any other steps to investigate Mr Smith's

dealings in relation to property at 7 Courageous Place, Ocean
Reef;

(b) if so, what were these other steps?

3881



Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1127. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Did Mr Mann's report identify any inaccuracies in Mr Smith's previous accounts
of his dealings in relation to property at 7 Courageous Place, Ocean Reef?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1128. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Was Mr Mann able to verify the accuracy of Mr Smith's account of his dealings
in relation to property at 7 Courageous Place, Ocean Reef?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1129. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Were any of Mr Smith's dealings in relation to property at 7 Courageous Place,
Ocean Reef among those which the Premier described as "unsavoury"?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1130. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Will the Premier confirm that his earlier statement to the effect that the member
for Wanneroo had been given a clean bill of health by the Mann report extends to
dealings in relation to the property at 7 Courageous Place, Ocean Reef?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1131. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Were dealings by the member for Wanneroo regarding property at 7a Courageous
Place, Ocean Reef, dealt with in the report prepared by Levy, Fowler and Co.?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1132. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) Were dealings by the member for Wanneroo regarding property at 7a
Courageous Place, Ocean Reef, examined by the report on Mr Smith's
dealings prepared for the Government by Mr Stephen Mann?

(2) If so, was Mr Mann's examination of these dealings restricted to the
examination of records held by Levy, Fowler and Co.?

Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.
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MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1133. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

If Mr Mann's examination was not restricted to the examination of records held
by Levy, Fowler & Co, what other records, if any, relating to these dealings were
made available to Mr Mann and from what source/s?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1134. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(a) Did Mr Mann undertake any other steps to investigate Mr Smith's
dealings in relation to property at 7a Courageous Place, Ocean Reef;

(b) if so, what were these other steps?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1135. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Did Mr Mann's report identify any inaccuracies in the member for Wanneroo's
previous accounts of his dealings in relation to property at 7a Courageous Place,
Ocean Reef?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1136. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Was Mr Mann able to verify the accuracy of the member for Wanneroo's account
of his dealings in relation to property at 7a Courageous Place, Ocean Reef?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1137. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Were any of the member for Wanneroo's dealings in relation to property at 7a
Courageous Place, Ocean Reef among those which the Premier described as
funsavoury"?

Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1138. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Will the Premier confirm that his earlier statement to the effect that the member
for Wanneroo had been given a clean bill of health by the Mann report extends to
dealings in relation to the property at 7a Courageous Place, Ocean Reef?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.
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MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1139. Mr McGIINTY to the Premier:

Were dealings by the member for Wanneroo regarding property at 7b Courageous
Place, Ocean Reef, dealt with in the report prepared by Levy, Fowler & Co?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1140. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) Were dealings by the member for Wanneroo regarding property at 7b
Courageous Place, Ocean Reef, examined by the report on the member for
Wanneroo's finances prepared for the Government by Mr Stephen Mann?

(2) If so, was Mr Mann's examination of these dealings restricted to the
examination of records held by Levy, Fowler & Co?

Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROG - FINANCES INQUIRY
1141. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

If Mr Mann's examination of the member for Wanneroo's dealings in relation to
property at 7b Courageous Place, Ocean Reef, was not restricted to the
examination of records held by Levy, Fowler & Go, what other records, if any,
relating to these dealings were made available to Mr Mann and from what
source/s?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1142. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) Did Mr Mann undertake any other steps to investigate the member for
Wanneroo's dealings in relation to property at 7b Courageous Place,
Ocean Reef?

(2) If so, what were these other steps?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1143. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Did Mr Mann's report identify any inaccuracies in the member for Wanneroo's
previous accounts of his dealings in relation to property at 7b Courageous Place,
Ocean Reef?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1144. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Was Mr Mann able to verify the accuracy of the member for Wanneroo's account
of his dealings in relation to property at 7b Courageous Place, Ocean Reef?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.
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MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1145. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Were any of the member for Wanneroo's dealings in relation to property at 7b
Courageous Place, Ocean Reef among those which the Premier described as
funsavaury"?

Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1146. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Will the Premier confirm that his earlier statement to the effect that the member
for Wanneroo had been given a clean bill of health by the Mann report extends to
dealings in relation to the propert ' at 7b Courageous Place, Ocean Reef?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1147. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Were dealings by the member for Wanneroo regarding property at 54 Ventnor
Avenue, Scarborough, dealt with in the report prepared by Levy, Fowler & Co?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1148. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) Were dealings by the member for Wanneroo regarding property at 54
Ventnor Avenue, Scarborough, examined by the report on the member for
Wanneroo's finances prepared for the Government by Mr Stephen Mann?

(2) If so, was Mr Mann's examination of these dealings restricted to the
examination of records held by Levy, Fowler & Co?

Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1149. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

If Mr Mann's examination of the member for Wanneroo's dealings in relation to
property at 54 Ventnor Avenue, Scarborough, was not restricted to the
examination of records held by Levy, Fowler & Co, what other records, if any,
relating to these dealings were made available to Mr Mann and from what
source/s?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1150. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) Did Mr Mann undertake any- other steps to investigate the member for
Wanneroo's dealings in relation to property at 54 Ventnor Avenue,
Scarborough?

(2) If so, what were these other steps?

3885



3886 [ASSEMBLY]

Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1151. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Did Mr Mann's report identify any inaccuracies in the member for Wanneroo's
previous accounts of his dealings in relation to property at 54 Ventnor Avenue,
Scarborough?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1152. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Was Mr Mann able to verify the accuracy of the member for Wanneroo's account
of his dealings in relation to property at 54 Ventnor Avenue, Scarborough?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1153. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Were any of the member for Wanneroo's dealings in relation to property at 54
Ventnor Avenue, Scarborough among those which the Premier described as
founsavoury'?

Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1154. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Will the Premier confirm that his earlier statement to the effect that the member
for Wanneroo had been given a clean bill of health by the Mann report extends to
dealings in relation to the property at 54 Ventnor Avenue, Scarborough?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1155. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Were dealings by the member for Wanneroo regarding property at Lot 11
Meadowview Drive, Ballajura, dealt with in the report prepared by Levy, Fowler
& Co?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1156. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) Were dealings by the member for Wanneroo regarding property at Lot 11
Meadowview Drive, Ballajura, examined by the report on the member for
Wanneroo's finances prepared for the Government by Mr Stephen Mann?

(2) If so, was Mr Mann's examination of these dealings restricted to the
examination of records held by Levy, Fowler & Co?
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Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1157. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

If Mr Mann's examination of the member for Wanneroo's dealings in relation to
property at Lot 11 Meadowview Drive, Ballajura, was not restricted to the
examination of records held by Levy, Fowler & Co, what other records, if any,
relating to these dealings were made available to Mr Mann and from what
source/s?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1158. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) Did Mr Mann undertake any other steps to investigate the member for
Wanneroo's dealings in relation to property at Lot 11 Meadowview Drive,
Ballajura?

(2) If so, what were these other steps?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1159. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Did Mr Mann's report identify any inaccuracies in the member for Wanneroo' s
previous accounts of his dealings in relation to property at Lot 11I Meadowview
Drive, Ballajura?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1160. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Was Mr Mann able to verify the accuracy of the member for Wanneroo's account
of his dealings in relation to property at Lot I11 Meadowview Drive, Ballajura.?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1161. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Were any of the member for Wanneroo's dealings in relation to property at Lot I11
Meadowview Drive, Bailajura, among those which the Premier described as
flunsavoury"?

Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1162. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Will the Premier confirm that his earlier statement to the effect that the member
for Wanneroo had been given a clean bill of health by the Mann report extends to
dealings in relation to the property at Lot 11I Meadowview Drive, Ballajura?
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Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1163. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Were dealings by the member for Wanneroo regarding property at Lot 12
Meadowview Drive, Ballajura, dealt with in the report prepared by Levy, Fowler
& CO?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1164. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) Were dealings by the member for Wanneroo regarding property at Lot 12
Meadowview Drive, Ballajura, examined by the report on the member for
Wanneroo's dealings prepared for the Government by Mr Stephen Mann?

(2) If so, was Mr Mann's examination of these dealings restricted to the
examination of records held by Levy, Fowler & CD?

Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNFROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1165. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

If Mr Mann's examination of the member for Wanneroo's dealings in relation to
property at Lot 12 Meadowview Drive, Ballajura, was not restricted to the
examination of records held by Letvy, Fowler & Co, what other records, if any,
relating to these dealings were made available to Mr Mann and from what
source/s?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROG - FINANCES INQUIRY
1166. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) Did Mr Mann undertake any other steps to investigate the member for
Wanneroo's dealings in relation to property at Lot 12 Meadowview Drive,
Baliajura?

(2) If so, what were these other steps?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1167. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Did Mr Mann's report identify any inaccuracies in the member for Wanneroo's
previous accounts of his dealings in relation to property at Lot 12 Meadowview
Drive, Ballajura?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.
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MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1168. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Was Mr Mann able to verify the accuracy of the member for Wanneroo's account
of his dealings in relation to property at Lot 12 Meadowview Drive, Ballajura?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1169. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Were any of the member for Wanneroo's dealings in relation to property at Lot 12
Meadowview Drive, Ballajura among those which the Premier described as
eunsavoury"?

Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1170. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Will the Premier confirm that his earlier statement to the effect that the member
for Wanneroo had been given a clean bill of health by the Mann report extends to
dealings in relation to the property at Lot 12 Meadowview Drive, Ballajura?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1171. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Were dealings by the member for Wanneroo regarding property at 36 Drabble
Road, Scarborough, dealt with in the report prepared by Levy, Fowler & Co?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1172. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) Were dealings by the member for Wanneroo regarding property at 36
Drabble Road, Scarborough, examined by the report on the member for
Wanneroo's finances prepared for the Government by Mr Stephen Mann?

(2) If so, was Mr Mann's examination of these dealings restricted to the
examination of records held by Levy, Fowler & Co?

Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1173. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

If Mr Mann's examination of the member for Wanneroo's dealings in relation to
property at 36 Drabble Road, Scarborough, was not restricted to the exarnination
of records held by Levy, Fowler & Co, what other records, if any, relating to these
dealings were made available to Mr Mann and from what source/s?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.
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MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1174. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) Did Mr Mann undertake any other steps to investigate the member for
Wanneroo's dealings in relation to property at 36 Drabble Road,
Scarborough?

(2) If so, what were these other steps?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROG - FINANCES INQUIRY
1181. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

If Mr Mann's examination of the member for Wanneroo's dealings in relation to
property at 11 Scalby Street, Scarborough, was not restricted to the examination
of records held by Levy, Fowler & Co, what other records, if any, relating to these
dealings were made available to Mr Mann and from what source/s?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1182. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

(1) Did Mr Mann undertake any other steps to investigate the member for
Wanneroo's dealings in relation to property at I1I Scalby Street,
Scarborough?

(2) If so, what were these other steps?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1183. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Did Mr Mann's report identify any inaccuracies in the member for Wanneroo's
previous accounts of his dealings in relation to property at 11I Scalby Street,
Scarborough?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1184. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Was Mr Mann able to verify the accuracy of the member for Wanneroo's account
of his dealings in relation to property at 11 Scalby Street, Scarborough?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1185. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Were any of the member for Wanneroo's dealings in relation to property at 11I
Scalby Street, Scarborough, among those which the Premier described as
tounsavoury' t?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.
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MEMBER FOR WANNEROO - FINANCES INQUIRY
1186. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Will the Premier confirm that his earlier statement to the effect that the member
for Wanneroo had been given a clean bill of health by the Mann report extends to
dealings in relation to the property at 11 Scalby Street, Scarborough?
Mr COURT replied:
I refer the member to my answer to parliamentary question 1038.

COURTS - ORDERS ON INFORMATION MADE PUBLIC
1230. Mr BROWN to the Attorney General:

(1) Have orders recently been issued to court staff on the type of information
court officers may release to the public?

(2) When were such orders issued?
(3) Why were such orders issued?
(4) Are these orders publicly available?
(5) If not, why not?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Most recently on 5 April 1995.
(3) To reinforce previous instructions given in respect of the release of

information to the public pursuant to section 148 of the Justices Act.
(4)-(5) These instructions are internal staff orders and, as such, are not available

publicly. However, staff communicate the content when required.
MAINSTREET PROJECT - STATUS

1234. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Commerce and Trade:
(1) As of March 1995, what was the status of "Project Mainstreet"?
(2) Specifically, what is the agenda for works for 1995?
(3) What progress has been made on each of these works?
Mr COWAN replied:
(1) Albany, Manjimup, York and Boulder have been funded for two years

totalling $50 000 each to employ a coordinator. Broome and Collie have
received first year funding of $30 000 each. Collie has employed a
coordinator and Broome is currently undertaking this process. Subiaco
received a one-off grant of $20 000 to employ a coordinator who ceased in
November 1994. The committee is currently carrying out Mainstreet
activities. Camnarvon and Northam have submitted for funding and are
still under review.

(2) It is anticipated that Carnarvon and Northam will be funded in the
immediate future after further public consultation and preparation of work
plans. Work plans involve gathering ideas from the community about the
physical environment and business development of the town's CBD.
Merredin, Pinjarra, Katanning, Busselton and Donnybrook are currently
undertaking the processes to commence a Mainstreet program.

(3) Merredin - information days held. Working groups and a steering
committee formed to process an application for Mainstreet funding.
Pinjarra - steering committee and working groups formed. Series of
workshops and information days held. Preparing to submit for Mainstreet
funding in the near future.
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Katanning - meetings with key stakeholders held. Progress under way to
establish committees.
Busselton and Donnybrook have undertaken workshops and are
progressing work plans.
TRAVENCORE, PTY LTD - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT

1238. Mrs HENDERSON to the Deputy Premier:
(1) With reference to the contract let to Travercare Pty Ltd for $21 393 for

small business sector research, what research was conducted by
Travercare under this contract?

(2) Is the research now complete?
(3) Will the results of the research be released to the public?
Mr COWAN replied:
(1) 1 assume the member is referring to a company called Travencore Pty Ltd.

Travencore Pty Ltd was contracted to conduct research on a range of
issues for the Small Business Development Corporation while the senior
research officer was on long service leave. The projects included -

Women in small business in regional areas
Small business opinion survey
Evaluation of services of the Small Business Development
Corporation
Review of the franchising code of practice
Opinion of milk vendors to proposed changes in the dairy industry.

(2) All research projects are now complete.
(3) Some of this research has been released to the public. Other results have

been used in the policy operations of the Small Business Development
Corporation.

SOUTH WEST GROUP - GOVERNMENT CONTRACT
1249. Mrs HENDERSON to the Deputy Premier:

(1) With reference to the contract let to South-West Group for Community
Consultation during the period October 1994-November 1994 for $4 100,
what was the purpose of the community consultation?

(2) Who was consulted?
(3) What was the outcome of the community consultation?
(4) When will the results of this study be released?
Mr COWAN replied:
(1) The purpose of the community consultations was to inform and obtain

feedback from the public in relation to a joint government/industry
proposal involving the relocation of the three existing metropolitan
aqueous woolwashers to Kwinana.

(2) Community groups and the general public in the RockinghamlKwinana
area were consulted through meetings and media releases.

(3) The community consultations resulted in substantial feedback being
obtained f-rm the local community which is being incorporated into the
planning process.

(4) Public release of the study findings is not appropriate at this stage as the
study is ongoing. If the member wants a copy, I am prepared to provide
her with a summary of the report when the second stage of the study, now
under way, is complete. This second stage is expected to be finished by
the end of June 1995.
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TRAINING, DEPARTMENT OF - TRAINING REFORMS
English Language and Literacy Competencies Included in Training Programs

1253. Mrs ROBERTS to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Employment
and Training:
What steps has the State Government taken to implement training reforms to
increase incorporation of English language and literacy competencies with all
training programs?
Mr TUBBY replied:
The Minister for Employment and Training has provided the following reply -

The Department of Training, under the auspices of the Ministerial Council for
Employment, Education, Training and Youth Affairs is implementing the national
collaborative adult English language and literacy strategy. A state
implementation group, convened by the adult literacy services bureau, has drafted
a state implementation plan which includes strategies to incorporate language and
literacy competencies into vocational training and community education
programs.

TRAINING, DEPARTMENT OF - TRAINING REFORMS
Best Practice and Quality Assurance Systems Inclusive of Cultural Diversity

1256. Mrs ROBERTS to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Employment
and Training:
What steps has the State Government taken to implement training reforms to
ensure that best practice and quality assurance systems developed are inclusive
and recognise and respond to cultural diversity?
Mr TUBBY replied:
The Minister for Employment and Training has provided the following reply -

A discussion paper which describes the key elements of the proposed framework
for a quality system for vocational education and training in Western Australia
has been distributed to a broad range of interest groups. Written submissions
have been invited. In addition, the Department of Training will conduct a number
of forums in the metropolitan and regional areas to obtain feedback from all
interest groups.

TRAINING, DEPARTMENT OF - MIGRANTS OF NON-ENGLISH SPEAKING
BACKGROUND, EMPLOYMENT PROSPECTS LIAISON

1257. Mrs ROBERTS to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Employment
and Training:
(1) Does the Department of Training liaise with the regional migrant liaison

officers employed by the Department of Employment, Education and
Training to improve employment prospects for migrants of non-English
spealking background?

(2) What form does this liaison take?
Mr TUBBY replied:
The Minister for Employment and Training has provided the following reply -
(1) Yes.
(2) The Department of Training through its network of community based

projects is in regular contact with DEET's MLOs. The working
relationship is particularly strong as three of the MLOs were previously
employed by community based projects funded by this department.
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LAWRENCE, BRIAN - A'ITORNEY GENERAL, MEETING
1264. Mr BROWN to the Attorney General:

(1) Has the Attorney General met with Mr Brian Lawrence, the head of the
Ministry of Justice intelligence unit?

(2) If so -
(a) did the Attorney General know at the time of the meeting that Mr

Lawrence was the person liaising between former prisoner and
Wanneroo councillor, Mr David King and the police;

(b) was the meeting recorded?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Mr Lawrence has not had cause to meet with the Attorney General since

his liaison role in this matter commenced.
PATIENTS' ASSISTED TRAVEL SCHEME - PERTH-KARRATHA ANSElTP

CONTRACTr
1282. Mr RIEBELING to the Minister for Health:

(1) Due to a Government deal with Ansett, must patients travelling to Perth
from Karratha pay standard rates of $730 return when reduced fares as
low as $279 return are available?

(2) If not, how many patients travelled at the reduced rate in the past 12
months?

(3) How many patients travelled from Perth to Karratha on standard rate over
the past 12 months?

(4) What was the total cost of air travel for patients travelling from Perth to
Karratha in 1991, 1992, 1993, and 1994?

(5) What is the duration of the contract that Ansett has with the Government
to trasport patients from Karratha?

Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) No, the policy states that the best fare of the day must be offered and this

is complied with. Further reduced fares are provided when the patient's
definite return date of travel is known.

(2)-(3) Information not available.
(4) 1991-92 $409676.00

1992-93 $379 830.00
1993-94 471 122.00
1994-April 1995 $328 621.81

(5) Three years - 17 April 1994 to 17 April 1997.

CONFEDERATE ACTION PARTY - CH-ARGES; AMMUNITION SEIZURE

1284. Mr RIEBELING to the Minister for Police:

(1) With reference to charges against members of the Confederate Action
Party in Geraldton, what was the quantity of ammunition seized?

(2) What was the quantity of firearms seized?
(3) How many of the CAP members have been charged by the police?

Mr WIESE replied:
The Commissioner of Police has provided the following advice -
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(1) 51 rounds.
(2) 1 air rifle.
(3) 2.

RIGHT WING EXTREMIST GROUPS - IDENTIFICATION
1285. Mr RIEBELING to the Minister for Police:

(1) What action has the Minister taken to identify right wing extremists
groups in West Australia?

(2) What action is the Minister taking to prohibit the granting of firearms
licences to members of these extremist groups?

Mr WIESE replied:
(1) As Minister for Police I do not have any legislative powers nor do I

believe it is my role to identify any such groups. From a police
operational point of view, the Commissioner of Police has advised that
such information cannot be provided on the basis of operational security.

(2) The Commissioner of Police advises that all persons being granted a
firearm licence must satisfy the requirements of section 11I of the Firearms
Act.

WESTERN POWER - ALINTAGAS OR SEC WA
Staff Reductions, Bunbwry Power Station, Muja Power Station, Picton Junction

1294. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Minister for Energy:
(1) Has AlintaGas or Western Power or the State Energy Commission of

Western Australia reduced the number of its staff or employees at -
(a) Bunbury power station;
(b) Muja power station;
(c) Picton Junction,
since 1 July 1994?

(2) If yes, what jobs and number of employees were involved?
(3) Are any further reductions in staff or employee numbers contemplated in -

(a) 1995-96;
(b) 1996-97;
(c) 1997-98;
(d) 1998-99;
(e) 1999-2000?

(4) If yes to (3) above, what numbers and categories of jobs are involved?
Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:
(1) (a) Western Power - yes. Not applicable to AlintaGas.

(b) Western Power - yes. Not applicable to AlintaGas.
(c) Western Power/AlintaGas - no.

(2) Bunbury power station staff reductions since 1 July 1994 - 11.
Trades 3
Non trades 4
Operators 4
Muja power station staff reductions since 1 July 1994 - 33.
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Trades 3
Non trades 11
Operators 15
Technical/supervisory 4

(3) Bunbury power station - no
Muja power station - yes.
Picton Junction - no major changes are anticipated at present. Volume of
work and jobs will be reviewed periodically. No reduction in employee
numbers are envisaged at this time for AlintaGas.

(4) Strategic automation of Muja power station is expected to bring about a
reduction of approximately 40 positions in the operations area in 1999-
2000.
Bunbury power station - Not applicable.
Picton Junction - Not applicable.

HOSPITALS - BUNBURY REGIONAL, NEW
Dockrill, Len, Contract

1298. Mr D.L. SMITH to the Minister for Health:
(1) When did the Government or any of its committees or agencies award a

contract to Mr Len Dockrill or any of his connected businesses for work
relating to the new hospital project at Bunbury?

(2) On how many days since then has -
(a) Mr Dockrill;
(b) any of his staff;,
been in Bunbury?

(3) What is the total of payments made under these contracts up to 1 May
1995?

Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) 23 January 1995.
(2) (a) 10 days in Bunbury; negotiations in Perth have been undertaken in

addition to these days.
(b) Nil.

(3) $24000.

TRAINING, DEPARTMENT OF - TRAINING REFORMS
Non-English Speaking Background Clients

1326. Mrs ROBERTS to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Employment
and Training:
What steps has the State Government taken in implementing training reforms to
ensure that data collection systems give a better picture of non-English speaking
background client participation and outcomes is obtained?
Mr TUBBY replied:
The Minister for Employment and Training has provided the following reply -

The Department of Training has implemented the Australian vocational education
and training management information statistical standard so that from the
beginning of 1995 all public sector vocational education and training providers in
Western Australia ask students at the point of enrolment to indicate if they speak
a language other than English at home. This allows comparison between this
population and the population at large in terms of outcomes and participation.
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HEALTHWAY - FUNDING, CONFLICT OF INTEREST
1349. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Health:

(1) Further to the answer to question on notice 548 of 1995, would there be a
conflict of interest if Healthway was represented on a working party of
any type and then it were asked for funds to support recommendations of
the group?

(2) Would such a -

(a) request;
(b) decision to support;
be in breach of the Tobacco Control Act 1990?

Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) No. All decisions about funding are made by the board of Healthway

based upon recommendations from its expert advisory committees.
Healthway's code of conduct for board, committee members and staff
includes a policy which ensures that those who may have a conflict of
interest are unable to influence decisions.

(2) No.
HEALTH DEPARTMENT - FREMANTLE HEALTH SERVICE

Cervical Screening Project
1355. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Health:

(1) Was the Fremantle Health Service cervical screening project a successful
pilot project?

(2) Was it intended that if successful, the cervical screening service would
extend to Armadale/Kelmscott and 'RockinghamfKwinana Health
Services?

(3) Was the Fremantle project successful in reaching unscreened and
underscreened women?

(4) How many women were given information about cervical smears?
(5) Over what period of time?
(6) How many women were screened?
(7) Was any staff especially trained for the project - who, and what training?
(8) What was the pilot project cost?
(9) What would be the predicted cost of the extension to the two other

services?
(10) Was this funding granted?
(11) If not, why not, and what criteria were used to deny funding?
(12) Does the Government plan to conduct any kind of program in the

ArmadalefKelmscott and RockinghanilKwinana regions to ensure tha
unscreened, underscreened and other at risk women are screened for
cervical cancer?

(13) If not, why not?
(14) Have any other cervical screening programs been funded?
(15) Where and at what cost?
Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) No. The pilot project was not cost effective.
(2) Yes.
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(3) No. The project evaluation report identified that only 139 women had a
pap smear.

(4) 1 020.
(5) 6 months.
(6) 139.
(7) Yes, two ethnic liaison officers and an Aboriginal outreach worker were

given specific information about cervical cancer screening issues.

(8) $52921.
(9) A submission was received from South Metropolitan Health Authority for

$63 765.40.
(10) No.
(11) The pilot project was not considered to be cost effective. The criteria

included success of the pilot project in meeting its objectives; cost
effectiveness; inability to identify the numbers of women who presented
to GPs for screening; inability to demonstrate that consultation had taken
place with GPs in the other two service areas; and the lack of a
comprehensive final evaluation report.

(12) Yes.
(13) Not applicable.
(14) Yes.
(15) Great Southern Health Region $29 330

East Metropolitan Health Authority $60 950
Royal Perth Hospital $30 000
Central Health Authority $147 105
Western Health Authority $32 383
Lower North Metropolitan Health Authority $34931
Family Planning Association $8 500

PASTORAL LEASES - MULGA DOWNS STATION

1363. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Labour Relations:

(1) Who was the employer of the Aboriginal work force at Mulga Downs
station during the 1950s and 1960s?

(2) Who owned or leased the station?
(3) Who paid the work force?
(4) Was payment in cash?
(5) If not, how were people paid for their work?

(6) Did the employees carry workers' compensation insurance?
(7) Who were the insurers?

(8) How many people who worked at Mulga Downs have been diagnosed as
having an asbestos related disease?

(9) How many have been compensated?
(10) How many have died of asbestos related diseases?
Mr KIERATH replied:
(l)-(10)It is not possible from the information provided in the question to identify

from the records of either WorkCover or the Department of Productivity
and Labour Relations, the name of the employer at Mulga Downs Station
during the 1950s and 1960s. Even if more detailed information is
provided, it is unlikely that it would be possible to answer all of questions
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SELECT COMMITTEE ON METROPOLITAN DEVELOPMENT AND GROUND
WATER SUPPLIES - REPORT, LOCAL GOVERNMENT CONSULTATIONS

1373. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Planning:
In preparing the Government's response to the report of the Select Committee on
Metropolitan Development and Groundwater Supplies, which local government
authorities did the Government consult and over what period did such
consultations take place with each particular local government authority?
Mr LEWIS replied:
All metropolitan local authorities which are affected by current ground water
mound boundaries were invited to put submissions into the process 'which
determined the Government's response. The consultations occurred during
February and March 1995.

DOCTORS - OFFENCES AGAINST WOMEN PATIENTS, CHARGES
1376. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Health:

(1) Are any doctors who have been charged with offences against women
patients continuing to practice?

(2) If so, are there any conditions governing their day-to-day work?
(3) If there are no conditions, why not?
Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) No.
(3) The Medical Board of Western Australia has not concluded its

investigations.
GROUND WATER - INTERNATIONAL CONFERENCE

1378. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Planning:
(1) Which government departments and agencies are involved in hosting the

major international conference on ground water, which the Minister has
envisaged will take place at the end of 1996?

(2) Will funding sought for this conference be in the forthcoming State
Budget, and if so, through which agency or agencies?

(3) Will the organisation of the conference be handled directly by a state
government department or agency or is the matter to be contracted out to a
conference consultant?

(4) Has a consultant been appointed or approached to take on the role of
organising this international conference on ground water?

(5) Is it proposed to advertise for expressions of interest or tenders for a
consultant to take on the role of organising this international conference
on ground water?

Mr LEWIS replied:
(1)-(5) The hosting of an international conference is a complex affair. It is too

early to comment on the details that are sought in these questions. The
issue will be addressed as a priority by the proposed senior officers group.

SELECT COMMITTEE ON METROPOLITAN DEVELOPMENT AND GROUND
WATER SUPPLIES - RECOMMENDATIONS, RESPONSE GROUP

1379. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Planning:
(1) Has a senior officers group been formed in response to recommendations

of the Select Committee on Metropolitan Development and Groundwater
Supplies?
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(2) If so, when did this senior officers group first meet?

(3) How many meetings have been held of the senior officers group?

(4) Who are the officers who are participating in this group?

(5) Is the senior officers group to meet on a regular basis, and if so, are the
meetings scheduled on a monthly basis or what particular period between
meetings?

(6) What is the envisaged life of the senior officers group before they have
completed the tasks set them?

(7) What are the specific tasks or objectives or terms of reference that have
been set for this senior officers group?

(8) How far advanced is the senior officers group in developing an interim
strategy for dealing with developments on the mounds?

(9) When will this interim strategy be available and is it intended that it be
made public?

Mr LEWIS replied:

(1)-(9) The senior officers group to implement the Government's response on the
Select Committee on Metropolitan Development on Groundwater
Supplies will be formed to report to the infrastructure committee of the
Western Australian Planning Commission. The infrastructure committee
met for the first time on Wednesday, 17 May 1995 and endorsed the
membership of the group. The group will meet in the near future.

HEALTH DEPARTMENT - HEALTH REFORMS IMPLEMENTATION TEAM

1385. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:

(1) Has the Minister set up a government health reforms implementation
team?

(2) Is yes, what is the role of the team?

(3) What will be the relationship between the team and local health service
managers?

(4) Will the team be given its own budget?

(5) If yes, how much has been allocated to it to undertake its work?

Mr KIERATH replied:

(1) No. The former Commissioner of Health set up the team, an action I
endorsed.

(2) To assist the commissioner with the coordination of the planning and
implementation of the health sector reforms.

(3) The team will advise and assist local health service managers where
required.

(4) No.
(5) Not applicable.

WESFARMERS CSBP PLANT, KWINANA - INCINERATOR FAN INCIDENT

1389. Mrs HENDERSON to the Minister for Labour Relations:

In reference to the recent explosion in an incinerator at the Wesfarmers CSBP
plant in Kwinana in which a fan exploded -

(a) have inspectors from the Department of Occupational Health, Safety and
Welfare conducted an inspection as a result of this explosion;

(b) have iniprovement/prohibitiori notices been issued as a result of this
incident?
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Mr KIERATH replied:
(a) No.
(b) No, since no inspection was undertaken.

WESFARMERS CSBP PLANT, KWINANA - SULPHUR ON ROAD INCIDENT
1390. Mrs HENDERSON to the Minister for Labour Relations:

In reference to the recent incident at the Wesfarmers CSBP Plant in Kwinana in
which a bus transporting workers out of the plant caught fur as it travelled over a
section of roadway where substantial quantities of sulphur had accumulated -

(a) has an inspector from the Department of Occupational Health, Safety and
Welfare investigated this incident;

(b) what action or recommendations has the inspector made;
(c) has action now been taken to ensure that this sort of incident cannot occur

again;
(d) what action has been taken?
Mr KIERATH replied:
(a) Yes.
(b) An improvement notice was issued on 2 May 1995.
(c) Yes.
(d) The roadway will be swept clean by the company should any spillage

occur and an alternative route is now used to transport workers during
periods of sulphur unloading.

WESFARMERS CSBP PLANT, KWINANA - SULPHUR ON ROAD INCID)ENT
1391. Mrs HENDERSON to the Minister for Labour Relations:

In reference to the accumulation of sulphur on the roadway near the entrance to
the sulphur pit at the Wesfarmers CSBP plant at Kwinana -

(a) have there been incidents in which employees' cars have caught fire as a
result of travelling over this section of roadway;

(b) is ammonium nitrate stored in bags on site;
(c) is there a danger of explosion from the combination of sulphur on the

roadway, ammonium nitrate and vehicles travelling that could catch fire,
as has already occurred;

(d) have inspectors from the Department of Occupational Health, Safety and
Welfare investigated this potentially explosive situation;

(e) if not, will the Minister direct that they prepare a report on the dangers of
this situation;

(f) if yes, what recommendations has DOHSWA made with regard to this
situation?

Mr KIERATH replied:
(a)-(b) Yes.
(c) Provided procedures now in place are followed this will not occur.
(d) No.
(e) The situation will be investigated by DOHSWA inspectors.
(f) On completion of the investigation the recommendations will be provided

to the member.
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MEDICAL BOARD OF WA - ACCOMMODATION, COST
1419. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:

(1) In reference to questions on notice 225 and 983 of 1995, what
remuneration arrangement does the Western Australian Medical Board
have in its "utilisation of private offices and furnishings"?

(2) What is the cost of the accommodation "utilised" by the WA Medical
Board?

Mr KIERATH replied:
(1)-(2) The Medical Board of Western Australia pays a monthly fee for the

provision of all secretarial and administrative services, which includes all
occupancy costs. This fee is calculated on the amount of services
rendered per month and the associated costs. The 1993-94 annual report
of the board indicates this amounted to $278 352.

HOMESWEST - RECORDS AND PERSONNEL SECTION, PRIVATISATION
Debt Recovery Section, Privatisation

1438. Mr RIEBELING to the Minister for Housing:
(1) Will the Minister confirm that the records and personnel section of

Homeswest will be privatised?
(2) Will the debt recovery section, not previously privatised, now be

privatised?
(3) What other sections of Homeswest are currently being considered for'

privatisation?
Mr PRINCE replied:
(l)-(3) As indicated previously, I have an expectation that Homeswest continually

reviews its operations to ensure efficiency and effectiveness. I have not
received any submissions to privatise any section of Homeswest within
the foreseeable future.

HOMESWEST - OVERPAYMENTS RECEIVED BY EMPLOYEES
1439. Mr RIEBELING to the Minister for Housing

(1) Further to question on notice 607 of 1995, why is it necessary to collect
the gross amount paid to employees in years other than 1994-95?

(2) Did the employees receive only the nett amount?
(3) Was the error made by Homeswest or the employee?
(4) Has the tax payable for the 1994-95 period been adjusted so that the

employee does not have to pay for a refund?
(5) If not, why not?
Mr PRINCE replied:
(1) In accordance with Australian Taxation Office guidelines.
(2) Yes.
(3) Homeswest.
(4) Yes.
(5) Not applicable.
WESTRAIL - FREIGHT RATES FOR IRON ORE, PORTMAN MINING

KOOLYANOBBING PROJECT
1479. Mr RIPPER to the Minister for Resources Development:

(1) Did the Minister or his department have any involvement in the setting of
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Westrail's freight rates for the transport of iron ore from Portman
Mining's Koolyanobbing project?

(2) If yes, what was the nature of that involvement?
Mr C.J. BARNETT replied:
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

EASTON AFFAIR - PREMIER, EVIDENCE
198. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Will the Premier tell the House what discussions he has had with Justice John
Wickham about the giving of documents and information by him to the late
Penny Easton and any othe matter relating to the Easton affair?
Mr COURT replied:
False allegations were made about me and members of the public to the
corruption commission. Those false allegations were thoroughly investigated by
both the corruption commission and the police. I provided all of the details and
information required for that investigation and it was found that the allegations
were quite false.
Mr McGinty inteijected.
Wr COURT: I am talking about the corruption commission. The Labor Party has

tried to use those false allegations. It made a big song and dance when a
particular petition was tabled in this Parliament, and we all know the tragic
consequences of that. The Labor member who tabled that petition was asked to
apologise to the Parliament and he did so. Members opposite may well have been
involved in a cover-up in relation to this whole issue. They are the matters that
will be determined by the royal commission. Any of my dealings with the
corruption commission have been completely investigated and I answered all of
the questions in relation to those dealings.

HOSPITALS - BUNBURY REGIONAL
Existing Site Expenditure, Auditor General's Report

199. Mr OSBORNE to the Minister for Health:
In his first general report for 1995 the Auditor General has highlighted the
expenditure of $3.1im for planning and earthworks at the existing site of the
Bunbury Regional Hospital. Why was this money spent on the old hospital when
the Government plans to provide the people of Bunbury and surrounding districts
with a brand new hospital at a different site?
Mr KIERATH replied:
I thank the member for the question. I hope the money is not lost! It is important
to point out who spent the $3.l1m.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Mitchell.
Mr KIERATH: That amount must be added to the WA Inc losses. Labor Party
members were running around last week saying that we spent the money. We did
not spend it. In a desperate attempt to win the seats of Bunbury and Mitchell the
former Labor Government said that it would upgrade the existing hospital. It
spent part of that money on planning. The existing hospital is poorly planned; it
is outdated. It is the old style of institutionalised hospital and the people of
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Bunbwry deserve far better. When we came to Government we decided that
hotchpotch approach was not good enough -

Several members inteijected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Mitchell.
Mr KIERATH: We called together a virtual Who's Who of the health community
and the local community, and asked them to consider the health facilities in
Bunbury. They said that to try to make good the facilities was not the right way
to go -

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the member for Mitchell.
Mr KIERATH: They said that the best solution would be a brand new facility on
a new site where we could collocate the public hospital -
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! There are far too many interjections, and many of them
are coming from the member for Mitchell. I have already formally called him to
order, and I do not wish to do so again. It is essential that the Minister have an
opportunity to answer the question without being disrupted by excessive
interjections.
Mr KIERATH: The existing hospital site is too small. The best approach is to
provide a brand new hospital at the Edith Cowan University campus site.
Negotiations are continuing with St John of God Hospital. The member for
Mitchell is bleating because all he could do in the past was to offer half-baked
plans instead of doing the right thing and providing a new facility which would
combine private and public facilities and give the people of Bunbury the best
possible medical services.
Opposition members stooped to new lows last Wednesday when they misquoted
my ministerial colleague. They put out a sleazy statement and played cheap,
political games. I urge the Opposition to stop knocking the new hospital.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr KIERATH: They should come on board. People in Bunbury know that they
deserve the best possible hospital system - not the second rate facilities to which
they were doomed under the previous Labor Government.

STATESHIPS - BAAC PT LTD, STE VEDORING CONTRACT
200. Mrs HALLAHAN to the Premier:

Given Les McCarrey's call for detail of government tenders and contracts to be
made public once the deal has been finalised, and support for that concept from
the former Minister for Services, will the Premier overrule Stateships' refusal to
reveal the terms and conditions of the $2m per year stevedoring contract awarded
to a company controlled by Liberal Party donor Len Buckeridge and table or
provide today the following information -

(1) The date when tenders for this contract were invited?
(2) When was each of the tenders received?
(3) The terms and conditions of each tender?
(4) Who assessed the tenders?
(5) Were the State Supply Commission guidelines for tenders followed?
(6) On what date was the decision made to award the tender to the Len

Buckeridge company?
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(7) Who made the final decision and was Cabinet involved in any part of that
process?

Mr COURT replied:
(04-7) I thank the member for some notice of the question. The stevedoring

work for the State's shipping service was being undertaken by Patrick The
Australian Stevedore on a short term basis. Its three month contract had
been extended for some time.

Mrs Hallahan: It had a contract until the middle of last year, and then it was
extended.
Mr COURT: It was rolled over on a short term basis only. Patricks wanted a
long term contract, and it was told that if Stateships wanted a long term contract,
it would seek tenders. Stateships sought tenders for the work and the tender was
awarded to BAAC Pty Ltd.
Mrs Hallahan: What about answering the detail of my question?
Mr COURT: Normal commercial confidentiality applies to the detail of the
commercial arrangements of the contract.
Mrs Hallahan: Les McCarrey said it was not necessary.
Mr COURT: The member for Armadale should let me finish the answer. One
day Les McCarrey is okay, and the next he is not. I will ask the Minister for
Transport today if any commercial sensitivity is associated with those tenders. I
will ask the Minister for Transport to approach Stateships to see if it is possible
for that information to be made available to the member. A company was chosen;
it presented a competitive tender and it should lawfully be allowed to carry it out.

TRAFFIC NOISE - GREAT EASTERN HIGHWAY, GREENMOUNT HILL
201. Mr DAY to the Minister representing the Minister for the Environment:

In relation to complaints from residents in the vicinity of Great Eastern Highway
where it ascends and descends Greenmount Hill about the level of noise from
heavy vehicles, particularly late at night -
(1) What action has been taken by the Department of Environmental

Protection to survey the extent of the problems?
(2) What are the results of any such surveys?
(3) What action is proposed to alleviate this increasing problem?
Mr MINSON replied:
I thank the member for Darling Range for some notice of the question which has
enabled me to consult the Minister for the Environment.
(1)-(3)

Yes, the Department of Environmental Protection has been undertakting
noise measurements. It did so between the hours of 9.00 pm. and 9.00 am
inside and outside a residence on Old York Road on the nights of 19 and
20 March. The results of those tests showed unacceptably high noise
levels from some trucks during that period. The Department of
Environmental Protection will continue to advise Main Roads Western
Australia and the Western Australia Police Force on the impact of road
traffic noise where such information is sought. All regulations pertaining
to the control of noise from motor vehicles operating on WA roads are
made under the Road Traffic Act. Advice on noise from heavy vehicles
was also given to the Select Committee on Heavy Transport at an
evidence workshop on 10 May 1995.
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SCHOOLS - CLEANING SERVICES, CONTRACTING OUT
202. Mr McGINTY to the Premier:

Some notice of this question has been given to Premier. I refer the Premier to his
promise of openness and accountability to the people of Western Australia, and,
in relation to the 3 000 school cleaners and their families' genetic history in this
State, will the Premier admit -

(1) The Government made a decision to contract out the jobs of school
cleaners?

(2) The Government planned to place an advertisement for the contracting out
of the cleaners' jobs last Saturday, and decided not to place it after last
week's furore?

Mr COURT replied:
(l)-(2) I am advised by the Minister for Education that he did not approve any

advertising for the contracting out or tendering of cleaning services
associated with the Department of Education for last Saturday. The
Minister has had under review cleaning services and is considering the
options available.

WESTERN POWER - GIDGEGANNUP, POWER FAILURES PROBLEM
203. Mrs van de KLASHORST to the Minister for Energy:

As the Gidgegannup area suffers an extraordinary number of electricity power
failures due to the large number of trees in the hills and the fact that Gidgegannup
is at the end of the electricity grid, would it be possible for this area to be isolated
from the Chidlow power line supply by the installation of generators at the Red
Hill tip?
Mr CJ. BARNETIT replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question. The member alluded to part
of the problem: Gidgegannup is at the end of the line. For technical engineering
reasons, that makes it difficult to maintain supply consistently. Further, the
Gidgegannup area is subject to storm and tree damage over the powerlines. The
member referred to the Red H1ill tip power station. Members might be interested
to know - those opposite had some role in it when in government - that the Red
Hill power station is an example of landfill gas power generation. It is a privately
owned power station, not that that impacts on the decision. The four generators at
the Red Hill power station have a combined capacity of about 2.5 megawatts.
The problem with landfill gas - good as it is that we use the methane and reduce
greenhouse gases - is that there is not a continuity of production even over a
24 hour cycle. There is not sufficient gas in that rubbish tip reservoir to maintain
four generators consistently at 2.5 MW, let alone produce more. By all means,
we can examine it, but I do not think it will help. The longer term solution is to
reduce vegetation damage.
The member for Swan Hills is aware that Western Power is working with shires
in that area to try to come up with better arrangements for continuing vegetation
control. There will be an accelerated program of putting aerial bundle cables into
the hills area. That will do more to improve the reliability of supply.
We are virtually at the anniversary of the storm in May last year. Since that storm
Western Power has progressively put in automatic monitoring equipment which
will identify the location of faults when they occur, which will very much
improve the response time. I recognise the problem but, unfortunately,
Gidgegannup is in a treed area and at the end of the line. Many areas in Western
Australia suffer that inherent problem.
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TAXES AND CHARGES - PEOPLE BETTER OFF CLAIM
204. Mr MARLBOROUGH to the Premier.

Following the Premier's amazing claims that the people of Western Australia are
$50 a year better off under the Government's increased charges -

(1) Will he explain why he did not increase charges more so that people will
be even better off?

The only way for the Premier to come to that conclusion would be that Max
Evans is advising him!
(2) Is it true that the section of the Premier's office which deals with these

matters has now become known as the virtual reality department?
Mr COURT replied:
(l)-(2) A bit of humour is coming from the member for Peel. In relation to the

charges, we are proud of the fact that we have been able to keep charges
down. A comparison of our reduction in charges with that of the former
Labor Government shows that not only did the Labor Government put
charges up but it also increased debt levels, about which it conveniently
did not tell anyone. The member for Peel might be interested to know that
the thrust of our charges policy has been to take the burden off the
business community. The Federal Government takes the other approach:
It wants to increase business taxes. Decreasing the burden -

Mr Marlborough interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Peel has asked this question!
Mr COURT: - on business, which we have done in a number of areas, means that
business is able to invest more and employ more. As a result of employing more,
more families are better off.

MAILWEST - CONTRACTING OUT SERVICES
205. Mr BLAIKIE to the Minister for Services:

I refer the Minister to an advertisement that appeared in Saturday's The West
Australian calling for tenders for the supply of Mail West services.
(1) Does this means that the Government has decided to contract out the

services of Mail West?
(2) Will contracting out affect the savings achieved by individual departments

due to the use of a centralised document transfer system?
(3) What evidence is there that a more cost effective system is possible?
Mr MINSON replied:
(1) The Department of State Services has advertised for expressions of

interest to obtain a comparison of costs. I stress that it will be proceeded
with only if there is a perceived benefit after investigating that process. It
must minimise costs and maximise services as well as opportunities for
staff who are currently employed by Mail West. They will be considered
when examining the replies to that advertisement.

(2) It is true, as the member told me privately, that savings in the order of
$7.5m are being made by the Mail West division of State Services.
Interdepartmental transfer and bulk mail, even under the current
regulations of Australia Post, are able to achieve that amount. Those
savings will not be compromised in any way and will be part of the
evaluation criteria.

(3) Previous reviews have indicated that further savings are possible. The
most recent example is in Victoria which, using this process, has managed
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to save an extra $300 000 a year. If the Federal Government is seriousabout what it said at the Council of Australian Governments and about the
Hilmer report it will remove some of the barriers, particularly the four
times postal loading on standard articles and the separation of regulatory
arnd service provisions of the Australia Post Act. If that action is taken, we
will be able to achieve even further savings of great benefit to Western
Australia.

CRICHTON-BROWNE, SENATOR NOEL - LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL SEAT
REPORT

206. Dr WATSON to the Premier.
I refer to media reports over the weekend that the Premier's political patron,
Senator Noel Crichton-Browne, may seek a seat in the Western Australian
Legislative Council. Given the Government's policy aimed at preventing and
dealing with criminal assault in the home, will the Premier guarantee that he willnot support Mr Crichton-Browne for any seat in this Parliament when he leaves
the Senate?
Mr COURT replied:
I thank members for their interest in Liberal Party preselection matters. When it
comes to what Senator Crichton-Browne or anyone else in the Liberal Party wantsto do, that is their business. The scenario is highly unlikely. However, if themember for Kenwick wanted to go to the Legislative Council, that would be an
interesting scenario. Perhaps the member can tell us what seat she might take?

FEDERAL PUBLIC SERVICE - EMPLOYMENT CONDmTONS, CHANGES
207. Mr TRENORDEN to the Minister for Labour Relations:

Is the Minister aware of any moves to change conditions of employment in the
federal Public Service?
Mr KIERATH replied:
It has been reported that the Federal Government is indulging in a massive shake-
up of the Australian Public Service. The assistant Minister, Mr Johns, said hewould bring in a new Act to pick up the recommendations of the MacLeod report.
Members opposite should note this because he is suggesting it will make it much
easier for managers to sack inefficient bureaucrats and bring to an end the concept
of permanency in the federal Public Service.
Mr Bloffwitch: Well we never!
Mr KIERATH: That is right: Well we never! If this Government hinted at
something 1like that there would be an uproar from the Opposition and the trade
union movement. The federal Labor Party is bringing in legislation to end the
concept of permanency for public servants. Compare that with what Mr Brereton
has done to the private sector. He has brought in the most terrible and draconian
unfair dismissal provisions for the private sector. I can understand the federal
Minister being a little upset. A study of his own department showed it was
incredibly slack; that staff took time off to go fishing and to indulge in binge
breaks - and some of them gave the excuse that their families really made them
lazy.
Mr McGinty interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the Opposition.
Mr KIERATH: That was an absenteeism study of his own department. The staff
made suggestions how it could be fixed. They suggested vitamin shots,
gymnasium membership and relaxation courses. All this was from the
department, the Minister of which goes around the country lecturing on
productivity. Is it not interesting that the Federal Government wants the freedoms
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that it denies the private sector with its unfair dismissal provisions? To manage
its own work force it wants totally different actions. At the Australian Labor
Party federal level we saw Stephen Smith threaten any former judge who might
head the royal commission, by saying that he would view the acceptance of the
commission as an attack on the Labor Party. He classifies bureaucrats as efficient
or inefficient on the basis of whether they have ALP membership.

MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT - FEDERAL MEMBER FOR MOORE,
DESELECT1ON

208. Dr GALLOP to the Deputy Premier.
I have a question on National Party policy. I refer to the extraordinary haste
exhibited by the National Party in offering a political home to the recently de-
selected federal member for Moore -

(1) Is such a move into federal Liberal territory a reflection of the National
Party's recognition of the inevitability of one-vote-one-value for the 1997
Western Australia election or is it a reflection of a new found enthusiasm
in the National Party for the Hilmer recommendation that freedom of
entry is a basic precondition for a competitive market?

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order, on my right!
(2) Will the National Party also offer to endorse state Liberal members who

are about to be de-selected by the Court-Crichton-Browne faction of the
Liberal Party?

Mr COWAN replied:
(1)-(2) I find it somewhat difficult to reconcile one-vote-one-value and the

Hilmer report with National Party policy.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr D.L. Smith interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order, the member for Mitchell!
Mr COWAN: Nevertheless, I am quite sure that the federal member for Moore
will be able to make up his own mind about his political future. It is not
appropriate for me to make comments about that issue.

ECOPLAN - SUCCESS
209. Mr BOARD to the Minister representing the Minister for the Environment:

We generally do not pay enough recognition to the volunteers in our community
who perform tirelessly in an effort to improve our environment. Ecoplan, a
program which I understand is run by the Department of Environmental
Protection, aims to increase community involvement in the metropolitan area.
Will the Minister inform the House of the success of that program?
Mr MINSON replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question and I agree with him that we
do not pay enough attention to the people who perform volunteer work in our
community. It will give me great pleasure in a moment to give some due
recognition to a few of those groups. Three hundred volunteers operate through
Ecoplan to carry out the management and rehabilitation of various areas of urban
bushland and flora and fauna habitat around the metropolitan area. They are also
encouraged to adopt areas of bushland. Most members will have in their
electorates "friends of' groups who are part of Ecoplan. The group leaders in
particular are provided with extra training and are encouraged to attend
conferences, as are the rank and file members of Ecoplan and those groups. In
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addition, a newsletter "Ecoplan News" is circulated regularly which acts as a
medium for disseminating information which is of particular value.
I congratulate Bayswater Greenwork, the Parkerville Primary School, the Friends
of Yellagonga, the Friends of Ellis Brook Valley, and the Friends of Hudman
Road Reserve. There are many others, but those groups in particular have been
active in their areas and have made a real contribution through the Ecoplan
process.

LAW REFORM COMMISSION - REVIEW
210. Mr McG[NTY to the Attorney General:

(1) Has the Attorney General given the Law Reform Commission of Western
Australia only one reference in the past two years?

(2) Is it true that the Government has conducted, or is conducting, a review of
the role of the Law Reform Commission?

(3) Will the Attorney General guarantee that the Law Reform Commission
will not be abolished or have its funding cut by the Government in the
forthcoming Budget?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:
(1)-(3) A committee has been established under former District Court Judge Keall

with a couple of other members. They are in the process of looking at law
reform in Western Australia. They will come back to me with
recommendations on options which are available and open to the
Government.
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