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THE SPEAKER (Mr Clarko) took the Chair at 10.00 am, and read prayers.

PETTON - ROTTNEST ISLAND EMPLOYEES, RELOCATION DECISION
DR GALLOP (Victoria Park - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [10.02 am]: I present
the following petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We, the undersigned believe that in order to preserve the unique atmosphere and
safety of Rottniest Island, it is essential that the employees continue to reside on
the Island.
The proposed changes to relocate employees to the mainland will wreck the
community spirit on the Island, undermine community facilities such as schools,
and destroy the volunteer fire brigade and other emergency services the
employees voluntarily staff.
Further, we are concerned that the many sporting and recreational facilities
provided by the employees will cease to exist, and this will irrevocably destroy
the unique cultural ethos that sets Rottnest Island apart.
We demand that the Court Government immediately reverse the decision to
relocate the employees.
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 5 968 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 19 1.]

PETITION - REGIONAL PARK SOUTH OF GUILDERTON
ESTABLISHMENT

MR McNEE (Moore - Parliamentary Secretary) [10.03 am]: I present the following
petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We the undersigned respectfully request that the Government establish a Regional
Park immediately to the south of Guilderton in order to protect the mouth and
lower reaches of the Moore River and the significant dunes and coastal heathiand
south of the mouth of the Moore River.
We request that the Government take urgent action to acquire this land before it is
further rezoned or developed.
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 69 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.
A similar petition was presented by Mr Catania (23 signatures).
[See petitions Nos 192 and 193.]
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PETITION - CRIME
MRS EDWARDES (Kingsley - Attorney General) [10.05 am]: I present the following
petition -

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of
the Parliament of Western Australia in Parliament assembled.
We the undersigned being concerned citizens of Western Australia, on behalf of
the community of Western Australia call on you, our parliamentary representative
to legislate, administrate and dictate for the following changes to be enforced.
1. Any offender using violence, be they adult or juvenile, should be identified
and lose any identification protection or anonymity, unless this affects the privacy
of the victim.
2. Minimum mandatory sentences of detention for any act of violence perpetrated
upon the elderly, disabled, shop owners or public servants who as a part of their
duty are required to contact with the community eg, Police, Taxi Drivers, Bus
Drivers etc.
3. The removal of all rights for uninvited intruders found to be inside another
persons home or private property.
4. The removal of an automatic 1/3 reduction of detention or custodial sentences
for good behaviour, and the introduction of strict guidelines for good behaviour
maintained whilst in custody.
5. Banning the use of "SUSPENSION AND EXPULSIONS" in school as a form
of punishment. Alternative punishment to be used by schools such as the cane,
'TIMEf OUT" rooms, parental involvement. Alternatively the introduction of
interventionary organisations available eg Juvenile Justice Teams or if none
currently available a specific organisation developed to undertake juvenile
delinquency issues.
6. Restitution to the victim by the offender, either in cash or, in the case of
unemployed goods to the value of damaged or stolen property, to be claimed by
the victim in any 5 year period. This collection to be administered by the bailiff
or local Police station. This should not interfere with any compensation available
to the victim.
7. Minimum mandatory sentence of ONE YEAR for car theft.
8. Introduction of corporal punishment and minimum custodial sentences for
drug traffickers up to and including 5O0g of illicit drugs such as Amphetamines,
Heroin or Cocaine and for the death penalty for drug pushers 5O0g and above.
9. Greater emphasis to be placed on crime prevention programs aimed at 1st and
2nd offenders.
10. Greater education of crime and its consequences for young school age
through to high school age.
11. Interim payments to be made to victims who suffer financial hardship antd are
eligible for compensation.
12. Victims to be made eligible for compensation on the "BALANCE OF
PROBABILITY" rather than the finding of "GUILT".
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 467 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 194.]
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BILLS (3) - ASSENT
Messages from the Governor received and read notifying assent to the following Bills -
1 . Bunbury Treefarm Project Agreement Bill
2. Acts Amendment and Repeal (Native Title) Bill
3. Mutual Recognition (Western Austr-alia) Bill

JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - STAVELEY CASE, REPORT BY HON PETER
BRINSDEN TABLING

MR MINSON (Greenough - Minister assisting the Minister for Justice) [10.10 am]: I
present the report by Hon Peter Brinsden into procedures followed by the Ministry of
Justice in the Stavely case. I move -

That the report do lie upon the Table and be printed
This is required to provide privilege to the report, particularly as requests have been
made to access the report, which was an internal report prepared at the request of the
Director General of the Ministry of Justice into the appropriateness of the response of the
Ministry to complaints made by Mr and Mrs Stavely. I indicated in a debate in this
House on 18 October 1995 that should it become necessary or in the public interest to
table the report. I would do so and I would inform the House accordingly.
MR BROWN (Morley) [ 10. 12 am]: We have not had the opportunity of examining the
report, but we do not oppose its publication. If necessary we will seek to make some
comments on the report as some other appropriate moment.
Question put and passed.
[See paper No 826.]

SELECT COMMITTEE ON PROCEDURE
Second Interim Report Presentation

MR STRICKLAND (Scarborough) [ 10. 15 am]: I present the second interim report of
the Select Committee on Procedure. I move -

That the report do lie upon the Table and be printed.
I take the opportunity to inform the House that the Select Committee on Procedure
believes greater public access to this Parliament will be a reality if its recommendations
for the trials of the new procedures for consideration of legislation are adopted by this
House. The report puts forward 17 recommendations, several of which are trials which
will present quite a challenge to the members of this House, to the Government, which
means the Ministers, and to the Opposition. The committee recommends that a package
of reform be trialled. The trialling will allow us to make some assessment before the
committee produces its final report, which will close off what we are doing on the
pathway of reform.
Before I go into the details of some of the recommendations, I indicate to the House that
some of the recommendations stand alone. They are small recommendations, such as
continuing 90 second statements and so on, but there is a major shift in the way in which
we want to see the process of legislation through this House. I will spend some time on
that shortly. The committee met 38 times and its interim report is quite detailed and
comprises 70 pages.
The SPEAKER: Order! The level of conversation is too loud. I ask members to
eliminate it.
Mr STRICKLAND: Much of the information in the report will be of interest to
members. It is contained in five appendices which address the terms of reference. By
reviewing the information available to it over the past 10 years, as detailed in the fifth
appendix, the committee has demonstrated that if we compare the past five years to 1994
with the previous five years from 1985 to 1989, there have been some substantial
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increases in the workload of this Parliament. The average number of days of sitting has
grown from 38 in the previous 5 years to 56 days in the past 5 years. The number of
hours of sitting has grown from 373 hours to 462 hours. The number of times that we
have sat after midnight has grown from an average of 10 per session to 17 per session. In
more recent times we have had a 45 per cent increase in the number of sitting days; a 25
per cent increase in the number of hours we are sitting; and a 70 per cent increase in the
number of times we are sitting after midnight. The statistics back up what is felt by most
of the members in this place; that is, that there has been a significant increase in the
parliamentary workload in this place in recent times.
The first appendix in the report is 31 pages in length. It is a matrix which compares our
Legislative Assembly with the Legislative Assemblies of New South Wales, Victoria,
Ontario, Alberta, and British Columbia, and it compares us with the House of
Representatives federally and in New Zealand, and with the House of Commons in the
United ingdom and the House of Commons in Canada. Therefore, that appendix
contains a lot of important background information which may be of interest to members.
There are three main areas of comparison: The organisation of business in each of those
Parliaments, the way in which the legislative process occurs in each of them, and the
opportunities for private members. It is a background document which contains much
valuable information for members in this place and for people who wish to research these
matters.
The second appendix details the results of the survey we asked members to complete to
give us their feedback on various matters. The third appendix analyses the time this
House was used for the 1994-95 session. I will give some highlights of that. We defined
four principal beneficiaries of the use of time, and they were the Government, the
Opposition, private members and House business itself.
I will now summarise the results of that information. In that year, the Government used
52 per cent of the time of the House and, of that, the vast bulk - 48 per cent - related to
passing legislation. The Opposition used 18 per cent of the time of the House and the
vast bulk of that - 10 per cent - related to matters of public importance and other motions.
Private members used about 15 per cent of the time of the House, 13 per cent of which
was used in the traditional way through speaking to the Address-in-Reply and the
Appropriation and Supply Bills. That accounts for most of the opportunities for private
members. A very small part of the time of the House - 2 per cent - was spent on
grievances. The business of the House took up 9 per cent of Parliament's time and 4 per
cent of that related to committee reports. That is a quick summary of how we did
business and the details are spelt out in appendix 3.
Appendix 4 contains an interesting summary of how we deal with the Committee of the
Whole. That is a focus for a major recommendation to the House which I will detail in a
moment. Nineteen per cent of the time of the House is taken up with Committee of the
Whole work where the legislation is examined in detail clause by clause.
In the year that the committee considered, 29 Bills spent less than two hours in the
Committee of the Whole and 13 Bills spent more than two hours in the Committee of the
Whole. Most of those Bills spent just over two hours in Committee. Three Bills spent
the best part of a day's sitting time in the Committee of the Whole and two Bills spent
two or more days in the Committee of the Whole in that year. That information has led
the committee to its major recommendation and that is the trialling of a legislation
committee. The important point about that recommendation is that we want to preserve
the option of going to the Committee of the Whole - which is our only option at the
moment - or to allow a Bill to be referred to a legislation committee after its second
reading. At the moment, most Bills receive fairly small adjustments in relatively short
debates of under two hours. We believe that most Bills would continue to go to the
Commidttee of the Whole. The legislation committee would be for the bigger Bills which
have been consuming a large amount of the time of the House. This process, which will
allow the legislation committee to sit at the same time as the House, will provide a
significant benefit in relation to the time available for other matters.
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The recommendations are detailed. Recommendation 1 is one and a half pages long
because what a legislation committee would need and the way it would operate have been
very carefully analysed. I want now to highlight a few of those points. We have
recognised that in practice in the Committee of the Whole process, most members give'
their views about the Bill in the second reading debate and they say what should be done
in relation to the issue before the House. The Minister must be present to progress the
Bill with his advice. However, when it comes to considering the matter in detail, we
often find that only a relatively small number of members are involved in the debate in
the Committee of the Whole. There may be as few as two members or three, four or five.
That is the practice.
The problem is that the House sometimes has to sit throughout the night while the people
who are focusing on the details of the Bill do their work. We have to wait around, doing
other business of course, in our offices in case someone calls a division and a vote has to
be determined. That is a very inefficient use of members' time and that is why we are
recommending the trial. The members who want to get stuck into the details of the
legislation can do that. They can focus on it totally even when the House is sitting.
We also recommend that the committee comprise between five and I11 members. The
Leader of the Opposition should have the right to determine the size of the committee,
which will be determined by the number of members with shadow ministry
responsibilities or specific expertise in the relevant area. The Leader of the Opposition
should have regard to the desire of the Independents to participate in the committee.
Once the Leader of the Opposition has said how many opposition members are required,
the Government through the Leader of the House would nominate the balance of the
committee, which would allow the Government to preserve its majority. The idea is that
it would preserve its majority by one on the committee.
The committee would be chaired by an independent chairman as applies in the
Committee of the Whole process at the moment where the Chairman sits in the Chair and
does not have a vote. We also recommend that the legislation committee be given the
power to send for persons and papers; to sit while the House is sitting or when it is not
sitting; to move from place to place and to report from time to time. The conmmittee will
be able to make full use of time when the House is sitting and in the weeks when we are
not sitting. It has additional powers to allow the input and involvement of the public.
Mr C.J. Barnett: Does the member imagine that two committees could be sitting
concurrently dealing with two separate Bills?
Mr STRICKLAND: Yes. The committee has not precluded that. We would have to take
a softly softly approach so that members are comfortable with the process. The more
committees that are sitting, the more complex will become issues of time and things like
that.
We have specifically spelt out that every member will have an opportunity to address the
committee, to make written submissions to the committee and to submit amendments just
as they do now. Every amendment submitted on the Notice Paper or in writing will be
considered by the committee. The legislation committee will have the power to progress
and adopt, through the Committee stages, the legislation.
The committee will involve Hansard recording everything that is said and the evidence.
For the first time, the public will have an input and that will be defined by the committee.
We have also recommended that the House should determine the time that the committee
has to carry out its work so that it does not disappear into a black hole. We have said that
if no specific time is set, it should return to the House in three weeks. That forces
consideration of the matter. In addition, the report spells out ways the committee should
operate. When the legislation comes back to this House it is recommended that there be
a choice between going straight through to the third reading or back into the Committee
of the Whole for certain clauses to be discussed. That will give the Minister, or the
person with the carriage of the Bill, the full opportunity, should they disagree with what
the committee has done, to revisit those parts they disagree with and have those matters
put before the House as a whole. It is a major shift. Other places in the world have
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moved down this path. Let us face it: If the work is building up, which it has been,
unless we consider something a little different, we will have to sit longer hours each day
or many more days each year, or time management motions will be moved. Some people
are uncomfortable with such a motion because they believe it constrains the length of
debate. There is a marvellous opportunity for everyone in this House, and a challenge to
the Leader of the House, and the Government in particular, to give it a go. The
committee is looking for two or three potentially substantive Bills in the first half of next
year to try this process.
The committee recommends other things which the other members of the commuittee can
enlarge on. I have focused on what I believe is the big shift. There are many goodies for
members in the recommendations to give them improved opportunities to probe
government action and to represent the views of their constituents. The committee
recommends that opportunities be expanded for backbenchers. The Parliament exists to
serve the needs of the people. A number Bills that have passed through this House
recently would have benefited greatly from public input. Everyone in this House realises
that under time management there are times when people would like more time to speak.
This legislation committee will provide that time, but in such a way that it will not
frustrate the Government's requirement to get on with governing the State and passing
legislation.
The committee recommends also regular opportunities to debate the reports of the
Auditor General, the Ombudsman and parliamentary commidttees. The Leader of the
House should be given credit for allowing time on Thursdays for debate on the reports of
parliamentary committees. The committee wants to extend that time. If it is extended,
the reports will not sit on a shelf and gather dust: They can be brought to life in debate
before the House.
I commend the people who have given the committee support - Stefanie Dobro, Tamara
Fischer, and our own Clerk, Peter McHugh - who have done extensive work in preparing
this report. It is a challenge for us all. I look forward to the next session, as other
members do. The cooperation of all members will be required if we are to get this
procedure up. The committee wants to monitor it and progress reform in this place.
NM TRENORDEN (Avon) [10.33 am]: This is an important committee for this place.
Every member who has served on a committee has said that. However, the work of the
Select Committee on Procedure affects every member of this place. What the chairman
did not say was that this committee is silent on one important matter; that is, whether it is
the jacarandas that flower at this time of the year that cause the heat in this place around
November and December. It is a well held theory with the staff that the jacarandas cause
the problems in this Chamber!
Mr Ripper: It is the full moon in the case of some members!
Mr TRENORDEN: Yes, but the full moon is not there for the full month; the jacarandas
tend to flower throughout November and December. That is a time when this House
tends to be a little disorderly. This committee says that there may be other reasons this
Chamber gets a little agitated from time to time, and moves to make some changes to
take away some of the heat. We will never take away all of the heat, nor would we want
to.
Mr Wiese: Air-conditioning would help.
Mr TRENORDEN: I am not sure about air-conditioning, because that would probably
mean that we would be brought back here in January or February, which I do not want to
do.
This report has the ability to change the climate of this place for the benefit of all, not
only members within this Chamber, but the staff who must work with us and, mostly, the
public that despairs in watching us. It is an interim report; there is more to come. It
addresses some fundamental issues. I hope members take some interest in the issues and
read the report.
I am against the guillotine; I have never been a fan of it.
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Mr Graham inteiJected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the member for Pilbara not to interject from out of his
seat. Even in his seat perhaps he should follow the standing order.
Mr TRENORDEN: The problem for the member for Pilbara is that his window is
straight under the jacaranda tree and the blossoms fall onto the ground right under his
window. I think he may be more affected than 1.
Mr Wiese: Only a little!
Mr TRENORDEN: Okay. It is noticeable that most members of this House from both
sides are appreciative of the guillotine: They go home at 11 o'clock at night. Having
spent many years on the other side of the House, I do not like debate being curtailed. The
committee will allow more time to go into that. Ilam one of the fans of the Leader of the
House. I think the House has been run better in the past 18 months than in the nine years
I have been here. There will be a few dissenting views on that.
Mr Prince: They are in the minority.
Mr TRENORDEN: Somebody is always in the minority. Most people in this House
appreciate that they are getting home earlier. That means a better family life and some
sleep, and also less tension. The point about the jacarandas is not all that funny. The
temperature of this place does rise at the end of each year around November. The issue is
not only about pushing through Bills at the end of the session and the rush and log-jam
that occurs every time, but about members getting overtired and slightly stressed, and
their temperatures going up. It is easier to have a fight with somebody in November and
December than it is at any other time of the year, although I suppose that it is never
difficult to have a fight in this place. We can make some changes to that.
Quite an emphasis in the work of the committee was to increase the opportunity of
private members and also the committee work. Like. the chairman of the committee, I
acknowledge that this Leader of the House has given committees more time than any
other leader in my time; that is, since 1986. That has been an improvement. The
recommendations in this report formalise that to some degree.
There was a dissenting voice on the recommendation about the legislation committee -
that person was me. The only way I dissented was that I believed the legislation should
go to the committee on first reading. The method of first reading in this House should be
changed. The House should take up the method of many other Parliaments where the
first reading has a Bill and within the Bill is a description of its intent.
It is nonsense the way in which Bills are presented to the House. There is no copy of a
Bill when it is read the first time; all that people know is its title. That is one reason for
our having some problems with the public. If the Government brings legislation to the
House, that legislation should be in a complete formi when it arrives for first reading.
There are other good reasons, which I do not intend to debate now, that committees
should receive Bills immediately after first reading. As we are considering an interim
report, that debate is for another time.
One important aspect of the committee's work is that we have an opportunity to regain
some time for Parliament. That is not a small matter. We have an opportunity also to
take a margin from the Executive, and I ami in favour of that. It is important for the
House to consider giving time back to this Chamber for the operation of Parliament itself.
That has been a problem in this Chamber for perhaps 50 or 60 years. Time has been
eroded by the increasing power of the Executive. All members should seriously consider
those matters. It is only an interim report, and members should support it, even though
there is slight disagreement with some of it. In principle, we all agree with it. It is a
move in the right direction.
MR GRAHAM (Pilbara) [10.41 am]: There is a minority dissenting report to the
committee's report, and I am the person who is in the minority and dissenting. That
should not be taken to mean that I do not agree with the general thrust of the interim
report or that I do not support reform in the Legislative Assembly - I do, otherwise I
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would not be on the committee; it is as simple as that. However, we should not reform
the Legislative Assembly on the basis of a package of arrangements in which rights and
privileges are removed from one area and benefits are granted in another area of
operations of the House.
In arriving at my decision on whether to support the select committee's
recommendations, I judged each recommendation and process according to four criteria:
First, do the proposed changes entrench the power of political parties at the expense of
the traditional rights of members of Parliament? I am not naive, and I am a nmember of a
political party, so of course I understand and support the role of and the need for political
parties in our system. However, I cannot accept the removal of rights from individual
members of Parliament and the transfer of those rights to individuals in political parties
who then exercise a collective right on behalf of their members.
Mr Kierath: The Labor Party specialises in opposing individual rights.
Mr GRAHAM: I would like to debate that matter, but this is not the time or place to do
so. The Minister's rhetoric -

Mr Kierath interjected.
Mr GRAHAM: Let me give the Minister an example of his individual rights, as he is the
goose who always raises such matters. The member for Scarborough wants to move a
private member's Bill, and part of the coalition is talking about disciplining him for
exercising his individual rights. Do not be a fool, Minister -

The SPEAKER: Order! I will not call on the member for Pilbara to withdraw that
remark. He is making some good points and I am very interested in what he says, but I
ask him not use that type of language.
Mr GRAHAM: Thank you, Mr Speaker. A balance must be struck, and a sensible party
and Parliament will strike it. I judged the recommendations on the basis of that balance.
The second criteria is simple: Do the proposed changes make it more difficult for
members to conduct their business in Parliament? If they did, I opposed them. Thirdly,
do the proposed changes reverse or have a negative effect on the status quo? In other
words, do they remove rights from members of Parliament and replace them with
nothing? If they did, I opposed them. Fourthly - arguably, it should have been the first
criteria - do the proposed changes give more power to the executive arm of Government?
On several occasions I argued that that is the exact effect of the recommendations.
With respect to the specific recommendations, the legislation committee is a step
forward. I agree with the member for Avon that it is not the answer, but an answer. It
does one thing that Parliament should support strongly. It opens up a process whereby
the public can have direct input into legislation. Whether the public is listened to and
whether it wins the day is another matter, but at the moment there is no process by which
the public can have input into legislation. Different Governments put in place different
consultative arrangements when drawing up Bills, but there is no direct input.
There is the argument that individual members carry the rights of the public and the
responsibility to argue the case on its behalf. To some extent, that is true, but I am the
member for Pilbara. I am quite capable of putting forward the views of the Pilbara
electorate, but I have absolutely no knowledge of what members in the south west, the
mid west or the suburbs of Perth might think about certain legislation. There is no way
for me to determine whether the process that is recommended will open that up.
The second recommendation is about restricting members' speaking times. People who
read my dissenting report will see why I oppose that recommendation. It has a couple of
effects, but its first and most immediate effect is to restrict opposition backbenchers'
speeches. Opposition backbenchers predominantly use the 30 minute speaking allocation
and, if the recommendation is adopted, they will see only 20 minutes on the clock. New
members will believe that that is their only speaking time, albeit it is proposed that they
be allowed to ask for 10 minutes. In their early years in Parliament, members have no
knowledge of the standing 'orders. The recommendation will ultimately lead to a
restriction on, speaking time.
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Mr Prince: New members who speak for a short time probably say just as much of
substance.
Mr GRAHAM: That might be the case. I know that the member for Whitford agrees
with that, but that is each member's choice.
I do not want to take up much more time, but I shall address one difficult
recommendation relating to a committee's reporting. I agree with the member for Avon -
I must stop doing that. The Leader of the House has introduced time for committees to
report, and he should be congratulated on that initiative. In an attempt to formalise that
initiative on a trial basis, the committee has removed some important rights from
members of Parliament. It would give only committee members the ability to speak to a
committee report on the day it is tabled. It would remove from all other members, except
with the leave of the House, the ability to commient on that report.
In my short time in Parliament I have seen several committee reports in which members
of Parliament have been named and accused of many various things. The most recent
case that comes to mind was the Public Accounts and Expenditure Review Committee
investigation into the payment associated with the Swan Brewery. The Public Accounts
and Expenditure Review Committee said things about the Leader of the Opposition.
The beauty of the previous system was that he was able immediately to get to his feet and
defend himself. Had he not been able to do that, we all know there would have been
headlines or stories in the media about allegations of impropriety, improper action or
unsound practice which would have stood unchallenged in the public arena for a week
with the imprimatur of Parliament applied to it. It simply would not be acceptable. It is a
denial of natural justice and I do not and will not support that. However, inside the
committee there is a view that that should not be allowed to happen and that is the reason
for the words, "with the leave of the House". I suspect that if the committee applied itself
to the genuine concern about the loss of speaking rights, the standing orders might well
be amended to include a provision that leave of the House be granted so that members
would have the automatic right to speak if they were named in or affected by a report. If
that change were made, I could support the recommendations on committee time.
I disagree with and dissent from other recommendations in the report. One of them
concerns your powers, Mr Speaker. The committee has recommended that you be asked
to curtail lengthy questions and answers in question time. It will come as no surprise to
you that I do not agree with that recommendation. I have made it clear in the report that
there is no need for it because you already have that power. Nothing from the
performance in question time in recent weeks would convince me that if you were
encouraged to use that additional power, it would be used equitably. That may or may
not be an appropriate thing for me to say, but nonetheless it is something I believe.
I ask members, if they consider the report, to read the appendices, the dissenting report
and, of course, the report. They all have value and it is an interesting debate which has a
long way to go.
MER RIPPER (Belmont) [10.52 am]: There is no secret about the origins of this
commuttee. The Government has used the guillotine and the gag on an unprecedented
number of occasions from the moment it came into power. The use of the guillotine
caused considerable tension between the Government and the Opposition and that tension
continues on a weekly basis. In addition, there was considerable frustration on the
governmnent backbench because of the lack of opportunity for those members to
participate in the debates of this Parliament. The committee has its origins in some
dissatisfaction on both sides of the House with the way in which the House was
operating. It could be argued that the establishment of the committee was a bit of a sop
to those members disgruntled by the way in which the House was operating, particularly
the Opposition, which has had to suffer the guillotine on a weekly basis.
Mr C.J. Barnett: It is unfair of you to say that because it was not the motivation.
Mr RIPPER: I note the comment by the Leader of the House that that was not the
motivation. Whether it was or was not, the committee does provide the opportunity for
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reform and that is the way I have approached this issue. Members can change the way in
which the Parliament operates. One of the principal arguments in this House has been
about the pressure that has been put on the use of its time. Action can be taken to reduce
the conflict about the use of the time of the House. That is the reason I strongly support
recommendation 1, which provides for the establishment of legislation committees to
deal with the Committee stage of Bills. Often a lot of the time of this place is taken up
with debate in Committee of the Whole House. Usually it is the Minister and perhaps
two or three opposition members, perhaps on some occasions half a dozen, who
participate in the debate.
Mr Kierath: My Bills attract a large number of opposition members.
Mr RIPPER: The Minister for Labour Relations does attract a larger band of opponents
than other Ministers, which is why he has more difficulty with his legislation. While the
debate is occurring among a handful of people the other members are compelled to be
here on the off chance that someone will call a division and they must turn up to vote.
The environment in this place is not conducive to satisfactory work. Members' offices
are cramped and Ministers do not have offices and must sign documents on their laps and
hold meetings in corridors.
Mr Prince: Is that not open goverme~nt?
Mr RIPPER: It is a very unsatisfactory state of affairs. All members are compelled to
endure it while perhaps half a dozen people are involved in the debate. We should be
shifting that debate into another location so that the House can continue with other work.
Even two legislation committees could operate at the same time. The result would be a
considerable saving in time and opportunities would be created for other parliamentary
activity. We could even have shorter sittings with earlier adjournments.
The committee has given other reasons for legislation committees in its
recommendations. Not only would the usual Committee debate occur in a legislation
committee, but also it could hold public hearings and take evidence. It is an important
aspect of the committee's recommendation because the public will have direct access to
members of Parliament on the details of legislation and members will be better informed
before they begin a detailed debate on a piece of legislation. Those two points are
particularly important aspects of the committee's recommendation. The most important
aspect is the use of the time of this place. If we make use of legislation committees, there
might be an opportunity for members to engage in more committee work and for the
House to adjourn earlier, and there might be less pressure on the Government to use the
guillotine. The House of Representatives in the national Parliament has adopted a similar
reform. It has established a main commidttee where less controversial legislation is
debated and it runs in parallel with the main Chamber. Since that and a number of other
reforms have been instituted there has been no need for the substantial use of the
guillotine.
Mr Kierath: Is a time limit imposed?
Mr RIPPER: I cannot comment on that detail. More efficient use of time means there is
less need for brutal devices to cut down debate.
I have taken a different attitude from the member for Pilbara, my friend and colleague on
the committee. He has come up with a minority report because he objects to some
recommendations. I support the report of the committee not because I agree with every
recommendation - in fact, I voted against a number of the recommendations in the report.
The overall package is what is important. I am aware that some of the government
members on the committee have reservations about particular recommendations but they
were prepared to reach a compromise. I do not think every member of the committee
supports every recommendation. However, we tried to reach an acceptable compromise
and package. This is an acceptable package and it is certainly worthy of a trial. The ball
is really in the Government's court. It will have to support a change to the standing
orders to provide for the establishment of a legislation committee. It will then have to
use that committee by referring a number of pieces of legislation to it to allow the
committee to ascertain whether its hopes for this system have been realised.
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Mr Kierath: Would you like another controversial Bill to put to the test?
Mr RIPPER: The Minister for Labour Relations' legislation tests the limits of any
system. If the system can survive a piece of his legislation, it will have a guaranteed
longevity.
However, I think it might be better to test it with legislation introduced by other Ministers
first so that members can get some experience. One of the recommendations that I know
a government member of the committee is not happy with is recommendation No 2.
which deals with time limits. There has naturally been some division of opinion on the
committee with regard to this issue. I am prepared to accept the final recommendation,
which is that speaking limits on the second reading of a Bill be reduced to 20 minutes.
but there will be an automatic right to a 10 minute extension if a member requests it.
That might encourage members to think about precisely how long they need to speak on
a Bill.
Another recommendation that caused some difficulty in the committee was that relating
to reports of committees to the Parliament. The Leader of the House has done a good
thing in allowing an hour on Thursday mornings for committee debates. I know that, as
is the case today, the Leader gets a bit irritated because the debate has gone on for more
than an hour.
Mr C.J. Barnett: I am about to become irritated
Mr RIPPER: Recommendation No I11 of the report restricts debate to an hour. The
chairman may speak for 20 minutes and other members of the committee may speak for
10 minutes each. Were that recommendation to stand alone, I would be concerned.
However, there is another provision allowing people to present a notice of motion for
further debate on any report of a commnittee or on any report from the Auditor General or
the Ombudsman. The recommendation provides that on a Thursday when there is no
committee report to be deba *ted, a report that has previously been tabled may be debated
by other members of the House. If one takes those two recommendations together, that is
an acceptable package, even though the time limit is reduced to an hour each Thursday
morning.
Another -set of recommendations of particular importance is that relating to question time.
There has been much tension about question time in the House. Government members
think that there is too much rhetoric in the questions asked by the Opposition, and
opposition members think that Ministers take too long to answer the questions and that
they debate the issues too much in their answers. It is very difficult to work out a way to
deal with these matters. In the past we have relied on the discretion of the Speaker, but
that puts the Speaker in a very difficult position. The committee recommends a
minimum number of questions during each question time, and that imposes its own
automatic discipline, at least on the Government, because the longer a Minister takes to
answer a question, the longer question time will last.
The committee has been pleased with the way in which supplementary questions have
been used during the trial. It recommends that they be reinstituted and that they be
allowed to develop the theme of the original question rather than be as restricted as they
were during the trial. That will be easier for the person occupying the Speaker's chair
because there will be less need for that person to make potentially controversial decisions
about whether a supplementary question is close enough to the original question.
There are many other important recommendations in the committee's report, but I will
not canvass them all. 'It is a package and people may not agree with individual
recommendations. I would like to see the House sit longer than 20 weeks a year and I do
not want to see the House sit on Wednesday nights. While I disagree with those
individual recommendations, I agree with the package as a whole. It is well worthy of
trial and I appeal to the Government to give serious consideration to starting the trial, as
recommended by the committee, at the commencement of the parliamentary sittings next
year.
MR JOHNSON (Whitford) [ 11.07 am]: I support the motion that this report be printed.
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All institutions need reforming from time to time. Most Legislatures throughout the
world have been reformed in the past century. It is time that we had some reform in this
place. One of the recommendations which has been mentioned by some of my
colleagues on the committee and which they attribute to me is the question of reducing
the amount of speaking time for each member. I believe many speeches made in this
House are boring. Of course, that is a matter of personal opinion, but it is also the
opinion of many people in the Public Gallery. Like many people in the Public Gallery, I
also believe many of the speeches are a lot of waffle. If members were to hone thcir
speeches and address the issues more concisely, much more commonsense would be
spoken in this House.
If I had my way I would reduce the time allowed in the Address-in-Reply by a third; I
would reduce the 30 minute speeches by a third; and I would reduce the speaking time in
Committee by about a third. I do not believe there would be any detrimental effect on the
scrutiny of legislation or on the freedom of speech of members in this House for the
people of Western Australia. Indeed, I think they would applaud us. If one were to
calculate the cost of running this House and the time spent in this House, and if we could
save a third of that time and money, the people of Western Australia would applaud us.
In saying that I in no way resile from the fact that every member of Parliament must have
the right to speak freely in this House on matters that concern his or her electorate, the
people of his or her electorate or the people of Western Australia in general. One could
go further and say that members of Parliament should have the right and the time to make
speeches on international affairs if they in any way impact upon the way of life of the
people of Western Australia and upon the sovereignty of this House; that is, international
treaties that impact upon legislation that we may wish to pass in this House.
I spend quite a bit of my time occupying the Chair - both as Acting Speaker and Deputy
Chairman of Committees. I probably hear first-hand the amount of waffle that is spoken
in this House. I know that it is a tactic of the Opposition - and I do not care which party
is in opposition because I would have the same view if I were in opposition - to delay
legislation. That is the Opposition's right; I do not deny that for one moment. However,
that is not conducive to good parliamentary procedure.
Mr Ripper: You need a term in opposition.
Mr JOHNSON: I am sure that in the distant future I may have that.
Mr Prince: In about 15 years.
Mr JOHNSON: Of course, we are looking a long way ahead, but that may well happen.
Mr Cunningham: In about 68 weeks.
Mr JOHNSON: In your dreams! Perhaps in 12 or 16 years' time I may well occupy a
seat on that side of the House.
Dr Edwards: You just want to be a Minister.
Mr JOHNSON: Not at all; I am quite happy doing what I am doing now. Everyone's
time will come.
When I have been occupying the Chair I have observed that it is a tactic of the
Opposition - and it is perfectly legal and understandable - to delay legislation. I have
seen members look at the clock and the look on their face suggests that they are saying to
themselves, 'Goodness me, I have to speak for another 15 minutes." It is quite clear that
they know that they must speak for that length of time because that is part of the
Opposition's tactics.
Dr Edwards: You have 16 minutes to go.
Mr JOHNSON: I will not speak for 16 minutes because I believe I can say what I need to
say in a much shorter time.
Most other members of the committee have already said much of what I intended to say.
The system in this House is such that one member stands and repeats what was said by
previous speakers. Certainly, that is the case with opposition members. That is their
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right and I do not object to it. However, we should perhaps reduce the length of time
available. If we could save one-third of the speech time in the House and in Committee,
there would be less need for time management. The initial scrutiny of each clause of a
Bill in Committee should take approximately 10 minutes.
Mr D.L. Smith: It would if the Government listened.
Mr JOHNSON: Whether or not the Government listens, that will not alter the fact that it
does not take that long to put one's point of view. I endorse many of the
recommendations in the committee's report. I am not overly happy about the time
allowed for members to speak, because I believe it will be abused by members opposite
and they will automatically take the extra 10 minutes. It should be left for the House to
grant leave for the member's time to be extended. If the House believes the member is
genuinely concerned about an issue in his or her electorate, it will automatically grant
that extension. Time will prove whether I am right or wrong.
I am in favour of the establishment of a legislation committee because I am more than
happy for legislation to be more closely scrutinised and for members of the public to
have some input. It works in other Legislatures we visited and it can work in this House.
I am perfectly happy to go ahead with the recommendation that the period allowed for
speeches be reduced, with the provision of the 10 minute extension. The committee has
also done a balancing act, and I agree with the leader of opposition business in the House
that it is a question of give and take. The report recommends that far more time be
allocated to private members' business, through weekly grievance debates and permanent
establishment of private members' 90 second statements, which are very important to
backbenchers. I strongly support the recommendations in this report, and I hope the
House will take notice of them.
Question put and passed.
[See paper No 827.]

WITNESS PROTECTION (WESTERN AUSTRALIA) BILL
Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Wiese (Minister for Police), and read a first time.

SUPREME COURT AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

MRS EDWARDES (Kingsley - Attorney General) [11. 15 am]: I move -
That the Bill be now read a second time.

The amendments contained in this Bill underline the Government's commitment to
ensure that administrative and legislative reform is ongoing in the justice system to keep
abreast of the times and community demands. The Bill incorporates reforms which are
aimed at providing greater flexibility in the management of the Supreme Court Act.
Provision has been made for acting judges and the interchange of judges between
superior courts in Australia. Other amendments contained in the Bill include updating
the dollar value of goods seized under writ of summons, removing inequities for the
entitlement of interest for judgment creditors, reducing delays and assisting in the
mediation process by granting power to make rules in relation to pre-action and third
party discovery of documents and removing impediments to making suitable rules for the
taking of evidence by telephone or video link.
The Supreme Court Act currently allows the Western Australian Supreme Court to
consist of a Chief Justice and no more than 16 other justices. The purpose of the
proposed amendments is to remove the maximum number of Supreme Court judges that
may be appointed to the Western Australian branch. The proposed amendments will
allow for greater flexibility in exchanging Supreme Court judges between Australian
States and Territories. Chief Justices from around Australia have jointly agreed to
promote the exchange of judicial officers, at no additional cost to the respective State.
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Their intention is to broaden judicial experiences, encourage uniformity in approach and
expose the judges to various practical innovations which have been introduced in other
States. These amendments will also allow for the appointment of a current or retired
justice from any Australian State or Territory in the absence of a Western Australian
justice. In addition, the amendments will accommodate any person who is qualified to be
appointed as a judge.
The second part of the Bill amends dollar values of goods that may be seized by the
sheriff. Section 118 dealing with the execution of writs of fieri-facias contains the
provision that certain goods of the defendant shall be protected from seizure. That
includes wearing apparel to the value of $150 each for a defendant and spouse, and $75
for each member of the family. Additionally, domestic furniture to the value of $750 and
implements of trade to the value of $150 are protected. As these dollar values are
unrealistic in today's terms the amendment deletes those amounts and instead makes
provision for prescribed values to be fixed by way of proclamation in the Government
Gazette. The proposed values include not less than $1 000 for the defendant or the
spouse, $2 000 for domestic items and $1 000 for tools of trade.
Section 124 of the Supreme Court Act, which relates to the sale of goods seized by the
sheriff, is to be amended. The sheriff is currently required to auction seized goods where
the value is $40 or more. This amount is unreasonable in light of current auction costs.
It is proposed at first to increase the minimum value to $500 in accordance with current
contemporary trends and further amendments are to be proclaimed by the Government
Gazette.
An anomaly which presently exists regarding the entitlement of a judgment creditor
obtaining interest on money awarded under a judgment is to be removed by amendment
to section 142 of the Supreme Court Act. Present legislation prejudices creditors who
obtain judgment from the court after a trial or by consent order compared to creditors
who obtain a default judgment. If a matter goes to trial or consent judgments are applied
for, the successful party is prejudiced with their entitlement to interest. Currently in these
matters, interest can be determined only from the date judgment has been lodged at the
court by the creditor and not the date the judgment was given. The creditor, under the
proposed provisions, will be able to receive interest immediately from the date of
judgment.
An amendment to section 167 of the Supreme Court Act will provide the authority to
conduct pre-action discovery of documents in the possession of a person not a party to an
action. There is currently no provision which allows parties to inspect documents in the
possession of parties not directly involved in the action before a trial. In addition, pre-
action discovery will also allow a potential plaintiff to obtain from a third party
identification of the appropriate defendant where the defendant's identity is not known to
the plaintiff. This will assist plaintiffs who might otherwise be unable to begin
proceedings, or who might begin proceedings against the wrong party. The amended
procedures, as described in the regulations, will have the potential to remove an element
of surprise from a trial, will assist in identify'ing matters at issue and could in some cases
result in reducing delays and costs. In addition, specific provision has been made for the
rules of court not to affect any ground of privilege.
Section 171 of the Supreme Court Act, which concerns the process of giving evidence by
witnesses, is to be repealed as recommended by the court's rules review committee. This
section restricted judicial powers to make suitable rules for the taking of evidence by
telephone or video link. Section 171 is therefore redundant and no longer serves a useful
purpose. Section 167 of the Supreme Court Act will allow for more flexible judicial
rules of court when taking evidence.
The Supreme Court Amendment Bill 1995 addresses a number of practical problems
which have existed for some time and also includes initiatives which are in keeping with
the need for a more responsive and flexible justice system. I commend the Bill to the
House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Ms Warnock.
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UNLEADED PETROL REPEAL BILL
Second Reading

Resumed from 20 September.
DR EDWARDS (Maylands) [ 11.20 am]: This Bill repeals the Unleaded Petrol Act.
That Act was introduced in 1994 to promote the availability and use of unleaded petrol in
Western Australia. Section 22 of that Act required the Government to review the Act
after 1 July 1993. The review was subsequently undertaken during 1993 and a report was
published in 1994. It is obvious from the title of the Bill that one of the
recommendations of the report was to repeal the Unleaded Petrol Act. The Unleaded
Petrol Act had three objectives. They were, first, to ensure supply of petrol. throughout
Western Australia; secondly, to limit the content of lead and phosphorous in unleaded
petrol; and, thirdly, to encourage the use of unleaded petrol through provisions relating to
the price of unleaded petrol relative to leaded petrol, and also to look at more practical
aspects such as dispensing equipment, nozzle size, and the labelling of unleaded petrol.

In reviewing this Act, first of all an interdepartmental committee of government
departments drafted a discussion paper, which went out for public comment. I was
interested to read that one of the ways it was put out for public comment was by
advertising in the Royal Automobile Club's Road Patrol newsletter, which was a good
idea. As a result, there were 23 written submissions and a final report was produced in
which the recommendation was made to repeal this Bill.

I want to comment on a couple of things that arose in that report. The first conclusion of
the review was that the supply of unleaded petrol was now assured throughout the State
and that the objective of making sure that people had access to unleaded petrol had been
achieved effectively through market forces. The feeling was that it could be left to
market forces to make sure that unleaded petrol continued to be available. The second
point is one about which I am concerned. It relates to the lead and phosphorous content
of unleaded petrol. The recommendation of the review committee was that the lead and
phosphorous content of unleaded petrol could be regulated through regulations made
under the Environmental Protection Act rather than under the Unleaded Petrol Act. My
only concern with that is that the Environmental Protection Authority and the
Departmental of Environmental Protection have complained of recent budget cuts and of
being overworked. I would like to be reassured, therefore, that these regulations will
come into force at exactly the same time as the Bill is repealed, so that there is no delay.
It makes sense to introduce the regulations to control lead and phosphorous in unleaded
petrol under the Environmental Protection Act because regulations under that Act already
regulate the amount of lead in petrol.

The third issue relates to the use of unleaded petrol. It seems that, as much as anything
else, the current concern about air pollution and lead in the environment will continue to
be a factor that drives the push for the use of unleaded petrol. A major concern of the
Opposition is that the Environmental Protection Authority may not proclaim its
regulations on the same date that this Bill is proclaimed.
I will refer now to why the Act was introduced in the first place in 1984 and comment on
how our knowledge of lead has changed over that time. It is interesting to me and
probably to the House to find that lead poisoning in children was first described in
Queensland; therefore, it was first described in Australia a hundred years ago. The
source of the lead then was house paint and there were stories of children licking posts
that had lead paint on them and therefore getting a high dose of lead poisoning. Despite
the fact that we knew a century ago that lead could harm children, it was not until the late
1980s that researchers identified that lead at low levels could also be harmful to children.
Although some actions have been taken since 1957 to control the use of paint that
contains lead, and other actions to limit the amount of lead in paint, it is only a fairly
recent phenomenon that people have looked at lead in petrol. It is only 10 years ago that
we considered introducing regulations to decrease the amount of lead in petrol. Why did
we need to do it? We needed to do it because lead in health terms is insidious, and once
it gets into the body it has quite a harmful effect. It interferes with activities in a
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biochemical sense and it interferes with enzyme reactions. However, because lead is a
metal, it does not break down to any other compound and once it is in the body, it is there
to stay. It is no surprise, therefore, that generally the accepted level of lead in humans is
zero.
Young children are much more susceptible to lead poisoning than are older people for a.
number of reasons. The first is that they absorb about 50 per cent of the lead they
swallow, whereas adults absorb only between 8 and 10 per cent. That difference is
significant. As well as that, the foetus is much more liable to uptake lead as it is
developing, and this is compounded by the problem that lead has quite a severe effect on
the developing nervous and brain system. Young children's brains are particularly
susceptible to the effects of lead. Children are also more likely to be exposed to lead
because they are more likely to be playing in dust where there is lead and they are more
likely to be outside in the atmosphere where there is lead. All these factors mean that
children are much more susceptible to the nasty effects of lead.
From the 1960s there was concern about high levels of lead in children and in the United
States of America the lead levels decreased from 60 micrograms per decilitre to 10
micrograms in 1991. Therefore, over 30 years or so, the lead levels have decreased, and
Australia followed a similar pattern. However, what is now emerging are the harmful
effects of what are called the subclinical levels of lead.
I will make a few comments about the role of Australian research because we have been
at the forefront of looking at this problem and making a contribution to international
debate. The world's best known example of an environmental lead study is the study that
was done over a number of years at Port Pirie in South Australia. It was done there
because of the lead smelter and the concerns about lead from the smelter, rather than
from cars and other activities. That study showed that, in children exposed to lead, the
level of lead in their bodies gradually rose until they were two years of age, after which it
declined. That is quite serious because young children's brains are developing over that
time and what happens to their brains in that time determines their future intellectual and
other neurological abilities. However, it was not until the late 1980s and even into the
1990s that people started looking at children in the inner cities to see the effect on them
of air pollution from car emissions. This is a serious issue because around 90 per cent of
lead in the atmosphere comes from petrol emissions from motor vehicles. Although
Australia has been at the forefront of lead research, and there is now some awareness of
problems as a result of low levels of lead in children, it needs to be said that not enough
research has been carried out in this area to pinpoint the problems. The suspicion is and
there is some proof that even at subclinical levels of lead the effects on children can be to
the detriment of their intelligence, hearing, stature and steadiness, and if they are exposed
to lead in utero it could affect their birth weight. It has been said that the effect of lead
on a child's IQ can be as much as limiting a child who has the potential to attend
university to not reaching that standard. The message we need to hear from all these
studies is that there appears to be no lower threshold under which children will not be
affected. Even at the 10 micrograms per decilitre standard, there are still concerns that
children may be affected if they are exposed at a very early age.
I comment now on the maximum allowable concentrations of lead and the way it has
decreased in petrol over the last decade. The leading States are Victoria and New South
Wales. They have a maximum of 0.2 grams per litre. It was also of interest to me that
one State in Australia has introduced what is called half unleaded petrol. It has cut down
by half again the lead content. To explain about lead in petrol and why we still need
small amounts of leaded petrol, all cars manufactured since 1986 have been designed to
run on unleaded fuel. They have catalytic converters. These measures were introduced
to cut the amount of pollution in the atmosphere. Unfortunately, while sales of leaded
petrol have declined and sales of unleaded petrol have increased, it has not occurred at
the expected rate. It will not be until the year 2005 that leaded petrol sales would drop to
a very low level. Lead in petrol serves two functions. First, it increases the octane
rating, meaning that fuel burns better under pressure and therefore prevents damage to
the engine.
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Mr Bloffwitch: That is a very good description.
Dr EDWARDS: The member could probably improve on it.
Secondly, lead is a lubricant assisting the engine valves, preventing the loss of
compression and valve burnout. Not all cars designed prior to 1986 can switch to
unleaded petrol. Although a small proportion can, cars that have hardened valves need
lead in petrol to provide the lubricating properties. A group of older cars cannot use
unleaded petrol.
Mr Bloffwitch: They can but they must be given an injection of upper cylinder lubricant.
Redex used oil in the petrol. It can be done but it is messy.
Dr EDWARDS: The States that have moved in that direction are Victoria and New
South Wales, which have half leaded petrol which is provided by Shell. It has 0. 1 grams
of lead per litre, and older cars can use that because it gives some protection. Our
concern is that when unleaded petrol was introduced into Western Australia it was
anticipated that by 1993 most of the vehicle fleet in this State would be using unleaded
petrol. However, new car registrations have not occurred as projected, and by 1991 only
73 per cent of the fleet was using unleaded petrol rather than the higher figure predicted.
There is still a need for leaded petrol, and while that need continues we should be
pointing out to people the dangers. We should be pointing out in particular the effects of
small amounts of lead in children.
Although the Opposition will not vote against this repeal Bill I still have a major concern.
I need to be reassured that the regulations covering the amount of lead and phosphorus in
unleaded petrol are introduced at the same time as the legislation is repealed. Initially we
also had some other practical concerns. The member for Northern Rivers will address
those.
I conclude by commenting on social justice and equity. There is clear evidence that
young children exposed to lead will be harmed. Ninety per cent of the lead is
atmospheric, and most comes from cars. We need to do as much as we can to either put
the older cars off the road or have them converted to unleaded petrol. The children most
likely to be affected live in the poorer areas where parents and people in general are more
likely to be driving older cars. If we are serious about this problem and about air
pollution we must recognise that we may need to provide greater assistance to those
families to cut down what is potentially a very severe problem.
MR LEAHY (Northern Rivers) [ 11.37 am]: I support the comments made by my
colleague the member for Maylands. I have a couple of concerns about what may be in
the regulations. I have not seen the regulations. I did not know whether they were
available. Yesterday when I spoke to the member for Armadale she had not had a chance
to look at them either. I would like to see the proposed regulations, and I hope we can
ensure that they will be set in place at the same time as the legislation is repealed.
The reason legislation was first introduced in 1985 was to try to convince people to
switch to unleaded fuel, and to ensure that unleaded fuel was available statewide as new
cars came on the market. It was necessary also to make sure that retailers did not
profiteer from the supply of unleaded petrol, because initially it would represent a small
proportion of retailers' turnover. Of course, they had the capacity to hit consumers hard
by charging high prices for that fuel.
The Act provides some regulation because one section precludes higher prices on that
fuel. The price had to be the same or less than that for leaded fuel. A couple of years
ago the Federal Government imposed a levy of 20 a litre on super grade fuel, which
would increase each year. I do not recall what the levy was called but it was along
environmental lines. Now retailers have no incentive to sell fuel at a higher price.
Unleaded petrol is cheaper than leaded petrol, and where possible people even use
unleaded fuel in cars designed to use leaded fuel. There should be no mix-up because if a
retailer supplies leaded fuel to an unleaded car he will cut his margin as he pays more for
the leaded product.
That will eliminate many of the concerns about nozzle size and the like because the use
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of unleaded petrol will be self-regulating. Obviously retailers will not make the mistakeof changing nozzle sizes, nor will they omnit to mark bowsers. It will be in their bestinterests to ensure they sell the correct fuel as unleaded fuel because it costs less thanleaded fuel. Vehicles have been on the market since 1986 with restricters which ensurethat the leaded nozzle will not fit into the fuel aperture. Only a few Japanese and othervehicles are on the market that have not been converted. In practice that has not causedany problems. Proprietors of service stations and their staff are quite careful about thefuel they put into vehicles, both because of the reduced profit margin and the fact thatdamage to vehicles from using the wrong type of fuel could lead to a liability suit.
I do not have any problems with the Unleaded Petrol Act fulfilling its aims, which are:First, to limit the content of lead and phosphorous in unleaded fuel to 0.013 grams of leador 0.0013 grams of phosphorous per litre at 15 degrees centigrade. That has beenachieved and the refiners will ensure that continues. There is no incentive for them to doanything different. Second, the Act requires petrol retailers to sell unleaded fuel. Thenumber of cars now on the market with restricters and which run only on unleaded fuel isso high it is unnecessaiy to regulate to make sure it is sold. It is in the best interests of allservice stations to sell unleaded fuel. Third. the Act requires petrol suppliers to supplyunleaded petrol to retailers. That happens everywhere. Fourth, it requires unleadedpetrol to be sold at no greater cost than leaded petrol. The regulations that were requiredin 1985 were sensible but they are not required any longer because self-regulation occursand will continue to occur. I do not agree with regulation for regulation's sake. Forthose reasons I support the Bill but, as I said earlier, with the reservation that I want tosee the regulations and make sure those regulations are in place when this Bill isproclaimed.
MR BLOFFWITCH (Geraldton) [ 11.42 am]: Having some experience within thepetroleum industry I wish to make a small contribution. It is nothing but a naturalextension of the marketplace to remove these regulations. Initially we were told that theinclusion of lead in fuel made it expensive. We were then told that the exclusion of leadwould be even more expensive. Most of us were perplexed.
Another thing that concerned me when unleaded fuel was introduced was that it had anoctane rating similar to regular petrol, which is around 89. In super petrol at that stagethe octane level was about 93. As the member for Maylands so eloquently explained, theoctane reacts under pressure to make fuel bum. The higher the pressure, the higher mustbe the octane level to achieve that. Australia introduced an unleaded fuel with an octanelevel of about 89. That caused many problems here with imported cars. I can wellremember the effects it had on the Ford F 150. Low octane causes a knocking in theengine. In other words, it causes a misfire. For example, when driving up a hill with abit of a load the vehicle will chug, back fire and go thump. The industry faced enormousproblems which were attributed to the 89 octane level. Companies began to realise it wasa problem, particularly with the very latest high performance, overhead cam vehiclesfrom Europe which could not run on low octane fuel. To compensate for that problemthey brought out premium unleaded fuel. My whinge to the oil industry was that in everyother country in the world the higher octane fuel was available at the normal price. We
were suitably conned.
As we now pay a surcharge to the Federal Government on unleaded fuel there is no needfor state regulations and it is timely to withdraw them. There is no better incentive forpeople to use unleaded fuel than making it 20 to 3g a litre less than leaded fuel. I supportthe Bill in removing those restrictions.
MR CJ. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the House) [11.45 am]: I thank memberson both sides of the House for their support of this repeal Bill. It is good to see that fromtime to time some legislation is repealed. The legislation served its purposes andtherefore it is logical that it should be removed from the Statute books. In response tocomments by the member for Maylands I draw her attention to what has happened at theBP Refinery (Kwinana) Pty Ltd. I commend BP for the work it has done to reduce thelead content in leaded and super grade petrol. The lead content in super grade was about0.5 grams of lead per litre of petrol. Under its program of raising octane levels through
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other means BP has been able to reduce the lead content progressively. That has been a
major result of a $200m refurbishment and expansion project at the BP refinery. The
lead content of super grade petrol was 0.3 grams at the beginning of this year and at the
completion of the work should be at around 0.2 grams per litre. Apart from the growth of
unleaded petrol, BP has done much work - I do not understand the chemistry and energy
content of the fuel - with its leaded fuel to reduce the lead content significantly. Western
Australia was criticised for lagging behind the other States, but BP has spent
approximately $200m, principally to achieve that target. I take note of the member's
comments about the age of the fleet using leaded petrol; although leaded petrol remains
in use the lead content has been reduced significantly. The problem has been
acknowledged and acted on. I thank members for their support.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time, proceeded through remaining stages and passed.

CORONERS BILL
Committee

Resumed from 29 November. The Chairman of Committees (Mr Strickland) in the
Chair; Mrs Edwardes (Attorney General) in charge of the Bill.

Clause 19: Information to be provided to next of kin -

Progress was reported after the clause had been partly considered.

Dr WATSON: I move -

Page 13, after line 16 - To insert the following -

(b) that there is a right to view the body and the place of death;

(c) that written and informed consent shall be sought in relation to
procedures under section 19(b) and section 19(d) of this Act;

I wish to make some comments about the conduct of this legislation through this
Chamber and the other place. This morning, the Attorney and I were on Radio 6PR, and
I pointed out to the commentator and the listeners that I could not understand the
indecent haste of guillotining this legislation at 10.00 pm. It was my understanding that
the other place did not intend to debate this legislation before it rose. It is inappropriate
to rush through the Chamber such important legislation. The Attorney and I spoke
behind the Chair when we arrived in Parliament this morning, and she has agreed that if
the Opposition in the other place can cooperate with the Government to get the
legislation through, that is the way we will proceed. This morning, I saw the Leader of
the Opposition in the other place, and he has agreed to do all he can to get this legislation
through, otherwise it will be March next year before this Bill can be debated in the other
place. There is an urgent need in the community to repeal the 1920 Act and replace it
with this Bill. My amendments indicate that I wish the Bill were more perfect. There are
gross deficiencies in this Bill. I presented 70 amendments, and the Attorney General,
while accepting 23 of my amendments, has put on the Notice Paper a number of her own
amendments. It is incumbent upon us, for the sake of democracy as much as anything
else, to debate this legislation. As a result of our discussions this morning and my
discussions with the Leader of the House and the Leader of the Opposition in the other
place, I guess the guillotine will still come into operation this evening and that we will
have only a little over an hour to debate this Bill.

Clause 19 is one of the most important clauses of the Bill. It is most important to
establish a protocol for when people first come into contact with the coronial system.
Yesterday, I tried to argue for a set of protocols and procedures to be defined by Statute.
I am pleased to have this opportunity to point out the reasons for my amendments. After
the coroner has notified the deceased person's next of kin that the body is under the
control of the coroner investigating the death, the next of kin must be told that they have
the right to view both the body and the place of death. I will go further and say that they
should also have the right to touch the body.
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Some years ago, I was a nurse in an oncology unit, and I later taught nursing. One of the
subjects that I got onto the curriculum of Royal Perth Hospital in 1973 was issues relatedto bereavement, death and dying. At that time, the hospice movement in Britain was
starting to publish some interesting material about bereavement and about what may
happen if grief cannot be worked through in the most appropriate way for an individual.
Elisabeth Kubler-Ross has become known as an international expert on thanatology, and
her work about the stages of dying and death is universally recognised and respected.
She states clearly in her professional journals and papers, many of which I have read, inher universally published book on death and dying, and in her radio and television
interviews, that the most important key to the resolution of grief is to be able to view andtouch the body. She states that no matter how mutilated the body may be because of the
type of death which the person has met, the grieving family should not be denied theright to be in the presence of that person. Some of us have religious beliefs. Some of us
believe there are spiritual experiences beyond this world. Some of us have objectiveviews about what happens when a person dies. However, no-one can deny anyone the
right to have feelings that are coloured by their experience of their particular culture and
of our universal culture. I know that great strides have been made, particularly when aninfant dies, in allowing the family to take that infant home so that the other children inthe household can pay their respects in the way that they desire. Often, an adult isbrought home if the funeral directors are able to make that arrangement. Of course,
many people who know that they are dying say that they want to die at home, surrounded
by the people who love them. However, we are talking here about sudden death in
extraordinary circumstances.
I make a plea for the Attorney to incorporate in this Bill the right to view the body and
the right to touch the body. Even if the head and face need to be bandaged, a part of thebody which is familiar, such as a hand with a ring on it, or a leg, should be able to be
seen and touched. The people who are bereaved should be able to be alone with theperson who has died and to touch that part of the body that they need to touch.
Kubler-Ross has pointed to this experience as being the key to appropriate healing and
being able to progress through the stages of bereavement which she has identified.
Many of the people who contacted me, including many Aboriginal people, as well as
those who tried to contact the Attorney General, and many of the almost 3 000 people
who support this legislation because of their negative experiences, were denied the right
to view the body and to touch the body. Today I got a letter accompanying a shortstatement that was made by a person who has been very active in lobbying for changes in
this legislation, that she wrote for the "Compassionate Friends" magazine. She has givenme approval to show it to others. I do not think I can read it aloud but later I will seekthe authority of the Committee to incorporate it in Hansard. It sets out very eloquently
what has happened to her because she was not able to touch her son after his death; she
had to identify him through glass, which she likened to the glass in a butcher shop
window. In the accompanying letter she said that one woman had recently told her about
identification being denied to her. Because the body had been put into a closed coffin,
this woman still imagines that everyone else has got it wrong and that the deceased will
walk through the door or that they will meet in the street. She is unable to move on
through her bereavement because she is still stuck on denying the death of the person
whom she loved so much.
I seek the approval of the Committee to incorporate into Hansard this very short essay
written by the mother of a young man who died, who was unable to touch him after his
death. She still grieves terribly about that experience.
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN~ (Ms Warnock): I am afraid the member cannot do that
because only charts and statistical material produced during a speech can beincorporated; however, the letter can be allowed to lie on the Table for the balance of this
day's sitting if the member wishes to do so. The only other alternative is to
accommodate it in the speech.
Mrs Edwardes: As a Minister, I am happy to have it incorporated, if the member wishes
to pass it to me.
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The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: The Attorney General can do that when we sit in the
House, but not in Committee.
Dr WATSON: 1 am just worried that when I read it out, I will cry.

The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN: If it becomes a tabled document, it does not get
incorporated into Hansard. Those are the only alternatives that are available to the
member.
Dr WATSON: People must be able to see and touch the body of the deceased person. It
is important also that they have access to the place of death. This recommendation came
directly from the Royal Commission into Aboriginal Deaths in Custody. It is very
important for people whose family member dies in an institution to have access to the
prison or the lockup, as is the case particularly among Aboriginal people who died in
custody, and also for all those who die in care. Someone might die on an operating table,
or in a sobering up shelter, or while they are staying away, or in a whole range of
circumstances. As human beings we need to satisfy ourselves, as bleak as it is or as
comfortable as it is, that this place is where that person who was loved very much spent
his or her last moments.
I refer specifically to the case of Mr Lee, although I have gone through a number of these
cases briefly. He is an old man who was very anxious about publicising his case, but is
now prepared to do so. His wife died as a result of an unexpected illness. She was being
investigated for possible cancer. She died suddenly of heart disease. Something went
terribly wrong for that family. In the end this old man did not see his wife from the time
the funeral director took her body away and the pathologist took her brain, to just before
the funeral. This couple had been married for 40 years, yet, he could not see his wife's
body for 13 days after she had been taken away. This occurred in Rockingham in August
this year. I know of case after case along the same lines. That man will go to his own
grave with his grief unresolved.

Mr M. BARNETT: I have only just come into the Chamber. The member who preceded
me has asked me to read some details into this debate. I note that I have a little more
time than is required to do so; therefore, I will take a little longer to talk about the case
the member has raised for I am somewhat familiar with it.

One day some months ago I was horrified to be visited in my office by a man who was
particularly distressed over events surrounding the death of his wife. He was hand in
hand with one of his daughters because every few moments he would burst into tears,
such was his distress. He detailed to me a story that I found to be horrendous. Quite
franly, I do not know how this man will continue to cope with the balance of his life. I
will tell members just a small portion of those events.

As has already been mentioned by the member for Kenwick, this man's wife died of a
heart attack. He wanted to see her body. This man was clearly deeply in love with his
wife, and had been for over 40 years. They were obviously very close. Unbeknown to
him a post-mortem had taken place on his wife. Even though she had died of a heart
attack, without his approval or even without reference to him, portions of her body had
been removed. After some considerable time he and his family were able to bury his
wife. One would think that that was the beginning of the end of the grieving process, but
it was not to be.

A coroner came to that man after his wife's body had been buried - naturally he
presumed all of his wife's body had been interred - and told him that he had his wife's
brain and asked what he wanted the coroner to do with it. The man burst into tears and it
took some considerable time before he could go on with the interview. He constantly
returns to talk to me and to the member for Kenwick and says that he has nightmares
every night because he did not bury all of his wife's body, only part of her body. An
entirely improper process took place that allowed a person or persons unknown, simply
to open his wife's body, take out a part, and after her death go to this man and ask what
he wanted to do with the rest of her body.

That is one of the most outrageous stories relayed to me by any of my constituents in 22
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years as a member of Parliament. I cannot cope with any piece of legislation that allows
that sort of event to occur. Having concluded the story that was started by the member
for Kenwick, I will read a story on her behalf. It is entitled, "There are no second
chances" and reads -

At approximately 3.15 a.m., 19th December 1992, 1 didn't know how much my
life was to change forever. Around 4.20 a.m. I answered the front door to be
confronted by two police officers and my world fell apart as they asked me if the
person on the driver's licence that they had in their possession was my son. On
answering "Yes", the nightmare every parent dreads had happened as they
informed me that my precious 20 year old son Paul was dead. He had been struck
down by a motorist walking home from a night out and could my husband and I
please go with them to the State Morgue to identify his body.
All the way going in I kept my hopes up that they had made a mistake, it just
couldn't be my son. I could still hear his voice so clearly from the night before
"Mum, could you please drop me down at the marina. I want to have a few drinks
and don't want to drink and drive". It couldn't be Paul I kept saying to myself as
the last words he said to me were "I won't be in late as I'm getting new tyres for
my car in the morning".
These hopes were shattered when, arriving at the morgue, we were placed before
a glass window (very similar to a butcher shop window). They turned oin the
lights and our bodies had to take the worst trauma a parent would have to suffer.
that of seeing your beloved child so still and so pale, their life snatched away
from them.
They ask if it is your son, knowing it is because of your reaction, it could be no-
one else but they have a job to do. Never in my life have I felt so useless. Every
other time in Paul's life I'd been able to ease his pain and now I could do nothing
when he needed me the most. I asked to be allowed to hold him and say goodbye,
but this was denied. You as a parent have just received the ultimate heartbreak
and it's made worse by this inhumane act.
The day Paul was born I held him to my breast, as most mothers do, to form our
bond of love and that bond did not stop immediately on his death. I nurtured,
cared and loved my son for over 20 years and I am angry that I was not allowed to
hold him in my arms and kiss him goodbye properly that morning. He may just
be another statistic to the authorities and everyone else, but to me he was and will
always be my precious son. The morning Paul died part of my husband and I died
with him. Ironic that he wouldn't drink and drive because of what may happen
and yet it cost him his life.
Written by Judy Mellows in loving memory of her beloved son, Paul.

I am pleased that I was able to arrive at the Chamber at precisely this time, because this is
the most significant part of the legislation. I implore the Minister to do whatever she can
to amend the legislation in a way that will allow these inhumane acts to cease and for
people to be able to go through the grieving process that is necessary at this time with the
utmost help, rather than the utmost hindrance.
Mr RIEBELING: The last two speeches covered most of what I wanted to say, and I do
not wish to go over those areas. However, I am concerned about the procedure that the
coroner will follow when he advises people of his decision on a post mortem. Paragraph
(b) provides that the coroner must advise the next of kin if a post mortem examination is"likely" to be performed on the body. That indicates to me that the coroner has not
discussed the matter with a pathologist prior to contacting the next of kin. The next of
kin should not be contacted unless a decision has been made to conduct a post mortem.
Why put a grieving family through this trauma by saying that a post mortemn is likely,
when there is a possibility there will not be a post mortem? That procedure will cause
needless anguish.
Paragraph (f) provides that a counselling service will be available, and that is a positive
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move. However, it appears that because it is in the section that relates to information
provided to next of kin, the counselling relates to the family's decision whether to object
to a post mortem. Will counselling be provided to next of kin not only in the process of
deciding whether to object to a post mortem, but also beyond that to any trauma that is
caused by the post mortem?
Mrs EDWARDES: The member for Kenwick acknowledged our discussions behind the
Chair this morning. She was concerned that the guillotine would not permit us to
complete the debate on this legislation during Committee. Because this matter is
important to the member for Kenwick I offered to remove the guillotine to allow a full
debate, despite the obvious consequence that it would delay the progress of the Bill.

Dr Watson: The community wants it to go through the Parliament.

Mvrs EDWARDES: Yes; we agree that it is extremely important and that probably
outweighs the inability to debate some of those issues. The member for Kenwick has met
my staff to work through the amendments, and we have gone over those amendments, so
a lot of work has been done outside of this Chamber. The report of the Select Committee
on Procedure tabled today shows how in-depth discussions held outside this Chamber can
ensure a greater level of efficiency in the operation of this Chamber. That will provide
for a greater level of substance and far more open debate and discussion on the intent of
the legislation and the requirements of individual members. We are using the time that
was allocated to me for debate on the Censorship Bill; however, given the concern of the
member for Kenwick it was felt that it was important to allocate time to this Bill to allow
further debate on clause 19, which is the key to this Bill.

Clause 19 provides that full information will be provided to next of kin. Although we
will not have the time to go through all the amendments on the Notice Paper, those
amendments standing in my name will automatically be passed when the guillotine
comes down at 10 o'clock tonight and the amended Bill will go through to the
Legislative Council. As the member for Kenwick has identified, the Government is
prepared, given a level of cooperation, to work towards this Bill passing through the
Parliament this year. As Agsembly members, neither the member for Kenwick nor I
would deem it proper to direct the other Chamber; however, we will encourage members
in the other place to work towards passing the Bill through Parliament this year.

A number of points have been raised about the right to touch. It is an absolute right. As
a mother and wife I want that right to choose. I have given a clear direction to the
coroner's office that that is the practice I expect to be followed, and included in the
directions which will come under the regulations. This morning I have written a letter to
the inister for Police to go to the Commissioner for Police. In some instances, with
good intent, the police say, "You do not want to look or to touch." They think they are
doing the right thing by family members, particularly where the body of a loved one is in
such a state that it could be traumatic for family members. However, that is not their
right. It should be the choice of the family. That is the substance of the letter going to
the inister for Police. The guidelines in this Bill will ensure a clear direction to the
police, who act as coronial investigators, and who deal with the family members up-front.
There will still be a couple of instances where touching may be refused.

Touching may be refused in the area of infectious diseases. If the member is concerned
about the wording, we can deal with that as we work through the regulations. In response
to the question by the member for Ashburton about clause 19(b), we are trying to provide
for immediate contact with the family. Sometimes a post mortem examination may not
take place within 24 hours. Given the provision of 48 hours under this Bill, post mortemn
may not take place at that time. Once contact is established with the coroner a post
mortemn examination is more likely. We want immediate contact with the family and full
information provided to the next of kin. As to changing the word "likely", we will be
saying to the family members, "The coroner is contacting you as family members, and
this is the information on what will or may occur." I understand what the member is
saying, but we are trying to provide as much information as early as possible to the
family members once the coroner is involved.

[ASSEMBLY]12064



[Thursday, 30 November 1995]126

The member for Ashburton referred to the counselling service. I am not sure whether themember was present yesterday when I was talking about the outreach service, but we willbe working towards providing it statewide. That will take *some time. In the meantimewe are providing a telephone service. I indicated yesterday that for the past two weeksthe counselling service had been helping a family in Albany. That help has been ongoingcontact. There may well be an opportunity to refer on, where there is a need forindividual family members, but that counselling service is not governed by a tinmi frameafter which it is discontinued. Not everybody who has contact with the counselling
service has been pleased with it, for various reasons. As I indicated yesterday, it is a newservice and those involved are learning. New male and female counsellors will make abig difference to many of the family members. We will continue to work on changes.Where problems arise, such as that which the member for Rockingham pointed out, it isvery important they are brought to my attention as quickly as possible, just as Mr Lee's
case was brought to my attention, so that when something goes wrong with the systemn
we can work out how, where and why, to ensure it does not recur.
As I have said in this Chamber previously, I do not claim that we have got it absolutelyright in this Bill. Although we must agree to disagree on a couple of amendments thatthe member for Kenwick has put forward, I have acknowledged, recognised andsupported a number of her other amendments. We want to ensure that this service will
meet the needs of the community. I will be very pleased to follow through the case of MrLee with the member for Rockingham. We do not support these amendments for thereasons I gave yesterday. However, we are committed as a Government to this issue.This is a non-political issue, and I believe that we have been dealing with it in a very
non-partisan way.
I look forward to continuing that approach with this Bill and in other areas where social
and moral issues are involved.
Dr WATSON: I point out to the Attorney and to the rest of. the Committee that we arefast running out of time. Members on the Attorney's side of the Chamber as well as onour side believe that the right to touch must be included in the legislation. I have notincluded the right to touch in my amendment. However, there is a provision in a lateramendment to clause 35 which we would have voted on. According to that amendment
to page 23 -

Where under this section the senior next of kin objects to a post-mortem
examination his rights in relation to the deceased under this Act shall not be
prejudiced and specifically, he shall not be precluded from viewing, identifying or
touching the body of the deceased.

That amendment would have followed logically if the Attorney does not moveamendments to that effect. The Attorney General has an amendment on the Notice. Paper
to insert after line 18 of page 13 -

that while the body is under the control of the coroner investigating the death, itmay be viewed by any of the deceased person's next of kin under section 37(5).
I would like to move an amendment to that amendment so that it may be viewed 'andtouched" by any of the deceased person's next of kin under section 37(5). 1 know where
the numbers are in the Chamber.
Mrs Edwardes: It is not a matter of the numbers.
Dr WATSON: I know that my amendments will not be passed. I know that the Attorneywill not accept any more amendments than she has already a 'ccepted. I am pleased thatshe has accepted those amendments. However, this clause is the key to the coronialprocesses and the resolution of grief. It acknowledges that people are in no fit state toabsorb information and explanations at that time. I am aware that advocates and lobbygroups have approached government members. We all want the right to touch to beenshrned in Statute. As I have said, I would like to be able to move an amendment sothat, on page 13 and after line 18, it would read -

that while the body is under the control of the coroner investigating the death, it
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may be viewed and touched by any of the deceased person's next of kin under
section 37(5).

I would like to give government members an opportunity to contribute to the debate so
that they can support my amendment. We are not talking about politics here. We are
talking about the community and a bipartisan approach to a human right and a human
need.
Mrs PARKER: I support the member for Kenwick. I spoke to the Attorney General this
morning about the difficulty in enshrining the right to touch in legislation. That right was
to be included in regulations. I am concerned about that because I believe the right to
touch should be included in the Act. We appear to be making amendments on the run. I
believe there are difficulties as there may be medical reasons why it is unsafe to touch the
body of the deceased. I still encourage what may be a last minute change. We must find
a way to enshrine in the Bill the right of the next of kin to touch the body of the deceased.
I support the moves being made now to incorporate touching in the amendment so that
the right is enshrined in legislation and not left to the discretion of a medical person or
other professional dealing with the deceased. It should be acknowledged as a right of the
next of kin in their time of suffering.

Mr D.L. SMITH: Clause 19 deals with the information which the coroner should provide
to the next of kin. If the system is to be capable of being generous to all the relatives of
the deceased, this is the area where it can be generous. It relates purely to the coroner
giving information. I presume that, in due course, that information would be converted
into some usual or prescribed form. It is not difficult to include in that notice information
which would fully inform the relatives of everything which will follow in the coronial
system.
This is where many of the problems which have occurred in the past have started. People
come into contact with the coronial system for the first time and they are unaware of how
the system works and their rights and how problems can be avoided. In terms of the
Attorney's sensitivity to the issue, I am concerned that she does not seem to be
approaching the clause on the basis of what is sufficient information, recognising the fact
that it is not a great burden to include a host of information in the initial notice. When
she reconsiders the clause between the time it passes from this place and is considered in
the other place, I hope she will review some of the comments that have been made, and
what she has said, and construct the clause in a proper form which is acceptable to
everyone in this place, to the community and especially to the relatives of deceased
persons.
The other issue that has come to light in the debate relates to what further rights there
should be. If those rights are to be incorporated into later sections of the Bill, it is proper
that the fact that those rights exist should form part of the notice given to the next of kin.
I do not want to get bogged down with regard to those rights because we should properly
debate those points when we reach the relevant clauses. However, if the Attorney is to
accept Labor amendments about touching, it is important that that right is expressed in
the notice so that the next of kind are fully aware of the right and can convey that to the
relatives who may be interested. I have a concern about the way this notification is done;
that is, the notification is only to the next of kin. Although I recognise that there are
difficulties for the coroner in establishing who was the next of kin and who was closest to
the person in life, the legislation should contain a recognition that on many occasions the
person who most needs to know about these matters will not be the next of kin. I can
imagine circumstances in which the relationship of the next of kin, strictly speaking, and
the person closest in life to the person may be quite distant. Therefore, the information
the next of kin receives will not necessarily be conveyed to the person who was closest in
life.
This is an important issue for a great number of people. I would prefer to know that the
Attorney General is listening to me.

Mrs Edwardes: You will be aware that I am trying to assist.
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Mr D.L. SMITH: I anm aware that the Attorney General is trying to reach agreement on
this question of notice. However, I want to raise other issues about whether notice to the
next of kin is always adequate: In my view it is not. One of the matters that should be
considered in this provision is the insertion of a third subelause in addition to the one the
Attorney General proposes to add for the notice in writing. Even if it does not impose an
obligation on the coroner and simply says that the coroner should also provide a similar
notice to any person that he considers should receive such notice, it would be a
recognition that in circumstances where the coroner became aware that the person closest
to the deceased in life was not the next of kin, that person had an expectation, if not a
right, that he might receive notice expressing all the same matters under this clause.
Mrs Edwardes: Do you mean under clause 35(5)(f)?
Mr D.L. SMITH: Unless the Attorney General proposes to amend the legislation it states
that if no other person mentioned is available, any person nominated by the deceased is
the person to be contacted in an emergency. If the deceased has nominated someone. I
thought that person should be sent this notice as of right, not on the basis of the other
people not being available. Even that may not cover the situation we are talking about.
In unexpected deaths most people do not leave notice of who should be contacted.
However, in the course of receiving the initial report of the death or the report of a police
officer the coroner will often be able to identify these people. The notice provision under
clause 19 must embrace that circumstance.
This clause deals with the question of information. Obviously the extent of that
information will depend on which rights the Attorney General accepts in the later
amendments the Opposition will move. All I seek from the Attorney General is an
assurance that all provisions the Government accepts later in this place or in the other
place to confer traditional rights, such as the right to touch, are contained in the notice
provision. I hope the Government will honour the undertaking of the Attorney General
to revisit clause 19 in the other place and ensure that any rights it agrees to be
incorporated into this legislation will be included in clause 19.
Mrs EDWARDES: The form of the notice to be provided to the next of kin will come
back through this Chamber by way of regulation. The Government takes on board the
member for Mitchell's comments. I will liaise and consult with the member for Kenwick
on those matters. I believe that the right to touch is an absolute right. If people are in
trouble the first thing one wants to do is touch them. Similarly, if a loved one were
deceased, the first thing one would want to do is touch.
Amendment put and negatived.
Mrs EDWARDES: I move -

Page 13, line 18 - To insert after "body" the words "under section 34".
This is one of the amendments I accepted from the member for Kenwick.
Amendment put and passed.
Mrs EDWARDES: I move -

Page 13, after line 18 - To insert the following -

(c) that while the body is under the control of the coroner
investigating the death, any of the deceased person's next of kin
under section 37(5) may touch the body, unless the coroner
determines that it is undesirable or dangerous to do so;

Amendment put and passed.
The balance of clause 19, and clauses 20 to 28 postponed, on motion by Mrs
Edwardes (Attorney General).
Clause 29: Control of body -

Mrs EDWARDES: I move -

Page 18, after line 9 - To insert the following subelause -
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(2) While a body is under the control of the coroner investigating the
death, the coroner is to ensure that any of the deceased person's next of
kin under section 37(5) who wish to view the body are permitted to do so
and any of those persons who wish to touch the body are permitted to do
so, unless the coroner determines that it is undesirable or dangerous to do
SO.

The amendment reflects the feeling of the Committee.
Dr WATSON: The amendment certainly meets the concerns of people who have lobbied
hard and long to make sure that other people do not have to go through the same
experiences and are denied the opportunity to touch and, sometimes, to view the body of
a person whom they love very much. The Opposition accepts the amendment, but I want
to kniow the status of the amendments between clauses 19 and 28.
Mrs Edwardes: We will go back to them and continue the debate.
Dr WATSON: I thank the Attorney. The amendment overcomes that difficulty.
Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 30 to 60, and schedule 1 postponed, on motion by Mrs Edwardes (Attorney
General).
Postponed clause 19: Information to be provided to next of in -
Consideration resumed.
Mrs EDWARDES: I move -

Page 13, after line 18 - To insert the following -

(c) that there is a right under section 35 to request that a doctor chosen
by the senior next of kin be present at the post mortem
examination;

(d) that if tissue is to be removed from the body under section
34(3)(b), then there is a right to view the written permission of the
deceased;

(e) that while the body is under the control of the coroner
investigating the death, it may be viewed by any of the deceased
person's next of kin under section 37(5);

Page 13, line 19 - To delete "the Act" and substitute "section 37".
Page 13, line 20 - To insert after "right" the passage "under section 36".

Dr WATSON: I have a couple of points in relation to this clause. Although I have said
that I am delighted that there is now the right to touch, I point out to the Attorney the
protocol that should be followed when people farst arrive at a mortuary to identify a body.
Yesterday, I listed a set of protocols and procedures that should be adhered to because of
the statutory responsibility. There are two important issues that we will not be able to
debate fully today. One such issue is the identification of next of kin. My colleague the
member for Mitchell referred to that matter.
I am most concerned that, from our Euro-centric experience, we regard certain people as
senior next of kin. That is not always appropriate for people from other cultures,
indigenous Australians or, in particular, the homosexual community. It is very important
that considerations are made, if not in this place, in the other place. We must bear in
mind the huge number of deaths from AIDS-related illnesses, people who live traditional
lifestyles in Aboriginal communities, and people from Cambodia or China. It will not be
appropriate to consider the hierarchy that has been in our legislation since 1932. That
matter will be relevant also to the human tissue and transplant legislation.
Another important issue that will remain unaddressed is the information brochure. We
should make sure that everybody who identifies the body of someone they love is given a
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brochure that has been developed in consultation with all stakeholders. We must make
sure that stakeholders' rights and obligations are very clear and that the bereaved person
has an indication of where to go for information or explanation. I am disappointed that
the Attorney has not agreed to informed consent for post mortemn examination, but by the
same token I congratulate her on at last accepting an amendment on informed consent for
the removal and retrieval of body parts.
Mr D.L. SMITH: Has there been an amendment to the preamble? Is it still a notice to
any of the deceased's next of kin under clause 35? If so, why are the words "any next of
kin" rather than "the senior next of kin" used?
Mrs Edwardes: We want the information to be provided to the next of kin.
Mr D.L. SMITH: But clause 35 provides for the senior next of kin. I do not understand
why the Attorney does not refer to the senior next of kin rather than any of them. If the
Attorney had referred to the senior next of kin, it would have referred to all of them in
order.
Mrs EDWARDES: I take the point to which the member is alluding, however we have
discussed it at length in the consultation process. It is accepted that we want that
information provided to the next of kin at the earliest possible time. I shall examine the
member's comments.
I take this opportunity to thank the member for Kenwick for her assistance with this Bill.
I am aware of the sensitivity of the points she raised and I know she would like to explain
the reason for each of the amendments she has on the Notice Paper. In recognising that, I
did offer to withdraw this Bill from the guillotine. However, we both agree that it is
important that this Bill pass through this Parliament this year. Given the very heavy
workload of the Legislative Council there must be cooperation between the Government
and the Opposition for the Bill to pass through that House. The member for Kenwick has
spoken to the leaders in both this and the other place in an endeavour to seek their
cooperation. I would like to see the Bill pass through the other place this year. but for
that to occur the support and cooperation of all members in the upper House will be
required.

Progress
Progress reported and leave given to sit again, on motion by Mrs Edwardes (Attorney
General).

Sitting suspended from 1.01 to 2. 00 pm

[Questions without notice taken.]

MATITER OF PUBLIC INTEREST - PUBLIC SECTOR TENDERING
THlE SPEAKER (Mr Clarko): Members, today I received within the prescribed time a
letter from the member for Nollamara seeking to debate as a matter of public interest
public sector tendering.
If sufficient members agree to this motion, I will allow it.
[At least five members rose in their places.]
The SPEAKER: In accordance with the sessional order, 30 minutes each will be
allocated to the Opposition and the Government and three minutes, in total, to the
Independent members, should they seek the call, for the purpose of this debate.
MR KOBELKE (Nollamara) [2.33 pm]: I move -

This House expresses its concern at the mismanagement of public sector
tendering with the increased potential for corruption and calls on the Government
to ensure that -

1 . the tendering processes are in all cases open, accountable and competitive;
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2. government party political donors and friends do not receive special
consideration; and

3. the State Supply Commission is chaired by a suitable, qualified and
independent officer who will not be seen to be a crony of the Premier.

Under this Government we have seen a huge increase in the amount of work contracted
out. Although that is the policy of this Government, it has not addressed the need to
ensure that that contracting out has taken place at a level that will ensure we get value for
our money, and there will not be ripoffs by government supporters and friends who have
their hands in the till. There are so many rumours around that it is hard to know just how
bad this problem is. Clearly, there are enough examples of mismanagement to know
there is a problem in the whole area of public tendering. That must be addressed in a
very thorough and comprehensive way. Today time will not allow me to do that.
I will refer to just one part of that system; that is, the need to ensure that the chairperson
of the State Supply Commission is someone of integrity and independence, who is seen
to have the ability to oversee the whole tendering process, to ensure that the system has
integrity and that people see the system is working properly. When an officer is too close
to players in the Government, it will be very difficult for that officer to establish any real
sense of independence in the public eye. The current chairperson, unfortunately, is
someone of that type.
Mr Craig Lawrence, the Chairperson of the State Supply Commission, is known to be
very closely linked to the Premier's brother Mr Ken Court. He has been working very
closely with the Premier almost since he came to the office. Mr Lawrence is not able to
establish himself as someone who is independent and able to oversee the administration
of contracting out of government business. The Premier might like to indicate who
recommended Mr Craig Lawrence to him when he first started to appoint him to
positions in Government.
Mr Minson: I did; I did.
Mr KOBELKE: In 1993?
Mr Minson: No.
Mr KOBELKE: The member should listen to the question. Will the Premier answer
now?
Mr Court: I will answer all your questions and all the dirt you want to throw in my
direction when I stand.
Mr KOBELKE: Who recommended Craig Lawrence to the Premier in the first place? I
will see whether the Premier will answer the question because he is not too good at
answering other questions. Let us see whether he will answer that one. To date there has
been a lack of propriety by Mr Craig Lawrence.
Mr Court: This will keep you out of office for years and years. You would not know a
decent person if you fell over one.
Mr Minson interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr KOBELKE: It seems that he is very close to members of the Court family, not only
socially but also in his role in Government in a number of situations where there has been
a lack of proper process and propriety.
I will address why I believe Mr Craig Lawrence has been given so many favours by this
Government. People should know he has been an executive with the Perpetual group for
some time. Mr Ken Court is a member of the board of Perpetual Trustees Australia as
well as being chairman of Perpetual Trustees WA Ltd. In the late 1980s Perpetual
Trustees WA came off the rails. It ended up doing a lot of deals as a result of which
people lost millions of dollars. As a consequence Mr Craig Lawrence was forced out of
his position as group general manager and as director of between 18 and 20 companies
on or about 26 August 1992.
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Mr Lawrence walked the plank. A huge mess was left within Perpetual Trustees WA to
be cleaned up by the Perpetual group. Someone had to take the rap: It would be either
the Chairman of Perpetual Trustees WA, Mr Ken Court, or someone else. The person
who took the rap was Mr Craig Lawrence. In late 1992 he found himself without a job.
Fortunately for him, the Court Government was elected in early 1993. Suddenly he
found he had entree to all sorts of jobs; in fact, so many that I cannot keep track of them.
Perhaps another member might try to go through all the positions and payments that this
Government has given to Mr Craig Lawrence to make sure he was looked after because
he had certainly looked after the Premier's brother in the smelly mess that had been left
in Perpetual Trustees WA Ltd.
I will now turn to the facts to substantiate my claims. Mr Craig Lawrence was a director
of Perpetual Trustees WA from 23 July 1985 to 26 August 1992. He served a period as
the manager. He went on to become the group'general manager for the Perpetual
Trustees group of companies across Australia. He was removed as a director of Perpetual
Trustees Australia also on 26 August 1992. In fact, as far as I can ascertain from the
public record, on that day he was removed as director of 18 companies.
A week or so later Craig Lawrence was removed from a further two companies belonging
to the Perpetual group. Mr Ken Court was the chairman of Perpetual Trustees WA Ltd
for many years until his removal on 31 December 1993. This was as a result of part of a
general restructuring of the Perpetual group as it came to recognise that Perpetual
Trustees WA Ltd had totally run amok. In order to bring it under control the group
removed its autonomy to operate separately under the chairmanship of Mr Ken Court
and, as I have said, Craig Lawrence was no longer employed by any of the companies in
the Perpetual Trustees group. I alluded some time ago in this Chamber to the shonky
dealings that were going on. I indicated quite clearly that the funding for the Liberal
Party headquarters in Menzies House was provided by Perpetual Trustees WA Ltd
through a valuation of that building which simply did not stack up. A building that was
bought for $1.1 m in 1985 was valued for the purposes of a mortgage from Perpetual
Trustees WA Ltd at $2.8m in May 1992 at a time when all the records indicated that the
bottom had fallen out of the commercial property market. Perpetual Trustees WA Ltd's
own report shows that it had down-valued its property holdings. When I made that
charge a reply came back from the company that the properties it had down-valued were
not in Western Australia, but when I looked at the report for the preceding year I noted it
had a major write-down in property values here in Perth, therefore the slide started earlier
in Perth and was continuing. Anyone in the company's position should have known that
the valuation on the Liberal Party headquarters could not be accurate. It was the basis of
a valuation which was helping to fund the Liberal Party. However, Menzies House was
small fry and nothing compared with what was going on, of which the general public and
I were not aware.
In the late 1 980s Perpetual Trustees WA Ltd got into deep water with a whole range of
trusts. I have enough time now to touch briefly on only one of them: Perpetual Trustees
WA Ltd was the trustee for the Rural Property Trust. I quote from the 1994 annual report
some of the undertakings given by Perpetual Trustees WA Ltd with respect to its
responsibilities as trustee -

As trustee, we are responsible for protecting the rights and interests of investors in
unit trusts. Our duties as trustee include holding the assets of the unit trust,
ensuring that the trust manager buys and sells assets according to the procedures
in the prospectus and trust deed. We are also involved in monitoring all trust
expenses to ensure that they are reasonable and regularly review the unit trust
manager to ensure its administration systems remain efficient.

Clearly with Mr Ken Court as chairman and Mr Craig Lawrence as executive officer no
such duty of care was taken by Perpetual Trustees WA Ltd. The company did not fulfil
its legal and fiduciary duties. The Trust Company of Australia Limited replaced
Perpetual Trustees WA Ltd as trustees for the Rural Property Trust in March 1992. It
found that the cupboard was almost bare and that the money had been ripped out of the
Rural Property Trust while it was under the trusteeship of Perpetual Trustees WA Ltd.
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As a result of that, the Trust Company of Australia took legal action against Perpetual
Trustees WA Ltd and made a claim for $78m. It also made claims against other parties
for a further $38m. Those other parties included a number of valuers who had been
involved in the shonky valuations that had been used as a part of the rorts to obtain
money from Rural Property Trust. That legal action resulted in an out of court settlement
of $35m. Perpetual Trustees WA Ltd paid that in order to settle the claim and to try to
keep the claimants quiet. Clearly, the assertions made about the mismanagement of
Perpetual Trustees WA Ltd must have been very well founded if the company was
willing to make a payment of that amount. As I have indicated, that is just one of the
sorry saga of cases over which Perpetual Trustees WA Ltd ruled. This financial disaster
was alluded to in an article in The West Australian of 27 May -

It had it all. Related party transactions, independent advisers with questionable
independence, quick turn-around property deals, and some of WA's best-known
I 980s-style success stories.

When the national group of companies realised that it had to address the problems that
had come to its knowledge, it restructured and removed the autonomy of Perpetual
Trustees WA Ltd. It gave Craig Lawrence the option of moving and, as I have indicated,
he moved on a certain date. The annual report of Perpetual Trustees WA Ltd for 1991
mentions an executive officer who received a salary in excess of $320 000, and, as Craig
Lawrence was the group manager at that time, I assume that he was the recipient of that
salary. We find with all the jobs that this Government wants to give him that it seems to
want to build up his salary to that level; I will return to that later. On 26 August 1992 Mr
Craig Lawrence was removed from 18 companies and was no longer the group manager
for Perpetual Trustees WA Ltd. Mr Ken Court hung on to his position as a director of
Perpetual Trustees WA Ltd. He was later removed as part of the restructuring.
Mr Court: Is he still a director?
Mr KOBELKE: I said that he was removed from the chairmanship of Perpetual Trustees
WA Ltd. He is still a director of Perpetual Trustees Australia. The very clear point that I
am making is that Craig Lawrence became a scapegoat for what had gone on there. Mr
Craig Lawrence walked the plank; he took the penalty; so it was then incumbent on this
Premier, when his brother came to him, to make sure that Mr Craig Lawrence was looked
after. We will see the whole range of jobs that he has been given, because this
Government has gone a long way to look after Mr Craig Lawrence. The report tabled
today indicates that in the past six months, for one of the consultancies - we do not know
how many he has - he received $54 840, which represents in excess of $ 100 000 per
annum for what is a part time consultancy. This Government is certainly trying its best
to look after Mr Craig Lawrence.
Mr Craig Lawrence's parting from the Perpetual Trustees Group was recorded in the
1992 annual report a few weeks after he was dumped from all of its boards. We find in
the report very faint praise indeed -

The Board wishes to acknowledge the contribution of Mr Craig Lawrence..
who resigned from the office of Group General Manager on 26 August 1992.
The Board commends management and staff for their dedication and effort in
achieving a pleasing result during what has proved to be a difficult business
period.

That was the farewell by the Perpetual Trustees Group to Mr Craig Lawrence.
Let us turn to Mr Craig Lawrence's service for this Government. This Govemnment
placed him as a commissioner for the City of Perth.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Peel.
Mr KOBELKE: At the same time he had a consultancy for the Premier, which in many
cases led to a conflict of interest. Mr Craig Lawrence should have been representing the
ratepayers of the City of Perth and the three towns, but instead he was doing the bidding
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of this Government, because he was a close friend of the Premier and on a consultancy to
the Premier and not upholding the propriety one expects of a commissioner under the
Local Government Act. Do we find Mr Craig Lawrence's skills evident in his work as a
commissioner of the City of Perth? Unfortunately, we do in some respects, because two
things are evident: He remained loyal to the Court family and he involved himself in
dealings in which he did not have proper land valuations. It seems that in that respect we
have a continuation of what we found with Perpetual Trustees WA Ltd. Creative
valuations have become a part of the deals in which this Government has been involved,
particularly those involving Mr Craig Lawrence. If the Government has not used a
creative valuation it has simply used no valuation at all but simply thought up a figure
and run with it. I will mention just two cases involving the transfer of tens of millions of
dollars within government or between sectors of government without proper valuation.
One which I will not go back over was the BankWest deal in Barrack Street. This
Government simply transferred money into BankWest for its privatisation without
considering the need for any form of proper valuation. They accepted a bank valuation
that was made for a totally different purpose. The Auditor General is looking at that
matter and correspondence is continuing. We then move to the deal that was done in the
Town of Cambridge with the endowment land. Just two days before the commissioners
were to hand over to the elected council they transferred a large block of land to the
Government so that they could take money out of the pockets of the ratepayers of the
Town of Cambridge and put it into the pocket of the State Government.
That was done without a valuation. The Premier in announcing it said in a newspaper
article in March that an estimated $6m would be raised from the sale for housing of 14
hectares of additional Town of Cambridge land south of Rochdale Road on the park's
southern boundary. Where did the Premier get the figure of $6mn from? The Premier
does not want to answer the question. He looked up at the blue sky and said, "36m is a
good figure to fool these people." Did Craig Lawrence give him that figure? The
Premier has refused to give me any answer on the valuation - he has avoided the issue.
He did, however, give me an answer on 29 June that: "In the preparation of the deed to
establish Bold Regional Park values were not an issue." That was a rort 'with the
Premier's mate Craig Lawrence to get money out of the Town of Cambridge so that he
could use it for some of his grandiose plans. They are plans that the Opposition might
support; however, he wanted to ensure that his name went on them, and that they were
paid for with other people's money - money that should have stayed with the ratepayers
and residents of the Town of Cambridge.
How can a person with that record hold down the job of Chairman of the State Supply
Commission? The State Supply Commission cannot have credibility if the chairman is
not seen to have integrity and independence. While he has been chairman two cases have
come to light. It was Craig Lawrence who performed the whitewash on the BAAC Pty
Ltd deal when the Minister for Transport was trying to get into bed with Len B uckeridge
over Stateships. It was a very messy affair. It was left to Craig Lawrence to write a
whitewash of a report to cover it up; a report that told us less than was already on the
public record.
Mr Minson: This is a disgrace. That is grubby.

Withdrawal of Remark

The SPEAKER: Order! I call on the member for Greenough to withdraw the accusation
about being grubby.
Mr MINSON: I withdraw.

Debate Resumed

Mr KOBELKE: Last week, the next deal that came to light was that FBIS International
Pty Ltd was to be given the opportunity of working for the Western Australia Police
Force at a fee of $400 an hour. The approval for that to go ahead was signed off by Craig
Lawrence. We found out after the event that the WA Police Force has an officer who
appears to have higher qualifications than the Government is paying $400 an hour for.
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Where is the proper control in the State Supply Commission when Craig Lawrence is the
chairperson? Tendering is extremely important. Under the way this Government is
running things it assumes even greater importance. Therefore, it is crucial not only that
we see that the whole tendering system is run properly, but that the figurehead - the
chairperson of the State Supply Commission - is seen to be beyond reproach. He must
also be seen to be independent; not a puppet of the Court family and this Premier and
someone who will simply do their bidding so their mates can do okay. That is what the
people think. If we are not to see corruption rampant and people accusing this
Government time after time of corruption, Craig Lawrence must be removed and
replaced with a suitably qualified person with integrity and independence from the
executive arm of government.
MIRS ROBERTS (Glendalough) [2.52 pm]: Part 2 of the motion deals with
government party political donors and friends not receiving special consideration. Part 3
refers to the State Supply Commission chairmanship. As the member for Nollamara
pointed out, one of the key friends of Ken Court and the Premier is Craig Lawrence. In
the short time available to me I will detail some of the positions Craig Lawrence has
achieved and the amounts he been paid for those positions.
Mr Court: Are you going to read Hansard?
Mrs ROBERTS: The Premier will need to do more than that. The Premier has not put
everything on the Hlansard record, so he should wait and listen. Craig Lawrence was first
appointed only one month into this Government's term of office, from 9 March to 19
May 1993 for a 10 week period to be a full time consultant to the Independent
Commission to Review Public Sector Finances - the McCarrey report. He was paid
$20 000 for that task; that is $2 000 a week. He was then appointed as a consultant to the
public sector reform Cabinet subcommittee. That subcommittee consists of the Premier
and Deputy Premier, and Ministers Cash, Charlton, Evans and Kierath. The period of
that appointment was from 27 September 1993 to 31 March 1995. For that 18 month
appointment he was paid $2 300.61 a fortnight, which equates to an annual salary of
$59 815.56. At the same time he was supposed to be Chairman of the Commissioners of
the City of Perth. He was appointed to that position fairly much concurrently, on 27
December.
One thought that that might have kept him occupied. He received $40 000 per annum for
that job for a period of 22 months, most of which was concurrent with his consultancy to
the public sector reform Cabinet subcommnittee. That works out to a fortnightly rate of
$1 538.46. At this point his total fortnightly pay is $3 839, which works out to be
$99 815 per annum. Further, he chose to take on a role on the boards of the East Perth
Redevelopment Authority, the Western Australian Planning Commission and the Perth
Theatre Trust. As a commissioner of the City of Perth he was not compelled to take on
those roles, because any one of the commissioners could have done so. To the best of my
knowledge all those boards meet at least once a month. They would meet for at least half
a day, the fee for which is $73. There is a minimum of another $219 a month in those
meeting fees. At this stage his salary is at $102 662.82.
For the six months after the election of the new councils in the three towns and the City
of Perth, from 6 May to 31 October this year, he was still paid the $40 000 per annum for
his job at the City of Perth. I am told that during that six months the commissioners did
practically nothing: It was a very occasional and part time role. They did not attend
meetings of the Perth City Council or of any of the three towns, yet they were all paid.
For Craig Lawrence that meant that he continued to receive over $1 500 a fortnight, and
the other commissioners received over $1 300 a fortnight for that period when they were
doing practically nothing. He was appointed Deputy Chairman of the Rottnest Island
Authority on 15 August for an indefinite period. Members should keep in mind that in
August 1994 he was being paid as Commissioner of the City of Perth, he was on the three
boards I mentioned, and he was also advising on the public sector reform Cabinet
subcommittee. I do not know how often the Rottniest Island Authority meets. If it met
for only one full day a month, that would be another $108 a month or $54 a fortnight. I
have worked out the total so far to be $104 066.82.
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As if that were not enough, on 28 March this year he was appointed for a three year term
until 28 March 1998, which is a year after this Government will have lost office, to a
$40 000 a year position - another $1 538.46 a fortnight job - as Chairman of the State
Supply Commission. It is an interesting date to note. It is a little more than coincidence
that the date he finished with the public sector reform Cabinet subcommittee was
31 March 1995 and his appointment to the State Supply Commission was roughly at the
same time - 28 March 1995. The Government would not want Craig Lawrence to be
without a fortnight's pay.
All these positions are part time positions. He is the Premier's $100 000 man for dirty
deeds. He is not appointed to full time positions; the positions are not advertised; and he
produces no reports or documents, as I ascertained in answers to questions on notice to
the Premier. There is no trace of what he has done in writing. He is the Premier's trusted
hatchet man for his political agendas; for example, the break up of the Perth City
Council. The Premier told the community that there would be no break-up without a
referendum. Following the split up of the City of Perth, he presided over the millions of
dollars worth of assets and got rid of hundreds of employees. His job on the PCC was
nothing more than looking after the Premier's mates on the Terrace.

Only today I found out from the report tabled by the Premier on the consultants engaged
by the Government for the six month period ended 30 June 1995, that the Premier's
answers to questions about Craig Lawrence do not add up. The report reads that he
received $54 840 for that six months. He would have also received $20 000 from the
PCC, $10 000 from the State Supply Commission and at least $1 000 from all the boards
and committees on which he served in that same six month period. The answer I
received from the Premier to the question I asked about what Craig Lawrence was being
paid for his role on the subcommittee of the Premier's department was $2 300.61 a
fortnight, and that adds up to only $14 953.97 for six months. One must ask from where
he got the other $40 000 which was paid out of the Premier's account.

I suggest the Premier have a close look at the answer to the parliamentary question which
was asked on 22 August and in which he detailed Craig Lawrence's positions. There is
no indication in that answer that Craig Lawrence was paid $54 000 for public sector
reform. The Premier's answer suggests it was more like $14 000. Why did not the
Premier own up in that answer by saying that he was paid another $40 000?

MR COURT (Nedlands - Premier) [3.02 pm]: The one good thing that has come out of
this matter of public importance is it has convinced me that members opposite will stay
in Opposition for a long time. Members opposite come into this Parliament week after
week and make outrageous and false allegations. They will never learn. Words cannot
describe my feelings for the member for Nollamara now that he has again come into this
Parliament and made false allegations. I put it to him that he would not have the nerve to
say what he said in this House outside this place.

Mr Kobelke: I will because they are true.

Mr COURT: The member for Nollamara has never repeated outside this place what he
has said in this House. I dare him to go outside this place and say what he said today.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COURT: I have never heard such dirt or false allegations, which this member makes
time and again. As far as I am concerned Craig Lawrence is one of the most
independent, professional and accountable people I know and he is a man with integrity.
I would back Craig Lawrence against any member opposite on any day of the week.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The speakers on my left who have spoken on this matter did not
suffer a significant number of interjections. There were a few and in one instance I
required a Minister to withdraw certain words. I made sure that each of those speakers
was not interrupted. I advise members that I will not tolerate interjections on the present
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speaker; not because of his position, but because he is entitled to an equal opportunity to
say what he wants. He may be using strong words, but strong words were uttered on my
left. I warn members that if they interject and are formally warned on three occasions,
they will have a rest for the remainder of the day. I say that deliberately because over
recent weeks I have tried on a couple of occasions to appeal to the fairness of members
when it comes to interjections. Several members have totally ignored my appeal. The
only thing I can do if members continue to ignore me is to use the extreme powers I have
to remove them from this place. I again warn members not to interject otherwise I will
take what action is available to me.
Mr COURT: For some years now the member for Nollamara has come into this place
and made statements and on each occasion it has been proved that his claims were wrong
and the allegations he made were completely false. He comes into this Parliament and
talks about rumours and people putting their hands in the till. The member for
Glendalough spoke about dirty deeds and smelly messes. The member for Nollamara
tried to imply that Perpetual Trustees is a trustee company which has problems.
Mr Kobelke: I was talking about Perpetual Trustees WA.
Mr COURT: Is Perpetual Trustees WA Ltd a part of Perpetual Trustees Australia?
Mr Kobelke: My remarks were about the Perpetual Trustees group.
Mr COURT: They were about Perpetual Trustees Australia of which Perpetual Trustees
WA is a subsidiary. I suggest to the member for Nollamara that if he does his homework,
he will find that Perpetual Trustees Australia is owned by Perpetual Trustees WA and
under the management of Craig Lawrence it has been one of the most successful trustee
companies in Australia. He even read from its annual report in which Craig Lawrence
was thanked for the services he provided.
This motion is an absolute nonsense! I will leave it to the members the member for
Nollamara has tried to defame in this Parliament to answer the member's false
allegations outside this Parliament. They know that this member has never had the
courage to go outside this Parliament and repeat what he said in this place. I do not want
to give him any credibility for his false allegations. I have absolutely no respect for him.
The member for Nollamara can try to defame my family and do what he likes to them,
but he has not found, and would not find, anything wrong. The only comfort I get from
this motion is that the dirty little deals of this member - the dirty way he wants to
operate -

Withdrawal of Remark
Mr GRAHAM: The Premier said, "the dirty little deals" and he was pointing to the
member for Nollamara. It is not a comment he is entitled to make and he should
withdraw it.
The SPEAKER: Order! It is true that he cannot impute improper motives on another
member of this House and I ask the Premier to withdraw.
Mr COURT: I withdraw.

Debate Resumed
Mr COURT: If the member for Nollamara has any credibility at all he should speak the
truth in this Parliament and be prepared to make the same allegations outside this place.
What he said today was absolute nonsense. He has engaged in this sort of thing year
after year and if this is the best the Opposition can do, that is where I get comfort.
Mr Lawrence is a very competent person. The member for Glendalough was somewhat
sensitive when she referred to the PCC. She said that nothing had been put in writing.
Quite a lot about the PCC was put in writing. The member should hang her head in
shame because of her involvement in the running of that local authority. One thing that
has come out of the split up of the PCC is a lesson on how not to run a council and how
efficiencies and reforms can be implemented to make local government more efficient.
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The Government certainly does not support the MPI with respect to a person's being
suitably qualified and an independent officer; I have already said that Mr Craig Lawrence
more than fits that bill. If members opposite want to come into this place to score cheap
political points by saying things about a member of my family, they will continue to go
backwards.
Members may think I am a little emotional, but I am not. I am sick of the member for
Nollamara not having the courage to repeat false allegations outside this Parliament. The
statement is absolute nonsense and it will keep the member for Nollamara and his rotten
party - which was found to be corrupt and to have acted improperly -in opposition.
Members opposite cannot accept that this Government does not have the same standards
as the previous Government. The member for Glendalough transposed figures and
suggested that if a person were paid so much a fortnight, one could calculate how much
that person was paid a year. I remind the member that the previous Labor Government
paid Trevor Rowe of Salomon Brothers $375 000 for two days' work, which can be said
to be $39m a year.
MR MINSON (Greenough - Minister for Services) [3.11 pin]: This is another of those
shameful days in this place - there have been a few - which, unfortunately, I have had to
sit through. Members opposite come into this place and, with the protection of
parliamentary privilege, attack private people outside the Parliament. They have no
evidence which they have the guts to use outside this place. It is not good enough.

Despite the words used in the motion, this MPI is a direct attack on Craig Lawrence, and
the Premier and his family. I refer particularly to the State Supply Commission and
Craig Lawrence. I want it firmly on the record that 1, independently, approached Craig
Lawrence to chair the State Supply Commission. Without consulting the Premier, I took
Craig Lawrence's name to Cabinet. I have spent most of my life outside the metropolitan
area and I do not know many of the business players in this town. I do not particularly
want to, because I am not that sort of person. However, I recognise quality when I see it.
I was very impressed by Mr Craig Lawrence when I met him and observed the way he
presided over the Perth City Council commission. I was also very impressed by him
when I dealt with the commissioners, as Minister for the Environment, in determining
where the headquarters of the new Town of Cambridge would be located. I have an
interest in that because I pay rates to that local authority. At the meeting we discussed
the boundaries of Bold Park, which have increased its area twofold, and how to realign
West Coast Highway so that it would no longer be a danger to traffic.

The previous Labor Government did not have the guts to do anything about that problem,
and its inaction resulted in the deaths of many people at that intersection. The
Government did not fix the problem because it did not have the courage to do so. It was
afraid of upsetting some people who call themselves conservationists. This Government
had the guts to fix it; it recognised that it had to be done, went through the proper process
and completed the job. I was very impressed when I dealt with Craig Lawrence during
that event, and the Minister for Planning and his officers were at that meeting with me.

I have Craig Lawrence's CV and will indicate to members how suitably qualified he is.
He graduated from the University of Western Australia, and is a bachelor of commerce
and master of business administration. Mr Lawrence has been accepted into the
following groups: Fellow of the Australian Society of Certified Practising Accountants,
Fellow of the Australian Institute of Management, Fellow of the Australian Institute of
Company Directors, and member of the Graduate Management Association. This man is
eminently qualified. His employment history, which is pretty impressive, is as follows -

1964 Barclays Bank DCO, Investment Officer
1964-65 Military service
1966-67 University of Witwatersrand

I am not sure what he did there. It continues -

1968 Anglo American Corporation, Geophysical Field Officer
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Mrs Henderson interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mrs Henderson interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member has said that before.
Mrs Henderson interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the member for Thomlie.
Mr MINSON: It continues -

1968-82 West Australian Building Society
Assistant General Manager (Finance & Marketing)

1982-83 Perpetual Trustees WA Ltd, Financial Controller
1984-89 Perpetual Trustees WA Ltd, Chief Executive and Director
1986-92 Trustee Companies Association of Australia

State Chairman (WA and NSW)
1987-89 Royal Automobile Club of Western Australia Inc

Councillor
1988-89 RAC Finance Limited, Director
1989-92 Perpetual Trustees Australia Limited

Group Chief Executive and Director
I do not need to go on. Do members opposite want someone better qualified than that
who has a better track record? Mr Lawrence left Perpetual Trustees to retire. He
promised his wife he would find at least two or three days' work out of the house to keep
himself occupied. He does not need any favours from this Government; he does not need
to work. That is the cream of the joke. Competent people rise to the top and, Western
Australia being what it is, if one travels around the State one keeps coming across
competent people. I make no apology at all, as Minister for Services and Minister for
Works, for my part in approaching and appointing Craig Lawrence as Chairman of the
State Supply Commission. He has been an exceptional chairman to date.
I also briefly respond to comments that he is a close associate of the Premier or his
brothers. What a sad day for any competent and prominent person in Western Australia.
Anybody who fits that category is sure to know one of the Courts; the ex-Premier
probably knows every businessman in Western Australia who is at all prominent, and all
the Court family are very successful in their fields. It would probably rule out half the
business people in Australia from getting a job with this Government. It is absolutely
pathetic.
It must be clearly on the record that the Premier was out of the country when I
approached Craig Lawrence to chair the State Supply Commission. I am not sure of the
date on the Cabinet documents, but they were prepared while the Premier was out of the
State. They were ready to go to Cabinet while the Premier was still out of the State.
However, I felt it was such an important appointment that it would be discourteous to
take that list of names to Cabinet while the Premier was away. Mr Craig Lawrence is a
person I admire and trust. I have worked closely with him since he became chairman of
the commission, and he now has my deep respect.
Let us consider some of the activities in which he has been involved since he has been
chairman, for the purpose of accountability. They include: The introduction of
statements of compliance by chief executive officers under the purchasing charter, the
introduction of a pecuniary interests register, and meetings with CEOs on key strategic
issues. I met him this morning and currently, in association with the CEO, Mr Garry
Duffield, he is working on a new policy and approach to procurement in Western
Australia. If we can save 10 per cent, it will provide an additional $210m per annum for
this State. That is achievable, and it would be incredibly desirable to inject more than
$200m into the economy without any additional taxation. It would be a wonderful thing,
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and Craig Lawrence is just the man to do it. He has also prepared key seminars on
supply issues.
Mr Graham interjected.
Mr MINSON: The member should not throw in red herrings. Members opposite do not
want to talk about the motion because they know damn well that Craig Lawrence is a top
man. He has tightened up the policy framework, examined new areas of efficiency, and
improved information on tendering to industry.
The SPEAKER: Order! I ask members on my right and left to cease their conversation.
Mr MINSON: Part of this matter of public importance refers to government party
political donors and friends. They do not receive special consideration whatsoever.
Mr Kobelke interjected.
Mr MINSON: If the member for Nollamara. has one shred of evidence, he should take it
outside or produce it here.
Mr Kobelke: I just did.
Mr MINSON: If he believes it is true, he should take it to the police. However, members
opposite do not do that; they mumble their accusations in here and scurry away. They
have no courage; they do not believe their accusations themselves. Did the member for
Nollamara take this so-called evidence of favouritism and corruption to the police?
Mr Kobelke interjected.
Mr MINSON: He is a dreadful little man.
Mr Kierath: That is being rather generous.
Mr MINSON: That was a hollow laugh from the member for Nollamara.
The State Services Commission members, numbering, I think, 10 have a strategic role
which they perform particularly well. They comprise a mixture of representatives from
the public and private sectors. The Tender Board examines issues of sole source of
supply, such as the FBI Services International Pty Ltd tender which has received some
comment in this place. That committee comprises public servants only. The process is
so accountable and transparent that to indulge in favouring friends and party political
donors is not possible. I assure you, Mr Speaker -

Mr Kobelke: You were the Minister at the time.
Mr MINSON: If I had time, I would talk about that.
Mr Kobelke interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Nollamara.
Mr MINSON: The member for Nollamara has not asked one question about Stateships in
this Parliament that I have not answered. If he can find one, I will apologise and
undertake to answer it. We debated Stateships here and in the other place.. However,
everybody dropped it because they realised there was no story.
Mr Kobelke interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I have called the member for Nollamara to order several times
recently.
Mr MINSON: As far as I am concerned, this MPI is one of the biggest loads of nonsense
it has ever been my displeasure td debate in this place. I could have tolerated it had
members opposite addressed the issues in it. However, they used the framework of this
debate to launch a scurrilous attack on a private citizen who cannot defend himself in this
place.
Mrs Roberts: He is not a private citizen; he is a public officer.
Mr Kobelke: If it is so scurrilous, why do you not defend him?

Mr MINSON: Have I missed something? Has the Premier not defended the appointment
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of Craig Lawrence, with good reason? The member for Nollamara did not produce any
evidence that the framework of this MPI gives me the opportunity to refute. That is
stupid. There are so many checks and balances -
Mrs Roberts interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order, member for Glendalough.
Mr MINSON: I cannot take the interjection from the member for Glendalough; I am
running out of time. It is just not possible for people to receive preferential treatment on
any basis whatsoever.
Mr Kobelke: What about BAAC Pty Ltd?
Mr MINSON: BAAC did not get any preferential treatment. If anything, BAAC lost
money as a result of the Stateships deal.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I am tired of four people who are regularly interjecting. If they
interject again, I will formally call them to order each time.
Mr MINSON: I remind the House of who called the inquiry into Stateships. It was not
the Minister or the State Supply Commission; it was the Chairman of the State Supply
Commission off his own bat. He rang me and said, "This matter warrants investigation,
and I have commnenced an investigation." That must be fimly on the public record. The
State Supply Commission, under the guidance of the chairman is now considering
compliance by Western Power. The commission will be moving across government
agencies to ensure that the purchasing policies of the Government are implemented and
that proper processes are followed. I do not want anyone to read anything dark and
sinister into that. It is being done as a matter of spot auditing to ensure proper
compliance is known to take place in delegated agencies in Western Australia.
I totally reject the MPI. It is a sad day for this House when we once again see it being
used as coward's castle. There is no other term for it.
MR WIESE (Wagin - Minister for Police) [3.26 pm]l: Reference has been made during
the debate to the manner in which contracts were let in relation to FBI Services
International Pty Ltd. The process was totally proper and correct. On 18 September, the
Commissioner of Police wrote to Mr Lloyd Grahamn, Executive Director of the
Department of State Services. Part of the text of that letter is as follows -

To meet the above needs, I seek your approval to enter into an exclusive
contractual arrangement with FBI Services International Pty Ltd independent of
the Tender Process.

That very clearly states exactly what is sought.
The basis of the contract would be as follows.

As and when required, the Police Service to negotiate directly with FBI
Services International Pty Ltd on the type and cost of services to be
provided.
Thze contract period be 12 months commencing July 1, 1995.
Authority to access FBI Services International Pty Ltd to be provided by
the Commissioner of Police.
A report to be provided to State Services at the end of the 12 month
period
Only the Commissioner of Police to enter into an agreement with FBI
Services International Ply Ltd under the above arrangements ...
All costings and invoices from FBI Services International Pty Ltd be
managed by the Western Australia Police Service.

Two very important parts of that letter are first that the negotiations are directly with FBI
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Services on the type and cost of services to be provided. The alleged figure of $40 000
has not been set in concrete nor is it part of an arrangement. It will be subject to
negotiation after approval is given. A report is to be provided to State Services at the end
of the 12 months concerning all the uses of the services obtained through this contract.
Mr Kobelke: Will you take an interjection?
Mr WIESE: No. The response came back from the State Supply Commnission as
follows -

Further to your correspondence dated September 18, 1995 seeking an exemption
from tender to enable the Protective Services and Counter Terrorist Intelligence
Unit to access the services provided by FBI Services International Pty Ltd on a
timely and as required basis. The commission -

I stress "the commission".
- approved your request for an exemption from tender at its meeting held October
12, 1995. You may now proceed with the engagement of FBI Services,
International Pty Ltd as outlined in your correspondence.

Very clearly, the process undertaken was absolutely correct. The approval was not given
by Craig Lawrence as alleged by the member for Nollamara. The request went to the
State Supply Commission. The commission made that decision and the response came
back from Mr Craig Lawrence, Chairman, on behalf of the commission. The process was
totally correct and above board.
Mr Kobelke interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the member for Nollamara.
Mr WIESE: That refutes totally the innuendo and the accusations that were made by the
member for Nollamara about that contract.
MR RIPPER (Belmont) [3.30 pm]: The Minister for Works made the extraordinary
statement that there is no room in the system for favours to friends and cronies. Is Hon
Barbara Scott a friend of the Government? Yes, she is a friend of the Government. The
Minister for Local Government gave to Scott Four Colour Print, with no quotes or
tenders, work to print pamphlets associated with the City of Perth restructuring. Is Chilla
Porter a friend of the Government? The silence says it all.
Mr C.J. Barnett: Who is Chilla Porter?
Mr RIPPER: Chilla Porter is a friend of the Government, or at least a friend of some
parts of the Government. We all know that Chilla Porter's firm got the work when the
Government wanted to set up a telephone hotline on the infill sewerage program. Hon
Barbara Scott and Chilla Porter are two friends and cronies of the Govemnment who got
work from this Government, under a system which the Minister for Works boasted
provides no room for favours to friends and cronies.
There are other irregularities in this Government's contracting out and tendering process.
Look at what happened to the Water Authority of Western Australia. It won the tender
for the Hfilton Park sewerage works, but it was taken from it, and when tenders were
called again, it was prevented from tendering, so the private firms got an advantage.
Much has been said about the BAAC Pty Ltd stevedoring deal. Everyone in this
community knows that there is something shonky about that setup. Was the State Supply
Commission able to do much about that? No; it was not.
That is the burden of the argument, and all of the blustering, shouting and emotion from
the Premier and the Minister for Works do not deal with the argument. The argument is
that contracting out and tendering is an increasing phenomenon under this Government.
An increasing amount of government work is being tendered out. In that circumstance, it
is essential that there are guarantees of probity and integrity in the tender process. The
Government has in charge of the very institution which is supposed to guarantee that
integrity and probity a crony of the Premier and of the Premier's brother, who is the
Crichton-Browne candidate for the federal seat of Curtin; namely, Craig Lawrence. The
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problem is that the person who is in charge of the State Supply Commission cannot be
guaranteed to be independent. We have seen that from all of the associations which the
members for Nollamara and Glendalough have demonstrated in this House today. The
independence of the man who was supposed to stop the Scott Four Colour Print work and
the Chilla Porter work cannot be guaranteed.
[The member's time expired.]
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (19)
Mr M. Barnett Mr Graham Mr D.L. Smith
Mr Bridge Mrs Henderson Mr Taylor
Mr Brown Mr Kobelke Ms Warnock
Mr Catania Mr Marlborough Dr Watson
Mr Cunningham Mr Riebeling Mr Leahy (Teller)
Dr Edwards Mr Ripper
Dr Gallop Mrs Roberts

Noes (27)
Mr Ainsworth Mr Johnson Mr Prince
Mr CJ. Barnett Mr Kierath Mr Shave
Mr Blaikie Mr Lewis Mr W. Smith
Mr Board Mr Marshall Mr Trenorden
Mr Bradshaw Mr McNee Mr Tubby
Mr Court Mr Minson Dr Turnbull
Mr Cowan Mr Osborne Mrs van de Klashorst
Dr Harres Mrs Parker Mr Wiese
Mr House Mr Pendal Mr Bloffwitcb (Teller)

Pairs
Mr Grill Mrs Edwardes
Mr McGinty Mr Nicholls
Mr Thomas M Strickland
Mrs Hallahan Mr Omodei

Question thus negatived.
LITTER AMENDMIENT BILL

Second Reading
Resumed from 19 October.
MR MARLBOROUGH (Peel) [3.37 pm]: This Bill is typical of the attitude of this
Government, which has set views about how society should run and how it should be
structured. This Bill is a sledgehammer to crack a walnut. The Government takes the
view that posters are a form of litter and should be removed ftrm the face of the earth.
That is unfortunate, because there are benefits in having posters all over the place. They
do a genuine job of advising the public about great events that will take place. The
language in this Bill is interesting. The Government seems to have a certain mentality
about rock bands. It does not want rock bands to be advertised. The Government
probably has a view that rock bands are not healthy for our culture either. I will
concentrate on rock bands for a moment. What does the putting up of a poster to
introduce a rock band do? It is a way of society saying it supports art and particularly
young people who are developing their art. Society can acknowledge the information on
those posters by deciding whether it wants to take the next step and support the art. In
some small part the posting of bills underpins a great industry. Art and culture is
fundamental to any progressive society. Without it where would we be?
Mr Omodei: Are you saying that posting bills is a form of art?
Mr MLARLBOROUGH: Posting bills tells people about the art form that is about to
happen around them. It is a small price to pay. Who is more offended - the person
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walking down Hay Street seeing row upon row of empty city blocks that represent the
greed of the eighties surrounded by artificial walls put in place by the Multiplexes of this
world, or the person who sees a few bills posted on those walls about a band that may be
coming to our city? This Bill sets out to imprison people who post bills on walls. It will
charge those people exorbitant amounts of money for doing what? For advertising a rock
band! Who gives a continental? It is not the people scurrying down St George's Terrace
wondering where the next dollar is coming from or whether it will be peaceful when they
get home. This Minister says that the thing that should be on their mind as they walk
down the street is the signs that are posted. The Minister says they should be offended.
Mr Omodei: Have you read the Bill?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Unfortunately, I have read the Minister's bloody Bill - no doubt
about that. I have not missed a word of it. It indicates a small mind that has just gone
crazy. This Minister does not have a lot to do with his time and neither does the
Government. They have set about wanting to nail people who post signs. I walked
around the city yesterday and I saw little signs that were advertising events at the Art
Gallery and the WA Museum. This Minister will say that there is nothing wrong with
those signs, as long as they are in an appropriate place like an appropriate fence or an
appropriate hoarding space. It is a value judgment as to what is appropriate. Who has
complained about all these signs?
Mr Trenorden: All of society.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Who has complained about the posters?
Mr Trenorden: Plenty of people; has the member for Peel ever read The West Australian
letters to the editor column?
Mr Omodei: The Keep Australia Beautiful Council and the people who clean up all the
garbage complain.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Cleaning up garbage creates jobs.
Mr Cowan interjected.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Why do they not clean me up, asks the Deputy Premier. That is
cruel; that is an unnecessary comment.
Mr Cowan: I am sorry. Do you want me to get up and withdraw it?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I appreciate that. I know that the Deputy Premier does not mean
it.
As I said, this legislation is a sledgehammer to crack a walnut. It is over the top
nonsense. We would be far better off spending our time on more progressive legislation
than simply creating more laws with more penalties, and for what? How would members
like their 18 year old son or daughter to come home one night from the University of
Western Australia and say to them, "Mum and dad, I have just been arrested and fined
$1 000." They ask, "What for son?" He says, "Sticking a poster on a lamp pole in
Stirling Highway." That is a major offence. A conviction and a $1 000 fine would not
look good on his curriculum vitae. The court might ask, "Did you ask permission of the
State Energy Commission?" He says, "I did not think it was necessary, because as I
walked down Stirling Highway and saw all the shops with their little advertising boards
on the footpaths that can trip up people, or stop wheelchairs from moving down the
footpath, I thought, well, if they are allowed to do that there is nothing wrong with my
putting up a poster about an event at UWA this week." This part of the Bill is an absolute
nonsense. It is a small-minded, peabrained view of how societies should be organised
and orchestrated. I doubt whether the Keep Australia Beautiful Council would want to
see these sorts of penalties attached to bill posting, because it will penalise the same sort
of people on whom the council relies to assist in its work in genuine clean-ups of
industrial pollution, river ways and blocked waterways.
Mr Omodei: These are its recommendations.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I do not care what they are. I am suggesting that this will
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penalise the bulk of the people on whom the council normally calls to assist it. The Keep
Australia Beautiful Council is concerned with cleaning up genuine pollution in our rivers,
waterways, and the air. Why does the Minister not apply this sort of legislation to
industry, instead of watering down the Environmental Protection Act and the powers of
the Environmental Protection Authority? Why does the Minister not apply this sort of
energy and thinking to industry and its pollution? It is because the Minister has a
different view of what industry should be allowed to pollute. That view was
demonstrated in the past week by the Premier. The Government believes that industry
should be allowed to pollute and the taxpayer should pick up the tab. We must pay
$1 .5m to fix up the furnace of the Stephenson & Ward Incinerator Co Pty Ltd. The
Government's reason is that if we do not pick up the tab, the company will go out of
business. I think that is a bloody good idea!
Mr Cowan: Then who will clean it up?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: The industry should clean it up.
Mr Cowan: I did not ask the member for Peel that. The member said that he thought it
w.ould be a good idea if the company went out of business. Will he explain who would
pick up the cost of cleaning up that site?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: The company.
Mr Cowan: If the company goes out of business, how will it pick up the tab?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Stephenson & Ward has a long record of ignorance of public
and community standards. It has never demonstrated its willingness to accommodate
community concern. Historically it has taken no notice of local government authorities
or the State Government. There has not been a process in hand that is strong enough to
tackle it. Before I paid a penny to fix up that furnace, I would drag that company through
every court. I would turn its name into the same muck as it puts out into the air. I would
not let that company walk away with a clean backside, as this Government is intending to
do, without any acrimony and to sweep it under the carpet. Stephenson & Ward should
be hoist with its own petard! It is a filthy, dirty, unreliable, dangerous, polluting industry
and everybody knows it; and it should be told. The Government should be employing
some unemployed youth this weekend to put a sign on Stephenson's fence telling
everybody who walked by why the taxpayer is paying $1.5mn to fix up this dirty, filthy,
polluting, dangerous industry. Instead the Government is hoping that this issue will go
away. It will pay $1 .5m to save the reputation of that company, to save it from any
unnecessary acrimony and to allow it to continue to operate. That is what the
Government will do. That is what the $1 .5m is for. The Deputy Premier illustrates the
point that I am making about the Bill. On the one hand, the Government thinks that way
about industry, how it operates, and how it should be allowed to operate, while on the
other hand people who put up posters where they are not wanted are major criminals and
a scourge on society. That is what the Deputy Premier was saying.
Mr Cowan: Not at all. The member for Peel still has not answered my question.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I have indeed answered that question. Perhaps the Deputy
Premier will answer my question: Who is the greater polluter - the 1 8-year-old youngster
who sticks up a poster where it should not be or Stephenson & Ward Incinerator Co Pty
Ltd?
Mr Cowan: The answer to that is simple: It is the incinerator. However, that is not the
issue. The member for Peel still has not answered my question. He did not tell me who
should clean up a pollution problem.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: We have a different philosophy about this. There should be a
tax on industry about the cleaning up of pollution. There should be a levy. There are
many examples of levies.
Mr Cowan: Was the member for Peel one of those opposition members who jumped up
and down last week at the suggestion of a levy on environmental grounds?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Not that I am aware of. If my colleagues did that, they did not
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ask me. The long-term answer is for industry to pay its way. We are talking about
private enterprise. There should be a system whereby private enterprise pays its way.
The Deputy Premier is aware of an industry in respect of which levies have been paid for
many years. The wool industry runs on a levy system whereby a proportion of the sales
of wool is taken to run the World Wool Centre which is in Bradford in England. That is
paid for by Australians. The Deputy Premier can understand levies and why they should
be paid in certain circumstances. That is the way we will fix up industry. Governments
will not get away with laying the cost for those clean-ups at the feet of the taxpayer.
Mr Cowan: My point was that all this has happened in the past. Pollution has occurred,
but no-one has cleaned it up.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: The sooner there is a levy system to cater for what happened in
the past when we did not have the appropriate legislation, the better off we will all be.
Instead of putting a 40 levy on fuel to build a tunnel to nowhere under North Perth, the
Government should be considering a levy to clean up the major problems. How would
the Deputy Premier clean up the salt problems around Merredin? Will the farmers be
asked to put anything in?
Mr Cowan: Of course they will, but it will not be a levy.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Call it what you will, I will not stick on the name. The Deputy
Premier has answered my question: The farmers will be asked to put in. I am simply
saying that industry should be asked to do the same. In the case of Stephenson & Ward,
it should be doing the same with bills plastered along its fence line to tell the world what
an obnoxious, uncaring and ungrateful industry it has been. That is how it performs in
the local community. The member for Kenwick will know about that because people
have complained to her about that uncaring and ungrateful industry.
However, the Minister does not want to tackle that problem. He wants to concentrate on
the big world issues of the day and penalise people for sticking up posters in places
where they have not been given permission to do that. This is earth shattering stuff.
There must have been traumatic scenes in the Cabinet room when the matter was
discussed. It must have taken all of one sitting of Cabinet, if not longer, to reach that
decision.
The proposal is a step in the right direction. How do we achieve a better order of
society? Posters are one of the major issues of concern to the people of Western
Australia. They talk about them on the trains and buses all the time. When we go to
Papa Luigi's, all the conversation is about the bills which are appearing on South Terrace
in Fremantle. It is a shock to the system. People want it cleaned up. They are running to
the Minister's door saying, "Minister, please protect us from the posters. Protect us from
the mentality which drives people to put up those posters. They are the same kind of
people who are likely to do all sorts of other outrageous things. They will have minds of
their own."
Let us consider the average person who puts up an illegal poster. It is interesting to
consider the provisions about musicians. The Government is determined to get these
people. According to new section 24C -

Where a body corporate commits an offence under section 24B and it is proved
that the offence occurred with the consent or connivance of, or was attributable to
any neglect on the part of, any director, manager, secretary or other officer of the
body corporate, or any person who was purporting to act in any such capacity,
that person, as well as the body corporate, commits that offence.

The management of a rock group would be targeted. It could also affect the body
corporate which runs the St Vincent Primary School fete. That body could well be
targeted.
Mr Omodei: They do not go around putting up posters.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: What electorate does the Minister live in? They come to my
office to print those posters. Will I be guilty for letting them use my photocopier?
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Mr Omodei: Here we go: We have got you at last.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I want to put it on the record that I allow the schools of St
Jerome, St Vincent, North Parmnelia, Medina, Calista, Orelia, the preschools and the day
care centres to come to my office and use my photocopier to print posters for all kinds of
outrageous things.
Mr Cowan: I suppose the member for Peel has put in an application to the Salaries and
Allowances Tribunal for a greater electoral allowance.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: No. I have never put a submission to the tribunal. There is no
record of a submission by me. I let other people worry about such things.
I allow those P & C associations and those bodies corporate, including the one formed to
protect the aged care hospital in Kwinana, to use my facilities to run off all sorts of
notices and posters to advertise things like fetes. Even the Deputy Premier must realise
how silly the legislation is. Those people come in to use my facilities to produce posters
which will rampantly deface the community by allowing people to know things like the
fete for the aged care hospital in Kwinana will take place on Saturday.
The poster might say, "It's the annual fete. We need the money to build on the facilities
that we have so that we can care for our aged mums, dads and grandparents." The week
before the fete, a big burly constable will knock on the door, and demand, "Who was
responsible for this outrageous activity? I want the culprits pointed out. I have in front
of me legislation which allows me to pull together this body corporate in charge of the
aged care hostel. If you tell me who the culprit is, I will fine you at least $1 000 each.
All the $832.13 that you raised in the fete on Saturday will go in fines and prosecutions."
It is not a matter of young larrikins running up and down the streets and putting posters
on the nearest lamppost or on a dog that stands still for two minutes or more - those
things are usually done in the dark of night, and one sometimes does not know what one
is putting a poster on. Sometimes the object on which one puts a poster actually moves,
and then one realises that one should not have put the poster there. We will get rid of not
only young vagabonds who put up terrible posters about rock concerts but also the
grandmother as well - that dangerous person, the grandmother.
I can just picture my mum, who is 74 years of age and works voluntarily at the Stella
Manis in Fremantle three nights a week. She also works voluntarily on the telephone for
the community policing during the day. I can imagine my 74 year old mother sneaking
out at night and going down Queen Victoria Street, Fremnantle, and telling the world
through her posters that there is likely to be a marvellous event on Saturday in which
everybody should participate, and that the event will raise money for the Stella Manis to
look after the sick and needy seafarers of this world - the people who take our goods
overseas and bring back profit to the nation.
Lo and behold, when my 74 year old mum, who works as a volunteer for the Stella
Manis, is at the third lamppost on Queen Victoria Street, out from a doorway will come
the big hand of the law. He will say, "Iris, your time is up; we have grabbed you. We are
going to charge you. We want you to take this charge very seriously, Iris. We spent a lot
of time putting the legislation together; it took weeks and weeks of deep thought. We did
not want to thrust the legislation on unknowing people; we went as far as asking for
submissions. We wrote to the Australia Day Council. Eminent bodies such as it said that
we should grab nannies who put up posters in areas where they are not allowed to and
that we should grab teenagers who go to the UWA and want to advertise their annual
PROSH day. We will have them all in the calaboose together."
The Litter Amendment Bill will change the very fibre of society. You laugh, Mr Acting
Speaker (Mr Day). Let me take you back over the years. I can picture you as a young
university student - a bit outlandish and perhaps not as conservative as you are today.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Day): The member for Peel has got the wrong bloke.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Perhaps people have not told me the truth, but the stories that I
have heard are that you were more than likely to fit the category of a glue pot-holding
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poster runner on certain nights of the week - masses of hair, running along the street on
certain occasions and putting up posters wherever, and to do what? Was it to start the
third world war? No. Was it to rob somebody of his house and contents? No. Was it to
cause somebody physical harm? No. Mr Acting Speaker, as a young student, may have
wanted to tell the world his views on politics. On his weekends, when he was not
studying, he might have wanted to help young children and take them to camps at Point
Peron. He might have wanted to put up a notice encouraging young people or parents
who wanted to participate. As is the case when most people put up posters, he simply
wanted to encourage people to think and to participate. That is what posters are all
about - they encourage people to think and/or participate. People do not have to do
either.
The Minister has not done either. One could not imagine his participating in drafting the
Bill or having any constructive thought which he put into it. It is obvious that the
Minister's next thought will be his first. The Bill represents the start of a police state -
the nailing down of society.
The Bill complements legislation introduced by the Minister for Labour Relations. He
deals at the heavy end. He wants to remove bodies and change the hospital system so
that it cannot work effectively. He wants to remove the industrial safety net from
Western Australian workers. That is where the ideology is. In the main, he does that
without thinking, other than about himself. The Minister for Labour Relations is very
much about self, as he demonstrated with his recent legislation and his defeats in his
Cabinet room.
The Minister for Labour Relations has had so many defeats in the Cabinet room that he
has increased the number of dorothy dixers. He believes he can get more attention in the
Chamber with the Speaker in place to control his own group than he can get in his
Cabinet room. He uses the Speaker to force his colleagues to listen to him. The
Minister's Cabinet colleagues say, 'Not more! Nobody is listening to you; why should
we?" He comes in here, gets his minnows to ask his dorothy dixers, and relies on the
Speaker to control his colleagues and keep them quiet. They are forced to listen to him.
Mr Omodei: I would like a cup of tea. How much longer are you going to be?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: We have missed it. I will be another 30 minutes; I am just
warming up.
Mr Omodei: Can you talk about the Bill?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I am talking about the Bill.
Mr Omodei: Read the second reading speech.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I have read the second reading speech. It should be on the
record that that is what is behind the Bill. I know about the graffiti legislation by the
Minister for Local Government. He thought there was massive public concern about
graffiti and that it needed to be cleaned up. He has had some success with youth
programs. Graffiti and the posting of bills are worlds apart. In the main, to be a graffiti
artist one must be an artist. Not anybody can be a graffiti artist - I could not.
I am not a good artist. The Minister for Labour Relations could be because we have
evidence already that he has hidden talents; we have heard about them. He can do
marvellous things with boxes of matches. I suggest that the way he has historically
painted his accounts when he had his business indicates that he is more than capable of
being a graffiti artist.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Day): The member for Peel will come to order. I have
listened with some interest to what he has been saying for the past 32 mninutes. It has
been of some entertainment value, but it is not directly related to the Bill before the
House. I ask him to return immediately to addressing the Bill in question.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: There is a great difference between the graffiti artist and the bill
poster. The term "poster vandal", as I have already indicated, takes in a whole cross-
section of society. My mother, at 74, could be a poster vandal - slowly walking down
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Victoria Street putting up posters advertising the good work of the Stella Manis
Seafarers' Mission.
Mrs van de Klashorst: Knowing you, she probably is.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: She could be a poster vandal, as could the young university
student or the aspiring politician who might want to run for local government or State
Parliament.
Mr Omodei: Have they been caught before? This has been in the Act since 198 1.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: This is not a matter of the Act since 1981; this is a matter of
how the Minister intends to implement a whole new raft of criminal sentences. That is
what this leads to. People face a fine of $1 000. For what? The Bill provides that -

(1) Any person who leaves or posts a bill on any building, fence, furniture,
pillar, post, screen, tree, structure, wall or other object on or adjacent to a
public place or vacant land commits an offence unless the bill is left or
posted with the consent of the owner or occupier of the object on which
the bill is left or posted.

This is a Minister on a mission: If he cannot catch them, he will price them out of
existence.
Mr Tubby: If he cannot catch them, how can he price them out of existence?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: They will not be able to breathe under this legislation. Of
course, there is a massive difference between the bill poster and the graffiti artist. Bill
posting advertises many different events, the bulk of which relate to community
activities; they are about the average Australian trying to put a little bit more into the
community and stretching that community dollar one inch further. That does nothing
more than benefit the community. In carrying out that activity, as part of being
responsible, caring citizens, these people from time to time put up posters advertising that
they are holding a function.
Mr Omodei: They can do that in an authorised place.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Yes, we know that they can do that.
Mrs van de Klashorst: There is nothing to stop them putting them in the right place.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: No, absolutely not. They can do it, but they must ask for
permission and they must get the poster in the right spot, on the right day, and at the right
time. They cannot do it where they do it now. They cannot put their poster on a
telegraph pole unless they get the permission of the SEC; they cannot put it on a hoarding
in St George's Terrace surrounding an empty block of land that has been vacant since
1985 unless they have permission. From whom do they get that permission? Is it the
Perth City Council, the builder or whoever?
Mrs van de Klashorst: That is fair enough.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: In other words, they cannot do it without being fined a lot of
money. For what are they being fined? It is for putting up a poster in the wrong place.
This is a federal case! It is absolutely huge.
I want to see all the new bureaucrats who will be policing this. This is a good revenue
raiser. There is a positive in this. Policed properly, this should bring a lot of money into
the Government's coffers. With these penalties in place and with the number of posters I
see in the community, this should encourage the Minister to employ a large number of
people to catch those putting up the posters. At the end of the day, the people employed
will pay for themselves and the Government will have money to use elsewhere for
projects that it deems are more important.
The Act should be left as it is. It is not a major issue; there is no massive outcry. As I
said earlier, this Bill is a sign of a Minister with little to do - he is bored. Since the Water
Authority was taken away fromn him he obviously has had a lot of spare time. He decided
one week to write -
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Mrs Roberts: They gave him this to do so that he would not make any more statements
about Macedonia.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: That is a poster we should put up - The Minister's views on
Macedonia. I have some poster volunteers. The Minister is obviously bored with what
he is doing. He has decided to write to the CWA and the Keep Australia Beautiful
Council.
Mr Omodei: It has been there since 1979.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: It is a marvellous organisation; I work for it every year and we
clean up all the reserves in Kwinana. We get lots of people together and use a three
tonne truck. That is the sort of thing the Government should be addressing. As I said
earlier, it should be dealing with cleaning up industry and the polluted rivers and
waterways. The Government should not be worrying itself too much about posters on a
lamppost. The Minister says that he has written to the council and it has written back
saying that it is concerned. Will the Minister table the letter?
Mr Omodei: I do not have a letter.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: He does not have a letter! That is what I thought. I think that I
represent the average, thinking Australian. Some members opposite and some on this
side have different views about that. They do not think that I represent the average view.
Mr Cunningham: I do.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: That is all I need, because that is one opinion more than the
Minister has received from the Keep Australia Beautiful Council. He said earlier that the
council had been in touch with him. He said that he has not received a letter from the
council.
Mr Cunningham: They must have rung him up.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: We know about this because members of the Keep Australia
Beautiful Council are average Aussies; like me.
Mr Omodei: You're not average and you're not an Aussie.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I am not afraid to admit it when I am wrong because I rarely am,
but I thought that we had average Aussies on the Keep Australian Beautiful Council -
those I see every year, who come to me and ask if I can turn out 200 people to clean up
the reserves. They say that they will get the trucks out and work all day. They often
come to me but they have never said, "Norm, we are absolutely crazy about the number
of posters we see around the metropolitan area. We think it is a blight on society and we
want them removed. We are so outraged by the posters that next year we will dedicate
clean-up day to a clean up the posters day. We will send a message to all Australians that
posters are dangerous."
Mr Cunningham: They are evil.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: They have never said to me, "They are evil things and the
people who perpetuate them are dangerous. They are un-Australian." Therefore, I was
surprised when the Minister indicated 20 minutes ago, in the absence of the Leader of the
House, that members of the council were the ones who were saying that these posters
must go.
Mr Omodei: I met them on a number of occasions.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: In which bar was that? Was it after hours and the landlord
closed the doors and said to continue for a couple of hours? This could not have been a
fair dinkum meeting. I would like to see the minutes of the Keep Australia Beautiful
Council which mention that the meeting was held -
Mr Riebeling: Maybe they are stuck on a lamppost.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: They probably are. I would to like to know where the meeting
with the Minister was held when it was decided to bring this issue forward. I will ask
members of the council whether it is an Australia-wide policy of the council to drive

12089



every Minister for Local Government up the wall by getting this legislation on the books
immediately! Why clean up just one part of Australia? We can create a law that applies
only in one part of the country, but these people are mobile. They will go across the
border. They will inundate every other State with posters. There will be a massive
proliferation of posters in Sydney, Adelaide, Darwin and even in little Hobart. Hobart is
so small it could be buried in posters. It could take months to find Hobart on the map
after the poster mob have left Western Australia in hoards, running away from this
legislation, going interstate to carry out their activities.
I am trying to take the matter seriously because the Minister in his idle moments has put
in a lot of effort. While the ads were on in the cricket break obviously he has got into
this in a big way. Talking about the cricket, it is interesting that we are passing a Bill in
Western Australia, in the second last week of Parliament, because it is urgently required
to ban the illegal placement of posters, nails and glue, while at the same time when we
turn on the international cricket, because the one-day matches are coming up, we see
advertisements on Channel 9 urging people to bring their posters to the ground.

I have just thought of this. It is a new issue: Will it be legal? Will Channel 9 be
carrying out an illegal activity by asking people to carry posters through the streets of
Perth after this legislation is set in place? Will people need to seek permission from the
police to carry the posters, particularly if the posters may accidentally, or even purposely,
blow open and shock the pedestrians and motorists of Perth before they enter the WACA
ground? If those posters accidentally blow up against the fence of Queens Park Gardens
for a rest on the way - and people must walk miles to the WACA these days because
there is no parking - and they are seen, with the police station being directly opposite,
will a very aware policeman rush down and nab them, waving this Bill under their noses?
Mvr C.J. Barnett: Will you be handling the dog legislation for the Opposition?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Yes.
Mr Cunningham: And the cat and the birds -

Mrs Roberts: And the cemeteries -

Mr Omodei: We have a lot to look forward to.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: It could be. Will the people who have been encouraged by the
new-found supporter of the national Liberal Party - I think we should differentiate
between the state and the national - Kerry Packer, the owner of Channel 9, to bring
posters to the WACA to be shown on television because the best one will receive
money - be acting illegally? That is what he is saying on Channel 9. At the same time
that is happening on television this Bill is being dealt with. This Bill says that it is
absolutely outrageous that we, the residents of Perth, should be exposed to posters that
will not necessarily impact on our minds because of their content but because of their
position. We could be seriously offended by their placement. We are not interested in
the content, because it can say anything. This legislation does not say that people will be
charged over the contents of the posters or that if people write the f-word all over it, or
say that it is hoped that everyone has an f...ing good time at the fete this weekend, they
could be charged over the content of the poster. However, if a poster is put on a
lamppost, without permission, people will be charged.

It is interesting. A number of things leave deposits on lampposts. What will we do about
the dogs that may want to use the same lampposts and put up their own posters? It is a
valid question. In the Dog Act, will we say that dogs should be outlawed for leaving
their own poster deposits on lampposts?
Mr C.J. Barnett: I do not think we will bring the dogs along for debate.

Mr MARLBOROUGH: No. The most dangerous aspect of the Bill is the mind that put
it together, because that mind is capable of anything. We should be considering how we
can outlaw the mind. It is very difficult to outlaw the mind, but we should think about it,
because the same mind will be let loose on a far bigger and more important Bill, the Dog
Amendment Bill, and the same mentality that lies behind the desire to stop posters from

12090 [ASSEMBLY]



[Thursday. 30 November 1995]129

being deposited on lampposts along St George's Terrace will also be let loose on the
poor, uneducated dogs who do not know where to go to ask for permrission to put their
little deposits on lampposts. Even the most educated dogs, who have been trained by the
best trainers in Perth, will not be able to read the signs that tell them whether they can
leave their deposits on a lamppost.
Mrs Roberts: The Premier will be in trouble. What about his little poodle, Bo?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I can see the Premier's poodle being in big trouble in Nedlands!
I am told that what that dog gets up to is nobody's business! Far be it from me to
disparage its reputation, but I hear these things. That is an important dog in the
community, and people have a tendency to talk about it. They say things about the
owners as well, but that is not for this debate.
I am glad that I have spoken for this long, because it has given the Minister an
opportunity to rethink his position, particularly about how he may have set out, probably
unintentionally, to embarrass the Keep Australia Beautiful Council, which he said at the
beginning was right behind this Bill. When I asked the Minister where that was inwriting, he said he did not have it; he had spoken to the council. He had run into people
from the council pulling down posters along St George's Terrace! They set aside a
council meeting one night to rip down posters to demonstrate that they do not want
posters in the community! I suggest to the Minister that the view of the Keep Australia
Beautiful Council about the necessity for this Bill is that it is right down the pecking
order of its priorities. It is not a major priority in its mind. It is involved with far mnore
serious concerns about cleaning up Australia. It has a world perspective. What is the
name of the gentleman who is leading the world clean up campaign?
Mr Cunningham: Bill Clinton.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: That is not the bloke I am thinking of.
Dr Watson: Ian Kiernan.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: Yes. That man, who is. leading the world in community clean
up, did not need any legislation to convince people to clean up the world. Do members
know what he did? He read the mind of the average Aussie when it comes to cleaning up
the world, he homed in on that, and he turned those thoughts in a positive direction,
without any legislation. With this legislation the Minister has given away any positive
thinking about how we can encouraged people to deal with this matter in a different way.
There is no need for such a law. I have some difficulty with laws such as this at any
time, even when we are in government, because they are laws which a group of people
may want, but they are not good laws because they cannot be policed. What has
happened with graffiti? The Premier said that Perth would be a better city if it was
graffiti free, so once he had made that statement, he, like all leaders when they make a
statement, had to back it up with action. He formed a special graffiti squad to ensure that
the graffiti was cleaned up. That is why I asked: When will we see the poster squad?
This Bill will be a money spinner. A fine of $1 000 for putting a poster in the wrong
place will be a money spinner for the Government. All this Bill lacks is the policing to
make sure that it works. I would have a policeman on every corner. If this Bill is policed
properly, the money that will be raised will pay the :Wages of the police. Would the
member for Kimberley fine people $1 000 for putting a poster on the Kimberley-
Kalgoorlie water pipeline?
Mr Bridge: Could they start with Bridge Street and with Marlborough Street?
Mr MARLBOROUGH: The most time that we will take on this legislation is the hour
that I have taken. This Bill will pass through this House on the basis of its simply being a
filler. It is not necessary legislation. It should not be before the House. It will not
change anything that is happening now; and it should not change anything that is
happening now. As I said earlier, the putting up of posters is an integral part of the
society that I love. I love posters. I have no problem with them. During my political
campaigning, I encourage people to put up posters. I encouraged people who took
offence at certain posters to remove them, so long as they did not remove my poster. I
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have no difficulty living in a poster driven society. I love it. It creates jobs. It creates
public participation. It seeks to inform and to make people think. What is illegal about
that? What is fundamentally wrong with that? The putting up of posters underpins some
of the finest things that our society delivers. It underpins the arts. It underpins the bulk
of that massive resource that we have in this State - volunteers - who are always
underestimated and without whose help this State would not move forward. I do not care
what Government is in power; this State needs that massive resource of people who love
and care for this community and who take the extra step of putting back into the
community what they take out. Those people are resourced not by the Government, but
by other Australians who want to assist them because they understand the great job that
they are doing. Those volunteers, who from time to time, in tapping into that support,
may need to advertise by way of a poster, and who may err by sticking that poster in the
wrong place, will be grabbed by the long arm of the law and fined $1 000 because they
did not ask permission of Western Power to put a poster on a lamppost! This Bill should
be deposited where all used Bills should be deposited.
[The member's time expired.]

MR OMODEI (Warren - Minister for Local Government) [4.38 pm]: The member for
Peel has taken an hour of the House's time to respond on behalf of the Labor Party to this
Litter Amendment Bill. It was obvious from the member's speech that he has not read
the Bill, nor has he taken the time to research the issue.

Mrs Roberts: That is not true, and you know it.
Mr OMODET: I think it is true, and the member for Glendalough knows it. It is a bit sad
that while the member for Peel has trivialised the efforts of the Keep Australia Beautiful
Council (WA), which has been in place since 1980 and is active all over the State by
running the Tidy Towns Competition, being part of the graffiti taskforce, and being
responsible for keeping Australia beautiful in more ways than one by cleaning up our
beaches and roads, involving schools and school children in its activities, he has not
taken a bit of time to find out that poster prosecutions have been in the Litter Act
regulations since 1981.
To put the member's mind at rest, the enforcement committee of the Keep Australia
Beautiful Council met on 7 October 1993 at their office at 12 Preston Street, Como. One
of the things they discussed was the question of enforcement of restrictions on bill
posting. Agenda item No 7 of the minutes of that meeting recommended that a number
of points be conveyed to the working party and the Department of Local Government,
which are responsible for the legislative changes. They include -

(1) Litter Act to be amended to include bill posting as an offence (similar to
Section 23 and 24) because of seriousness of the offence.

Mr Marlborough: They are wrong. The Minister can quote them, but they are wrong.

Mr OMODEI: The member for Peel asked me whether there was a meeting, and I am
informing the member of that meeting. The minutes continue -

Explanation: If the penalty for this offence is in the region of $000's then it no
longer is in the category of a regulation as per existing Reg 7 which reads:-
"Except with the consent of the owner or occupier a person shall not leave or post
publicity material on any building, fence, furniture, pillar, screen, structure or
wall on or adjacent to a public place or vacant land or on or in any unoccupied
vehicle in a public place.

The committee goes on to recommend a number of other changes to the legislation.

Mr Marlborough: I said they were wrong.

Mr OMODEI: The member for Peel should read the second reading speech; it refers to
the legislation. The member has spent half an hour debating whether bills should be
posted and whether there should be penalties. If the member wanted to change those
things, the Labor Party was in power from 1982 to 1993 and he had time to do that if he
felt so strongly about it. The member knows that the graffiti program and the work of the
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graffiti working party has been so successful in Perth that graffiti has been reduced by50 per cent. If the member is happy with the posters under the freeway coming down
Mill Point Road, he is entitled to that opinion. However, 99.9 per cent of the people ofPerth would disagree with him. When I launched the Government's policy on this onAlexander Drive, North Perth, every television outlet was there to record the event. TheKeep Australia Beautiful Council was there to support what the Government was trying
to do.
The member for Peel can have his fun talking about dogs and light poles, but the KeepAustralia Beautiful Council takes the matter seriously. If the member had taken the timeto look at the other sections of the Bill, apart from the issue of bill posting where thepenalty will be increased from $400 to $1 000 for an individual, and the maximumpenalty for a corporation's counselling or procuring bill posting to $ 10 000, he would
know that it also gives authorised officers greater powers to direct offenders to remove
litter.
Clause 10 of the Bill provides for new offences relating to throwing litter from vehicles.The member for Peel did not refer to this. I am sure that all members of Parliament andWestern Australians would be concerned about people throwing litter from vehicles. Thenew sections will overcome some of the difficulties in establishing who was responsible
for that. Under this Bill, the driver or the person deemed in charge of the vehicle, will bedeemed to be the offender if the investigating officer is unable to establish who was theoffender. Those new measures were recommended by the Keep Australia Beautiful
Council to dissuade people from littering from vehicles.
Rather than go on, I point out that there is strong support for this amendment to the Litter
Act in Western Australia. I am disappointed that the member for Peel trivialised the Bill.I am sure that when he sits down and has a good look at the Bill he will find that not only
he but also his colleagues will support the Bill and the Keep Australia Beautiful Council.
I commend the Bill to the House.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time, proceeded through remaining stages and transmitted to the
Council.

LOAN BILL
Second Reading

Resumed from 29 November.
DR WATSON (Kenwick) [4.45 pm]: I will take the opportunity to bring before theHouse a number of issues about women and drugs, and young people and drugs that have
been published in the Government's own report. I was delighted to cooperate in thesmall way that I did with the Government's task force that has produced this verycomprehensive report. The Premier showed a great deal of interest in the work of the
task force which was chaired by Michael Daube.
Every member of the community and every member of this House must be concerned
about this issue, because in the end we must consider what kind of legislation, if any, isneeded to protect certain members of the community, to regulate certain drugs and what
kind of budgets will be allocated to provide treatment services as well as education
campaigns to try to prevent people from becoming drug addicted.
I will draw to the attention of the House a number of issues that are concerned withwomen. I have had the privilege of working with a woman who was prepared to do somevolunteer work on the sort of research that was needed to establish how women areaffected by the findings and recommendations of this report. Although women areaddressed in the report, there is inadequate reference to women's issues in the executive
summary of the report which shows that half the population has particular vulnerabilities
and dependence. The treatment needs of women are different from those of men.
An estimated 7 000 women in Western Australia are alcohol dependent, and 34 000women are at risk of developing dependence on prescribed psychoactive drugs. Some
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500 000 prescriptions a year are written for minor tranquillisers, most of which are used
by women. Up to 40 per cent of women who are prescribed minor tranquilliser or
benzodiazepines are addicted to them. When we were in government I was able to work
with the then Minister for Health, Keith Wilson, and later Ian Taylor, to establish a
project with the aim of educating prescribers - the medical practitioners; the providers -

pharmacists; and women, through women's organisations about the danger of addiction
to benzodiazepines. Benzodiazepines account for somewhere between 67 per cent and
72 per cent of all prescriptions issued for women.

It is a fact that people can be addicted to drugs like Serepax, Valium and Rohypnol
within three weeks of their first dose. People are inhibited from seeking treatment
because of their profound sense of shame and guilt. Women in particular are also
reluctant to seek help to cope with the drug problems of their family members. It is
interesting that there is a note in the chapter on addiction to the effect that women who
use food addictively come from families in which one or both parents used alcohol
addictively.
The report contains some very good information which should be used to direct
government funding and government programs. Women with substance abuse often
suffer greater social stigma than men. Women are reluctant to enter treatment facilities.
They need child care facilities when seeking such treatment. If they are separated from
their spouses or de factos, they fear losing custody of their children if their substance
dependence becomes known.
Other facts made available to the task force include the fact that lesbians have a high
incidence of substance abuse. They are even more reluctant than heterosexual women to
seek treatment and enter treatment facilities. One of the important issues about treatment
is that mixed sex facilities are not appropriate for women who are being treated for drug
or substance abuse. There are a number of relevant issues in that regard, one of which is
that group therapy is often prescribed for the woman to provide a support group.
However, perhaps more than other women, those women are very vulnerable to the - dare
I say it - natural domination that men tend to portray in such groups. The researchers
Copeland and Hall, who published in 1995, have established that women with substance
abuse problems have a very high incidence of prior sexual abuse. Something like 66 per
cent of women who are drug or alcohol dependent - and that relates to prescribed as well
as illegal drugs - had a background and history of sexual abuse. That makes successful
treatment in mixed groups extremely unlikely.

Current services are simply not adequate for women who are substance dependent. They
are more attracted to individual services which are one to one or to women only services.
In a minor way, I was involved with the representatives of substance dependent women
and their advocates who developed the Perth Women's Centre, which is now managed
through Women's Healthcare House in Aberdeen Street. Comprehensive women only
services are required and they should always include a component of child care.

The issue of past or ongoing sexual assault requires sensitive handling which must be
maintained at the same time as women are assisted through detoxification programs or
through individual or group therapy sessions if that is decided to be the best option for
them. Women should always be asked how they want to handle that component of their
treatment. The women only service is something that I cannot advocate strongly enough.

Other issues affect women in tremendously intense ways. In those respects, women
differ from men. For example, food, gambling and sexual activity are non-drug
addictions which people may require therapy to escape from. When the task force
considered pharmaceuticals and the range of prescription drugs, it raised a number of
issues of which parliamentarians should be aware. The task force found that many
parents administer medication to children because they cannot cope with the child. They
go to a willing general practitioner for medication to calm the child. I do not want to buy
into the attention deficit disorder debate. However, the task force found that parents seek
medication for their children when they cannot cope with them. Sadly, the task force
found that travel sickness medication and antihistamine abuse among children is
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becoming increasingly common, as is the extensive use of laxatives by young wom-en and
girls in an attempt to control their weight. The use and abuse of asthma sprays and non-medical aerosol sprays is also a feature of drug abuse by young people, including young
women. Excessive use of paracetamol and painkillers which people can buy over the
counter was noted as was, at the hard end of the continuum. the conversion of medicines
containing painkillers into home bake heroin.
I still believe that for women, the excessive prescription and provision of so-called minortranquillisers, particularly benzodiazepines. is of great concern to this community. They
account for 70 per cent of prescriptions to women and that is an indictment of the way inwhich we handle stress, grief and anger. Too often, the GP believes that relief from those
emotions can be found in Valium, Serapax or Rohypnol.
The task force was made aware of concerns in the community about inappropriate oroverprescription of medication. Non-drug alternatives were not adequately promoted.
As I said earlier, in that campaign while we were in government, a great effort was madeto promulgate information about non-drug alternatives to the relief of stress. People
could buy relaxation and antistress tapes from the chemist and booklets providinginformation about how to relax, sleep and relieve stress without resorting to drugs. There
is no doubt that overprescription of such drugs must be of widespread concern to us all.
With regard to young people, drug use is disturbingly high among those aged between 12
and 17. For example, in relation to years at school in that age group: 10 per cent of year8 students had used cannabis in 1994; 20 per cent of students in year 9 had used it; 33 percent in year 10 and 37 per cent in years 11I and 12. It should also be noted that 39 per
cent of 12 to 17 year olds had used alcohol, 24 per cent had used cannabis, 20 per centhad used tobacco - I thought that the percentage would have been higher than that - and 3
per cent had used amphetamines.
One of the most disturbing submissions was made by the Association of Social Workers.
Page 60 in volume 1 of the report states that a concern is the number of high schoolstudents being prescribed antidepressant medication. A recent social worker survey at
one school revealed that 40 per cent of year 12 students were on antidepressants. I do notknow anything about the methodology of that research; however, we must read thesereports and ask appropriate questions in this place, and say to the Minister for Health andthe Minister for Education that resources must be put into this area. I understand by yourfacial expression, Mr Acting Speaker (Dr Harres), that you find that an extraordinary
statement. Nevertheless, the task force saw fit to publish that in this report. Had I notread this report carefully, I would not have found it, and I suspect neither would have
people in government.
There are some disturbing aspects of young people and drug use and abuse. Young
people are drinking at an earlier age. Many regard binge drinking as the norm. Let usface it, they have a number of role models for that. They drink mixes of products,
sometimes combining alcohol with other kinds of substances and drugs. Not only dothey damage themselves in the short term, but many of these children can prove to be adanger to other people, particularly as a result of alcohol consumption. Although it iseasy to say that the responsibility should rest with parents and the individual concerned, aview is expressed in the report that parents feel overwhelmed by this problem. Most
people regard the system as a whole as a failure because it makes them feel as thoughthey are to blame for their child's behaviour, and they feel excluded from any process inwhich the child is picked up in a program or project. We should look not just to youth
groups, but to ways we can support families and parents. Unless the child's parents and
family are included in getting them drug free, it will simply not work.
We cannot account for the tremendously heavy burden of not only peer pressure, but alsoreports that are made in the media and the way television interviews and films might be
interpreted by people. A huge range of issues must be considered. What do we do? In1994 in Western Australia 1 885 deaths were due to drug and substance abuse. Most of
those would be due to tobacco abuse.
One of the recommendations in the report is that there be a Minister for drug abuse
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control to be supported by a central drug coordinating office. In a recommendation for
structure, coordination and community action it is proposed that a central drug
coordinating office be established, reporting to that Minister, who could be the Premier,
with 20 to 25 full time equivalents. Resources would be drawn from those currently
allocated to drug issues. A funded structure is required to deal with prevention and
treatment, and particularly to deal with education, which will provide the kind of
information that people need to avoid use and abuse of these kinds of substances. I
wonder whether this is where the priority should be. It would send out a powerful signal
if the Premier were to be the Minister coordinating drug abuse control. However, an
office in which 25 people might work sets up a vision of a centralised office working
with papers and computers and getting programs out to the community when we really
need active participation by all vulnerable people: By young people for the issues that
concern them and likewise by women and men. Also, we must reach into non-English
speaking background communities, distinguish girls and women from boys and men, and
reach into Aboriginal communities. I think this recommendation is trying to resolve
matters related to this problem in an unnecessarily expensive way. I am not sure that a
centralised office that would take resources from where they are presently allocated
would work. However, we must have this debate in a Budget Bill to bring to the notice
of the Government and, indeed, the Premier, what can be done.
There are three broad approaches to deal with this matter: Treatment, prevention and
control. I bring to the notice of the House the issue of harm minimisation. A view exists
that if we are seeking to reduce the adverse health, social and economic consequences of
alcohol and other drugs for the community and the individual, the wrong message could
be conveyed. That is, if people use drugs in a certain way, they will be safe. I am a
member of the national body of parliamentarians that is lobbying to have certain drugs
decriminalised and to regulate them in such a way that harm is minimised. However, I
take on board the warning message that it seems some children might be receiving. Of
course, prevention is the key to any kind of control of this issue. Prevention is better than
treatment. However, there would be a tendency to treat the less serious end of the
spectrum rather than put resources into those where there are serious consequences for
individuals and their families.
The best insurance against drug abuse by young people is to ensure that the rights and
needs of children and young people are met by the whole community; that they are
treated with respect, and that they learn to be able to resist peer pressure in such a way
that they do not feel as though they are letting down their peers. The parents of the
young woman in England who died recently after being provided with an ecstasy tablet
said that the peer pressure in education should go into saying, "No, I don't want that,"
rather than accepting it.
Drug use, misuse and abuse has enormous ramifications for the health and justice
systems. It seems that we cannot ignore the total health care costs of drug use, which is
$49 1.1m. per year in Western Australia. The State gets about $276m in revenue. In
1993-94, it raised $64m in alcohol franchise licences and $21 2m in tobacco franchises
and fees. There is always this dilemma about where a Government directs its revenue
energies when this seems to be a very easy means of earning revenue.

In the 1990s, looking towards the next century, the community should focus on a number
of ethical questions, one of which is whether we really want our parliamentarians to be
raising franchises and licence fees on alcohol and tobacco, or whether we would rather
see the Government promoting education on the prevention of this kind of use, misuse
and abuse.
Before I close there is one piece of very important information buried in all of this that I
omitted to give and that is information related to girls and solvent abuse. More girls than
boys abuse solvents. Boys are much more likely to continue to misuse and abuse
solvents, but girls are much more vulnerable to experimenting with solvents, with
alcohol, with medications and with tobacco. But solvent abuse is mostly periodic, and
mostly confined to at risk use. It is estimated that there is probably a hundred serious
users in the metropolitan area. This Parliament really should take account of this
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dreadful problem that those very vulnerable children have to deal with. I do not think wehave come to grips with this issue at all. We certainly must come to grips with the factthat this generation of solvent users have siblings of their own who are equally vulnerableto the same kind of social and economic reasons that the users are, and we should betargeting programs to build family support structures and introducing the kinds ofacceptable programs to those families and sometimes to communities to prevent solventabuse. We must examine the problem of how easy it is for hardware shops to sell thekinds of substances that some children abuse. I am aware that some children will stealthem, such is their addiction, but these are the sorts of things that we are nowhere near ontop of, and children who are affected by solvents may become violent and may use other
drugs with those solvents.
I have been asked by people in my electorate how they can approach children who are ona train, waiting at a bus stop, or a railway station whose behaviour is strange anduncoordinated and may be violent and threatening. However, we are talking about
children who are using and abusing solvents to the point of addiction. It is a huge issue.We know their families and we must put resources into preventing their younger siblings
from acquiring the same kind of addiction.
MR JOHNSON (Whitford) [5.15 pm]: I want to take the opportunity in this debate toput the record straight in relation to questions asked of the Premier by the member forPeel yesterday and in relation to comments made in the House of Representatives by thefederal member for Moore, Paul Filing, two nights ago. First, I am very disappointedwith Paul Filing, for making the statement he made because I was always of the opinionthat he and I were as close as federal and state members of Parliament could be in thatsort of professional relationship. Indeed, 1, to some extent, looked upon him as a friend -
not a good friend, but a friend.
Mr M. Barnett: Was he a close friend?
Mr JOHNSON: I would not say close, but he was a friend. I was very disappointed inthe fact that, in this instance, he used what I would class as coward's castle in Canberra
to make remarks about me and about a member of the public that I believe were totallyuntrue. I believe he has been untruthful in some of the comments he made in Federal
Parliament; certainly some of the comments made about me were untrue. I cannotcomment on the remarks he made about other people because I do not know whether theyare true. However, if he made untrue remarks about me, I suggest they are also untrue
about members of the Liberal Party or people in the public arena.
Mr Taylor: Did you say said he made untrue statements about a member of the public?
Mr JOHNSON: Yes.
Mr M. Barnett: Is he still your friend?
Mr JOHNSON: I could not class him as a friend any more. I do not mind what he saysabout me. However, when he brings my family into it and is untruthful, I take exception.I am very disappointed. I do not blame the member for Peel in this instance because,
although he very often makes outrageous allegations, statements and comments aboutpeople in this House without any evidence or foundation, in this case he based hisquestions on statements made in the House of Representatives by Paul Filing.
Mr Taylor interjected.
Mr JOHNSON: I agree. I remember one of the member's colleagues referred to him as ascumbag for what he did to the member's colleague David Smith. I concur with that.
Mr M. Barnett interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Hames): Order! While it is good to have interjections, we
would like to hear them from the Chair.
Mr JOHNSON: I am more than happy to take interjections as long as they are notdesigned to interrupt in an adverse way. I am also more than happy to answer questions,because, if nothing else, whatever I have done in this House, I have been truthful. The
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allegations made by the member for Peel related to the statements made by Paul Filing.
He suggested that I had close contacts with Dr Bradshaw. That is an outright untruthful
statement. I have met Dr Wayne Bradshaw on three or four occasions and I have said
before in this House, and outside this House, that I am no fan of Dr Wayne Bradshaw. I
never was, never have been, and never will be. I believe the way he conducted himself as
Mayor of the City of Wanneroo was unbecoming for a person in that position. I have
said in this House before that when he presented the white feather to Arnold Dammners, it
was a stupid action and unbecoming of a mayor. It is totally untrue to say I had a close
association with him. I will later go into the reasons that I think the federal member for
Moore is trying to incorporate as many Liberal members as he can into his area. First, I
will cover some of things he said in the House of Representatives about me and a
member of the public. Some of his speech was incoherent and I could not understand his
thought process because it was so disjointed.
He spoke about stacking Liberal Party branches in the northern suburbs. Paul Filing is a
past master at branch stacking. I have never said that publicly before, but I now state that
categorically. He has stacked branches that are now in my electorate, although they were
not in my electorate when he stacked them with members of the company with which he
worked - Sonic Office Equipment. Those people lived south of the river, north of Gingin
and any other place one can think of, and they joined the South Whitford branch. My
family has been accused of creating a Liberal branch in the North Shore estate where we
have lived since arriving in Australia. I am not ashamed that my family has done that; I
am proud of it because all Liberals should try to get more members into the party.
Obviously, it was not to Paul Filing's advantage that another branch be created. I know
Paul Filing worked very hard to have that branch disallowed by the state council. Eighty
people were signed up for the Liberal Party, and they all came from that postage stamp
area - North Shore; they did not come from south of Perth, north of Gingin or Swan Hills.

Mr Marlborough: Were they good Liberals?
Mr JOHNSON: Yes, they were and they still are. That branch, which covers the
smallest area in Moore division, has more members than any other branch in that
division. That is the branch my family created. I am absolutely proud of that; I do not
shrink from it and I certainly am not ashamed of it.
The member for Peel made many outrageous statements. In view of what he said to me
yesterday, I feel I have every right to tell the House of an incident that occurred recently.
My electorate officer suggested I should send the details to The West Australian but I do
not get involved in that kind of dirty business. Last week someone from Warnbro
telephoned my electorate office and asked to speak to Norm Marlborough, the member
for Peel. My electorate officer said he had the wrong office, and that it was the office of
the member for Whitford in Wanneroo. The caller said he knew that, but would she look
outside the door to see whether the member for Peel was hanging around because he
spends more time in Wanneroo than he does in his own electorate! That is absolutely
true.
Mrs Henderson: It is probably a member of the North Shore branch.

Mr JOHNSON: I do not think so. I come now to the part which offended me and which
is most untruthful. It has been suggested that in some way I was involved in recruiting
into a Liberal Party branch a person who had been charged with a serious offence. Paul
Filing referred to the Connolly branch in that connection. His speech becomes
incoherent at this point, so I cannot blame the member for Peel for picking up that
statement. However, if he had read the speech, he would know that I had not signed up
anybody of that nature. The member for Peel yesterday referred to my recruiting people
charged with serious offences into Liberal Party branches.
Mr Marlborough: Read the whole question.
Mr JOHNSON: The member asked whether the Premier had confidence in the member
for Whitford in light of the claim by the federal member for Moore that the member for
Whitford was involved in branch stacking, including recruiting people charged with
serious offences into Liberal Party branches in the northemn suburbs.
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Mr Marlborough: I said you were involved. You carry on and I will tell you how you
were involved.
Mr JOHNSON: The point I make is that I have never heard of the person mentioned in
Federal Parliament who has committed a serious offence. I understand it was David
Casella who was said to have been introduced to the Connolly branch. After the member
for Peel asked his question yesterday, I thought I should get further information. I
checked with the divisional secretary of the Moore division to find out what it was about,
because the Connolly branch is not in my electorate and I have not had any involvement
in it at all. I once went there as a guest of the vice president of the Moore division, but I
was just an observer and I said nothing. It has nothing whatsoever to do with me. I
discovered that the gentleman in question had been a member of the Wanneroo branch.
That branch is certainly not in my area; in fact, it was controlled by Paul Filing and his
friends.
Mr Marlborough: Do you want to tell us who your finance manager was in your
campaign?
Mr JOHNSON: The member for Peel obviously knows who it was.
Mr Marlborough: You want to tell the truth, who was your finance manager?
Mr JOHNSON: I will always tell the truth.
Mr Marlborough: Who was your finance manager?
Mr JOHNSON: I will come to that shortly because I think he has been maligned in
Federal Parliament, if it is the gentleman to whom the member refers. The statements
made in Federal Parliament are untrue. I have no connection with the introduction of
anyone who has committed a serious or less than serious criminal offence into the Liberal
Party. I would not do it. It is despicable that Paul Filing should make those untruthful
allegations. It is also hypocritical because the head of his law and order committee was a
person who I believe had been found guilty of stealing from an employer. He accused
me of introducing a person who has committed a criminal office to the Liberal Party, but
he had been closer to that sort of person than I had. I want to put the record straight. The
federal member for Moore said many things in his statement to Federal Parliament. The
member of the public whom I think he has maligned is Greg Sharp. I am proud to say
that he is a good friend of mine.
Mr Marlborough: Is he a director of North Whitfords Estates Pty Ltd?
Mr JOHNSON: He is the marketing manager.
Mr Marlborough: The same company that gave the land to the Belridge Medical Centre?
You should make sure you have got the story correct.
Mr JOHNSON: I read the Kyle report, as did the member for Peel. I was the Mayor of
Wanneroo at the time of the first inquiry.
Mr Marlborough: A further Kyle inquiry is taking place.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Hames): I am very interested in hearing what the member
for Whitford has to say and I am very interested in many of the interjections from the
member for Peel. However, he keeps repeating them. Hearing them once is probably
enough so I would like him to restrain himself and let the member for Whitford continue.
Mr JOHNSON: I will not go into detail about Greg Sharp's land dealings. As far as I am
aware the Belridge Medical Centre land deal has been examined. North Whitfords
Estates is one of the best development companies in Western Australia and is responsible
for some wonderful developments. That company looks after the residents and I have
nothing but praise for it.
Mr Marlborough: How much did it donate?
Mr JOHNSON: The member for Peel knows everything so he can work that out for
himself.
Mr Marlborough interjected.
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The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the member for Peel for the
third time.
Mr JOHNSON: Greg Sharp has been a strong Liberal supporter for most of his adult life
and is a member of the Liberal Party. He made me aware of a visit he and another
member of the Liberal Party once made to Paul Filing. I am told their visit was to try to
persuade Filing to stop stacking branches and creating problems in Moore division.
Mr Marlborough: This is a third-hand story.
Mr JOHNSON: The sole purpose of that visit was to try to create some harmony where
there was disharmony in Moore division. I accept that there was disharmony. Quite a
few people felt that the responsibility for that fell at the feet of Paul Filing, I am afraid. I
have not said that publicly before, nor have I run him down publicly. I did not think it
was my job to do that; I thought he was a friend.
Mr Shave: Did he invite you to his barbecue next week?
Mr JOHNSON: I think he is trying to get everyone there.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! The member for Melville is not helping.
Mr JOHNSON: Paul Filing has used parliamentary privilege to attack a member of the
public who does not have redress. Filing will not repeat those comments outside the
House. Greg Sharp is a man of honour. When he visited Paul Filing to try to resolve
issues Filing almost told him to get stuffed. That is one of the reasons Paul Filing thinks
Greg Sharp actively worked against him in his preselection. [ do not know whether he
did; it is none of my business. I certainly did not.
Among the many things he said in Federal Parliament last night, he accused me of being
a Bradshaw clone. It should be remembered that I stood in 1991 at the request of the
local residents of North Shore, which has a large residents' association, because they
were not happy with the way the council was being run. I have said that before in this
place.
Mr Taylor: The people at North Shore have a tough life!
Mr JOHNSON: They did; but not any more because they now have an excellent
member! When I stood in May 1991 1 stood against David King. Everybody knows
where David King ended up. I did the right thing. I have met Wayne Bradshaw on three
or four occasions. I hate to say it, but I have even told his brother on many occasions
what I thought of Wayne. The member for Wellington has accepted that and if he can
accept that, almost anyone should be able to. I have a tremendous amount of time for the
member for Wellington.
Mr Marlborough: You have not been a good judge of character.
Mr JOHNSON: I have because I cannot stand the member for Peel! When the member
for Peel left England they must have got out the champagne and cheered in the streets.
Of course the unionists would have wondered who would fight Maggie Thatcher when he
left to come to Australia; nobody else was capable of doing that! In a light-hearted way,
on behalf of the people of England I apologise to the people of Australia for inflicting the
member for Peel on them!
Several members interjected.
Mr JOHNSON: I said it in a light-hearted way. I know that outside this House he is
quite human; it is just that he tends to change when he walks through those doors.
Someone in his constituency was looking for him in Wanneroo the other day. He asked
my secretary to look outside my office door to see whether the member for Peel was
hanging around there somewhere, but he was not.
It is a great pity Paul Filing used Federal Parliament to attack not only me but also other
members of the Liberal Party who have done nothing wrong. They have acted in an
honourable way. Do members believe Paul Filing is the only one in step in this world
and everybody else in the Liberal Party is out of step? I do not think so. It is probably all
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part of a tactic of his. He knows I am very fortunate and have a fair amount of support in
my electorate. Obviously I support the endorsed Liberal candidate. During the federal
election campaign I will try to convince people to vote Liberal. Perhaps Filing's tactic of
attacking me - he has not done it until now -

Mrs Henderson: Are you a supporter of Crichton-Browne?
Mr JOHNSON: I have met him on only about three occasions. The first time I met him
was during the 1993 state election campaign, yet I have been accused of being
preselected by his efforts. If he did that it was by mental telepathy. Tony Barrass of The
West Australian -

Mr Ripper: It is amazing how few people in the Liberal Party had anything to do with
Noel Crichton-Browne.
Mr JOHNSON: I have no criticism of him. I do not know him well enough to criticise
or praise him.
Mr Marlborough: What are you doing in the Liberal Party if you do not know anyone in
it?
Mr JOHNSON: I know many people in the Liberal Party. I know the people who
matter; I know the people in this House. I know quite a few Young Liberals. All my
children are Young Liberals - I am proud of that - and all my friends' children are Young
Liberals. Good luck to them.
Several members interjected.
Mr JOHNSON: It is a bit difficult to answer about three interjections at once.
In conclusion, I emphasise again, unfortunately - and I do not like saying this - Paul
Filing has been untruthful in the Federal Parliament.
Mr Marlborough: Is his remark true about the man who was your finance manager at the
last election? Was he your finance manager?
Mr JOHNSON: I think he may have been.
Mr Marlborough: You think he may have been?
Mr JOHNSON: I am not sure whether it was him or somebody else. Somebody was my
treasurer, but I am not sure whether he was my finance manager. I am perfectly happy to
say that he was on my campaign.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Dr Harres): Order!
Mr JOHNSON: I am not sure what his title was.
Mrs Henderson: Did you meet him?
Mr JOHNSON: If the member is referring to my good friend Greg Sharp, of course I met
him.
Mr Marlborough: He was raising money for you.
Mr JOHNSON: I do not know whether he was, quite frankly. At the end of the day I
financed about 90 per cent of my campaign out of my pocket. If the member for Peel
looked at the Australian electoral returns he would see who financed my campaign: It
was basically me. I received a very small amount of money from donations. I did not
have rich friends like Laurie Connell, Alan Bond and all the rest of them, like the
Opposition did when it was in power.
Mr Marlborough: You are richer than they are!
Mr JOHNSON: That is as may be, but I certainly would not sell my soul as the
Opposition did when it was in power in the 1980s.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! The member for Peel.

12101



Mr JOHNSON: The reason I was persuaded to stand as a candidate for Whitford was the
goings-on of the Labor Government in the 1980s. I felt its actions were disgraceful. I
had no intention of entering politics.
Mrs Henderson: The Liberal Party is doing the same thing and you are part of it.
Mr JOHNSON: I do not think we are, but the member is entitled to her view. How much
was in the leader's accounts? There was about $12m in about 12 different accounts, and
half of it donated in cash. That is the sort of disgraceful behaviour that went on in the
1980s under the Labor Government. It is not the sort of behaviour I endorse in any way.
That was one of the reasons I was prepared to accept the nomination and go for
preselection for the seat of Whitford, and I was more than happy to do so. I have
probably said all that needs to be said. Paul Filing's problem is that if one lives by the
sword one dies by the sword. He was probably "out-branch-stacked", and that is what
lost him his preselection.
Several members interjected.
Mr JOHNSON: I did not stack him out. All I am guilty of is helping to create a branch
in North Shore, which is one of the most vibrant branches in Moore division. One or two
members have moved out, but basically all of them are in the seat of Whitford. They do
not come from north of Gingin or south of Perth, and they have not been signed up in the
pubs as members of the Labor Party have been in the past. They are all genuine, good,
liberal-thinking people. If Paul Filing wants to pick a fight with me, that is fine; I do not
mind. I would not have picked a fight with him, because I think it is degrading and I
would not say things in this House that I would not be prepared to say outside.
NM TAYLOR (Kalgoorlie) [5.45 pm]: I thought, following the member for Whitford's
talking about his federal colleague, the member for Moore, it might be an opportune time
for me to speak about my federal colleague in the seat of Kalgoorlie, but I am not going
to.
This debate provides a good opportunity to talk about issues in one's electorate, and that
is exactly what I will do and steer away from the more controversial aspects covered by
the member for Whitford. Only a couple of weeks ago we decided to have a shadow
Cabinet meeting in Kalgoorlie on a Saturday, Sunday and Monday.
Mr Cowan: Do you know what "shadow" means?
Mr TAYLOR: I have heard the Deputy Premier ask that before. The meeting was a
great success. One of the issues I want to talk about which arose from that meeting was
the opportunity afforded to me and some of my colleagues to go into the bush around
Kalgoorlie with the local Department of Conservation and Land Management officer, Ian
Keeley, a very fine officer. It is interesting to note that within a 100 kilometre radius of
Kalgoorlie the bush was clear felled in the early days, from the 1890s to the 1930s.
When I say "clear felled" I mean clear felled - there was hardly a tree left standing. Even
trees of a couple of inches in diameter were felled to go into the boilers and the like, so
there was very little left, except in what were called the timber reserves. They were set
aside for the cutting of timber, but people never quite got around to cutting those
reserves. I will come back to those later.
Around Kalgoorlie what we have essentially is a regrowth forest which has grown over a
period of about 70 years. It is a fairly fine forest, but I would not recommend the
technique, because as a result of that clear felling we saw in the goldfields from the
1930s up to the 1970s quite disastrous dust storms that caused all sorts of problems for
the community. They led in the end to the Goldfields Dust Abatement Committee, which
set about fencing off areas to prevent the entry of vehicles, animals and a whole range of
things so that at least the bush had a chance to regrow in the vicinity of the City of
Kalgoorlie-Boulder. It is interesting that something like 30 million tonnes of timber was
cut out of the goldfields. To put that into perspective, in one year they cut about 500 000
tonnes of timber, which is almost as much as is currently being cut out of the forests of
the south west. It certainly was an extraordinary exercise in timber cutting.
During that visit with Ian Keeley from CALM we saw the fine regrowth forest.
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However, in the timber reserves where the timber had not been cut some magnificent
trees were left behind. There was quite a variation between the regrowth areas and those
areas that had not been cut for some centuries to the extent that in those reserved areas
there are trees which are very large indeed. It would take at least three or four people
standing alongside each other with their arms outstretched to encircle the trunks of those
trees. Some of those trees are 500 to 700 years old. Luckily they have been preserved
and will continue to be so, because they are a fine example of what the bush used to be
like in the goldfields. I have no doubt that as the decades pass we will see a natural
thinning out of those timbers in the regrowth areas. No doubt once again, probably in
about 400 to 500 years' time, people will be able to see very large trees similar to those
which we see in the timber reserves. I am pleased to know that CALM continues to take
a keen interest in the future of the industry in the goldfields, where we still have a timber
industry.
The industry continues to provide timber for props and the like for underground raining,
and smaller timber is used in the Eastern States to prop up vines. More recently, with the
support of the Deputy Premier's department, my former department and the
Commonwealth department, a solar powered facility has been put in place to season the
timber from the goldfields which is used in the fine woods industry to produce a range of
furniture as well as wood turned articles, such as vases and the like. We can be very
proud of some of the items produced using timber from the goldfields. I am also pleased
to note that the Department of Conservation and Land Management has made a decision
to allow the cutting of about 5 000 tonnes of timber a year out of this area.
Mr Catania: Did Syd Shea decide that?
Mr TAYLOR: He has done a very good job there. That timber will go into the fine
woods industry and we will see an expansion of its use in parquetry flooring and the like.
Because of the wide range of magnificent timber, the products in which it is used will be
expensive. Members who are interested in buying these products will pay for them, but
they will be of very fine quality used not only by people in the goldfields who have been
part of the industry but also by those elsewhere in Western Australia and from overseas.
We have had a great deal of interest from people in the musical instrument manufacturing
industry because it appears that some of the harder woods produced in the goldfields can
be used to make the head joint of flutes. The best wood to use is ebony; it comes mainly
from the West Indies and is extraordinarily rare these days. The musical instrument
manufacturing industry is very keen to find a replacement for ebony and it appears that
some of the woods from the goldfields are a viable alternative.
I will turn now to a couple of other issues in my electorate. Last week I mentioned the
problems associated with the privatisation, or contracting out, of the Kalgoorlie Regional
Hospital. On Monday I attended a meeting with some staff members at the hospital who
expressed concern about their future. At present they do not know whether they will
have any future there at all. I am talking about those who have worked at and been part
of the hospital for many years. They have worked there for 17, 18, 20, 25, 28, 29, and 30
years respectively - and I could go on. They have served the hospital and the community
faithfully for very long periods. Yet today they have no idea about whether they have a
future at that hospital.
From what I can find out, the hospital is pushing on with contracting out of external
cleaning services - that is, cleaning the areas outside the wards and around the beds -
catering and laundry. They will be followed by contracting out engineering, general
maintenance services and gardening. Finally, the accounting and human resource
management services will be contracted out. In the end, we will see an absolute tearing
apart of that hospital by this Minister for Health, with no real consideration for the
personal consequences of the members of staff involved, for the morale of those in the
hospital, and none at all for the operation of the hospital within the goldfields
community.
As I have mentioned before, all of this is taking place when the Minister is writing letters
to hospitals telling them to get on with the job while at the same time the Deputy Premier
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is writing letters to the hospital saying that he is worried about contracting out. I share
the Deputy Premier's concern. I think the Deputy Premier quite genuinely has a concern
for the hospitals in country areas of Western Australia. I hope he is able to extend that
concern for country hospitals to the one in the area I represent - the Kalgoorlie Regional
Hospital. Those people need the support and assistance of a person who has standing
within the Government, such as the Deputy Premier. Quite clearly, they will not get that
from the Minister for Health.
I take this opportunity to raise concerns about education in the goldfields. We have
always been fortunate to have a very fine education system in Kalgoorlie-Boulder,
including the Western Australian School of Mies, Kalgoorlie College, and the private
and public primary and secondary schools.
Mr Tubby: And you had an excellent principal of the Boulder Primary School in 1975.
Mr TAYLOR: Perhaps the member for Roleystone might like to remind me of the name
of that person, because it escapes me at the moment!
Mr Tubby: He stayed for only 12 months, but he did an excellent job.
Mr TAYLOR: Surely it was not the member for Roleystone!
Mr Day: He got driven out of town after 12 months.
Mr TAYLOR: I would believe that. These days principals last a lot longer than 12
months, most being prepared to stay for at least two, three or four years, and in some
cases even longer. It is very important in education in country areas that principals are
prepared to stay for a while. What a school achieves is a reflection of the standards set
by the principal. Principals are absolutely critical to the good running of an education
system.
I am concerned that the East Kalgoorlie Senior High School and John Paul College are
not able to share a reasonable meeting and gymnasium facility. John Paul College and
the Eastern Goldfields Senior High School are working together to such an extent that
they are now looking to move the main stores building of Kalgoorlie Consolidated Gold
Mines Pty Ltd to a site between the two schools. In that way it could be shared. It is
proposed to extend it to include three netball size indoor courts. It will provide a very
fine facility for the schools. The cost will be about half a million dollars, compared with
the cost of building a new facility of well in excess of $ 1 mn.
We will be looking to the Education Department to provide the dollars for that facility.
The schools will get an outstanding building that is very cheap. Both schools are
prepared to share the facility - that is unusual in itself - and it could be available for wider
community use. I am looking forward to approaching the Minister for Education when I
put out my hand on behalf of both schools for that support so that we can expand and
upgrade the Eastern Goldfields Senior High School.

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 pm

Mr TAYLOR: It is a sensible proposal to move what is generally referred to as the store
shed at Kalgoorlie Consolidated Goldmines to a site between John Paul College and
Eastern Goldfields High School. The Kalgoorlie-Boulder City Council considered
whether that shed - that is a common term for the structure - would be suitable to be part
of the new recreation centre. Its view was that despite suggestions from council officers
that it could be part of the new recreational complex, that recommendation should not be
accepted. Interestingly enough, the council meeting took place on 13 November, and it
was said that the initial outlay will be in the vicinity of $250 000 to $300 000. By the
time flooring and the associated facilities that go with a gymnasium are installed, it will
probably cost about $500 000, but that will be a low price for a large gymnasium that will
accommodate three indoor courts and provide a very good meeting facility for the high
school and for John Paul College.
I recently asked a question in Parliament about the number of times the Prospector
railcar had been late into Kalgoorlie and into Perth. I have received several complaints
from my constituents that, more often than not, the Prospector railcar is late. The
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Minister representing the Minister for Transport advised me that from 1 January to 1
November, of 400 trips between Perth and Kalgoorlie the Prospector was late 167 times -
in other words, 42 per cent of its arrivals were late - and that on its reverse journeys, from
Kalgoorlie to Perth, it was late 96 times. "Late" is defined by Westrail as arriving more
than 15 minutes after the estimated arrival time. It is unsatisfactory that nearly half that
train's arrivals in Kalgoorlie are late.
Westrail employees tell me that there are two reasons for the train's lateness. The first
reason is directly associated with the decision by the Minister for Transport to put the
Prospector railcar on what is commonly called the Avon Link service. As a result of
using the Prospector on that service, there is insufficient time to maintain railcars,
therefore railcars break down and have associated problems. It annoys me more than a
little to know that the railcar that has been especially prepared to do the Perth to
Kalgoorlie and return route has been put into service on the Avon Link service.
I have sought from the Minister for Transport all the details that he has received from not
only Westrail but also the Treasury, the Department of Transport and other departments
about the economics or otherwise of the Avon Link service. All that I have been able to
get from the Minister for Transport is a three or four page memo that was obviously
prepared for him by Westrail to suit the occasion. I will not rest until I have all that
information. I have no doubt that the advice that the Minister received fromn the
bureaucracy was that it was far more sensible to put a bus on the route between Perth and
Northam and return than it was to put a train on it. As a result of the Minister's decision
to put a train on the route, people in my electorate are suffering because the Prospector is
not properly maintained.
My other point about the lateness of the train is directly related to the state of the track.
Of the 650 kilometres standard gauge track between Perth and Kalgoorlie, 150 kmi are
subject to speed restrictions because Westrail is not able to maintain the track properly.
It has substantially reduced the number of people who are available for the maintenance
effort and it has also reduced funding going into it. Part of that involves the decision by
Westrail and the Minister virtually to privatise the maintenance of the track. That will
happen in due course. In the meantime, the track is being run down day by day, and not
only the Prospector but also freight trains and the Indian Pacific encounter many speed
restrictions that have been imposed because of the inadequacies of the track; the trains
are being slowed down dramatically. That means that we must put up with a Prospector
that is late more often than not. I am sure that the Deputy Premier is well aware that
there has been a dramatic decline in the number of Westrail employees in his electorate
of Merredin, and that many of those employees were employed on track maintenance.
Because they have gone, we do not have proper track maintenance in that area.
With those words covering a variety of topics, I conclude my remarks, but I hope that we
will see the continued development of the fine woods industry in the goldfields. I hope
also that I have convinced the Minister for Education that the Government should put
some money into a new education or gymnasium facility at Eastern Goldfields Senior
High School. Further, I hope that Westrail and the Minister for Transport recognise that
what they are doing to the Westrail track between Kalgoorlie and Perth is quite
inadequate and that it is not in keeping with the demands of a rapidly expanding region
such as the goldfields.
MIR D.L. SMITH (Mitchell) [7.37 pm]: The Loan Bill provides one of the few
occasions when private members have an opportunity to speak on matters of concern.
Tonight I shall dwell on some of the reports that have come to Parliament in recent days.
The first is the report by the Parliamentary Commissioner for Administrative
Investigations into the health care provided to women at Bandyup Women's Prison. In
the end, the Parliamentary Commissioner has come to the right conclusions about some
changes that need to occur to improve the health care of women prisoners-at Bandyup.
His findings and recommendations constitute sufficient reason for Parliament to pick up
where he left off. I hope that the member for Kenwick will still move for a select
committee to investigate the provision of health services at Bandyup in particular and in
the prison system in general.
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A few aspects of the way in which the Parliamentary Commissioner performs his task are
of concern to me. The first is the incredible time that it seems to take for many such
reports to reach fruition. I do not know the cause of that - whether it is a lack of
resources provided by the Government or whatever - but in many cases the Parliamentary
Commissioner takes an unreasonable time to complete reports. Parliament and the
Parliamentary Commissioner need to sit down and talk over the reasons for that. If we
come to the conclusion that it is a matter of staff resources, then we as a Parliament -
because he is our commissioner - should make strong recommendations to the
Government to provide him with more resources.
My second concern is that it is never very clear to me exactly what onus of proof the
commissioner requires in makcing adverse findings against anyone. In this report he
comes to a number of conclusions that there is insufficient evidence, or he is not
convinced, or findings of that nature. That indicates that he has not been able to come to
a conclusion about the credibility of witnesses, the weight to be attached to evidence and
the question of whether they discharge the onus of proof that should apply in
administrative investigations of this kind. While I do not put any truck on the Marks
commission, the report stated that even in cases of personal guilt, such as the question of
truth or otherwise as spoken by a person, the level of onus cast in a royal commission is
that of a civil onus - where it is on the balance of probabilities rather than proof beyond
reasonable doubt. If that is the onus the commnissioner is meant to identify in the course
of his investigations then I personally regard that report as rather disappointing. If one
looks at the totality of the report and the various comments that the commissioner has
made about the witnesses without actually publishing their statements, one sees that it
would have been quite easy in some cases based on a civil onus to have made adverse
findings where the commissioner has made none.
I also worry about the process that the commissioner goes through. Our present
commnissioner - and I think it is partly because he is a very nice man and a real
gentleman - seems quite often to be preoccupied with procedural fairness. When one is
dealing with people of equal standing, the question of procedural fairness is critical.
Certainly, in terms of the rules of natural justice, there is no doubt that they apply in
administrative investigations of these kinds and that they have to be as strictly upheld in
these investigations as in any other. However, that should not be a reason for some of the
procedures that the comnmissioner seems to have adopted. They include presenting draft
reports to the departments being investigated and to the individuals involved in those
departments and then allowing a substantial, if not inordinate, amount of time for those
departments to respond in writing. Quite often the preliminary views that the
commnissioner has come to, after hearing from the complainant and from the department,
are changed after the writing of the draft report because of the substantial work done by
the departments to rebut what the commissioner has found. In a situation where one is
dealing with complaints from prisoners or former prisoners who are not greatly
empowered and do not have great resources, and when one is dealing with a huge
department such as the Ministry of Justice, one must be careful in that process not to fall
over the line of being too fair to the department and not fair enough to the complainants.
In my judgment, that is what has happened in this case.
The other concern I have is that the commissioner has taken what I consider to be a quite
extraordinary step by publishing as part of his report the comments of his department on
his draft report. First, it is very difficult for the Parliament to judge the appropriateness
or otherwise of that because the commissioner has not given us the draft report. We are
left with published comments on a report that this Parliament has not seen. If one looks
at the effort to which the department and the union have gone in compiling their report,
and the legal opinions that have been sought to back it, it appears to be a very unequal
situation. Having heard all the parties and having come to a conclusion and written a
draft report, the commissioner then gave the report to the department, the union and
others for them to comment on it, and he then changed that draft report. We in the
Parliament do not know how he has changed that report, but he has published as part of
his final report the submissions that were made on that draft report.
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If the commissioner is going to publish a draft report in that sense, one must ask whether
it is then appropriate that he also give a copy of the draft report to the complainants so
that they can comment on it. This appears to start breaching the rules of natural justice.
On the one hand we have the resource rich department being given every opportunity to
have possession of and to rebut the draft report, while on the other hand the complainant
is not given a copy of the draft report, let alone any assistance in compiling a submission
in response to it.
Because of the constraints of time I will not pursue this matter any further. However, I
have some serious concerns about the way in which our Parliamentary Comnmissioner is
working. If it is a question of resourcing and clearer legislation covering the onus of
proof and the methods that the commissioner should use in relation to the procedure to be
adopted in the course of an investigation then we owe a duty to the public and to the
position of commissioner to ensure that we discuss the situation with him and, if need be,
to have a select committee to review the Office of the Parliamentary Comm-issioner and
to examine some of the concerns that I have raised. In a way this report seeks not to
identify the complainants. We know in this case that at least one of the complainants has
gone public, and we all know who she was. We will probably not remember, because we
have seen reference to her only fleetingly in newspapers and so on. In the report itself
those two people are referred to as "Ms W" and "Ms E". When I turn to the opinion from
Kott Gunning, which is appendix C, I see that the names of the two women involved are
included. I do not know whether that was an oversight, but it is a serious concern to me
that that should have happened and that in a permanent report of this Parliament those
women have been identified for posterity. There should be some clear direction to the
Parliamentary Commissioner on whether that should occur in these cases. I would like
some explanation from him about how their names came to be included in that opinion.

The second matter I wish to address is the report presented by former justice Mr Peter
Brinsden on the Staveley matter. I had some early knowledge of the Staveley case. In
retrospect I have some personal pangs of conscience about whether I made sufficient
effort at that time to do justice by the Staveleys. I have always liked and admired former
justice Peter Brinsden, and I do not want any of my comments to be taken as criticism of
him personally or of his general standards of judgment. However, based on my
knowledge of the Staveley case, I am extremely disappointed with the process adopted in
relation to the report, its findings and its contents.

In the Staveley case a woman prison officer made a complaint about sex discrimination
and she was required by her superior to put that complaint in writing. The matter then
became a section 19 conference, which then precipitated a reaction from her fellow
workers to the extent that she and her husband were sent to Coventry. The very idea that,
after Mr Staveley committed suicide, somehow it was adequate to have an in-house
inquiry conducted by a retired judge with a very limited number of witnesses, with a very
limited opportunity for people to put submissions to him or for people who might have
been involved in the matter to have made submissions is very unfortunate. It is an
example of a case that deserves much better treatment than that which the Attorney
General and Minister for Justice were prepared to offer.

I believe from the knowledge that I have, that Hon Peter Brinsden has come to a number
of wrong conclusions. He has been especially harsh in his judgments about the deceased
Mr Staveley and Mrs Staveley, perhaps especially about Mrs Staveley, and some of the
other proceedings that are taking place at present on the disciplinary charges evidence
that. I have to say as a lawyer and as someone who is interested in proper administration
and fairness, that I do not regard this report as being adequate, fair or correct in its
outcomes. If some people out there do not like those comments, they come from the
heart. I say to Mrs Stavely that I do not accept the process or the findings, and I hope
that this Parliament or a Minister will one day institute a real and proper inquiry into
what went on in this case so that all the issues are investigated and a more balanced
report is produced for the Parliament. Other members on this side may want to make
other comments about that matter in due course.

The next matter I want to turn my attention to is the report of the Select Committee on
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Procedure. I am concerned because when I asked for a copy of the report today, I got a
copy of the primary report and, separately, a copy of the minority dissenting report and
neither copy had the appendices attached to it. If reports of this kind are being presented
to the Parliament, they should be in a complete form, and not in a detached form. I
recommend to the Select Committee on Procedure that, if it is going to produce reports in
future, it should complete the report properly, have time made available to produce
enough copies at least for members of Parliament, and tender it in a way that enables us
to give a proper appraisal of what the committee found. Despite the fact that one of the
members from this side was party to the majority, the report is disappointing if not
political. In my view, it is written from the Government's perspective and not from the
point of view of public interest, and certainly not from the point of view of individual
parliamentarian's interests.
Mr Lewis: Did you sit on it?
Mr D.L. SMITH: I did not sit on it. I wish I had.
Mvr Lewis: Those are pretty damning statements from somebody who has not been a part
of the committee.
Mr D.L. SMITH: A report should speak for itself. My two greatest concerns are, firstly,
there is a direct recommendation that we should continue to sit for 20 weeks. In my view
this Parliament does not sit often enough. There are only 57 members and it is a State
Parliament. Even in the context of its not having very many members and only being a
State Parliament, we do not devote enough attention to not only the legislation that we
consider in this place, but also the issues that are of concern to us as parliamentarians.
We seem to have forgotten that the Westminster system is based on a representative
democracy that is primarily about giving the opportunity to my constituents of being
heard in this place.
Mr Bloffwitch: That is what you are doing.
Mr D.L. SMITH: Yes, but under the Government's rules I would only have four minutes
left to speak and I have dealt with only two of the reports with which I want to deal.
Mr Johnson interjected.
Mr D.L. SMITH: I will wait and see how much time we have to devote to this report. In
conclusion on that matter, I am much more sympathetic to the minority report of the
member for Pilbara than to the majority report and I will take the opportunity next week
to expand upon it if we get the opportunity to debate it in a proper way.
Mr Lewis: It is better than we have had in the past 10 years.
Mr D.L. SMITH: It certainly is not. The report includes a recommendation for a
reduction in the length of speeches. We will debate it in its entirety next week. All I can
say about it is that it is a pro-Government report and not one that properly understands
representative democracy of the Westminster system. For the record, I am a member of
this place and I am entitled to express these opinions, just as members are able to express
theirs through the report.
The next matter I want to turn to briefly is the attitude monitoring study tabled in
Parliament this week. It is dated August 1995. If I understood the Premier's answer
today, he was briefed on the contents of this document in July of this year. If it was
written in July or in August, as a parliamentarian and as a taxpayer who has helped pay
for this report, I am extremely disappointed that it should come to the Parliament three
months after it was written. There is absolutely no reason for this report coming to this
place three months after the event. In my view there is no reason why it should not come
to us with the original answers to the questions annexed to it and I believe there would
have been some analysis associated with this report of the answers that have been
provided that should be in the possession of this Parliament if it is going to pay for it.
Having said that, there are a number of aspects of this report that I really want to draw to
the attention of the Parliament. I am disappointed in a way that there is only one member
of the National Party here.
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Mr Pendal: A very good one.
Mr D.L. SMITH: An extremely good one. Pound for pound and weight for age, the
member for Roe is the best National Party representative in this Parliament. He will be
interested in these conclusions. This report is focused on the notion that there have been
three waves - I think that would appeal to the Minister for Labour Relations. I presume
that each of these waves has been taken at different times; that they are opinions that
have been assessed at different times.
Mr Lewis: Actually, they come at different times.

Mr D.L. SMITH: Yes. The first wave I want to refer to relates to the question of future
growth opportunities in general in Western Australia compared with other States. I want
to focus on the response of country areas. In the country 69 per cent in the first wave
said that future growth opportunities in this State tend to be better than in other States.
The figure for the second wave was 67 per cent and the figure for the third wave - I hope
the Minister for Resources Development is listening - dropped to 28 per cent. In the
latest assessment, 28 per cent of country people think things here are better; 38 per cent
about the same; and the remainder say that it tends to be worse or they do not know. I
think that is a very good indication to this Government about the feelings of country
people. Country people feel that this Government does not care about them.

I want to run through the other aspects of this study to satisfy members about it. On the
question of whether their standard of living will improve, in the first wave, 56 per cent of
country people thought it would. In the latest wave, only 39 per cent of country people
thought their standard of living would improve. This is true of almost every question
asked of country people. They were asked whether they were satisfied with their
standard of living in general. Initially 90 per cent said they were, but that figure has
dropped to 83 per cent. With regard to their opportunity to own their own home,
originally 69 per cent were satisfied and that figure has dropped to 64 per cent. On the
question of the cost of living in Western Australia compared with that in other States
generally, 38 per cent originally said it tends to be better in WA than in other States.
That figure has dropped to 29 per cent, no doubt influenced by such things as the fuel tax
and other levies. Originally 40 per cent of country people said opportunities to get ahead
tend to be better in WA, and that has dropped to 32 per cent.

In the first interviews 49 per cent said leisure opportunities were better in Western
Australia than in other States. That figure has dropped to 27 per cent. On the basis of
that report, I very much hope all country members will make a determined effort to
ensure that in the next round of sport and recreation grants, country areas get their just
dues. I was pleased to see Cameron Woods from the Australind recreation centre with
Hon Barry House today. I hope it means this Government is at last taking heed of the
need for a pool in Australind. I am sure the decrease in the level of satisfaction about the
leisure opportunities in Western Australia from 49 per cent to 27 per cent is partly due to
the industrial relations in this State. People under contract are required to work longer
and longer and on more and more shifts on weekends, and they feel they have no time at
all to themselves. That is evident from the answers to these questions.

On the question of whether Western Australia will grow stronger as a State, initially 72
per cent of country people felt it would and that figure has dropped to 54 per cent. The
Minister for Primary Industry will know the reason for that. He has attended public
meetings in Katanning and Narrogin, and he knows how this Government is slashing jobs
across country Western Australia. If I were the Deputy Premier responsible for regional
development, I would be concerned if an analysis conducted by the Government
demonstrated that the confidence of country people in whether Western Australia will
grow stronger had decreased from 72 per cent to 54 per cent during the course of these
three surveys. The next question asked whether people felt confident that they would be
able to afford the lifestyle they want in the next few years. Initially 57 per cent said yes
but that figure has dropped to 47 per cent; that is, 53 per cent of all country Western
Australians now do not know whether they will be able to afford their current lifestyle in
future years. A majority either do not know or believe sincerely they will not be able to
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do so. Again, that is a combination of the decimation this Government has effected on
the country in government services and jobs and, secondly, is a reflection -

Mr Tubby: It has nothing to do with the Federal Government's policies, does it?
Mr D.L. SMITH: The Federal Government's vote has increased substantially. If the
member wants me to go through some the federal figures, I would be happy to if only I
had more time.
The Premier will love the response to the next statement that "I can't say I'd really want
to live in any other State". I have always thought Western Australians think this is the
best place in which to live, not only in Australia but in the whole world. I have never
heard a Western Australian say he would rather live somewhere else. In country Western
Australia originally 73 per cent of people said they did not want to live in any other State.
That figure has dropped to 63 per cent. More importantly, 37 per cent of all country
Western Australians do not know whether, or are convinced that, they might be better off
in another State. When those sorts of changes are occurring in the Government's polling,
it is time it started to wake up.
Not knowing from where these country people were drawn, I thought there might be a
bias in the analysis and that, somehow or other, it included all the Labor voters and
mining workers in the survey and nobody else. I quickly looked at the questions about
the republic and attitudes to the Federal Government and crime, and it is absolutely clear
that the people being assessed are true conservatives. They are not the miners or the
government workers losing their jobs. On the basis of their views on the republic and the
like, it is clear they are average country folk who are conservative in their attitudes.
When such a change in the opinions of country people occurs across the board, it is time
the Parliament, and the Government especially, started to recognise that some of the
things I and others have been saying about the Government over the past three years are
absolutely true. This Government is starting to crush the spirit of many country Western
Australians. I am not surprised to learn from real estate agents in Perth that the number
of interstate property buyers has almost dried up. One of the real baromheters of the state
of the real estate industry is the number of country people moving to Perth.
Apart from the regional areas and those areas surrounding some regional cities, country
Western Australia is in deep trouble. The number of jobs this Government has taken
from small communities is having a devastating effect on the morale of those smaller
communities. I do not want to quote the Prime Minister, but the Bunbury area, with the
various projects under way, about to start, near completion or completed, has been
through a very good economic period. I predicted that and gave all the names of the
projects in an interview immediately after the last election. I predicted this Government
would win the next election in Bunbury because the economy would be so good by then
as a result of those projects coming to fruition. However, I am concerned that at a time
when I thought Bunbury would be bursting at the seams and its economy would be
roaring along, in fact it is quite sick. It is not roaring along, and the demand for housing
and the increase in population has not eventuated. When I have more time I would like
to go through that with members of this House, especially the Leader of the House, and
explain some of the reasons that country people are not getting any spin-off from much
of the industrial and mining development in regional Western Australia. I would also
like to discuss what must be done to ensure country areas get the benefits from the
projects in their areas. Too many of the benefits are flowing back to the metropolitan
area. I am sorry I do not have more time to deal with other reports that have come before
this place.
[The member's time expired.]
MR PENDAL (South Perth) [8.08 pm]: I support the Loan Bill 1995, with the promise
to be quite brief about the whole process. The Bill authorises the borrowing of $90m. for
redeeming earlier borrowings. In the course of my remarks I ask members to keep in
mind the figure of $90m because it has some relevance to the point I shall make.
Mr Kobelke: Are you actually going to talk about the Bill?
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Mr PENDAL: Yes, I am sorry to make that radical departure from the Westminster
system but I will do that tonight. In the course of the past week or so at least two stories,
of which I am aware, have been published in the business columns of The West
Australian about plans by a Perth businessman, Simon Lee, for the redevelopment of the
old metropolitan markets site. I understand from the two stories in The West Australian
that there will be a major $500m investment that will be primarily tourist oriented. It will
involve the building of a tourist hotel, the construction of a long overdue purpose-built
convention centre and also an exhibition space which Perth also needs. However, I am
concerned to read that that investment on the part of Mr Simon Lee might also require the
Western Australian Government becoming an equity partner to the extent of about
$150m in that project.
Mr Cowan: Have no fear.
Mr PENDAL: I am on my feet to express fear that that might eventuate in the absence of
any parliamentary guarantees to the contrary. Many people, including me, spent a large
part of the 1980s in this Parliament reminding the public that the Labor Party should be
condemned for risking taxpayers' money and, to use that well-worn phrase of the time,
trying to pick winners. In the suggestion that the Western Australian Government should
contribute $150~m to the convention centre - and I will come to that in detail later - is
about as fundamental an issue as it is possible to have, against the background of the past
10 years in the two Houses of this Parliament. Members would be aware that the Burke
Government first fell foul of the public, if not the media, in October 1987 when
arrangements were made to bail out the then Rothwells Merchant Bank to the tune of
$150~m. At a later time it was the Dowding Government which was prepared to
underwrite the petrochemical works at Kwinana to the extent of about $850m. Members
might be aware that it was not until the 1989 election had passed that it was revealed that
the then Deputy Premier had given a personally handwritten guarantee that the $850m
project would survive. Some eight years later we now see the emergence of a different
form of public investment in a private sector venture that should stand alone. In other
words, if it cannot survive on its own merits with commercial and private funding, in all
probability it should not go ahead.
In the past week or 10 days in this Parliament we have entertained a motion which set out
to condemn the Government for failing to spend adequate sums of money for probably
the greatest single problem confronting the State's economy. That is salinity and the
degradation of the land, certainly in the South West Land Division. If one were to
compare the amount of money that it would take to make a serious inroad into that
problem, it would pale into insignificance against the sort of money that has been
speculated in The West Australian at least that Mr Simon Lee will need for government
underwritings of his convention centre project. One would not deny that,
notwithstanding the value of a convention centre, a new, purpose-built hotel, and
exhibition space, far more long term and visionary than that would be some meaningful
underwriting of the problems of salinity, and others one might mention were there time.
I am reminded that perhaps the State has not learnt the lessons not only of the 1980s but
also of the 1970s.
Mr Lewis: You are presuming, quite wrongly, that the Government has accepted that
proposition.
Mr PENDAL: Not at all.
Mr Lewis: It has not been presented.
Mr PENDAL: I am not presuming. The Minister may not be aware of the things that
have been going on behind the scenes. He may well protect his own reputation by not
interjecting in that way, because he may not be privy to the things going on behind the
scenes, to the extent that $150m of public funds may be required to underwrite a project
that otherwise would not get off the ground.
Mr Lewis: Your speech is founded on the basis that the Government is doing a deal.
Mr PENDAL: The Premier has declined to comment on the deal on two occasions in the
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past eight days. Is the Minister saying that the Premier has rejected the underwriting of
that deal?
Mr Lewis: No.
Mr PENDAL: Is the inister saying that the Premier has distanced himself from the
notion that Mr Simon Lee will get any underwriting of the $150m. component of that
$500mn program? If he is, I welcome that, but that is in the absence of any assurance
from the Premier to the contrary.
Mr Lewis: You are reaching the stage where you believe what is written in the media.
Mr PENDAL: I am happy to extend this time. I gave an undertaking to the Whip that I
would confine my remarks to 10 minutes. It will now be 14 minutes, since the Minister
for Planning chooses to interject. I am happy to discuss the matter in full.
Mr Lewis: I don't mind being blamed for things we do!
Mr PENDAL: Mr Speaker, the Minister might not have been around at the time, but I
recall being part of a Parliament when we were given assurances by the Attorney General
and the Treasurer of Western Australia that the guarantees being offered to Rothwells
would never be called on. Mr Speaker, I am not allowed to ask you, as a previous
member of the front bench, whether you recall that. However, it is a fact. That guarantee
was given against a background that it would never be called on. That begs the question:
Why offer a guarantee if there is no possibility that it might be called on?
I want to extend the argument now, since the Minister has given me the opportunity to go
for another six minutes - which I undertook I would not do.
Mr Kobelke: Do you want more inteiJections?
Mr PENDAL: No. In 1976 in this State it was a coalition Government that bailed out
TVW Channel 7 because it fell into a hole over the Entertainment Centre. In the end,
because of that bail out, the Entertainment Centre cost the taxpayers of this State
something like $6.4m in loan commitments, in addition to about $1 m in maintenance
over that time. I am not disputing the need for a convention centre or an exhibition hall.
I take some pride in the fact that when I was the shadow Minister for Tourism we were
working through a policy which sought that as an ultimate objective. The objective is
something that I am not querying. However, I challenge why the State must become
involved in a venture of this kind. The Mnister has been kind enough to interject and
say it will not happen. That then begs the question why we have not had that denial in
the past seven or eight days.
Mr Lewis interjected.
Mr PENDAL: One gets the impression that the Minister for Planning might have been at
a function in the city where he was incited to make comments that otherwise he might not
have made.
Mr Lewis: You might have been there too.
The SPEAKER: Order! It would be preferable if the Minister ceased interjecting. I do
not think the last comment was helpful.
Mr PENDAL: I am making the point in a desperate attempt to wind up my speech to
keep faith with the Whip and the Leader of the House. That time is getting further away.
If those numbers do not stack up with private money, they certainly should not be
expected to stack up with public money. I have already gone over the point earlier in my
comments about how the Burke Government started on the road to decline because it
took what that Government thought was the well intentioned decision in October 1977 to
bail out Rothwells Ltd. I am much reassured by the Mfinister's interjection that the
project has been totally rejected.
Mr Lewis: I did not say that.
Mr PENDAL: Yes he did; that is precisely what the Minister said. If he has it wrong and
if the Premier has declined to be specific in the course of reports in The West Australian

12112 [ASSEMBLY]



[Thursday, 30 November 1995]121

over the past two or three days. I call on him to spell out what, if any, commitments have
been made to Simon Lee. In the end, the very least we should expect is for the
Government to bring into the Parliament a ratification Bill for any agreement that it
ultimately enters into with Simon Lee.
I remind members on the non-Labor side of what was contained in a serious pledge given
several years before the change of Government in the publication called "The Big Con".
It went out under the name of the then Liberal leader, Mr Barry MacKinnon, but it was
principally authored by his predecessor, Mr Bill Hassell. It was designed to underline the
difference between the two major parties in this Parliament. It says there should be no
guarantees using public money over $10m that would be issued without the specific
approval of the Parliament. I do no more than raise the matter because other people have
seen those two reports in the business section of 7Te West Australian in the past 10 days.
Neither of those reports has been denied. It comes down to picking winners. At least
four to six major companies are vying for the right to put in convention and exhibition
facilities in this city. I think one is at the police headquarters site opposite the Western
Australian Cricket Association grounds. Another is at the Transperth site at the foot of
William Street. One is a site identified earlier in my remarks and one for the moment
escapes me.
I am saying that if we are to attract an international standard and purpose built
convention centre we should attract it under the terms and conditions that we set out as an
Opposition in the 1980s and 1990s. It would be a stand-alone and not require any
underwriting by the public purse. If either of those things was breached it would mean
all the things we fought for in the 1980s and 1990s have amounted to nothing. I do no
more than use the Loan Bill and this debate to say that the Premier has left that fight and
controversy going on too long. We require something more than the assurances of the
Minister for Planning to say that it will not happen. I support the Bill.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Bloffwitch.

MOTION - TIME MANAGEMENT SESSIONAL ORDER
Bills no Longer Subject to

MR CJ. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the House) [8.26 pm]: In accordance with
the sessional order on time management I move -

That the Censorship Bill and the Coroner's Bill be no longer subject to an
allocation of time.

Due to a number of factors the Censorship Bill has not come on for debate tonight. I
believed it would be a relatively short debate. However, members opposite have
indicated that it will be a substantial debate. Some problems will arise if the Censorship
Bill is not passed this year; there may be a lapse of regulations providing protection to
minors and the rest of the community. There is a bipartisan view in this House that the
Coroner's Bill should pass through the Parliament by the end of this year. That appears
to be difficult now owing to the time available for debate, not so much in this House but
in the upper House. Given the sensitivity of some of the issues, which I do not dismiss in
any sense, it will not be subject to the guillotine. I hope agreement can be reached
between the Attorney General and members opposite so that we can pass that Bill
through Parliament. If it does not go through a series of issues will cause much grief
within the community.
MR KOBELKE (Nollamara) [8.27 pm]: The Opposition welcomes the move by the
Leader of the House to remove these Bills from the guillotine. It helps with the
functioning of the House to have some degree of flexibility. The debate this week on the
Bills has addressed the issues and has tried to move things through as expeditiously as
possible. The aim of the Minister to guillotine all those Bills and deal with the Loan Bill
was unrealistic. We appreciate that the Leader of the House has made these changes and
we will therefore cooperate in trying to expedite them through the House.
Question put and passed.
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EDUCATION AMENDMIENT BILL
Comminee

The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Mr Johnson) in the Chair; Mr Tubby
(Parliamentary Secretaiy) in charge of the Bill.
Clauses 1 to 17 put and passed.
Clause 18: Sections 6B and 6C inserted -

Dr CONSTABLE: Proposed section 6B refers to licences for use of school property.
Will the moneys that are paid be retained by the Minister or will the schools retain the
moneys that are obtained from hiring out school facilities? I can see many instances
where it will be very beneficial to a local community, particularly in a small or rural
centre, to hire from a school a spare classroom, or an oval or a gymnasium. On a number
of occasions, schools in my electorate have been approached by community groups
which wanted to hire school facilities, and the principals have spent a lot of time
negotiating for the use of those facilities. I have always believed that the schools should
benefit from those moneys, but it is not totally clear from proposed section 6C how those
moneys will be allocated and whether schools will be able to benefit by using those
moneys to make necessary purchases for the schools. There may also be wear and tear
on those school facilities which are hired out, and moneys will need to be put towards
maintaining the school buildings and grounds.
Mr TUBBY: These agreements can be made in two ways: The Minister may make an
agreement under proposed section 6B(2); or the Minister may delegate to the chief
executive officer, who may further delegate to school principals.
Dr Constable: I am interested in the delegation to school principals.
Mvr TUBBY: I am not sure why the inister wants to retain the power to make
agreements. In a school, the principal or his delegate will be responsible for making the
agreement with the local community group, and all those moneys will be retained within
the school. Groups which do not have large resources - such as Neighbourhood Watch
and other voluntary groups - will not be a charged a letting fee. Groups which operate
for profit will be charged the full commercial rate. A policy for the community use of
school facilities has been developed and will be distributed to all schools. That policy
outlines clearly those groups that should not be charged and those groups that should be
charged; there are about six gradients. The funds that are raised will be used by the
school, because the school will become responsible for the payment of power and water
bills, cleaning, and so on. Moneys will also be used for any additional maintenance that
is required. Any remaining moneys will be retained by the school. The bond moneys
will be kept separate, and will be dealt with according to the bond rules and regulations
that govern the letting of a facility.
Dr Constable: When will those guidelines be available?
Mr TUBBY: They are out now. I do not know whether they have been printed, but they
were made available to me. They were formulated in consultation with the State School
Teachers Union, the principals' associations, the Western Australian Council of State
School Organisations, and local authorities. All the groups that had an interest in the
hiring of school facilities were consulted about the policy, and they all agreed that they
were good guidelines and that schools were happy to operate under them.
M~r Kobelke: Even if that policy has the status merely of a final draft, are you willing to
table it for the information of members?
The DEPUTY CHAIRMAN (Mr Johnson): It cannot be tabled in Committee.
Mr TUBBY: I will give it to the member, and he might like to make copies and send it to
everyone!
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 19 and 20 put and passed.
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Clause 21: Section 21D repealed and a section substituted -

Mr KOBELKE: This clause deals with the establishment of a school decision making
group, which will have the power to formulate and approve a dress code. This new
section will replace an existing section, so it is not that we do not already have legislation
for school decision making groups, but the words of this new section are different from
those in the principal Act. A school decision making group will have two functions.
Firstly, it will participate in the planning and review of the school's development.
Secondly, it will formulate and approve a dress code to be complied with by students at
the school when the students are attending or representing the school. I certainly support
the latter function. I know there is perhaps some division among members on our side
about how this will be put into effect, but I believe it will benefit education in our
schools. There is strong community support for uniforms, and we need to reflect that
support. The Parliamentary Secretary and people like me who have been teachers may
be a bit sceptical about the reason that some parents want to have a school uniform -

Mr Lewis: Do you mean dress code or uniform?
Mr KOBELKE: People want a uniform. People often use the term uniform when
perhaps they mean dress code. In a moment, I will try to distinguish between the two,
but for the time being I will use the two terms interchangeably. Many parents believe
that a uniform will somehow be a panacea for a range of disciplinary problems and other
matters. Clearly, that will not be the case, but there are advantages in having a dress code
or school uniform. I do not think there is a clear distinction between a dress code and a
uniform. It is a continuum. At one end of the spectrum we have a set of rules which
specifies in exact detail the colour of the material, the type and placement of insignia, and
perhaps the range of garments which will be required as the uniform, often costing a
great deal of money. We clearly are not dealing with that in this Bill, and I hope that is
not the intention of the Parliamentary Secretary or the department in the presentation of
this legislation. At the other end of the spectrum there is a minimum requirement of
dress for students, which merely meets minimal standards for safety and decency. At the
midpoint a dress code will specify the colour and style of garments with a low cost. That
is probably the midpoint between having a strict dress code and a uniform which is
loosely described. In many parochial Catholic primary schools, the stipulation for the
boys is a set of grey trousers and a shirt and for the girls a dress or skirt and T-shirt of a
given colour.
Is this really a major change? As the legislation stands, that question remains open.
Whether these amendments will produce any change in the current policy about the dress
code or uniforms in government schools will depend on their implementation. I hope this
will not be seen as a means of imposing on students a strict requirement for a dress code
in an authoritarian manner. I hope it will simply be a formalisation of the existing
procedures in many schools where students are very seriously encouraged to stick to a
standard code of dress. There may be a stipulation that any one of a range of garments of
a specific colour is acceptable within that code of dress. Perhaps when legislation is
implemented we might not find a lot of change. Whether we see a reinforcement of the
existing procedures or a major shift to the enforcement of wearing stereotype uniforms
than is currently the case will depend on the regulations and the way in which they are
administered.
The need for uniforms is conducive to a whole range of things in schools which I
support; however, this really is a minor issue. It is not crucial to the quality of education
in schools. If the enforcement of a dress code or uniform becomes, and remains for some
time, a big issue in a school, it will have a very negative effect on the quality of education
in that school. We need to recognise that that can contribute to the quality of education
and to the sense of belonging in our schools; however, it is a minor issue and must
remain so. If it is given prominence, the moves that are envisaged under this legislation
within education will be counterproductive.
I will comment on what I see are the advantages of the requirement for a uniform or a
code of dress standard in our schools. It contributes to the school image. In the current
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debate about the publication of TEE marks people are forming opinions - rightly or
wrongly - about standards of particular schools. When students are seen walking to and
from school and when they are on excursions, the community generally forms an opinion
based on the presentation of those students. If the students present wearing a uniform or
are conforming to a standard dress code, it adds to the general community expectation of
the school. For the students it can be - I am not saying that it is - used to contribute to
building a school spirit and team spirit. We should not underplay that.
Since the last war there has been a move towards individualism and recognising the
rights of individuals. That has gone a bit too far, in my view, and we need to find a
balance between fostering individualism and recognising individual rights while at the
same time encouraging children to be part of the commnunity. The community starts with
the family. The next sense of being part of the community centres upon the school. We
need to encourage that sense of belonging. That can be done in many ways, with or
without uniforms; however, the uniform can play a small role in building up a sense of
community within the school. It also helps to ensure safety. Many forms of clothing
would do that; however, there is a need for certain types of clothing when children
participate in different activities; for example, clothing that will not get caught in
machines that may put the student at risk. When students go on excursions it is much
easier for the teacher to identify those who belong to the school. Some safety aspects of
uniforms need to be acknowledged.
The Minister alluded to a more sinister aspect which I will touch on briefly. At present
we have problems with unauthorised people entering onto school grounds. There have
been attempts, some successful, to abduct children. There have been incidents of theft
and of people coming into the school ground to sell drugs. It helps in a large school
environment if a stranger is recognised because that person is not wearing a uniform.
That is a minor issue. It could be addressed by building a sense of cooperation and
knowledge among students so that strangers are easily recognised. A uniform can be of
some help in that regard. There will always be problems with enforcement, irrespective
of the dress that students wear. By establishing a school uniform or a code of dress, that
problem will be minimised; it will not be increased. There will always be students who
want to push the limit both at home and at school. If students are expected to meet an
established standard, the parents and teachers will encounter fewer problems in having
students meet the standard. As a teacher, I found there were times when students came to
school dressed totally inappropriately. The young ladies may have looked attractive
coming to school dressed in the clothes normally worn at the beach; however, they were
not appropriate in the classroom. A line must be drawn, and that process is made easier
by the acceptance of a code of dress.
The matters that are covered by regulation will be of considerable importance to the
implementation of the legislation. I hope, when those regulations are in place, they take
account of the matters on which I will now comment. As I said, a balancing act is
involved in all of this. We simply cannot come down hard on one side or the other. We
need to take into account a whole range of concerns. If that is not done, the initiative
proposed in this legislation will not work.
First, there must be a sufficient level of consultation between the school decision making
group, including the principal and the wider school community. If a principal feels he
can dictate, in an autocratic way, what the uniform will be without consultation with the
wider community - that is, with the parents and students - he will be undermining what
we are attempting to achieve. There must be a requirement for thorough consultation that
will bring about a sense of ownership by the parents and the students of the uniform or
code of dress that is decided upon. At present, it is not possible to dictate what uniforms
will be. I hope principals universally are aware of that. Unfortunately, in a system as
large as ours some principals and school based decision making groups will have a very
strong view on some aspect which runs counter to the view of the parents and students.
Therefore, the regulations must set up procedures to ensure there is discussion across the
school community so that we end up with a set of guidelines for the code of dress that is
acceptable.
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The second factor relates to the cost of the clothes to be worn by the students. Costs
needs to be kept to a minimum so that the uniform will be a cheaper alternative than
allowing students a freer rein, thereby enabling students to compete with each other in
the clothes they wear and the labels that may be in vogue at that time. The costs need to
be taken into account.
The provisions relating to discipline are likely to be a very contentious issue. I simply
raise the matter and hope that the regulations will put in place a delicate balance between
providing sufficient enforcement to enable a standard to be set but not a level of
enforcement that will throw the whole system into disrepute because it tries to be too
harsh on students who, for their own reasons - often good reasons - have difficulty in
conforming to the standard of dress that is required. Related to that will be the grounds
for exemptions which will be laid down in the regulations. The Opposition will look
carefully at the final regulations to see how well those matters have been handled.
In raising these concerns I am not suggesting that the answer is necessarily easy;
however, if a proper process of consultation takes place we will have regulations that will
work well. We need to ensure that when the school based decision making group puts
forward its proposal for a code of dress, it is done after consultation with the school
community. The Parliamentary Secretary will move that amendment, and I appreciate
his willingness to take on board the Opposition's suggestion that it is too important an
issue to be left to subsidiary legislation.
Mr TUBBY: I thank the member for Nollamara and the Opposition for supporting this
part of the Bill. One can tell that the member for Nollamara is an ex-teacher, and I do not
need to add to what he has said because I fully support his comments on uniforms.
Teachers generally are supportive of uniforms within schools, because it alleviates many
problems within the classrooms. Parents generally are supportive also, because they like
to send their children to school in clothes of a certain standard. Sometimes the peer
group pressure from the children creates problems within the home. I know in the trial
schools, the parents have been right behind this code, because they want some backup
support when they are dealing with their children. If the children know it is a law, and
that dress codes can be enforced, they are more likely to comply and not cause a ruckus
within the family. I have generally found that students, whether they be in primary or
high school, like to know where the boundaries are. They will push right up to the edge
of those boundaries; however, almost without exception they will comply and do it
happily. Problems arise when there are no boundaries and children do not know how far
they can go, so they keep going and going; eventually things get completely out of hand.
I agree with the member for Nollamara that this code will make it easier for schools to
enforce reasonable dress standards within schools, because there will be a line clearly
drawn with which the majority of the community will agree.
Many of the children within schools these days tend to opt for uniforms. The Gosnells
Senior High School has reverted to a school tie. The students love to wear their ties with
white tennis tops. They wear their ties with what are virtually T-shirts; however, they
have accepted that ties are a part of the uniform and they are proud to wear them, albeit
that we should encourage them about the appropriate shirts to wear with ties.
A group of students from Leeming Senior High School attended the Minister's office to
receive some awards. The girls were wearing the full school uniform, including a blazer.
They had everything on except the old straw boaters from my school days. They were
proud of their uniform. The school owned the uniform; however, those students were
proud to wear them to represent the school.
Mr Kobelke: Mirrabooka Senior High School has an excellent tradition. At the end of
the year two representatives go to the feeder primary schools for their final assembly
presentations dressed in the school uniform to welcome the new students to the high
school and to encourage them to conform to the standard of dress.
Mr TUBBY: That is a tremendous example and I hope this legislation will assist the
schools and their local communities in encouraging a better standard of dress.
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I thank the member for Nollaniara for suggesting the amendment. Although it is policy,
and it wil be included in regulations, the Government is keen to ensure that the staff, the
parents, and the community at large are widely consulted with the formulation of the
dress code. To that end, I move -

Page 23, line 8 - To insert after "approve" the following -

, after consultation with the school community,
Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 22 to 25 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report
Bill reported, with an amendment, and the report adopted.

Third Reading
MER TUBBY (Roleystone - Parliamentary Secretary) [8.58 pm]: I move -

That the Bill be now read a third time.
[Quorum formed.]
MR KOBELKE (Nollamara) [8.59 pm]: I commend the Parliamentary Secretary for
his handling of the Bill. He has made it easy for members on this side of the House. We
wish that the member for Roleystone was the Minister, because if all the Bills in this
place were handled in the way this Parliamentary Secretary has handled this Bill the
House would work a great deal better than it does.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council.

MOTION - STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSION
Debate be Resumed on Order of the Day No 4

MR CJ. BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the House) [9.00 pm]: I move -

That so much of the standing orders be suspended as is necessary to enable debate
to be resumed on Order of the Day No 4.

Question put.
Bells rung and the House divided.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Johnson): As all members of the House are to the right of
the Chair, I call off the division and declare the motion carried.
Question thus passed with an absolute majority.

LOAN BILL
Second Reading

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting.
DR HAMES (Dianella) [9.05 pm]: I am pleased to speak at this time in this debate,
despite the fact that I thought the debate was to commence at 10 o'clock and I have only
just started making appropriate notes.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! I cannot hear the member on his feet.
Dr HAMES: Thank you, Mr Acting Speaker, for giving me that protection during the
initial stages of my speech. I want to speak about the working party that I chaired on the
provision for essential services in remote Aboriginal communities. I have spoken before
in this House on this matter. It is obvious that this debate will clear the Chamber fairly
quickly, because there is little interest in support for the provision of essential services
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for remote Aboriginal communities. Nevertheless, since the last time I spoke on this
matter, we have obtained agreement from the Minister to release the report. That report
has been made public. I am very happy today to present to the Parliament the
recommendations that we as a committee made on changes that this State Government
needs to implement to provide more adequate services to remote Aboriginal
communities.
In my last speech I pointed out that there is a list of 48 Aboriginal communities
recognised by the Federal Government as communities for which the State Government
is responsible for providing essential services. That came about in 1984 as the result of a
commonwealth-state agreement. The problem has been that despite the fact that both the
State and Commonwealth have poured large amounts of money into these communities -
in fact, there has been public criticism over the amount of money poured into remote
Aboriginal communities - the level of services in remote Aboriginal communities
remains abysmally low. If one goes to those communities one finds that in most cases
people live in very poor quality accommodation. In some cases the accommodation has
been upgraded to a reasonable standard. I commend the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs
and Housing, because he has had a fair part to play in that. Those communities have dirt
streets, which, in the wet, particularly in the northern areas in the Kimberley, are almost
impassable, and the access roads during that time are impassable. In places in
Kalumburu a whole Aboriginal family will live in one small house with two rooms, one
for sleeping in where all the Aborigines live, most of them sleeping on the floor, and a
kitchen which has a fridge and stove but only cold water. People are expected to manage
in that sort of community.
The point made in the report is that people in those remote Aboriginal communities
deserve exactly the same level and standard of service as white people living in any
remote area in Western Australia. That does not happen, and the State and Federal
Governments do not provide sufficient funds or sufficiently organise funds to bring those
people up to a reasonable standard of service. Local government also does not provide a
reasonable standard of service to the Aboriginal community as it does to white
communities. In Newman we spoke to the town clerk. We pointed out that in the white
community of Nullagine people had a rubbish service paid for by the council, which
employed local people and provided a fairly reasonable and efficient service. At exactly
the same distance from Newman was Jiggalong, which is an Aboriginal conmmunity, for
which the council receives funds from the Federal Government in the form of capital
grants to provide the same sort of services as it does to the white community. When we
asked what sort of service the council provided, the answer was zero. The council
response, when asked why it was so, was that the Aboriginal commnunity was not happy
with the white community coming on to their property or doing things on their property
when it was an Aboriginal reserve. However, the local council still receives funds for
providing that sort of service to the Aboriginal community. There is absolutely no reason
why the local government in that area cannot employ members of the Aboriginal
community to provide a rubbish collection service in Jiggalong in exactly the same way
as it employs members of the white community in Nullagine to provide a rubbish
collection service in that community.
We strongly recommended that the local governments should be made aware of their
responsibilities and of the fact that they receive commonwealth funds to provide services
not just in their local communities, but also in Aboriginal communities.
When we considered the funding of Newman, they said that the Aborigines were not
ratepayers, but the white community were. As the white community paid rates, they
deserved to have funds in their area to cover the money that they had paid. I suppose that
that is quite a reasonable assertion. If members of the white community are employed,
own their buildings and pay rates to the council, I suppose that they should expect a
reasonable proportion, if not all, of that money to come back to them. However, when
we considered the total amount of rates received by Newman, the rates that the council
received amounted to only one-third of the council's total income. I can understand that
one-third being spent in Newman. The other two-thirds of its funding came through
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commonwealth grants and from large mining companies in the region. There is no
reason why that other money should all go to Newman. Some of it should provide roads
and services to areas where those mining companies are operating. However, there is no
reason why a proportion of the funds paid by the mining companies and the
Commonwealth Government, which were made on a per capita basis including the
Aborigines in the community, should not be spent in those Aboriginal communities.
Mr Graham: With regard to the money from the mining companies, is that money from
the normalisation process or mining company rates?
Dr HAMES: It was a mixture of the two. Some of it was money promised by the mining
companies when they set up their operations to upgrade facilities in the towns. The other
part of the money was the automatic lump sum payment due to the council.
As a result of the committee's deliberations, we decided to set up a housing infrastructure
unit. We held a meeting with the chief executive officers of the major government
departments and we discovered that there was a huge lack of communication between
those departments. At one stage, the CEO of the Water Authority was sitting beside the
Health Department CEO. The Water Authority CEO told the Health Department CEO
that he had heard that the Health Department was putting sewerage into one of the remote
Aboriginal communities. The Health Department CEO said that was true. The Water
Authority CEO then said, "But we are the Water Authority and we are responsible for
sewerage. How come we don't know about it?" The Health Department CEO said,
"Well, we went out and did a study in the community and we felt that the lack of
sewerage in that community was a health responsibility so we decided to put in
sewerage." The Water Authority CEO said that the Water Authority could have provided
that sewerage, but the Health Department CEO said, "We just decided to go and get
tenders and get someone else to put it in." That highlights very well the lack of
communication between government departments. That sort of thing is happening all the
time. It involves state departments, commonwealth departments and even the Aboriginal
and Torres Strait Islander Commission.
Mr Trenorden: The council probably is not aware that in remote communities,
unemployed people are allowed to do 20 hours' voluntary work a week. They work for
their dole. The council could probably have its rubbish collected for it.
Dr HAMIES: Indeed. We visited the Aboriginal commnunities to discover what we could
do to improve the essential services there. We discovered that in the same week, two or
three government departments, ATSIC and a couple of commonwealth departments had
already been there considering the same things. The Aboriginal communities are very
accommodating. They will talk to everyone. They will all come out and have a meeting
and discuss what is being proposed. However, they are probably the most cynical people
I know and that has been forced on them through personal experience. So many people
promise them the absolute world, but they know that it will not happen in most cases.
They listen and, if something changes in a couple of years' time, they are very pleased.
However, they do not expect anything.
Those 48 Aboriginal communities, and there are many more which should be included on
the list - we are currently negotiating with the Commonwealth about that list - have very
poor services. Although people may say that huge amounts of money have been spent on
them, their living conditions are still extremely primitive. We plan to get those
community services up to a basic level where each community has an internal road
structure. Those roads should be sealed, although they do not have to be sealed with
bitumen. They should have housing which is adequate for their needs, a clean fresh
water supply, a reasonable provision for the collection of rubbish, an adequate food
supply and an adequate sewerage system. Those are the fundamental standards of life.
Mr Blaikie: They should not be regarded as Aborigines: They are Australian people.
Dr HAMEES: That is absolutely right. One of our basic recommendations is that the
Aboriginal communities in those regions should receive the same standards of service as
any white community.
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Mr Kierath: I completely agree with the member for Dianella.
Dr HAMES: I hope that the Minister for Health agrees, as our committee's
recommendations have been to Cabinet and were supported. We rely enormously on the
contributions of the Health Department to achieve those standards.
To digress for a moment, we had one of the McCarrey committee members look at our
report. As a consequence, McCarrey himself is preparing a report. Our program covers
the next 10 years and it will cover between six and eight communities a year at a cost for
each community of between $2m and $4m to raise them to the reasonable standard.
McCarrey is looking at ways to fund that program. If we can improve services in those
Aboriginal communities to a reasonable standard, particularly with regard to health, we
will reduce enormously the cost to the State Government in relation to the funds that
have to be spent managing the health needs of those communities. McCarrey is trying to
discover how they can be related to what we need to spend now to raise those
communities to that standard.
I can give an example of the standards in those Aboriginal communities. Perhaps I gave
this example when I last spoke.
We visited the community in Kawi Kurra, in the western desert near the South Australian
border, to talk about an excellent new joint federal-state training program for Aborigines.
The nurse from that community had disappeared to Darwin about six weeks earlier on a
sexual liaison with the white manager of that community. I was there just to listen to and
meet the community and talk about our program. At an Aboriginal community meeting
one sits in the middle and speaks to the males, and the women, who are the most
important and influential members of the community, sit behind with the children. Right
behind me was a child about a year and a half old who was coughing his heart out. As a
doctor I cannot help listening to things like that. The child obviously had severe
bronchitis. However, the nurse had disappeared and no medical treatment was available
for the child. The community had the key to the medical facility which was still there.
All the medicines were there, but they did not know how to use them or what to use.
During our visit, which was for only a couple of hours, I listened to the child's chest and
took the antibiotic required to fix it to the mother at her house. Because no supervision
was available to her we spent time explaining how to give that antibiotic to the child.
Mr Prince: Congratulations. Well done.
Dr HAMES: Thank you. The houses were fairly good in this area; the rest were poor.
Sitting out the front under a tree were many of the Aboriginal elders, particularly the
women elders, in that community. As nice as we like to build houses for Aborigines,
they prefer in the heat of the day to be outside. I cannot say that I blame them because it
is cooler there. A poor old lady, who must have been between 50 and 60 years old, was
sitting outside. She had a dirty old bandage wrapped around her head, which was stained
with blood and pus. While I was talking to the mother about the antibiotics for the child I
asked whether they wanted me to look at the lady's head. They said that they would love
me to. Her head was covered in boils that were leaking pus all through her scalp. Boils
on the scalp are one of the most painful conditions people can have. However, there was
no treatment there for her. Such boils normally come from a lack of hygiene and lack of
adequate nutrition. We were able to clean her up and get the appropriate antibiotics for
her. Sitting on the dashboard of the car we were driving around in were antibiotics that
had been prescribed for somebody else; however, they had not been taken because
Aborigines are not very good at taking antibiotics. We had to spend another 10 or 20
minutes explaining to people how the woman should take the antibiotics and emphasising
the importance of taking them. We were thinking of setting up a medical clinic while we
were there! An Aboriginal gentleman, an ex-nurse, was the Aboriginal Affairs
Department regional coordinator. This highlights the poor conditions and the lack of
proper facilities for people in that area. Even when they have the facilities there is
difficulty in managing and looking after them.
We have recommended a housing infrastructure unit that will establish a 10 year program
to bring those communities up to a certain standard. A lot of money is needed to do that.
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Money is required initially for the Government to liaise with those Aboriginal
communities and to set up a town structure plan for each community; that is, what should
be in what areas, and where the roads, drainage and sewerage should go. That has been
done before to some extent on an ad hoc basis with the Aboriginal Affairs Department
doing some of them and the Health Department doing others. It is a dog's breakfast.
Nobody has adequate records of what is there and what should be there. We propose
setting up a plan for a proper development program for each of those Aboriginal
communities, and then funding them over a 10 year period. The funding cannot all come
from the State; some must come from the Commonwealth. The Commonwealth has been
reasonably cooperative. A program is under way to set up a memorandum of
understanding between the State and Commonwealth to sort out a program to fund this
proposal. Similar things have been done in South Australia where the State Government
has put in one-third and the Commonwealth Government has put in two-thirds of the
funds to do this.
People say that it is no good setting up a mob of white blokes in Perth to work out a
program for Aboriginal communities. To a large extent that is true. To get around that
we have done two things: Firstly, we have insisted that the programs to develop the
services in those Aboriginal communities are implemented with the cooperation and
assistance of the Aboriginal communities. Secondly, we have directed that all the
decisions of the housing infrastructure unit be channelled through the Aboriginal housing
board, which is largely controlled by members from the Aboriginal community.
Therefore, it will be the Aboriginal leaders themselves helping to make the decisions on
which communities are done first, what facilities are put in, and how fast they are done.
Some remote Aboriginal communities said that we should not be doing this; that a group
in Perth should not be making those decisions and that Aboriginal communities were
adequately provided with people to make such decisions. My opinion is that at present
that is not true. It is true for some places.
We talked to the Marra Worra Worra Aboriginal Corporation, which is based in Fitzroy
Crossing. They are an extremely competent group of Aborigines who I believe have the
ability to manage a large portion of the services in their area themselves. We believe that
if we give this total control to the housing infrastructure unit, it can subcontract some of
those responsibilities to areas where the Aboriginal communities have sufficient skills.
The Marra Worra Worra association is one of those. If the Marra Worra Worra
association represents, say, 20 per cent of remote Aboriginal communities, we can say
that it can have that 20 per cent and have the funding for all the things for which it is
responsible in that area. If other Aboriginal groups can form themselves in similar ways,
progressively the housing infrastructure unit will hive off responsibilities to the
communities to do it themselves.
The other major problem with the provision of essential services in remote Aboriginal
communities is not with just the provision of the services, but also the maintenance of the
services. The Ministers responsible for the relevant authorities are not present. Problems
have been experienced particularly with Western Power and, to a lesser extent, the Water
Authority of Western Australia. The Water Authority has been far more cooperative than
Western Power. Both organisations have been greatly reluctant to provide adequate
services for those remote Aboriginal communities. We would like to take control out of
the hands of those communities and put it on a regional basis. For example, in the
Pilbara we could contract out a service to a private company and give it responsibility for
maintenance of services in those communities.
Mr Prince: It is not possible to do that until we know the cost of supply of the service,
which we are yet to establish.
Dr HAMES: That is true. Getting costings out of Western Power for the provision of
services to those communities is like getting blood out of a stone, despite the fact that its
representatives were on our committee.
Mr Graham: For example, for an Aboriginal community of 40 people just outside Port
Hedland and half a kilometre from a main powerline, it cost $690 000.
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Dr HAMES: The difficulty is in maintaining present services. There is a huge cost. For
example, someone in an Aboriginal community might ring Western Power to say that the
power pump has broken down. Western Power might send someone to the community,
sometimes in a chartered plane. He will look at it, find that a $10 part needs fixing and
that the community does not have it, fly back to Perth, get the part and fly back and fix
the pump. That is a common occurrence and it contributes to the huge cost of
maintenance of services.
If we can contract out on a regional basis and include in the contract a demand that the
company provide training and employment for local Aboriginal people in the essential
commonwealth-state program, when something breaks down the company will find it
cheaper to ring the local plumber who is 10 minutes drive from the Aboriginal
community and get him to fix the problem than to deal with Western Power or the Water
Authority. There are huge economies to be made. We think that provision of services on
a regional basis will be far better and that Aboriginal community groups such as the
Marra Wara Wara Association can provide such services for their regions, and do so far
cheaper than Western Power will ever be able to do it.
That is one of our major recommendations on maintenance. We should take services
from Western Power and the Water Authority, opt for contracts, and upgrade those
communities over 10 years. It will take a large sum of money from the State
Government to do that, but it should not shy from that. To an extent, it has been let off
for a long time by leaving matters the way they are and allowing them to be managed
through Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Commission and commonwealth funding
and, to some extent, abrogating its responsibilities.
The State Government has taken responsibility in that commonwealth-state agreement for
those 48 communities. It is time to live up to its responsibilities. I hope that, in the next
round of Budget deliberations, the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, who strongly supports
the direction that has been taken, will have Cabinet support and will obtain the required
funding, in conjunction with the Commonwealth, which must also make a commitment to
the project.
Over the next 10 years we will get those Aboriginal communities up to the level that they
deserve. From that will come a process of normalisation in which Aboriginal
communities can progress, develop, become more independent, become normalised as
towns in their own right and be able to proceed in the same way as a white community in
a remote region of Western Australia is able to do.
MR BROWN (Morley) [9.34 pm]: I shall raise some matters affecting constituents in
my electorate and some matters affecting the Department for Family and Children's
Services. The first matter concerns a constituent of mine - indeed, it affects many
members' constituents - and the effect of the privatisation arrangements that are taking
place in technical and further education colleges and in the Education Department
generally. I refer to a detailed letter from my constituent which clarifies the disdain with
which the State Government treats its staff. I am a little disappointed that the
Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Education is not present. However, I will
certainly draw my comments to his attention. My constituent's letter is a bit long but it is
important to put it into context. It states -

Towards the end of the 3rd term, 1995, the Computing Section lecturing staff at
CMC Perth were notified via their Portfolio Manager that no temporary staff
would be offered a teaching position in the 1996 academic year, and that up to 5
permanent staff would also not be required. At this time, the staff comprised 22
permanent and 4 temporary lecturers of which 3 permanent staff were on long
service leave.
On 16th/17th October 1995 staff received mail dated 12th October 1995 inviting
Expressions of Interest for Computer Lecturer Positions for the 1996 academic
year. With the letter came an invitation to attend a staff development course on
Job Application and Interview Skills to be delivered on 18th October 1995.
However, this was postponed to 24th October 1995.
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Not all staff could attend the staff development. Furthermore, the course
facilitator made it clear that at least 60 hours would be required to prepare an
adequate resume, application and response to selected criteria. In view of the fact
that staff had teaching duties to perform between the staff development date and
the closing date, staff requested an extension of the closing date so that they could
adequately prepare their submissions, but this request was refused. Interviews for
the positions commenced 2 days after the closing date, on 1st November 1995,
and were completed by 3rd November 1995. Staff were notified of the results of
this selection process on Thursday 9th November 1995.

1 am advised by the writer that the majority of staff found the entire process extremely
stressful due to, first, the haste with which it was conducted and, secondly, the fact that
they had already exhibited the required attributes for the position that they occupied on a
permanent basis - some of them for up to 23 years. One of their colleagues was denied
an opportunity to participate in the selection process due to his absence overseas. We can
see the disdain with which the staff at that TAFE college were treated.
Let us consider the mad rush towards privatisation and the consultation that took place
with the staff at that college. The letter states further -

Management was often queried regarding the reasons for downsizing of the
Computing section, and the explanations varied according to when they were
given, and by whom. These explanations include:

(1) Management has decided that the total student contact hours for
the 1996 academic year will be reduced by 25 per cent, from
200 000 hours to 150 000 hours.

(2) The amalgamation of the Computing Sections at Perth and Mt
Lawley campuses has produced economies of scale resulting in a
surplus of lecturing staff.

(3) Computing lecturing staff numbers have to be reduced because
CMC TAFE will not be able to compete against private providers
in the future.

(4) CMC Computing staff have a poor attitude to Competency Based
Training (CBT).

(5) Insufficient student demand for Information Technology courses.
The letter then addresses each of those reasons, and it states -

1. 'The Computing section was reassured that there would be no loss in
lecturing positions due to the 25% reduction, because student enrolment
hours would be made up by tendering for private training courses.
We are not aware of any other department within CMC which has had its
student contact hours slashed as drastically as the Computing section. No
reason has been given for singling out the Computing department for such
a harsh reduction.
If the real intention is to reduce lecturing positions by 25%, why must
there be a lecturing staff reduction of 46%?

2. At numerous staff meetings, lecturers at both campuses were categorically
told by the Director of CMC and the General Manager Corporate Services
at CMC, that no lecturing positions would be lost due to the amalgamation
of the two Computing sections. The sole purpose of the amalgamation
was to urgently free up rooms at Mt Lawley campus for use by other study
areas.
We were assured that the amalgamation would not proceed if adequate
facilities were not available for all the Mt Lawley staff and students, as the
intention was that they would continue to function as a separate entity at
Perth campus, for the remainder of the 1995 academic year.
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3. Past experience shows we are competitive with private providers, as
indicated by the ongoing demand for our courses. This is confirmed by
our current enrolments.

The letter further states -

5. In first semester 1995, the Perth Computing section alone, had sufficient
enrolled hours to employ 14 full-time lecturers during the day, and an
equivalent of five full-time lecturers for evening classes.
The student enrolments for second semester, based on figures supplied to
The West Australian by CMC management on 11Ith November 1995
indicate the same level of demand as first semester, despite the lack of
advertising to attract students to Information Technology Courses.
The latest number of applications for Information Technology courses for
the 1996 academic year, as released by the TAFE admissions centre on
8th November 1995. already exceeds the profiles established by
management.

The writer of this letter goes on to say that he is at a complete loss as to why there has
been a downsizing of the section, particularly when the section has been described by
senior management as the jewel in the crown for CMC Perth. The downsizing has
caused plummeting staff morale. There is now a concern that extensive educational
careers will be terminated at any time. There is uncertainty among staff about the
redeployment options that will be provided. In that respect, one can see the callousness
of government decision making in that one of the lecturers found unsuitable for a
lecturing position in TAPE was subsequently offered a position in the Education
Department teaching 13 year olds.
I could go on with this very lengthy letter from my constituent about what has occurred
to him and his colleagues at TAFE and the extremely poor way in which these lecturers
have been treated. Suffice to say, this illustrates the degree of contempt the Government
has for its own employees and the fact that the Government is prepared to ignore the
legitimate and real concerns of its own employees in the interests of some ideological
bent to privatise the work and to hell with those people who are hurt in the process. This
makes a lie of the Government's professed concerns about families. This process is
causing enormous disruption, concern and anger within famidly units. There is possible
fragmentation of family units where the burden becomes too great. I hope that when I
draw this matter to the attention of the Minister and the Parliamentary Secretary some
attempt will be made to modify the situation at TAFE. I am not overly optimistic about
that occurring because of the appalling way in which lecturing staff have been treated to
date. One can always live in hope that as we draw closer to the Christmas period, some
compassion and understanding will be shown by this Government, and perhaps it will
demonstrate a desire to put people ahead of money at that time of year.
The second matter I wish to raise concerns one of the schools in my electorate - the Eden
Hill Primary School. Members may recall that as part of the Good Start program
announced earlier this year it was decided that preprimary centres located off site would
be placed on site. That was a very clever decision allegedly by the Minister for
Education and the State Government. The Eden Hill preprimary centre, which is very
good, is located off site and it has many facilities. When the Minister for Education
released his statement about this issue he said that where these relocations occur the
Government will ensure that there is no diminution in the facilities provided. The
existing preprimary centre has a covered sandpit so that the children can go outside to
play; it has a telephone in the classroom for the teacher if he or she needs assistance; and
it has gas heating.
In line with the Minister's commitment that the facilities would not be downgraded, the
local school committee made representations to the Education Department to ensure that
those facilities were provided at the new preprimary centre to be located at the school
site. Of course, when they met with the Education Department, the Minister's statement
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was reinterpreted. The Education Department said that the Minister did not mean that
facilities would not be downgraded. It has now been suggested to the school community
that it should meet these costs from school funds. Getting a telephone line installed - and
it must be a special telephone line - and connected to the main school will cost $1 800.
The parents of the preprimary children and the parents and citizens association are not
impressed by the fact that they now must find $1 800 for a telephone to be connected -
and a telephone is needed.
This has all come about not because the other preprimary centre is no good; in fact, it is
very good. Over the years parents and citizens of the local community have sunk their
funds into the centre and it has been operating quite well. The parents there do not see
any reason that they should now have to shell out more money as a consequence of
government decision making and given the facilities that they had and the fact that the
centre was operating quite well. It did not need these sorts of changes. This impacts
particularly on parents who are already paying a lot for the education of their children.
This is another example of the poor decision making that has occurred.

I wish to raise a further matter concerning one of my constituents and the Young
Offenders Act. The Attorney General has been telling the community how wonderful
this legislation is. She has also been talking about the range of penalties that can be
applied and how marvellous that is. One of the penalties that can be applied under this
legislation is restitution. Under that arrangement, when a restitution order is made, the
young person - or, if they cannot pay it, their parent - must make restitution for the
damage or part of the damage that has been done by the offender.
A constituent of mine who was on a disability pension had his car damaged. When the
matter went to court a restitution order was made for the sum of $300. That was some
months ago and the $300 has not been collected. My constituent asked when the $300
would be collected. He was told by the Ministry of Justice that it was not its problem.
He was told that the department did not collect the money, and that he had to collect it by
making an application to the court to collect that money and the application fee was $60.
This person is on a disability pension and does not have $60 to throw around and make
an application to the court. That person also could not go to the court and argue for the
enforcement of that application and, if that did not come about, get a bench warrant and
so on. The fact is that my constituent will not enforce it. He does not have the financial
wherewithal to enforce it. What will happen under the Young Offenders Act is that when
a restitution order is made for constituents like mine who are unable to enforce them, the
order will sit there and never be enforced. What a joke and an absolute dead loss! The
Attorney has told us time and again that the Young Offenders Act is the best thing since
sliced bread and it is tackling juvenile crime. What a lot of rubbish! It would have been
better for the court to impose a fine and allocate it to my constituent. At least then, the
State would have the responsibility for collecting it. It is a joke! My constituent is pretty
angry about it because he does not have a lot of money to enforce this order and as a
consequence, he has incurred a double loss.
I am pleased the Minister for Labour Relations is here beavering away at his papers,
because another of my constituents is unhappy with his changes to the workers'
compensation legislation. My constituent took her case to a review officer and argued at
that stage. The review officer said my constituent should be compensated. However, the
insurer was not happy with that and took the matter further.

Mr Kierath: Are you going to support the amendments when they come before the
House?
Mr BROWN: I will support that amendment. However, let me tell the Minister what his
legislation did to my constituent. The insurance company appealed to the magistrate and
the case was argued at magistrate level. The magistrate referred the matter back to the
review officer and the review officer had to hear the matter again. In all of this, costs can
no longer be claimed. My constituent was finally compensated after running the case a
the way up and back. Under the old system she would have had her legal costs paid.
Under this system, it cost her $3 500 in legal costs and she won her claim!
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Mr Kierath: If it had gone to the Supreme Court under the old system, it would have cost
an arm and a leg.
Mr BROWN: Under the old system this matter would have been determined at a lower
level and she would have got costs. I know and the Minister knows she would have got
costs. That is why the Minister has run in here with his tail between his legs with this
amendment that we will debate another day because the Minister has mucked it up. The
Minister's mucking it up has cost my constituent $3 500. 1 know he does not care. I
know he has no worries about it because he was the one who said people who are injured
will not be allowed to claim costs. It was his determination. Because of this Minister
and the coalition Government, my constituent, an injured person who legitimately sought
workers' compensation and got it, is $3 500 worse off. The Minister can go on over there
whingeing as much as he likes. He knows it, and I know it. That is why he has run in
here with his amendments to tiy to fix it. However, he does not give a cuss about what
has happened to people in the meantime. He rammed the legislation through under the
guillotine, with no concern for injured workers.
Another of my constituents - I will talk about this in greater detail when this Bill is
debated - has had to go to enormous lengths to get properly compensated.
Mr Kierath: Will you support the amendments?
Mr BROWN: We will support the positive provisions, not the negative ones. We have
already seen the abysmal effects of the Minister's legislation. I am pleased he is here
tonight. He is the only Minister here at the moment. My constituent will be pleased
about that because she specifically asked me to draw her case to the Minister's attention
and tell him how riled and disturbed she is that this Minister and this Government cost
her that distress and that money.
Mr Kierath: Who made the decision? The magistrate. It was against principles I
outlined.
Mr BROWN: The Minister can try to slide away as much as he likes. However, his
system precluded a person who was successful in getting compensation from getting
costs. I know from my involvement in dealing with workers' compensation at the
coalface that, under the old system, if a worker eventually won, he or she was awarded
costs. I know that from my experience.
Mr Kierath: You are wrong.
Mr BROWN: The Minister can a make a speech about how good his system is. I will
take that back to my constituent. I cannot be any fairer than that. The Minister will
never convince her. I have seven minutes remaining and I have other matters to deal
with.'
I now want to deal with complaints from my constituents about the Ministry of Fair
Trading. It should be called the ministry for no trading because when hard issues are
raised with it, its response is very disappointing. I wrote to and rang the ministry on
behalf of a constituent to try to get some action. He was sold a block of land on which he
was told there were no encumbrances. He paid top dollar for the block but later found
that there was an encumbrance on it. We took the matter to the department and were told
that it was too hard. We invited officers to have a meeting with my constituent and me to
explain to us why the department was incapable of doing anything, but nothing
happened.
Mr Bloffwitch: What is the encumbrance?
Mr BROWN: A water easement.
Mr Bloffwitch: Why did he not go back to the settlement agent, if he paid a settlement
agent to do the deal, and ask it why it is not using the real estate compensation fund to get
compensation?
Mr BROWN: That is a very good question. It does not surprise me in those
circumstances to know everyone is disowning responsibility. No-one will take
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responsibility for it and that is why the Ministry of Fair Trading should be there to assist
ordinary people to deal with these matters. I know the Minister for Fair Trading says it is
not a department of consumer affairs. Not only has the name changed, but also the
direction has changed. The department no longer looks after consumers. It was a
deliberate change in name and philosophy.
My constituent has an encumbrance on his property he absolutely did not want. He had
great problems in the past with another property which also had an encumbrance on the
land. He paid top dollar for the new land in the belief that it had no encumbrance. That
encumbrance is in the back portion of his property, where he wanted privacy and to
establish a garden. I am disappointed that the ministry has not responded. I know that in
some areas the Government is trying to improve client services; however, it seems to be
happening only in areas at the top end of town, and services at the bottom end have not
improved at all.
The final matter I raise concerns all non-government organisations funded by the
Department for Family and Children's Services. The current proposal is that agencies
providing services will be funded for a period of three years. The funding arrangements
have only just been settled, and the Minister now wants all the agencies to enter into
three year agreements by 31 December. I am sure the member for Geraldton will convey
to the inister for Family and Children's Services that the agencies simply cannot meet
that deadline. It is not possible in that short space of time to negotiate and enter into
arrangements that will involve performance indicators, outcomes and the like. The
agencies want the negotiation period extended to 31 March 1996.
Mr Bloffwitch: It sounds like a reasonable request.
Mr BROWN: Yes it is reasonable. It is proposed that for the next three years some
agencies will receive the same level of funding they currently receive. The Minister
wants to specify the services that must be provided, but it is not planned to increase the
funding during that period. How can people cope with that, when they will be required to
meet the extra costs? Also, in many cases the funding has not been increased over the
past three years. Therefore, the level of funding allocated to them in 1992-93 is expected
to deliver the same services until the middle of 1998. That is impossible. I believe these
agreements are being set up for agencies to fail. The agencies will have two choices:
First, not to accept funding, which means no service will be provided or, second, accept
the funding and either force down the wages of people who work for the agency, or
provide a part time service. Either option will be detrimental to the services provided and
to those who receive those services.
MR GRAHAM (Pilbara) [10.05 pm]: I raise in the Loan Bill debate tonight some of
the problems looming in education in the north west of this State. Curiously enough. it is
the electorate of the Minister for Education. I was recently asked to go to the town of
Paraburdoo to speak with a group of parents about their concerns regarding the education
available in the town for their children. They raised a number of issues but one of the
first was the air-conditioning in the school.
The school was built about 1971 or 1972 and the air-conditioners installed at that time
are still in place. It is worthwhile remembering that the school was not built by the State
Government, so the Government cannot claim it is an extraordinary drain on its funds.
The school was built by the mining company as part of the agreement Act arrangements
when the town was established. Those air-conditioners are in a very bad condition, and
some parts are no longer available in this country. That matter has been brought to the
attention of the Education Department and the Minister for Education, and I hope the
Minister will make a suitable allocation in next year's budget to allow the air-
conditioners to be removed in one fell swoop. In economic terms there is no point
phasing them out; they are now 20 years old and they have exceeded their economic life.
They do not work, and cannot cope with Pilbara summers or the large class sizes imposed
on schools in the Pilbara. because of this Government's policies. Replacing the air-
conditioners will be a minimal cost to the State Government, and it should be done.

I quite often hear comments from members on the other side of politics when I say things
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should be replaced. The Minister for Health is famous for saying that it is like the old
WA Inc days, and asking where the Government will find the money. The reality is that
the Pilbara pays its way. It is not as though I am demanding something for nothing.
Between 1988-89 and 1993-94, which is the last completed period for which statistics are
available, $1 .4b was paid from industry in the Pilbara into state government coffers.
During that same period the Pilbara received $35.7m in local government grants and, I
understand from the research in Pilbara 21, about the same amount in budget allocations
from the State Government. In return for pouring $1 .4b into state government coffers,
the Pilbara received $70m. I get sick of hearing from members opposite that we must
look after the people in this country who produce the wealth. The residents of
Paraburdoo produce the wealth in this country. If there was ever any doubt of that, some
Australian Bureau of Statistics' figures given to me yesterday by the Pilbara
Development Commission should remove that doubt from all members. The gross
domestic product per capita in regional Western Australia is significantly higher than that
in metropolitan Perth. The GDP in the metropolitan area is $20 750 per capita, and in the
regions it is $29 269 per capita. However, in the Pilbara the gross domestic product per
capita is $60 785. People in the Pilbara are producing roughly three times as much for
the state coffers per head of population than those in any other region in the State, yet
they are lumbered with 20 year old air-conditioners in a school in one of the major
centres in the north west.
Parents raised a number of issues with me. One was the very genuine concern they have
about the falling educationr standards in schools. They did not do that by using the
traditional hype about a generational change - that their kids are not as smart as they are;
that they did not learn the three Rs, as they did. It is not that emotional, rhetorical
argument about whether their kids are as good as they are, or whether they are as good as
their parents. The parents complained legitimately about the fluctuations in education
standards in schools as a result of staff turnovers. They do not complain about changes
during their children's school life. They do not complain about changes from year to
year. They complain about changes from term to term, when teachers leave the north
west mid-term, without warning, because they believe they are poorly paid and that the
pay and conditions in the town do not reflect what they were told they would be when
they left the capital cities. The teachers say that they were not warned about or trained to
face life in a remote area.
On the positive side, one of the great things about our education system is the central
pool of teachers and the degree of compulsion that requires that young teachers go to
country areas. While some do not make it and find it difficult and leave, most of them
bring great energy to the region. As someone who has lived in the region for 20 years, I
used to look forward to the arrival of the first plane carrying school teachers because it
was from that plane load that we would recruit footballers and people who would
organise sporting clubs. The smart people from the local sporting clubs waited at the
airport for the teachers special to arrive. They brought enthusiasm to teaching. What
they lacked in experience they made up for with enthusiasm. However, the teacher
turnover rate this year, I am told, has been extraordinary. That is causing parents great
concern about their ability to educate their children. The Minister and the Ministry
should address those concerns.
Much difficulty is being experienced in Paraburdoo with years 11I and 12 students at the
district high school, because it is a small town. There will never be enough children at
Paraburdoo for the town to have a full curriculum such as that at a suburban high school.
To give an idea of the numbers that I ami talking about, next year in years 11I and 12 there
will be seven to nine children. The chances for them are not great. A number of
decisions must be made by the school, the District Education Office, the ministry, the
Minister and the parents about what to do with the school. The parents who require their
children to study comprehensive courses in years 11I and 12 must make some tough
decisions. One decision may be to send the children away to board. Although I have
some difficulty with sending children away from the region to school, I recognise the
need for education. It is a tough decision for parents, but my philosophies and views
should not enter into it, and they do not.

12129



If parents make the decision to send their children away to school, how do they pay for
it? A boarding allowance is available to parents but it requires Education Department
approval. The allowance amounts to about $3 000 a year. It is a joint federal-state
arrangement, but I am informed that the administration and the decision making lie with
the State. The allowance comprises $2 500 from the Federal Government and $500 from
the State Government. However, as I said, the allowance requires State Government
approval. It means that the Education Department will approve parents' bypassing the
Paraburdoo school to receive the boarding allowance.
I understand after a meeting with the parents that there are two problems: Distance
education is available out of Paraburdoo school, although it is not supervised, and some
further limited distance education is available out of Tom Price High School, some 85 to
90 kilometres away. Parents in Paraburdoo must now make decisions about what they
will do with their children next year. Because there is confusion between the federal and
state departments about the allowance, and because the Education Department has yet to
determine whether parents can or cannot bypass Paraburdoo, the parents are unable to
make those decisions. I will be writing to the Minister to encourage him to assist those
parents. After all, they are his constituents as much as they are mine.
The parents and students at the Tom Price High School, which I referred to as being 85 or
90 kilometres down the road, were ecstatic in October when the Government put out a
press release that said the Government would spend $ 14m over the next three years to
support the expansion of the teaching of languages other than English in government
schools. There was a lot of hype and rhetoric from the inister for Education. The press
release reads, in part -

Mr Moore said the Government believed that LOTE studies should be an integral
part of the education of young people.
He said extensive LOTS studies would provide educational and personal benefits
for individual students, as well as long-term economic benefits for the State.

"Having our children develop language skills will ultimately help our State as we
attempt to expand trade with our Asian neighbours," the Minister said.
"Languages also help to open the doors of understanding between the many
different cultural groups who make up the Australian community.'
Mr Moore said that under the program. 60 per cent of WA school children in
Years 3 to 10 would learn an Asian language by the Year 2000, the remaining 40
per cent would be studying a European language.

Mr Moore went on to say that all senior high school students would be offered the
opportunity to study an Asian language as well as one other language. Mr Speaker, if
you were a parent in any town in Western Australia and you read that in the local
newspaper, heard it on the news, or you heard one of the many interviews with the
Premier or the Minister for Education, you would with some justification be quite
optimistic about your children's chances of studying a language other than English in
high school. I emphasise that the amount mentioned was $14m. It came as a great
surprise to me after seeing the press release to receive a letter dated 24 November which
reads in part -

Dear Mr Graham
We as concerned parents from Tom Price Senior High School are writing to you
as our local member of Parliament, hoping you may be able to assist us in solving
the problem of our year 10 children not being able to continue their Japanese
studies through years 11I and 12 in 1966 and 1977.
The school is unable to offer Japanese because of:
(1) Staffing quota has already been used up.
(2) No availability of a Japanese teacher for year 11I and 12.
(3) Lack of finance ...
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They went on to say a lot about being parents living in remote areas. They referred
particularly to lack of choice because there is no other school they can go to, unlike city
people who can change, for example, to Rossmoyne Senior High School or John Forrest
Senior High School or any other school if they wish. These people are committed to
Tom Price High School because that is where they live. These children have been
studying Japanese through Telematics for three years not only at school but also in their
own time. As the subject was made available through the Education Department and
through the school they have chosen it as a TEE subject. That was based mainly on
career prospects. As a result of that program's ceasing the students must change their
curriculum midstream. Anyone who is a parent of a year 11I or 12 student knows the
difficulties involved with subject changes within the unit curriculum and how difficult it
is to buy back into the stream and catch up on some other subject.
Tom Price High School was not built by the State Government but by the mining
companies. I remind members that $1 .4b has been paid into the state government coffers
over the past five years. The ultimate obscenity of this issue is that this program is about
to cease for these children in the Minister's electorate in Tom Price for want of $8 000.
It is unbelievable. The Government has allocated joint state and federal money of $ 14m
to deliver exactly the program it is axing for 0.2 of one FTE. This is happening in the
electorate of the Minister for Education, at the school in which he was deputy principal.
It is an unforgivable set of circumstances and it had better be fixed. I have raised it with
the Minister and I will continue to raise it with him.
I put it in the category of the school bus fares debate we had in Port Hedland when the
Minister chose quite consciously to support his Cabinet colleagues at the expense of his
constituents. I put it into the category of the Pilbara regional music centre which is the
only regional music centre in the north west. It is the only cultural activity the State
Government funds in the north west of Western Australia. I believe it too is about to be
axed, again I think for the major sum of $7 000. Those two programs bring, in the first
instance, an educational opportunity to young people living in a remote mining town and
in the second instance the only academic level of performing arts and musical tuition.
Both programs will disappear at the end of this school year for want of $15 000.
I refer to the quality and quantity of schools. A series of meetings and negotiations are
taking place between the Port Hedland Town Council, the parents and citizen association
and concerned parents about the Cook Point and Port Hedland primary schools. Both
those schools have exceeded their use-by date. The Port Hedland Primary School was
scheduled for closure by the Minister. When he made his undertaking in the
Glendalough by-election that no school would close without the approval of the parents
he lost the ballot at Port Hedland Primary School and had to keep it open. That was the
price of an election commitment in Glendalough. I was happy about that because the
Port Hedland Primary School, albeit a small school, fills a niche in the town. The
proposal being put by the Education Department is that Cook Point and Port Hedland
primary schools both be closed and demolished and that a new school be built on what
one would call the edge of the town oval, on the flats. That is a concept with which I do
not have much difficulty. It has been kicked around now for many years. I suspect
before that happens the concept will be kicked around for many more years.
What annoys me is that in the process of kicking around a proposal for a new school for
the town of Port Hedland, the education officials who are in the area say that the proposal
to join the two schools and provide them with all their amenities and facilities must be
cost negative. That means that in a region where all the tests show the academic
standards are lower than those in the metropolitan area; in a region where the facilities in
those schools are less than would be acceptable in any suburban area; where there is no
covered playground and no music room; where the secretary to the Cook Point school sits
and answers a telephone in a hallway, the Minister for Education and his bureaucrats are
saying that standards must be reduced even further in order that Port Hedland can build a
new school.
I have great difficulty with that, not only because it is my electorate but also because it is
an improper thing to do. It is not the correct thing for an Education Department to be
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doing. When people are disadvantaged we should not take away from them the services
that other people take for granted. There is no way these two schools could be closed
down, combined and able to operate on a cost negative basis. They must have an oval, a
playground, music areas, specialised teaching areas, administration areas and all the
facilities including gardens that go with suburban schools. If that costs money I am sorry
for the Government's balance sheet. We must bear in mind that this is the region that has
brought $1 .4b into the State Government's coffers in return for $70m. It is not a matter
of our not paying our way. It is not a matter of no money in the coffers. This is the
biggest taxing Government in the history of Western Australia. It has received more than
$ lb in extra taxes since the change of government. It is not a question of shortage of
money, of debt or of retiring debt. It is a question of the citizens of the north of this State
being entitled to receive the same treatment as their city counterparts.
The Pilbara Development Commission was previously required to examine both social
and economic development. Had the Regional Development Commissions Bill not been
passed, I would have been able to refer this matter to the commission for action.
Unfortunately, with the change of government, the commitment by development
commissions to meet social requirements was removed. Therefore, there is nowhere for
me to go other than to the Education Department. The Education Department may well
listen to all the arguments that I have put on behalf of these parents and decide that I have
a case, but each of the decisions that needs to be overturned must be a ministerial
decision, because it is the policy of the Government. It is not a matter with which we
mere mortals can mess; it is at Cabinet Mnister level.
I encourage, and I have ever since I have been in this place, regardless of who is in
government. Ministers to come to the north west and visit the communities. If they and
their officers are too busy to organise their itineraries, I am happy to do it for them. I do
that not because I particularly want Liberal and National Party Ministers running around
my electorate, but because it is extremely important that when Ministers make these
policy decisions, they see what the effect of those decisions will be in the bush. In the
case of the three policy decisions of the Minister for Education - and to an extent he
destroys my argument, because he knows what he has done; and in regard to the school
with the languages other than English classes, not only does he know what he has done,
but he was a deputy principal of the school, so he knows the effect of it - they were
decisions made in "Silver City" in Royal Street, and they have had a huge effect on the
lives of individuals.
I return to the point I raised about bursaries for the people in Paraburdoo. These people
get a double whammy. Not only do they need to have decisions made by federal and
state bureaucrats, but also they are entitled to a bursary as a consequence of their
employment with Hamersley Iron. Why a mining company should have to pay a bursary
for the children of its employees to go to school when it built the school in the town is a
bit beyond me but, nonetheless, it happens. The double whammy which these people get
is that they cannot get their IHamersley Iron bursary unless they are approved by the state
government department; they cannot be approved by the state government department
unless the federal goverrnent department approves; and neither of those departments
will approve unless the Education Department allows them to bypass Paraburdoo District
High School; and as late as this morning, the Education Department will not allow them
to bypass Paraburdoo District High School because the seven students there are studying
by distance education. Anyone who thinks about that for more than 30 seconds will
realise what an absurdity that is.
Telematics and LOTE are issues that I and others want to look at in depth in this
Parliament over the coming years, but I want to reinforce that it is not a question of there
being no money in an allocation or budget. An amount of $ 14m of state and federal
funding has been allocated and is in the budget, yet the program is going out of business
for want of $8 000.
MR McGINTY (Fremantle - Leader of the Opposition) [10.34 pm]: At the end of
September this year, The West Australian was full of articles about a government land
deal at Yallingup. The first of those stories appeared on the front page of The West
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Australian on 21 September, entitled "Cheap coast land sale sparks row". The article by
Roger Martin states -

The Court Government has sold 4.Sha of prime Yallingup coastal real estate to a
Perth businessman for what locals claim is a fraction of market prices.
Derek Gascoine's Cape Hotels Pty Ltd paid just $550,000 for the crown land,
which will now be parcelled with his adjacent Caves House hotel and sold to a
developer planning to build 150 multistorey holiday units.

On the following day, 22 September, an article entitled "Cancel land sale, says
Opposition", states -

The Sate Opposition and a Liberal backbencher called yesterday for the Caves
House land sale to be cancelled, claiming the 4.5ha site was massively
undervalued.
But Lands Minister George Cash said the sale would be finalised and the
$550,000 price was a fair valuation based on its zoning for recreation purposes
and the long-term lease already held for the land by Cape Hotels Pty Ltd.

A further article on the same day, entitled "Coast fears a carve-up", states -

The land around one of the South-West capes' pristine beaches is gradually being
subdivided for housing because the State Government is overruling local planning
decisions, according to the Busselton Shire Council.

On 26 September, an article entitled "Freeze put on Yaflingup sale", states -

Lands Minister George Cash has frozen the sale of crown land near Yallingup to a
private developer, pending a departmental and legal review of the controversial
transaction.

The following day, presumably after that departmental and legal review of the
transaction, an article entitled "Coast land deal dumped by Cash", states -

The Court Government has cancelled the controversial sale of Yallingup crown
land to a private developer, blaming the bungled deal on the Department of Land
Administration.
The Government now faces the possibility of legal action by Perth businessman
Derek Gascoine - who has already paid $550,000 for the 4.Sha of land - and a
syndicate of local businessmen who wanted to develop it.
Lands Minister George Cash said yesterday that the prime coastal land would
revert to leasehold. He hoped all development plans for the land would be
dropped because of community concern.
"The matter clearly could have been handled better by the department," Mr Cash
said. "A mistake was made and clearly as a result of that mistake, the sale has
now been cancelled."

That was the essence of the matters which were reported in the Press at the time and
became matters of considerable public controversy. As a result, a freedom of
information application was made which revealed 128 documents from the Department
of Land Administration which tell a very interesting story about this matter, and one
which I do not think has been put publicly in its proper context.
The full picture goes back to 1989, when developer Derek Gascoine's company Cape
Hotels Pty Ltd made an application in the proper form, in accordance with proper
precedent, to freehold the land adjacent to Caves House, over which it held the leasehold
interest. I will develop the full story which arises from these 128 documents from the
Department of Land Administration and deal with some of the incidents that occurred.
The most worrying aspect of this story that is revealed from the freedom of information
documents is that the Minister acted in direct contravention of legal advice tendered to
him by his department. That is of concern. It is also of concern - the documents well and
truly reveal this; it was stated at the time by the Minister - that the cost to the State of not

12133



2134[ASSEMBLY]

realising the full value of the site was very significant. It is interesting that the Minister
sought to publicise the second of these factors; that is, that the site at the date of the
proposed sale had a value significantly in excess of the amount for which it was being
sold. The Minister sought to publicise that fact at the time he announced the cancellation
of a sale, but he did not advertise the fact that the departmental advice to him about his
legal options was unequivocal: He had no option and could not cancel the land deal once
it had reached the stage it had.
As I indicated, the freedom of information application showed up 128 documents going
back to 1990 and referring to the application in 1989 to freehold that land. The
revelation that the Minister acted contrary to his department's legal advice that he could
not cancel the deal is contained in a letter written by the inister for Lands to the chief
executive officer of the Department of Land Administration, Allan Skinner, on 22
September 1995, the day after the story first broke in the newspaper.
In that letter two concerns were expressed. The first was that the Government would be
getting $390 000 less than it should have as a result of not having a current valuation at
the time of the agreement to sell the land. It is quite ironic that on the same day Minister
Cash was quoted in The West Australian in an extract that I have already read to the
House tonight defending the price of $550 000 as being a "fair valuation". Four days
later on 26 September 1995 in his statement to Parliament Mr Cash said that the land was
then - that is, in September 1995 - valued at almost $Ilm more than the agreed sale price,
that being $550 000. The value of that land, subject to all of its encumbrances, as at
September 1995 was $1.5m. The letter from Mr Cash to Mr Skinner says that DOLA's
director of land operations had confirmed that a binding contract existed between DOLA
and Mr Gascoine and "there is no opportunity to rescind the sale'. There is nothing in
any of the documents which were provided - I presume in providing 128 documents, the
department was exhaustive and provided everything it had on this matter - that indicates
in that unequivocal advice from the department that the Minister had any option but to go
ahead with the deal legally, that the Minister could have in any way legally and properly
cancelled the contract within the limits of the law.
That should cause members of this House some concern. I will develop a little later the
ramifications, when the political heat goes on, of Ministers acting illegally, contrary to
departmental legal advice purely to achieve a political end, and that is not something
which we should support. In the letter of 22 September Minister Cash also expressed
strong concerns about delays in concluding that land deal. The letter written by the
Minister to his chief executive officer states -

... it is my view that it would have been prudent to have sought a review of the
earlier valuations before any legally binding contract was entered into by DOLA.
This view is confirmed by the further information from the Valuer General which
you forwarded to me yesterday afternoon.
It appears from the additional advice from the Valuer General that the State may
have potentially foregone revenue estimated at $390,000, based on the Valuer
General's advice, because no follow up valuation was undertaken prior to a
binding contract being entered into in December 1994 between DOLA and the
lessee in respect to part of the Special Lease No. 3116/9954 and the December
1993 valuation.

The Minister went on to say -

I should also advise that following my request for advice on whether the contract
could be rescinded the DLO has confirmed that a binding contract exists between
DOLA and the lessee and there is no opportunity to rescind the sale.

As I indicated at the outset, this matter started in 1989. The accepted procedure then, and
it is still the procedure today, was that a lessee who has a Crown lease has a right to apply
to convert that land to freehold. There can be no criticism of that application having been
made. That application to convert the leasehold interest to freehold was the subject of
ongoing negotiations for a total of six years.
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In December 1993 DOLA wrote to Mr Gascoine's company and indicated that the Valuer
General's valuation of a few months earlier, which had been the subject of some
discussions backwards and forwards between the developer and the department, was
final. The developer then wrote back and accepted the valuation that was provided by
DOLA. This is significant because had the transaction then been finalised in December
1993, no-one could have complained that the valuation was not that provided by the
Valuer General and that it was not current. A letter from what was then the Bunbury
Regional Office of the Department of Land Administration of 22 December 1993 to the
Chairman of Cape Hotels Pty Ltd, in part, states -

I refer to previous correspondence and recent discussion regarding purchase of the
above location.
The Valuer General has recently replied to our referral of your letter of 5 August
containing an offer to purchase at a price of $536,000. The Valuer General has
confirmed his previous valuation of $1,1 50,000 indicating that it is fair and
reasonable as well as drawing attention to the present escalation in values of this
type of land in that area. Consequently this Department declines your offer and
confirms a purchase price of $1.15Sm.

It is true that that was not a firm commitment to sell the land, but it was certainly part of
the negotiations. The next relevant document on the departmental files revealed under
the freedom of information application is a letter dated two days later on 24 December
1993 from Cape Hotels Pty Ltd directed to the Department of Land Administration which
states -

Thank you for your letter of 22 December 1993 to which I refer.
The Directors are disappointed with the Valuer General's position. They believe
that their Valuer was closer to the true position. However, the Directors will
accept your proposal as set out in Paragraph 2 with the proviso that in due course
the Company will seek to request an extension of the time indicated to pay as
your letter anticipated.
Please put in train whatever procedures are required to bring this matter to a
speedy conclusion.

It is now a matter of history, and all members of this House know, from the indication of
some measure of agreement being reached on the basis of the price in December 1993,
that it was not until some two and a half years later in September 1995 that the matter
was brought to a conclusion with a legally valid contract to convert the leasehold into
freehold with the payment of $555 000. Of course, the Minister then rescinded that
contract and it is now the subject of legal proceedings in the Supreme Court. In the letter
to which I have referred, which was discovered under the freedom of information
request - that is, the letter from the Minister to his head of department on 22 September
this year - the Minister again wrote -

I am concerned that the contract to purchase the land was not formalised until
December 1994 and that no valuation, subsequent to December 1993 was
obtained to verify the purchase price having regard for the volatility of the land
market in this area.

Having expressed concern on 22 September, four days later Mr Cash told the Parliament
that the sale had been cancelled and accused the Department of Land Administration, his
own department, of bungling the deal. That statement was then repeated in the
newspaper of the following day.
It is my observation that instead of accepting responsibility as the relevant Minister, Mr
Cash passed the buck to his own department. It is a criticism that can validly be levelled
at the Minister's handling of this matter. The Minister should have accepted the
responsibility for what occurred on this occasion, particularly when the department had
given him very clear advice that he could not legally cancel the contract to sell the land.
However, because of the political pressure he went ahead and ignored the department's
advice and acted on his own. That makes the Minister the person who must accept
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responsibility for the consequences of that action, although I do not believe that the
department is completely without blame. Clearly from what I have outlined to the House
so far, and on the basis of the many documents that constitute the department's file going
back to 1992, this matter did take too long to finalise and that is what gave rise in part to
the difficulty the Minister is now in.
The next criticism I make of the Minister is that the least I would expect of someone who
had been negotiating with the Government - both this Government and the previous
Government over a period of some six years - would be for the Minister to have shown
the decency to get in touch with the developer whom he was about to pull the plug on and
say, "I'm sorry, the deal is off;, these are the reasons" or, alternatively, to have sat down
with him to try to renegotiate the price - if, in fact, the real reason for cancelling this
contract was that there was a legal loophole associated with the outdated nature of the
valuation. M~r Cash did not have the decency to advise Mr Gascoine that the deal was off
or to try to renegotiate the sale at a more appropriate price. The Minister failed on a
range of counts. He failed to properly consult with Cape Hotels Pty Ltd when he decided
to pull the plug on it; he failed to follow departmental advice that the Government was
locked into a binding contract; and he failed to ensure that proper processes were in place
to ensure that the land sale could be quickly and properly concluded. People who do
business with the Government have every right to expect that Ministers and government
departments will honour their contracts and their word. This Minister has diminished the
Government's credibility with all those people with whom it does business.
The other information that the FOT request revealed was that the department
acknowledged there had been delays and that these were not the fault of Cape Hotels Pty
Ltd. In a memorandum of 19 September 1995 the manager of the regional operations
branch of DOLA's operations division, Mr Win Rose, wrote -

Because of delays caused by difficult legal documentation, not the fault of the
proponent settlement is only now being completed.

The department said that it was not Cape Hotel's fault that delays had occurred. The
Minister cancelled the contract, supposedly on the basis that prices had gone up and that
the price did not properly reflect a current valuation. That is what has been said to be the
case, although we are all left with some uncertainty about why the Minister cancelled the
contract. The editorial in The West Australian on 28 September after the Minister had
announced the cancellation of that contract is headed "Need for answers on land fiasco".
The editorial reads -

The fiasco over the sale of crown land at Yallingup has done little to boost the
community's confidence in the processes of government in Western Australia.
The Court Government has cancelled the sale a week after it was first made
public but nobody knows just why - or if anyone does, he or she is not saying.
Neither the Department of Land Administration nor Lands Minister George Cash
has been consistent in the matter which can only have confused the interested
parties and the general public.

The editorial goes on to make a number of other points. Towards the end of the editorial
is the following -

It is unsatisfactory to say the least.
The community could be justified in thinking that the only reason this sale has
been cancelled was that it became public and that Mr Gascoine was identified as a
strong financial backer of the Liberal Party donating $10,000 for the 1993 Federal
election.

It is my considered opinion, having read this vast array of documents relating to this land
deal at Yallingup, that Cape Hotels appears to have gone through the right processes.
This matter has raised a number of issues which were properly investigated, some of
which were not acceptable to the department, like the various sale options which were
then properly dismissed by the department. It appears as though Cape Hotels was the
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subject of inordinate delays and improper behaviour by the Minister in rejecting
departmental legal advice as to the legality of the contract that it had and it appears to me
that Mr Gascoine, and Cape Hotels particularly. may well have been made scapegoats for
ministerial weakness when the political heat was turned up.
On the brighter side of this very sad affair it is pleasing to see that DOLA has acted
correctly to institute some procedural changes so that valuations obtained from the
Valuer General will have a currency of only three months when the land in question has a
volatile market price.
In this case it is of little solace to those companies that thought they had a deal and a
binding legal contract with the Government, yet were made scapegoats for
procrastination when the political heat was on the Government. It is true that this is a
complicated matter. The file which has been produced as a result of the FOI application
shows that the matter was abysmally handled by the Minister. It was not well handled by
the department, but at least it retrieved some semblance of respectability by changing
some of its own internal procedures. This matter should have been attended to before,
but certainly out of difficult situations like this it is always pleasing to see a department
responding and ensuring that when difficulties have been encountered rules are put in
place to ensure that they do not recur.
Although I and many others in the community expressed grave reservations about this
deal when it was first announced, it is now my strong impression that the Minister
concerned has acted improperly and against the legal advice of his own department. As a
result of that, legal proceedings are now under way that are seeking specific performance
of the contract to sell the freehold titles to Cape Hotels Pty Ltd. The Minister has not
only rejected his own department's legal advice and thus exposed the State to liability in
legal proceedings but also done a lot of damage to the reputation of the Government as a
body that one can properly do business with and expect its word in contracts to be
honoured. It has shown the Minister concerned to be a weak Minister, and that is not
what this State needs. It needs a Minister who, when the political heat is turned up, will
act in an honourable and legally proper way. The Minister did not even bother to consult
with the person who had been negotiating with the department for some six years. This
whole affair reflects very poorly on the Minister. So far as the department is concerned
the delays were too long. The department did not follow the advice of the Valuer
General that if the land deal was not settled soon after the valuation of December 1993, it
would be appropriate to reconsider that valuation. The advice that the Minister gave the
House when he announced the cancellation of the contract was that in December 1993
the valuation was $550 000, which became the contract price; in 1994 the value of the
land had almost doubled to $940 000; and in September 1995 the value had escalated to
$1.5m.
In all of this I believe that the Minister stands to be criticised, and quite properly so,
having handled this matter extremely badly. It will leave a bad taste in the mouth of all
those who had anything to do with the matter and, in particular, with the proponent who,
on my reading of this file, showed great patience and perseverance in pursuing its ends.
It is left in a position where it must now sue this Government in order to obtain a
measure of justice.
MER W. SMITH (Wanneroo) [11.05 pm]: Like my colleague, the member for
Whitford, I would not normally comment about the issues raised by the federal member
for Moore, simply because it is not my usual style to waste the time of the House on such
issues. After his outrageous comments in the Federal Parliament, I should touch upon
some of the issues. I will not comment item by item but I will make some comments in a
general sense.
Mr Marlborough: It's a man on an issue, the justice Minister of Western Australia!
Mr W. SMITH: The member for Peel has grown from the unknown quantity he was
before I entered the House to become known. He should be very grateful that he has
someone like me so that he can have a voice in Parliament.
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Mr Marlborough interjected.
Mr W. SMITH: If the member for Peel wishes to go home early, he should sit and listen
for a while. He will have another chance next year when I make a speech.
Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Day): Order!
Mr W. SMITH: Before I make a general comment, I noticed in this evening's
newspaper -

Mr Marlborough interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr W. SMITH: Mr Filing has made some comments in the Federal Parliament *regarding
a person by the name of David Casella.
Mr Marlborough interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! The member for Peel will not interject out of his
chair.
Mr W. SMITH: I guess I would have been responsible for having in excess of 300
people join the Liberal Party during my recent years in politics. One cannot be blamed
for not knowing what someone will do in the future; one cannot be blamed for not
knowing someone's past. I am certainly not aware of everyone who has come to me and
asked me whether they can join the party. It is up to the branch and head office to check
the bona fides of people who wish to join the party; it is certainly not my job. As a
member of Parliament I have dozens and dozens of people who come to my office and
ask to join the party. I direct them to head office or various branches in their areas. The
implication in articles in the local media is that it is the responsibility of individuals to
know someone's past history and to see into the future with a crystal ball.
The situation is very similar with Mr Filing. He had a law and order committee, the
chairman of which had a confrontation with the police regarding some charges. One
cannot suggest that Mr Filing would have known that would happen. After it happened, I
understand that Mr Filing asked the person to stand down. However, I notice that the
media and other members of the Opposition have not commented on the fact that Mr
Filing had a person like that heading his law and order committee. As I have said, he
cannot be blamed for that. It is obviously a sad state of affairs; Mr Filing appears to
suffer from some paranoia because he was not preselected. The member for Peel may
laugh; he may. gain a better background to these matters if he listens.
Mr Marlborough: I laugh all right. You should be behind bars.

Withdrawal of Remark
Mr C.J. BARNETT: I ask that the member for Peel have the courtesy to withdraw that
remark.
The ACTING SPEAKER: That remark is unparliamentary and should be withdrawn,
member for Peel.
Mr MARLBOROUGH: I withdraw.

Debate Resumed
Mr W. SMITH: As an independent, obviously Filing is looking for publicity. He must
keep his name in the public arena and, of course, he takes every opportunity to do so.
Filing is really responding -

Mr Marlborough: This is the crooked cop talking to this Parliament.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr C.J. Barnett: Point of order -

The ACTING SPEAKER: There does not need to be a point of order to prompt me into
taking action. That is unparliamentary, and I also warn the member for Peel that he has
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formally been called to order three times today. I do not want to have to do it again, but
he, like every other member of this House, needs to obey the standing orders of the
House. The member for Wanneroo is entitled to make his comments so that they can be
heard and recorded.
Mr W. SMITH: Filing is responding to some unsavoury evidence by Bradshaw to the
Kyle inquiry about him, and of course he does not like that. Certainly, as I have
indicated to Filing before, he should be a big boy and verbally take on Wayne Bradshaw
rather than use the privileges that are offered in Federal Parliament. I guess he has
always been that way. He has always been a bit timid in verbally taking on Bradshaw at
close quarters.
That reminds me of the time, some years back, when he came crying on my shoulder to
ask me to plead his case to Bradshaw about why he was not being sent a special
invitation to citizenship ceremonies. I advised him to see Bradshaw, but he did not do
that. He ran off to the media to get himself a profile. If Filing thought that it was so
important, I do not know why he just did not turn up to citizenship ceremonies. People
do not need special invitations to go to those ceremonies. I am sure that the member for
Whitford is aware of that. If a parliamentarian has the time, he can just turn up. He does
not need a special invitation. However, Filing had his contacts in the local media and I
believe that he probably wanted to get a larger profile.
During my time on council and since, I do not recall Filing attending too many
citizenship ceremonies. I believe that was just a stunt on his part to get a larger profile in
the area. I believe that he seeks publicity. I notice that the member for Mitchell is not
present. However, that is the kind of disgusting tactic that he used with the member for
Mitchell. I wonder whether the member for Peel would agree about Mr Filing's conduct
in relation to the member for Mitchell. I notice that the member for Peel has nothing to
say about that. Filing became involved in the member's very personal life and that is the
kind of personality Mr Filing is.
As I said previously, Filing is like a spoilt child who cannot take rejection. He pleaded
with me when we worked together in the Criminal Investigation Branch. As detectives,
we shared an office in the then CfIB general crime squad. At that time, he was chasing
support for his endorsement at Cowan. We shared the office and we were friends at the
time.
On several occasions, he pleaded with me to suggest to Wayne Bradshaw, whom I really
did not know well in those years. that Filing was a good person and should be considered
as the most likely candidate for the seat of Cowan. That was around the time that Paul
Filing introduced me to Liberal Party politics. Many people, including the member for
Peel, believe Wayne Bradshaw did that. However, Filing ran his own personal political
office from the CIB general crime squad office. He did his number crunching and
membership drives from there. He even asked me to consider joining a branch which I
believe was in the Stirling area.
Filing would drop into the Liberal Party branch office headquarters in Scarborough
Beach Road. During a work visit to the Scarborough area, he invited me to join the
branch. I had not been involved in Liberal Party politics before then. It was Mr Paul
Filing, who was then a friend, who asked me to join one of the branches. Indeed, he
asked me to join the branch and vote on the same night on a particular ticket which he
said that he had to get certain people on to the executive.
It was a joke in the squad that we should declare the office that Filing occupied as "Filing
MP', a Liberal Party office. I remember taking numerous messages for Filing at the
time. They were from various members of the Liberal Party headquarters and from
members around the metropolitan area. I wonder whether the fact that Filing used the
police office and telephones in that way added weight to the reason he was asked to
resign and why his request -

Mr Marlborough: Were you asked to resign? Were you under investigation for corrupt
activities?
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Mr W. SMITH: No. In relation to the Bradshaw meeting, when I asked why Filing
wanted to see Bradshaw so much, he said that he was a very good Liberal supporter and
that he was very well liked in the area. He said that he had some influence with the
branches and he believed that it could help him get support for the endorsement and
obtain some financial support.
Some time later, I believe that Filing had a meeting with Bradshaw. I have since heard
that Bradshaw was not impressed and did not believe that he could win the seat of
Cowan. In fact, he was proved correct and he did not win the seat of Cowan. When we
look back at the history of this, from then onwards Filing felt rejected and felt badly
towards Bradshaw. He believed that Bradshaw should have done more for him. It is
funny that, back then, when Filing saw Bradshaw as the good Samaritan and the guru of
the northern suburbs, he so dearly wanted to know him and be his best friend.
In recent times, Filing's childish tantrums have continued. He continues to blame me and
almost anyone who did not agree with him in the northern suburbs in the Liberal Party.
He believes that it is everyone else's fault but his own that he failed to get his
preselection. I have told Filing to his face - I do not have to hide in this House to say the
same thing - that I have had no influence over his preselection. So there would not be
any suggestion or innuendo about his influence over any delegates my wife even
withdrew from the preselection process so that there would be no question either way
from any of the candidates.
Of those delegates who have or had invited my opinion, I mapped out that Filing had
worked with my office well. When people invited my opinion, at no time did I denigrate
Filing or direct them against him in any way. I say that now in this House and I have
repeated it to Paul Filing personally. The fault lies with Filing himself. He simply was
not a popular federal member for the Moore division. In his previous endorsements, he
won by the narrowest of margins on each occasion. In the latest endorsement, he lost by
the widest of margins. He caused his own demise by his own hand. Filing was beaten or
outsmarted by his own kind of rules and tactics and they are the political tactics which
occur on either side of politics. People do their number crunching and branch stacking.
Filing lost fairly and squarely to Paul Stevenage and the swinging voters who were in
that preselection.
Contrary to Filing's belief, I am not aware of any involvement by Crichton-Browne. I
challenge Paul Filing to produce any real evidence of Crichton-Browne's involvement
against him. If he does, I will withdraw my remarks about Crichton-Browne.
Mrs Roberts: Is Crichton-Browne a friend of yours?
Mr W. SMITH: As a matter of fact, he is. Anyone who is a member of the Liberal Party
with the wisdom of being a Liberal must be pretty good in my book. Filing in his
paranoia has tried to involve people like the Premier, and also the member for Whitford,
who simply came in as a new person in the area. He is a good, upstanding person who
has been denigrated through the type of politics that continues through people such as the
member for Peel in this House, and Paul Filing in federal politics. I suggest that Filing
speak to each of the 60-odd delegates at his preselection to find out why 48 or more
voted against him, and stop blaming me and whoever else in the Liberal Party in the
northern suburbs simply did not agree with everything he said.
Mr Marlborough: He specifically named certain people; you are one of them. He has
named you for your crooked activity.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Day): Order!
Mr Marlborough: He specifically said that you were the duty sergeant.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! The member for Peel will come to order. I remind the
member for Peel of what I said a few minutes ago; that is, he has been formally called to
order three times tonight. If he interjects once more in the next five minutes I will
formally call him to order again. That will mean that unfortunately he will be suspended
from the service of the House, which may not be for a great deal of time. It is not a step I
want to take; however, if the member interjects once more in the next five minutes, that
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will be the result of his actions. If I were the member for Peel, I would go for a walk
around the courtyard for five minutes.
Mr W. SMITH: Unfortunately the member for Peel listens to hearsay, innuendo and
speculation. He raises questions and makes statements in this House, and as in the WA
Inc years, the media gets sucked into it and they start printing it. That is exactly what
happened during the WA Inc years. I will not blame every member of the Opposition
because some of them were not here during those years; however, that is what happens
now. I have a joke or two with the member for Peel outside the House, and we speak
civilly to each other.
Mr Marlborough interjected.

Suspension of Member

The ACTING SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the member for Peel, and I
therefore direct his suspension for the remainder of today's sitting.
[The member for Peel left the Chamber.]

Debate Resumed

Mr W. SMITH: I am only new to Parliament, but I find the outrageous way privilege is
occasionally used in this House a terrible indictment on Parliament. I am not aware of
what happened prior to my entering this House. However, the matters that are picked up
by members without any evidence is deplorable. That is another matter, perhaps for next
year.
As I have suggested, Filing is paranoid. He cannot take rejection. He could not take the
rejection some years ago with the seat of Cowan and he finds it difficult to handle it now.
For a person who gave the perception that he loved the Liberal Party to make these
outlandish statements about innocent individuals is deplorable. As the member for
Whitford said, he attacked a member of the public - Greg Sharp.
Mrs Roberts: Paul Filing gets on very well with some of your colleagues who sit on the
back bench.
The ACTING SPEAKER: Order!
Mr W. SMITH: He certainly got on well with me.
In a more jovial sense, I was looking at an item in the media a short time ago about the
problems in the American Senate. It was headed "Cry Baby" and is accompanied by a
cartoon. Mr Filing is starting to look a little like that cartoon, because that is what he
does; he cries on someone's shoulder, whether it be members of the public or through
parliamentary privilege.
Mr Kobelke: Is this the cause of your falling out with him?
Mr W. SMITH: No, that occurred simply because I disagreed with him, as other
members did.
Mrs Roberts: What did he do to upset you?
Mr W. SMITH: The member should take that up with me personally.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Ripper.

House adjourned at 11.27 pm
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

BOARDS AND COMMITTEES - IN MINISTERS' ADMINISTRATIONS
Women Appointments; Men Appointments

3780. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Local Government; Multicultural and Ethnic
Affairs:
(1) How many women are on boards and conmmittees in the Minister's

administration?
(2) How many men are on boards and committees in the Minister's

administration?
(3) How many women have been appointed since October 1994?
(4) How many women members, whose terms had expired by October 1994,

were not reappointed?
Mr OMODEI replied:
Local Government -

(1) 30.
(2) 135.
(3) 3.

in writing subject to resources being diverted from other priority work.
Office of Multicultural Interests -

(1 )-(6) There are no boards and committees currently within the administration of
the Office of Multicultural Interests.

SCHOOLS - ADMINISTRATION CENTRES, UPGRADING
405 1. Mr BROWN to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Education:

(1) Further to question on notice 3381 of 1995, has a decision been made on
which school administration centres will be upgraded in the 1995-96
financial year?

(2) If so, what schools in the Morley electorate will be provided with the
administration centre upgrading?

(3) How much will be allocated to each school?
Mr TUBBY replied:
The Minister for Education has provided the following reply -

(1 )-(3) The administration and staff facilities at the following schools will be
upgraded during 1995-96 -

Estimated Cost

Carine Primary School 190 000
Collier Primary School 250 000
Cooloongup Primary School 150 000
Dianella Heights Primary School 210 000
Kardinya Primary School 170000
Koongamia Primary School 140000
Melville Senior High School 450 000
Due to favourable tender results on other capital works projects at schools,
it has been possible to allocate more than $1 .5m to this program of work
instead of the budgeted $ 1lm.

12142



[Thursday, 30 November 1995]123

LAND - McCABE STREET, MOSMAN PARK
4119. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister representing the Minister for the Environment:

(1) With reference to the proposed development by LandCorp and Octennial
Holdings Pty Ltd at McCabe Street, Mosman Park, what advice has the
Swan River Trust provided to -

(a) the Department of Environmental Protection;
(b) the Environmental Protection Authority;
(c) the proponents?

(2) On what dates was this provided?
Mr MINSON replied:
The Minister for the Environment has provided the following reply -

(1) (a)-(b) Advice relating to the consultative environmental review was
provided to the Environmental Protection Authority on 7 October
1992, 27 July 1993 and 3 September 1993. The Department of
Environmental Protection was established in January 1994. [See
paper No 829.1

(c) Verbal advice at site meetings was provided to Halpern, Glick and
Maunsell on 3 August and 6 September 1994. Written advice on
the environmental management plan was provided to the same
consultants on 13 December 1994. Written advice was provided to
Landvision on the residential concept plan on 20 December 1993.
[See paper No 829.]

(2) The dates on which advice was provided are listed above.
WESTERN AUSTRALIAN PLANNING COMMISSION - LAND

ACQUISITION FOR FREMANTLE BYPASS; FOLLY ROAD EXTENSION
4268. Hon. D.L. SMITH to the Minister for Planning:

(1) With reference to the answers provided by the Minister to questions on
notice 3747 and 3748 of 1995, in the case of each purchase, who was the
vendor?

(2) In the case of each sale who was the purchaser?
(3) In the case of the sale of land acquired for the Fremantle bypass, why are

there properties being sold and in particular -

(a) is the bypass to proceed;
(b) has there been any change in the route?

(4) In the case of the properties acquired for the extension of Folly Road,
would the Minister provide a location map showing the properties that
have been acquired to date and those that have yet to be acquired?

Mr LEWIS replied:
()2)I am not prepared to table the names of people from whom the Western

Australian Planning Commission acquired land or to whom it sold land as
I consider this private information. However, if the member for Mitchell
wishes the schedules provided in answer to questions on notice 3747 and
3748 can be expanded to include the information sought and I would be
prepared to make the information available for his confidential viewing at
the Ministry for Planning.

(3) (a) Yes.
(b) No, however the reservation width is being refined as it currently

being advertised pursuant to MRS amendment 970/33.There have
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been property disposals in the 1995-96 financial year in the
vicinity of the Fremantle eastern bypass relating to the Canning
Highway deviation which was deleted from the metropolitan
region scheme in 199 1.

(4) [See paper No 830.]
HOSPITALS - ROYAL PERTH

Home Dialysis Unit, Citizens Serviced; Program, Changes
4306. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:

(1) How many citizens are serviced by Royal Perth Hospital's home dialysis
unit?

(2) How many of those are country residents?
(3) Does the Government intend to change the way the home dialysis program

is -

(a) *operated;
(b) funded?

(4) If yes -

(a) what changes are intended;
(b) when will they be made?

Mr KIERATH replied:
(1)-(2) As at 6 November 1995, a total of 132 patients were being dialysed at

home. This figure is broken down as follows: Home haemodialysis -
metropolitan, 23; country, 11. Continuous ambulatory peritoneal
dialysis - metropolitan, 57; country, 41.

(3)-(4) No, other than changes to service configuration in line with improving
patient access and increasing service efficiencies.

HOSPITALS - MANDURAH
Oncology Services; Chemotherapy Unit

4315. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health:
(1) Is Mandurah Hospital losing its oncologist?
(2) If yes, what impact will this have on the hospital's chemotherapy service?
(3) What services are provided by the chemotherapy unit at Mandurah?
(4) How many people are accessing the service?
(5) What are the criteria for admission to the unit?
Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) The oncology service provided at Mandurah Hospital is through the

Fremantle Hospital. This arrangement has not been changed. The current
oncologist providing services will be leaving soon to take up a new post;
however, Fremantle Hospital has undertaken an advertising program to
secure a replacement.

(2) Indications from Fremantle Hospital are that there should be little impact
on the service as a second oncologist already employed at Fremantle
Hospital will continue to provide a service until a replacement
appointment is made.

(3) Currently the service provides both a consultancy service as well as the
administration of drug thrapy as prescribed by the visiting oncologist.
Should admission be required as a result of an adverse reaction to
medication, admission is available locally.
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(4) Currently the service has 14 regular clients which continues to grow
weekly.

(5) The eligibility criteria associated with acceptance for treatment programs
at the Mandurah chemotherapy service are determined by the visiting
oncologist after receiving a referral to the service, usually by a local
general practitioner. The criteria are largely based on the patient's
medical condition, treatment program and ensuring that the treatment can
be provided with a high degree of safety.

WANNEROO CITY COUNCIL - KYLE INQUIRY
4326. Mr D.L. SMIT7H to the Minister for Local Government:

() On 15 November 1995, did the Minister say in Parliament "In 1992 the
then Minister for Local Government, David Smith had already taken a
considerable amount of time to instigate the Kyle inquiry"?

(2) Did he then go on to quote a statement by me that he said was in Hansard
of 14 October 1992?

(3) Was the Minister -

(a) correctly reported by Hansard;
(b) correct in the date attributed to the quotation from me?

(4) If he was incorrect, what does he intend to do about it?
(5) On what dates in 1991 did the then Minister for Local Government meet

with or receive letters from any of Mr Bill Marwick, Mrs Norma Rundle
and/or Mr Arnold Dammers?

(6) For what period was a Mr Keith Pearce the Mayor of the City of
Wanneroo?

(7) Who was the then Minister for Local Government?
Mr OMODEI replied:
(1)-(2) Yes.
(3) (a) Yes.

(b) Yes; see Estimates 14 October 1992.
(4) Not applicable.
(5) The Department of Local Government's computer records system has

indicated that correspondence was received by the then Minister from Mr
Arnold Dammers on 3 January 1991. However, there is no record of
correspondence having been received from Mr Bill Marwick or Mrs
Norma Rundle in 1991. The department does not hold records of any such
meetings held by the then Minister.

(6) May 1982 - May 1983.
(7) 1982 - Hon June Craig, until 25 February 1983. 1983 - Hon Jeff Carr,

from February 1983.
HEALTH DEPARTMENT - AIDS AND EQUIPMENT, TASK FORCE REPORT

4345. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Health:
(1) As the Minister has committed himself by way of answers to questions on

notice to announcing the findings of a task force on provision of aids and
equipment, why was it not announced on or soon after 30 June 1995 as
promised?

(2) When will the report be available?
(3) When will the government policy be announced?
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(4) Are there widespread disparities and inequities in the current system?
(5) Does the Minister support a fee for service system?
(6) If so, why?
Mr KIERATH replied:
(1) The Interagency Review Committee accepted public submissions up until

May 1995 which resulted in the delay of the report being finalised.
(2)-(3) After consideration by Cabinet.
(4) Yes.
(5) There is no proposal before me for a fee for service system.
(6) Not applicable.
TAB - FUNDING APPLICATIONS TO RACECOURSE DEVELOPMENT

TRUST FOR INSTALLATION OF NEW TOTE TERMINALS AT ONCOURSE
COUNTRY VENUES

4398. Mr TAYLOR to the Minister for Racing and Gaming:
(1) Has the Totalisator Agency Board made a submission to the Racecourse

Development Trust to fund the cost of installing new tote terminals in
oncourse country trotting and racing facilities?

(2) If so -
(a) what is the cost involved;
(b) does the Minister support the submission?

(3) Was the provision of such facilities for metropolitan oncourse venues paid
by the TAB?

(4) If so, why should country facilities be treated in a different manner?
Mr COWAN replied:
The Minister for Racing and Gaming has provided the following reply -
(1) No. The TAB is not eligible to make funding applications to the

Racecourse Development Trust.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) The TAB has not paid for the installation of new tote terminals at

metropolitan oncourse venues.
(4) Not applicable.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

INCINERATORS - BIOMEDICAL WASTE, NEW REGULATIONS
Medical Waste, Closures; Stephenson and Ward, Welshpool

635. Dr EDWARDS to the Premier:
I refer the Premier to the admission by the Minister for the Environment
yesterday that the Government's new regulations on biomedical waste
incinerators will have the deliberate effect of reducing the number of such
incinerators in Western Australia from approximately 50 to just one - the
Stephenson and Ward incinerator in Welshpool
(1) Has the Government closed a number of medical waste incinerators at

government hospitals around the State, including Annmadale, Derby and
Princess Margaret hospitals, and is it planning to eventually close down all
such incinerators at government hospitals?
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(2) How does the Government justify deliberately creating a monopoly
industry in the area of biomedical waste incineration?

(3) How does the Government justify assisting a private firm to become a
monopoly by giving it millions of taxpayers' dollars to clean up
contamination it caused in the first place?

(4) Why could not the millions of dollars being spent by the Government on
bailing out a private company be spent instead on upgrading one or two of
the Government's medical waste incinerators which it is closing?

Mr COURT replied:
(1) 1 cannot give the detail on which incinerators are being opened or closed.

I suggest the member put the question on notice and direct it to the
relevant Minister.

(2)-(4)
On the question of a monopoly situation, the Government' wants to ensure
the provision of a facility which meets the environmental standards which
are required today.

Several members inteijected.
Mr COURT: Where would members opposite put it? Members opposite
suggested that the incinerators in two or three hospitals should be improved and I
ask them to tell me in which areas they should be put.

Dr Edwards: Royal Perth Hospital is burning all the Stephenson and Ward waste
today.
Mr COURT: I suggest the member ask the member for Perth whether she wants
the Government to upgrade the incinerator in Perth.

Several members inteijected.
Mr COURT: Members opposite are trying to give the member for Perth an
incinerator in her area. She had better check the questions before they are asked!
The detail on which incinerators are closing will be provided if the member
directs the question to the relevant Minister.

HOSPITALS - GERALDTON REGIONAL
Funding

636. Mr BLOFFWITCH to the Minister for Health:

(1) As the local member I am very aware of the growing health needs in
Geraldton. Will the Minister please inform the House whether the request
for additional funding for the Geraldton Regional Hospital will be agreed
to?

(2) If yes, what is the amount of funding?
Mr KIERATH replied:

The State Government has allocated a $640 000 funding package to the
Geraldton Regional Hospital. Under the Health Department's special
repairs and equipment program, the Geraldton Regional Hospital received
funding for the upgrading of facilities, which we think will provide greater
benefits for both staff and patients at the hospital. I am sure that country
members, even those on the other side, will appreciate that part of this
State Government's ongoing commidtment is to give rural health services
top priority and to pay real service - not lip service as was paid during the
Opposition's time in government - to these issues. We are at the forefront
nationally in trying to help the rural centres, achieve a high standard of
community care by providing funding for better facilities. We want to
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improve the care and comfort level of patients at Geraldton Regional
Hospital. More specifically, the renovations will include improving air-
conditioning to all ward areas, making medical gas available for patients
at their bedside, providing additional power outlets for staff and patients,
and upgrading the hot water supply for everyone in the hospital. A further
$105 000 has been committed to finalise the project in 1996-97.

POLLS - ATTITUDE MONITORING SURVEY BY WEST COAST FIELD
SERVICES

637. Dr GALLOP to the Premier:
(1) When did AMR Quantum Harris and/or West Coast Field Services brief

the Premier's department on the results of its attitude monitoring study,
tabled in this House last week?

(2) Who took part in those briefings, and were the answers to all the questions
delivered to the Premier's department or any other government
representative?

(3) Will the Premier table all information relating to briefings,
correspondence and reports received by the department or his office by the
end of this week?

Mr COURT replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.
(1) 1 was briefed verbally in late July, and it was a very brief briefing. If the

Opposition wants the same verbal briefings they can be provided by that
company.

(2) 1 was certainly at the briefing, but I cannot give the names of the other
people because I do not have a record of them.

Mr Ripper: Was Richard Elliott there?
Mr COURT: No, I do not think so.
(3) Yes, I have no difficulty with providing all the information relating to

briefings, correspondence and reports received by the department by the
end of this week. I will include in that the latest piece of correspondence
received, and I will now give some details about that piece of
correspondence. It is a letter from the polling company to the chief
executive of the Office of State Administration. On Tuesday I was asked
a question in this Parliament and a motion was moved in relation to
whether we had tabled all the information. I said that we had - and we
have. After that someone from the Deputy Leader of the Opposition's
office contacted the polling company - and I said in Parliament yesterday
that it was a Mr John Arthur. The member's office -

Dr Gallop: It was West Coast Field Services, not Quantum Harris. The manager
of Quantum Harris is in Aspen skiing, using taxpayers' money.
Mr COURT: The Deputy Leader's office has threatened that polling company
and I want to read the letter.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COURT: It mentions that someone had telephoned the company. The letter
states -

The caller suggested -

Mr Marlborough: Will you table the letter?
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Mr COURT: Yes. If the member wants me to, I will. The letter states -

The caller suggested that I had not much to lose and much to gain by
letting our people go through the survey results with me to see what extent
individual questions had been reported on.

The letter then goes on to say -
Mr Marlborough interjected.
Mr COURT: Hang on!
The SPEAKER: Order! The member for Peel will come to order.
Mr COURT: The letter further states -

At this stage it was suggested -

Mr Marlborough interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the member for Peel for the first
time.
Mr COURT: As I said, the letter further states -

At this stage it was suggested that the situation could be unfortunate for
me because there would be a lot of questions asked in Parliament about
our role in undertakting this work for the Government and, by implication,
selectively reporting the results.

Mr Marlborough interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COURT: Let me finish. The letter continues -

I interpreted this as a threat that we would be given a hard time in
Parliament unless we gave his people access to our material. When I
challenged him on this he was quick to reassure me that he did not mean
to threaten me at all, but I nonetheless felt that the threat was implied.

Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order for the second time the member
for Peel. The number of interjections is outrageous. On a previous question there
were four interjections in the first half minute, and many others followed. I try to
allow some appropriate interjections to be made, but I cannot allow too many to
be made at one time and certainly not when members try to shout over the person
replying to the question. It is intolerable and I will not put up with it. It would
not be appropriate for such behaviour to become part of question time. I call on
the good sense of all members and ask them not to interject in the way they have
been interjecting so far.
Mr COURT: People cannot telephone a company and ask for this information.
That company has all the personal information about all the parties to whom it has
spoken.
Mr Marlborough: Do you have that information?
Mr COURT: The Government certainly does not, and would not expect to have
it.

Dr Gallop: Can you guarantee that?
Mr COURT: Yes, I guarantee that the Government does not expect to have that
information. It would be totally improper for that information to be given to the
Government or to the Opposition. The heavies from the Opposition ring up and
say "You give us this information".
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
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Mr COURT: The last time there was an indication that someone would use his
position in a public office to threaten someone -

Withdrawal of Remark
Mr M. BARNETT: It is rather difficult to hear above the noise, but I thought the
Premier said that members of the Opposition had used their public office to
threaten certain people. If, in fact, he said that you, Mr Speaker, and I both know
it is highly improper. I ask you to request him to withdraw.
The SPEAKER: With the cacophony in this Chamber, it was difficult to hear the
Premier. If the Premier made that comment, I ask him to withdraw.
Mr COURT: I withdraw, but I was referring to employees in the public sector
and not to the members of Parliament.

Questions without Notice Resumed
Mrt COURT: When a person appointed by this Government implied that he could
use his position to put pressure on others, the Government made that person stand
down straight away. If the Opposition thinks it can get its office to telephone and
threaten people, that is typical of the behaviour we have come to expect from its
members. I table the letter from which I quoted.
[See paper No 828.]

UNIVERSITIES - MIDLAND RAILWAY WORKSHOPS SITE PROPOSAL
638. Mrs van de KLASHORST to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for

Education:
In response to many requests from constituents in Midland and the surrounding
areas, will the Minister please advise whether the proposed university to be built
in Midland can be considered as a priority for the allocation of funds in 1999?
Mr TUBBY replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question. The Minister has provided
the following response:

The Western Australian Government has made a decision to provide land
which was part of the former Midland Railway Workshops site for this
university campus. All the requirements for eligibility for commonwealth
support for a new university campus can be met, and the Commonwealth
has been asked to commit funds to enable the development of university
facilities at Midland to proceed.

The Commonwealth has advised that the earliest opportunity on which it can
consider the possible allocation of funds for a university campus at Midland is
1999.
Mr Graham interjected.
Mr TUBBY: If the member for Pilbara put as much effort into his electorate as
does the member for Swan Hills, he might well have a university campus in his
area also.

POLICE - OPERATION MELON
Harriman, Allan, Allegations; House Raid, 13 Miller Street, North Beach

639. Mr MARLBOROUGH to the Minister for Police:
Some notice of the question has been given. I refer to allegations by convicted
heroin trafficker Allan Harriman and ask -

(1) Were state police aware of, or involved in 1986 with their federal
counterparts in, the Operation Melon exercise to detect drug trafficking,
involving surveillance of a house at 13 Miller Street, North Beach,
occupied by Diana Borserio, Harriman and others?
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(2) Were state police advised that during a raid on the house in 1986 a state
police officer was found on the premises?

(3) What action was taken as a result of this discovery?
Mr WIESE replied:
The member may be surprised to know that I was not aware of the details of all of
this. Therefore, I have sought advice from the Commissioner of Police who has
advised as follows -

(1) State police were involved with their federal counter-parts in Operation
Melon. However, Diana Borserio and Allan Harriman were not the
principal targets of this operation.

(2) A check of state police records has failed to locate any mention of such a
raid or the fact that a state police officer was found on the premises.
Australian Federal Police have been approached and are now searching
their records to ensure that I ant accurately informed. Should any relevant
information be located, I will be informed forthwith.

(3) Not applicable. I understand that the member for Peel has had discussions
with Mr Harriman in the Albany Regional Prison. I was able to arrange
for Mr Marlborough to meet Mr Ayton, the Deputy Commissioner of
Police, I understand to discuss issues associated with these matters. If the
member has any relevant information relating to criminal matters or
matters that are associated with the Wanneroo City Council, I believe he
has a serious obligation to make that information available either to the
Police Service or to Mr Kyle who is conducting the inquiry into matters
related to Wanneroo Inc.

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT - PERFORMING ARTS-RECREATION PROJECT
AT COMO SENIOR HIGH SCHOOL

640. Mr PENDAL to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Education:
Some notice of the question has been given.
(1) Is he aware of a decision by the South Perth City Council last night to

withdraw - incidentally the word "not" which appears in the Minister's
copy of the question is incorrect - from the proposed state-local
government performing arts/recreation venture at Como Senior High
School?

(2) Will the Minister please confirm that funds are still available for the $2m
state contribution as a stand-alone venture?

(3) In view of the inordinate delays over this project, will he please advise
how soon tenders can be called for the $2m venture, when construction
might begin, and when the project is expected to be completed?

Mr TUBBY replied:
I have the answer to the question provided by the Minister with the word "not"
included. It changes the context of the question a little. I will advise the Minister
of the outcome of the meeting.
Mr Brown: You are not telling us that he tried to answer the question.

Mr TUBBY: We on this side always try to answer questions. I sat for five years
on that side and did not receive any answers.

(1) No advice has been received from the City of South Perth regarding the
status of the project.

(2) Funding of $2m continues to be available from the Education Department
for the project.
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(3) A detailed schedule of dates outlining the construction program is not
available at present. However, the member will be advised as soon as it is
available.

FAMILY AN~D CHILDREN'S SERVICES, DEPARTMENT FOR - NON-
GOVERNMENT ORGANISATIONS

Funding Decisions by Minister, Premier's Endorsement
641. Mr BROWN to the Premnier:

I refer to the decision by the Minister for Family and Children's Services to cease
funding the WA Council for Social Services and the Youth Legal Service; the
subsequent decisions made respectively by the Premier and the Attorney General
to fund both services, and other decisions made by the Minister which have
alienated the non-government community services sector.
(1) Does the Premier unequivocally endorse each decision made by the

Minister for Family and Children's Services?
(2) Is it true that the Premier is considering replacing the Minister with either

the member for Jandakot or the member for Helena?
Mr COURT replied:
(1) We need to reach an agreement regarding funding proposals. I

unequivocally support the Minister. Because I am not aware of all the
decisions no-one could expect me or anyone else to make that sort of
commitment.

(2) Graemne Campbell came into our minds!
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr COURT: I have no such intention.
Mr Brown: It is someone else?
Mr COURT: No.

MUNDARING WEIR - WALKWAY CLOSED FOR REPAIRS
642. Mrs van de KLASHORST to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for

Water Resources:
Can the Minister explain why the Mundaring Weir walkway is being closed and
how long the closure will remain?
Mr McNEE replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question. The Mundaring Weir
spillway walkway has been closed for safety reasons, on the advice of the dams
design section of the Water Authority, due to the corrosion of the rivets and rivet
holes on the lower truss members. The methods of repair are currently being
investigated, in conjunction with other planned refurbishments of the weir, and it
is anticipated that the walkway will be repaired and reopened by the end of 1996.

STEPHENSON AND WARD INCINERATOR, WELSHPOOL - CONTRACT TO
INCINERATE WASTE AT ROYAL PERTH HOSPITAL INCINERATOR

643. Dr EDWARDS to the Mnister for Health:
I refer to the Government's plan to reduce the number of medical incinerators in
the State from approximately 50 to just one - the Stephenson and Ward
incinerator in Welshpool.
(1) Is the Minister aware that Stephenson and Ward is using the Royal Perth

Hospital incinerator to incinerate medical waste?
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(2) Is Stephenson and Ward paying for the use of the incinerator? If so, how
much, and will the Minister table all relevant contract documentation
before Parliament rises this week?

(3) Is Stephenson and Ward incinerating medical waste from hospitals other
than Royal Perth Hospital at the Royal Perth Hospital incinerator?

Mr KIERATH replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.
(1) Yes.
(2) Browning Ferris Industries disposes of Royal Perth Hospital waste. BFI

disposes of part of this waste to Stephenson and Ward as subcontractors.
The hospital's incinerator is being used until I January 1996 while the
Stephenson and Ward incinerator is being upgraded to meet
environmental standards. This may need to be reviewed. The hospital is
not paid in cash but receives a discount from BFI based on volume
disposed. The discount is generally in the order of $23 000 per month but
can vary according to volume disposed. I will table the contract before
Parliament rises.

(3) Yes.
PRODUCTIVITY AND LABOUR RELATIONS, DEPARTMENT OF -
INDUSTRIAL INSPECTORATE, PERFORMANCE; BEAZLEY, KIM,

ALLEGATIONS
644. Mr DAY to the inister for Labour Relations:

Is the allegation by the deputy Prime Minister, Kim Beazley, true that the
Western Australian industrial inspectorate has been gutted by the State
Government?
Mr KIERATH replied:
This is another example of a Labor campaign to avoid the truth to serve its own
political ends. The truth is that since coming to office this Government has
enhanced the Department of Productivity and Labour Relations' inspectorate. I
can understand that may annoy members opposite. Since June 1994 an additional
six FTEs have been appointed. I compare this with the performance when the
member for Thornlie was Minister. She gave instructions for two extra Wageline
officers to be appointed - not industrial inspectors - but did not support them with
additional FTrEs. The positions were not even advertised, let alone filled. In
other words it was a Clayton's situation where people were not put in those
positions.
Not only that, for the first time full-time inspectors are in both Karratha and
Kalgoorlie. Previously they were part-timers who also handled consumer affairs
or fair trading. They are providing a full-time service to both employers and
employees. The deputy Prime Minister, Kim Beazley, tried to tie the money
recovered by the department to its effectiveness. That is outrageous, and shows
misunderstanding; the two do not relate. We checked the amounts and, even with
creative accounting, they do not match DOPLAR figures in any manner. In 1986-
87, $317 000 was recovered and in 1993-94 that rose to $650 000, more than
double that of the previous Government.
The department has no ability to influence the monetary award breaches; it is
beyond its control in any manner, shape or form. I thought Labor Party members,
of all people, would understand that. Obviously they do not unless it suits them
politically. The deputy Prime Minister tried to link union involvement with the
rights of workers. The department refers members to their union as a matter of
policy when that is obviously appropriate. That policy has been in place since the
Labor Government was in office. Some people ask the department to pursue
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issues on their behalf, perhaps when they are not satisfied with the service they
have received from the union. That is a matter for the union to sort out.
DOPLAR industrial inspectors will assist anyone who asks for their help. They
refer them to the union, but if people do not want the union, the officers try to
help them, unlike the union which leaves people on their own if they are not
happy with it.
Rather than use falsehoods to score cheap political points we have beefed up
DOPLAR's inspectorate to ensure that workers are treated properly. The Labor
Party is upset because the inspectorate is working far more effectively than when
Labor was in government.

WANNERGO CITY COUNCIL - KYLE INQUIRY (1995)
Filing, Paul Statements about Liberal Party

645. Dr GALLOP to the Premier:
I refer to the insider account of the Liberal Party in Western Australia by the
federal member for Moore, delivered in the House of Representatives this week.
(1) Does the Premier agree with Mr Filing that the real reason the Premier

refused to allow the Kyle inquiry to be conducted in public was that he did
not want the close contact between disgraced Liberal Party financier
Wayne Bradshaw and the members for Wanneroo, Whitford and Kingsley
and Hon Ian MacLean to be revealed?

(2) Does he agree with Mrt Filing that the Western Australian branch of the
Liberal Party has ". . .been dominated and taken over by a bunch of
people who should be nowhere near public office"?

Mr COURT replied:
(1 )-(2) The answer is no and no, and I ask whether I can now spend the next half

hour talking about the Labor Party.
Dr Gallop: Why won't you have a full and open inquiry?
Mr COURT: As I understand it, the Labor Party people in that area are the ones
who have things to worry about. I have answered the question. If the member for
Victoria Park wants a debate on how the Labor Party operates, how it is currently
tearing itself to bits with the Prime Minister accusing everyone - he has accused
us, the Labor Party here, Commissioner Marks and he will probably accuse some
other organisation next, perhaps the CIA - or on the workings of political parties,
we will have it any day.

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT - SCHOOL IN HOUSES PROJECT,
ELLENBROOK

646. Mrs van de KLASHORST to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Mnister for
Education:
Can the Minister advise how the innovative School in Houses project for the
Ellenbrook community' s first primary school will work, and the date of
commencement?
Mr TUBBY replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.
The Minister for Education has provided a lengthy reply which I will read out
because it is an innovative project and some other members may come across this
within their electorates in the future.
Mr Graham: Why don't you just table it?
Mr TUIBBY: Is the member for Pilbara still going on? He should represent his
electorate by asking a question. I have not heard a question from him in months.
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Seven houses are being constructed at present for Ellenbrook Management Pty
Ltd. the manager and agent of the Ellenbrook joint venture. Upon completion, the
houses will accommodate a school in houses at Ellenbrook. The Education
Department is planning to enter into a lease arrangement, with Homeswest being
a participant with SANWA Vines Pty Ltd in the Ellenbrook joint venture. The
houses, in which some internal walls will not be constructed, will enable a
number of classroom size areas to be provided. In addition to classrooms,
facilities for preprimary groups, a library, administration and staff will be
provided in the various houses. It is anticipated that the school will commence
with an enrolment of between 50 and 60 students at the beginning of the 1996
year. This strategy of providing an interim school in houses at Ellenbrook
represents a major departure from the normal infrastructure provision by the
Education Department. The major benefit with this innovative approach is that
the community will be provided with neighbourhood schooling well before a new
school could be justified under normal planning criteria. I hope the member for
Marangaroo is listening. Moreover, this provision will be achieved without a
significant capital outlay by Government. Depending upon the rate of residential
development at Ellenbrook, it is likely that a school in permanent buildings on a
site adjacent to the village centre will be constructed in about three years.


