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THE PRESIDENT (Hon Clive Griffiths) took the Chair at 2.30 pm, and read prayers.

PETITION - SCHOOL ENTRY AGE
Hon John Halden (Leader of the Opposition) presented the following petition bearing the
signatures of 2 366 persons -

We, the undersigned residents of Western Australia oppose the changes to the
school entry age to be implemented by the year 2000. We note that there was no
community consultation in a decision that will have a major impact on our
children's education. This decision will put a significant financial burden on all
parents at a time when there is an inadequate level of funding for public
education.
Your petitioners, therefore respectfully request that the Legislative Council will
give this matter earnest consideration, and will ask the Minister for Education to
delay the implementation of his proposal to change the school entry age until
further consultation with the wider community has occurred.

[See paper No 537.]

PETITION - EGG PRODUCT DELIVERY CONTRACT SYSTEM
Hon Kim Chance presented the following petition bearing the signatures of 804 persons -

We the undersigned respectfully oppose the current plan by the Western
Australian Egg Marketing Board (Golden Egg Farms) to replace the individually
operated egg/egg product delivery contract system with a system controlled by a
prime contractor. We are happy with the service we are currently receiving and
we would like the existing arrangements to continue.
Your petitioners, therefore humbly pray that you will give this matter earnest
consideration and your petitioners as in duty bound, will ever pray.

[See paper No 538.]
MOTION - URGENCY

TAFE Counsellors, Positions Abolition
THE PRESIDENT (Hon Clive Griffiths): I have received the following letter -

Dear Mr President
At today's sitting, it is my intention to move under SO 72 that the House, at its
rising adjourn until 9.00 am on December 25, 1995 for the purpose of discussing
yesterday's decision to abolish the positions of TAFE counsellors without either
reference or consultation, and to examine this action in the context of the broader
question of the antipathy which the Government has caused between itself and
workers.
Yours sincerely
John Halden MLC

The member will require the support of four members in order to move the motion.
[At least four members rose in their places.]
HON JOHN HALDEN (South Metropolitan - Leader of the Opposition) [2.35 pm]: I
move -

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



I note that the Minister for Education is not present; I understand he is attending a
funeral.
Hon George Cash: He will be here shortly.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: I apologise that this matter must continue, but there was no way
of changing it, so I will moderate the comments that I had intended to make directly to
him.
Hon Peter Foss: That is a good technique.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: Absolutely. I had intended to make some pithy comments that I
am sure would have assisted him in his ministerial duties, if we could ever find the
Minister for Education and not have either the Director General of Education, Mr Black,
or the Director General of Training, Mr Hill, fronting for the Minister.
This important matter is typical of this Government's attitude to workers. Yesterday at
2.30 pmn, the 47 technical and further education counsellors were advised at meetings at
their respective colleges that their positions would be abolished. There had been no
consultation about that matter. The only legitimacy which the Government could claim
in this process is that the 1995-96 TAPE handbook makes no reference to the TAFE
counselling service. I guess one could say that was the extent of the consultation
between these counsellors and this Government. At yesterday's meeting, members of the
counselling service asked about salary maintenance, and they were advised that they
could be given no guarantee about salary maintenance, and that if there was salary
maintenance, they could be given no guarantee about the length of that salary
maintenance.
They were further advised that their salaries could be reduced by 20 per cent, that they
would no longer be employed as counsellors, and that there would be an opportunity for a
small number to be given jobs within the TAFE sector. At one college where there are
13 counsellors, they were told that there were no vacancies for them and they would have
to apply for redeployment. One TAFE counsellor who telephoned me is a gentleman
who two and a half months ago took out a mortgage for a new house based on his salary
but is now suddenly faced with the prospect of having his salary reduced by 20 per cent,
and that is causing him and his family great fear. These people, who have just lost their
jobs, and who could lose 20 per cent of their income, wanted information and answers to
questions. They were advised by their superiors that they would be dealt with one by one
without union or any other form of representation, and their options would be explained
to them, whatever they might be.
Again we can see an industrial relations agenda by this Government which does not like
unions. Unions might want some answers, some clarification, some justice in the
expectations about an employer. What an outrage! Fancy a body wanting that! Having
been told this news at 2.30 pm, these people were advised that they could not have any
form of collective answer to their concerns.
Today I received a fax containing information about this matter from a TAFE counsellor.
I will incorporate these comments in Hansard. This counsellor advised that the
downgrading of the counselling positions to what are basically clerical positions, which
will not involve psychological support to people, has occurred before in New Zealand
and in South Australia. As one might expect, it has been a dismal failure and those
places have reverted to the previous system. This counsellor advised that students can no
longer expect support in dealing with the anxiety of coping with exams or workloads; any
study skills deficits they may have; any career uncertainties; any interpersonal
difficulties; any mental illness problems; any problems in regard to suicide or alcoholism;
stress management; learning difficulties or financial counselling - they have all gone out
the window, unless the TAFE institution is prepared to contract out the services to the
private sector, presumably being paid out of the TAFE college's budget and at the current
rate for a private psychologist of between $80 and $120 an hour.
Hon B.M. Scott: It sounds like a health matter.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: It sounds like those things impinge upon the ability of people to
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study. We know what has happened to the Health budget. I suggest that Hon Barbara
Scott should not go down that dangerous path.
Hon Kim Chance: Don't knock at that door because there's nothing behind it.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: That room has been well and truly cleaned out of goodies. One
of the great ironies is that in 1995-96 under the quality assurance issues, TAFE colleges
prided themselves on the support the counselling service offered to overseas students.
This pastoral care was a selling point of TAFE. TAFE will now have some difficulty in
selling that little number internationally. I find it difficult to establish that there will be
any quality assurance when this service does not exist. This is yet another example of
this Government wanting to do things on the cheap. It is downgrading a service with
skilled, qualified, experienced people to the clerical rung of operations.
Hon B.M. Scott: Nothing like what you do with the four year olds.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: Nothing like what Hon Barbara Scott did. Whenever she is ready
to write another report for the Government and bring it absolutely undone, I invite her to
do so. There is no way clerical people can do the job and legitimately provide
psychological support. Can members imagine what would happen if they did that, given
the legislation? We have legislation preventing clerical people performing duties within
the psychological area.
I note with concern that today the head of TAFE, Ian Hill - not the Minister - said that 80
per cent of TAFE students were part time and about 70 per cent of those were more than
35 years of age, an age at which students generally had direction in their life and did not
need psychological counselling. If that is indicative of Mr Hill's understanding of
education, it is time he got the sack, just like the Director General of Education. For
people to go back into the education system at 35, having been out of school for a long
time, is difficult. They need support, psychological testing and advice about how they
might manage their academic career with their family obligations and how they might
manage financial responsibilities, having made this decision to equip themselves better,
which will be of benefit to not only themselves but also this State. To have made that
statement indicates that Mr Hill is out of touch with reality.
If the Minister supports this stupidity, the responsibility is firmly on his shoulders.
Workers feel absolutely abused by this Government. From the contact I have had today
with people at the TAFE colleges, I understand that psychological counselling services
are provided not only to students but also to lecturers. The notes I received state that
more and more,. because of changes in TAFE and because of the duress placed on
teachers by the administrative changes introduced by this Government, lecturers are
constantly under attack from management people who increasingly have no TAFE or
educational background, knowledge or interest and who are primarily interested in
personal ambition and cutting expenditure. Because of that isolation, there will be no
support for the lecturers. Does that mean that the TAFE colleges will pick up the cost
burden of providing these services by the private sector at between $80 and $120 an hour
at the expense of another service? If it does, it will be a very expensive exercise, one that
is absolutely stupid.
The job of TAFE counsellors has many facets. These counsellors sell TAFE to
prospective students from secondary schools, to industry and to people going back into
the education sector. They sell it based on knowledge and a realistic appreciation of all
of the aspects of TAFE, and not on what might be found in a brochure produced by
TAFE. I am 'advised - I do not know whether this comment is correct, but it is
interesting - that the drop-out and failure rates for students are increasing. Because the
Commonwealth pays $2 500 for every student enrolled full time, thousands more places
are offered than TAPE can practically fill. Many of the students do not meet the
minimum entry requirements and counsellors must assist them to cope with the courses
or with their inabilities and their shortcomings in TAPE. TAFE counsellors are

pefring duties across an array of that educational spectrum. They will be replaced by
information officers. It is a downgrading of the service. The 'sweetener' is that these
services will be contracted out at an enormously more expensive cost if the management
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people of TAFE, who are the most uncaring bunch of Neanderthals I have ever heard of,
have their way.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: You would recognise Neanderthals.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: I am looking at one now. I am glad Hon Derrick Tomlinson
opened his mouth. If he supports this move, it typifies what he is. We have - the
Minister will try to justify this in a minute - an industrial relations regime with no
consultation, no compassion and no caring. At 2.30 pmn yesterday the counsellors were
marched in and shot - there is no other way to describe it. Their aspirations, their career
paths and their life choices evaporated before their eyes with no consultation whatsoever,
except about how they were left out of the 1995-96 TAFE handbook. The Minister has
often asked what I would do if I were the Minister. I will tell him.
Hon N.F. Moore: I would not speculate on that.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: I will. If there are any restructurings in TAFE when I anm the
Minister -
Hon N.F. Moore: They will be reversed -

Hon JOHN HALDEN: - they will be done with full consultation, openly and with
compassion so that people are informed about their options.
Hon N.F. Moore: You talk about compassion; you would not know how to spell the
word.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: If the Minister is responsible for these events yesterday, he does
not. However, if Mr Hill is responsible for yesterday's fiasco, he does not.
Hon N.F. Moore: You have already abused Mr Hill and Mr Black in here.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: I intend to, and rightly so. I have never seen a more high-handed
approach to industrial relations or to people than has been exemplified in this debacle.
The M inister should know that the Opposition when in government - I particularly -
would not tolerate this situation. It breaches every common rule of decency towards
people, and more importantly towards employees. Why does the Minister think 10 000
people marched on Parliament House yesterday?
Hon N.F. Moore: Ten thousand?
Hon JOHN HALDEN: They hate this Government and they hate the way the Minister
has acted.
Hon Kim Chance: Ten thousand is the police estimate.
HON AJ.G. MacTIERNAN (East Metropolitan) [2.51 pm]: I think 10 000 was a
conservative estimate.
Hon N.E. Moore: Your mathematics are as good as your logic.
Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: They are extraordinarily sound. I would like to know what
was the Minister's estimate.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I will not tolerate an argument across the Chamber between
Hon Alannab MacTiernan and the Minister. I suggest she get on with directing her
remarks to me and then the business of the House will proceed in a much more dignified
manner.
Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: Thank you, Mr President. Perhaps if the Minister had the
advantage of starting school later in accordance with his latest policy we would not have
these mathematical disputes. I will talk more broadly about the issues raised by Hon
John Halden and put them in a more general context. A friend of this Government said
some years ago that Australians should go to work each day with only one certainty; that
was, at the end of the day they might not have a job. That contemptible and deeply
flawed philosophy is obviously embedded in the psyche of this Government. The
surprise sacking of the technical and further education psychologists is clearly the latest
example of the Government's wholesale adoption of that philosophy.
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Hon N.F. Moore: Nobody has been sacked; you should know better than that.
Hon Kim Chance: Terminated, abolished.
Hon A.G. MacT~iERNAN: They have been terminated or their numbers downsized.
Hon N.F. Moore interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order, Minister.
Hon A.J.. MacTIERNAN: It is the latest example of the adoption of the "treat them
mean, keep them keen" approach.
Putting aside questions of equity and fairness, questions canvassed by Hon John Halden,
because we appreciate that the Government has very limited - I will not say it has none -
interest in such matters, the question remains whether the Government's policy makes
economic sense. I will try to debate the issue in terms that seem to be of some
consequence to the Government. Does it make good economic sense to send people to
work each day wondering whether they will be sacked? It was certainly a popular
management technique with the pharaohs during the building of the pyramids. Surely we
have moved on somewhat in the past 4 000 years and learnt that in a modem post-
industrial society we will not achieve creativity or productivity from that technique.
Those goals are not stimulated by fear, but by commitment. I say again to members on
the other side of the House that it is time they examined the economic policies
implemented in Germany and Japan. Without doubt, those two countries, whose
aspirations are comparable with many of those in Australia, have shown the most
spectacular growth in their standard of living. Their industrial relations policies are
based on developing a culture of commitment in which workers feel not only comfortable
but also committed to the enterprise and deeply integrated into the organisation for which
they work.
The technique of creating uncertainty under which people do not know from one day to
the next whether they will have a job, particularly in the public sector, has exactly the
opposite result. Since this Govermnent took office, the morale of public servants has
declined enormously. People from the shop floor have consistently telephoned us
reporting that in their places of work the number of sick days has risen dramatically.
People feel that if management has no commitment to them and does not appreciate their
work they will take what they can from the system. The Government's attitude is also
having a considerable effect on the quality of work delivered by public agencies. That
will obviously continue across the board. I believe that decline has also been evident in
various private sector agencies which have been characterised by workplace agreements,
particularly where they have been forced on the workers.
I refer to the broader economic ramifications of this policy. The climate of uncertainty is
affecting not only those enterprises, whether government or private, where workers do
not feel committed but also the economy generally. In fact, many Western Australians
have a great deal of reluctance to commit themselves to long term spending. This is most
graphically illustrated in housing construction trends. We know that interest rates have
reached a comparatively low level; they are certainly much lower than they were a
number of years ago. Although some residual uncertainty exists about the degree to
which they may rise, I think sufficient information emanates from the Reserve Bank of
Australia and other market pundits to provide some reassurance to people that interest
rates will not escalate to the 18 per cent level of the early 1990s. Notwithstanding our
low and seemingly stable interest rates, a massive decline has occurred in building
approvals. At the same time, the Western Australian population is increasing. Figures
released at the beginning of this month by the Australian Bureau of Statistics show that
the number of houses approved in June 1990 decreased by 4.8 per cent compared with
those approved in the previous month. Far more significantly, they decreased by 31 per
cent compared with the number approved in June 1994.
Hon Kim Chance: I think our unemployment increased in the last quarter while that in
the rest of Australia went down.
Hon N.F. Moore: That is not right.
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Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: The significant factor is that over the past year we have hada 31 per cent decline in the number of housing approvals. The Minister is looking
extremely puzzled.
Hon Peter Foss:. That is borne out by what we are doing to TAFE?
Hon A.M.. MacTIERNAN: The Minister has been away on parliamentary business. It
is impossible to develop a sophisticated argument in five seconds. The climate of
uncertainty that has been created by this Government's policies, particularly those in the
public sector, has resulted in a great many Western Australians being unprepared and
feeling totally unable to make the long term commitment that is necessary to take on a
20 to 25 year mortgage. This sureiy must be one of the significant factors as to why we
are seeing such a massive decline in the number of housing starts. It is not the onlyfactor, but it is a key factor, because housing contracts involve a long term commitment.
Western Australians, particularly those in the public sector, are now saying, "We do not
know. We are really uncertain. We go to work and do not know at the end of the day
whether we will have a job. When we joined the public sector we had a reasonable
expectation and took a lower level of pay generally than in the private sector. The trade-
off was that we expected a certain degree of security of tenure in our employment. We
certainly thought we would have more than a day's notice that our jobs were to be
abolished, downsized, got rid of or whatever other euphemism the Government might
want to engage." The economic consequences of this policy are very profound.
HON N.F. MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Minister for Education) [3.02 pm]: Iapologise for being late and missing most of the earlier comments of Mr Halden, but I
wvalked into the House at the moment he decided to do a job on Mr Hill. I am getting
irritated, and I am entitled to, at the way in which he uses Parliament to denigrate people
who cannot respond in here. He of all people should know. better than to attack people
who cannot defend themselves in this place. If he wants to attack what the Education
Department is doing, he should attack me and I will respond. Yesterday he denigrated
Mr Black, a person appointed by his Government. It is not the first time he has done so.
He uses this House as cowards' castle and does not do it outside.
Hon John Halden: Yes I do.
Hon N.F. MOORE: He should do it out there where people have a chance to respond.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I do not want a conversation between the Minister and the
Leader of the Opposition. I want a response to the debate.
Hon N.F. MOORE: I am responding to what I consider to be the very low part of
Mr Halden's comments. [ continue to be offended by the lowness of his comments from
time to time. We get the impression from Hon Alannah MacTiernan that the housing
problem in Western Australia is caused by the change in TAFE employment conditions.
That is the extent of her comments. The situation is simply this: We are doing to the
TAFE sector what has been needed for the past 50 years, which is to bring it into line
with the needs and requirements of its clients, who are the students attending the
colleges. For too long TAFE has been set up on the basis of the requirements of the
people who work in it with scant regard unfortunately for the needs of the students in this
day anid age. TAFE is no longer part of the Education Department. It is a separate
department. To give Mr Halden 's Government credit, it made the split and recognised it
wvas a separate organisation. TAFE is run on the industrial relations system that applies
in schools, which is no longer appropriate. People want training and they want it not
between 9.00 and 3.30 Monday to Friday for 40 weeks a year, they want it 52 weeks a
year, seven days a week and 24 hours a day. That is the sort of direction in which TAFE
is headed. It is necessary to change the system in order to cater for the needs of students.
The vast majority of TAFE students do not need psychological counselling any more
than people in other organisations need a resident psychologist. Some people say that we
should have one here. Why do we not have one in Parliament House? We know that we
can get it from somewhere else. Mr Halden will be suggesting next that all our schools
should have a psychologist on board to deal with the psychological counselling needs of
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students. Why should the Myer group not have a resident psychologist to deal with the
needs of people on its payroll? One can go to someone who provides a psychologist's
servc on an as required basis. It is not necessary for TAFE to have psychologists on tap
in the event that people need psychological services. TAFE students want counselling
that relates to the courses they will do and careers they will adopt. That does not require
a degree in psychology, but other skills. We have decided that those positions are no
longer required in the way in which they currently operate. They will probably be
replaced by more advice and career officers, who can provide the necessary course and
subject information the students need and when they want it.
The people working at the TAFE colleges at the present time providing the psychological
services are working under the old industrial relations system in which they have
Christmas holidays of six to eight weeks, midterm, end of term and midsemcster
holidays. They are not there when the people need their services. TAFE colleges in
Western Australia will not close down over. Christmas or for 12 to 16 weeks a year but
will be open when people want the services they provide. Mr Haldeni might get this
through his thick skull, if it is penetrable. They want to know before they enrol and the
courses start what all this means in the context of their future careers. They want course
and subject counselling and advice before they enrol. What is the point of people giving
that advice who are not there until the courses start? We are abolishing some jobs
because they do not fit in with the modem day TAFE arrangements. We are replacing
them with jobs which do fit in.
Mr Halden would not change this even if he had a chance to change it. He must think
about the way TAFE is going and not stand up for the people who want no change at all.
He has already said in this House on one occasion that he would not go back to the bad
old days of his own Government when it made no effort to change, other than to split
TAFE off from the Education Department.
Hon John Halden: You are misquoting me.
Hon N.F. MOORE: Mr Halden said he woul d not go back to the old days, and I can give
him the Hansard. The bottom line is that TAFE is no longer the place it was 10 or five
years ago. It has been changed in ways that meet the needs of its clients, which is what it
is there for. It is not there to meet the needs of lecturers, the Department of Training, the
Minister or Mr Halden. The TAFE colleges are there to provide services to students. In
the Joondalup College of TAFE people are now in an open learning environment. They
enrol when they want to and are assessed when they want to be assessed. They may
work 24 hours a day for seven days a week if they want to do that. They may do a one
year course in three months. TAFE colleges provide flexible delivery, which is what the
future of education and training is all about. Part of the exercise that Mr Halden raises
today is part of that change which is taking place. If it does not take place TAFE will
cease to exist, because it will be beaten to death in the market place as the private sector
moves in and provides training.
Ultimately, I am trying - ironically when one considers the basis of this motion - to
preserve the jobs of people in technical and further education and to give TAFE a
competitive edge, so it can compete in the open market. Even Mr Halden's colleague,
Mr Simon Crean, is on record as supporting competitive training markets. This year
$10m worth of training contracts will be awarded to the private sector. Unless TAFE is
prepared to respond and to change the way it does things, as evidenced by the decision
yesterday, it will not be able to compete.
I refer to the matters raised by Mr Halden yesterday. The Labor Party carps about
sticking to the award. In this instance, we abided absolutely by the award conditions.
We notified the union and the people involved of the change strictly in accordance with
the award. The trouble is that telling the teachers' union anything more than three
seconds in advance sends it berserk. The teachers' union is not representing the interests
of TAFE; it is representing its own interests and the interests of its president who wants
to be re-elected. Mr Quinn wants to bring the whole education system to its knees. That
is what the teachers' union is about. We abided absolutely by the award conditions on
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this occasion. These people were treated in accordance with the award. In the event thatthe Government does not abide by the award, members opposite are the first to complain.
Members opposite whinge and carry on as they do all the time and tell us that we do not
abide by the awards or that we have reneged on this or that condition. In this situationwe have abided strictly by the award conditions, and these people were advised in
accordance with that award. They will not be sacked, as has been suggested. They will
be given the opportunity to take up similar jobs within the government sector. They can
apply for these jobs if they wish, or they can be redeployed in TAFE. Many of them are
lecturers who can lecture in a range of other areas in the TAFE sector. They can opt for
any of those three courses. I have no doubt that they will all find employment that is
very suitable to their requirements.
[The member's time expired.]
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural) [3.12 pm]: The Minister for Education is having a
great deal of difficulty with this motion.
Hon N.F. Moore: I do not have any difficulty at all.
Hon KIM CHANCE: The Minister for Education took 10 minutes to even touch on the
core of the matter.
Hon N.F. Moore: The core of the matter was housing a minute ago - come off it!
Hon KIM CHANCE: The core of the matter is that TAFE counsellor positions were
abolished with neither reference nor consultation. We had a wonderful dissertation from
the Minister for Education about why those positions should be abolished. I do not have
any personal interest in the matter, the Minister and the Leader of the Opposition can
debate that at the appropriate time. That is not what this motion is about, although Iacknowledge that the Leader of the Opposition did raise the matter in the general context
of this debate. This motion has an element of extending from that example to what the
Government is doing in the State's work force generally, and it was legitimate to mention
that.
My colleague, Hon Alannah MacTiernan, took advantage of that to raise a matter she felt
was important. I felt that the interjections from the Minister for Education and the
Minister for the Environment were interesting. They disputed what I understood to be
the official police estimate of the demonstration yesterday.
Hon Peter Foss: I did not say a word about it.
Hon KIM CHANCE: The Minister forEducation says that his headcount established that
there were fewer than 10 000 people at the demonstration, and it is fine with the
Opposition if he wants to agree on 9 850. We said that the police headcount was 10 000.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: No wonder Noel Crichton-Browne is going down the drain.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I have been very tolerant up to this point, but I am fast losing
my patience. I tell honourable members over and over again that they do not have to like
what somebody says; they do not have to believe what he or she says; but they must
listen.
Hon KIM CHANCE: More to the point, rather than argue about whether a figure is
10 000 or 200 fewer, the Government should ask itself why the demonstrators were there
at all. I noticed that a couple of government members walked outside to the
demonstration, and I appreciate that. Whether or not they agreed with the point of view
expressed by the workers they could not have failed to notice one fundamental thing - the
enormous antipathy to the Government and what it is doing.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: I noticed the black communist from South Africa
Hon KIM CHANCE: That is unfair.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: Did not Mr Kierath describe that man as the witch doctor?
The PRESIDENT: Order! How many times must I say, "Stop the interJections"? Please
allow Hon Kim Chance to make his point without interruption.
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Hon KIM CHANCE: If Hon Ross Lightfoot wants to denigrate a respected member of
the South African Union of Miners, that is his prerogative. To use the word communist
about that person in the pejorative sense that the member did, is grossly unfair. The
member will stand to be judged by that comment and not the South African.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: True.
Hon KIM CHANCE: Those members opposite who felt the sense of outrage outside this
place yesterday should ask why that outrage exists. They should question in their own
minds why it is happening to this Government. Did it happen to earlier conservative
Governments?
Hon N.F. Moore: Is Hon Kim Chance suggesting this is something new?

Hon KIM CHANCE: Did it happen on the number of occasions and in the size of
attendances that is occurring now?
Hon N.F. Moore: Yes.
Hon KIM CHANCE: What is happening now and what did not happen in the past is the
extent to which the same thing is occurring in the country. It happened in Geraldton,
Katanning and recently in Albany.
Hon N.F. Moore: They are union organised meetings and the unions told people to
march. The Labor Party has done that for as long as I have been aware.

Hon KIM CHANCE: What the Minister has said is perhaps an indication of the concern
that I express for this Government, because he does not even understand the basic
dynamics of what happened at those country meetings. Of the three that I mentioned,
one was certainly a union organised meeting. One was a rally organised by the
Miscellaneous Workers Union, principally employees of the Geraldton Regional Hospital
with token support from other unions. The Albany and Katanning meetings were
organised by a group which specifically eschews any relationship with any union, and the
Australian Labor Party. The Community Action Group is an identifiable group. The
names of the people who operate the group are widely known, as is the group's address.
They may well be union members, but in each case they are different unions. There is no
union organised campaign. Hon Norman Moore should have heard some of the speakers
at the rally. I could not attend the Albany rally, but one of the principal speakers at the
Katanning rally was a member of the Katanning Shire Council and the President of the
Businessmen's Association.
Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: Mr Moore would say that was another union.

Hon KIM CHANCE: One of pillars of Katanning society told those present at the
Katanning meeting what was wrong with this Government. That was not something that
I organised. As far as I know he is not a member of the Australian Labor Party. He
could be a communist or a member of the Liberal Party for all I care.

Hon P.R. Lightfoot: Did he participate in necklacing like that other fellow?

Hon John Halden: That is an outrageous comment.

Hon KIM CHANCE: Fortunately, I did not hear that comment, and I hope you did not
either, Mr President.
It is not unusual for workers to be in conflict with a conservative regressive Government.
One could argue that is the normal state of affairs. Workers tend to be more supportive
of progressive parties, of which the Australian Labor Party is not the only one. They tend
to be not that supportive of regressive parties, of which the Liberal Party is not the only
one.
Hon I.D. MacLean: At least they believe what I say.

Hon John Halden: They could not understand Hon lain MacLean.

Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: Did Mr Smith believe the member?

The PRESIDENT: Order!

6973



6974 [ICOUNCIL]

Hon KIM CHANCE: Mr President, you will have to excuse my colleague across thefloor, but we need a humorous moment every now and again.
What is different about this Administration is that earlier conservative Administrations atleast recognised that workers - whether they liked them or not - were entitled to berepresented by some form of organised structure. More than that, earlier conservativeGovernments generally recognised the legitimacy of the industrial relations system,including the Industrial Relations Commission. We did not always agree with theirattitude towards them, but at least they were in broad support of that structure. Thereason the Government is facing the degree of antipathy that it is now facing is that it ischallenging the very basis of the existence of worker representation. More than that also,the Minister is showing the very basis of his opposition to the union movement and acentralised industrial relations structure. The Minister's response to the motion showswhy the Government wants to change the basic form of employment of people who workfor the State. The Government wants to introduce changes.
Hon NYF. Moore: I did not say that at all.
Hon KIM CHANCE: The Minister did say that. Perhaps he does not realise what hesaid, but he most certainly said that. To be fair, the Minister said that he wanted tochange the current situation regarding those employees' annual leave. Indeed, he gave areason for wanting to do that - because that long break during the summer is a time whenTAFE colleges will be used. I did not criticise him for saying that he wanted thatchanged. I simply noted that he wanted the change, and he is not trying to deny it. TheMinister might have been supported by the shadow Minister for Education if thosechanges were done the right way, but the Government cannot do things the right way.
HON BOB THOMAS (South West) [3.22 pm]: The key to the motion is contained inits last couple of lines. We are talking about examining the abolition of 50 TAFEcounsellors' positions in the context of the broader matter of the antipathy that theGovernment has caused between itself and its workers.
I want to refer to a couple of examples in a short period. One is the classic example ofthe Government announcing that it was to abolish 28 positions in Westrail in Albany.That announcement was made in conjunction or simultaneously with announcementsmade elsewhere in other country. towns within Western Australia. Officers weresuperficially briefed by Westrail in Perth and sent out to each location. All workers werecalled in from the depots and- told that their positions were to be abolished. In the case ofAlbany, officers took 53 minutes to explain what was happening and then allowedquestions to be asked. After seven minutes, they said, "We cannot take any morequestions; we have been told that we have only one hour to brief you and to answer anyquestions." T7hose workers, some of whom who had worked there for decades, were toldthat their jobs were gone. They were given insufficient time to ask questions so that theycould go home to their families and tell them why their aspirations and careers had beenfinalised.
That is the callous attitude of the State Government. It was not prepared properly toexplain what was happening to the work force. I do not agree with the strategy that theGovernment adopted, anyway; it should not close those depots in those country towns. Itwas not prepared to take the time to explain what was happening. The same thinghappened yesterday, when 50 TAFE counsellors were advised that their jobs were to beabolished and replaced by an inferior position - information officer. It is part of a pattern.The State Government has nothing but contempt for its workers. It is not prepared toprovide sufficient information, let alone consult workers before it makes such decisions.
If the Minister thinks that it was a union campaign to organise rallies in Katanning andAlbany, he should think again. Yes, there were some banners there.
Hon N.F. Moore: Just by accident! They just happened to be left over from the previous
rally.
Hon BOB THOMAS: The Minister fails to realise that ordinary members of the publicgot together and decided that they would stage a rally in Albany.
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Hon N.F. Moore: The member would have us believe anything.
Hon BOB THOMAS: If the Minister does not believe that, he is sadly out of touch.
Some people in Albany asked me whether they should bring their union banners. I said,
"You should, because union members are involved, it is positive, and you can get some
kudos by having your banner there." I notice that we have fewer than five minutes
remaining, and my colleague Hon John Halden needs some time to sum up.

HON JOHN HALDEN (South Metropolitan - Leader of the Opposition) [3.26 pm]: I
am pleased that the Minister has been so clear about his motive in this matter. His
motive, as stated here today, was to negotiate holidays. That is what he wanted to do.
He did not like it that those employees had 12 to 14 weeks' leave. Instead of negotiating,
without notice, care, or compassion, he abolished their jobs at 2.30 pm yesterday. The
Minister said that he is a little grumpy with me because I have the temerity to attack his
chief executive officers.
Hon N.F. Moore: When they can't respond.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: That is the Mr Invisible Minister for Education. He hides behind
Greg Black on every occasion. He does not front. He allows his director general on
every occasion to take the public backlash - "When you get out there and you're the front
man, I'll nail you." Let us not think that Mr Hill is not beyond reproach.. Whose
signature is at the bottom of the 2.30 pm letter that was delivered to those people? Is it
the Minister's signature? No, it is Mr Hill's, of course. The Minister would not do it, he
got Mr Hill to do it, as he got everyone to do his dirty work.
Hon N.F. Moore: That is his job, you twit.

Hon JOHN HALDEN: When the Minister's chief executive officers act in such a callous
way, they can depend on being criticised by me.
Hon N.F. Moore: Under parliamentary privilege, as you always do.

Hon JOHN HALDEN: Anywhere - the Minister may name the place - I will deliver the
criticism, believe me. The Minister then said that it was a new TAFE that was client-
focused. To have the new client-focused system we take out the very support system that
endeavours to assist those who find education difficult or who have problems. Where is
the client focus? There is none.
Hon N.F. Moore: Why don't-you ask the client?
Hon JOHN HALDEN: One of the important facets of a client-focused education system
is its support network. Yesterday, quite arbitrarily and without any conscience, the
Minister removed 50 people from their jobs, with no guarantee about where they will be.
When the Minister produced the 1995-96 handbook, he did not include the counselling
service. He knew that it would happen; he just did not have the temerity or the courage
to tell the people involved until it was too late.
In terms of telling the SSTU, fancy telling a union that it might tell its members that they
will not have their jobs tomorrow. People might actually have an argument with the
Minister. They would not have an argument with the Minister because he would not be
there. He is never there! They would argue with Mr Hill or Mr Black, the de facto
Ministers. That is the standard of the Minister's bravery. That is the standard which
causes criticism to be levelled at him. That will continue to be the case because when
officers are made to front up they will get shot, but ultimately the Minister is responsible.
I make no apologies for this.
[Motion lapsed, pursuant to Standing Order No 72.]

ROYAL COMMISSION INTO USE OF EXECUTIVE POWER
Halden, Hon John, Granted Leave to Appear as Witness

On motion, by leave, by Hon John Halden (Leader of the Opposition), resolved -

That Hon John Halden be granted leave to appear as a witness before the Royal
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Commission into Use of Executive Power on days on which the Legislative
Council may sit

AGRICULTURAL LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Resumed from 28 June.
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural) [3.31 pm]: The Opposition opposes the Bill. ThisBill arises from the ministerial review of the portfolio undertaken by Mr Hussey and histeam. The key recommendation was to reorganise and refocus management andorganisational structures. In explaining the reasons for our opposition to the Bill I needto state that much of the Bill contains material which the Opposition would, in normalcircumstances, be pleased to support. However, the Opposition finds some fundamentalaspects of the Bill objectionable. Some are very hard to find in the Bill and impossible tofind in the second reading speech.
I will briefly run through the make-up of the Bill. It affects 'three agencies: TheDepartment of Agriculture, the Agriculture Protection Board, and the Rural Adjustmentand Finance Corporation. One of the principal functions of the Bill is to appoint a singlechief executive officer who will cover all three agencies. The other functions of the Billare to join the protection and regulatory functions of the Department of Agriculture andthe Agriculture Protection Board. The new functional program will be titled "industryresource protection".
The first change as a result of this Bill will be in the representation on the board of theAPB. Grassroots representation on the board is expanded from three to five, allnominated by zone control authorities. We do not have any difficulties with that; it is aworthy change. However, the APB will become a very much more independent body.That was one of the objectives explained by the Minister in the other place. In keepingwith the spirit of independence, there will be an independent external chairman ratherthan the Director General of the Department of Agriculture. Five members will beministerial appointments, all of whom shall have industry experience. They will beappointed by the Minister on advice from the lobby groups. The Director General of theDepartment of Agriculture will also be a member. Sections 5(l), (2), (4), (4a) and (5) ofthe Agricultural Protection Board Act will be amended to give effect to the changes.Clause 4 of the Bill is the amending clause. The Bill deletes the requirement for the APBchief executive officer to be a board member as this position will be superseded by thejoint CEO of the three agencies, who will be a board member in any case. It will bepossible to create the new position of chief agriculture protection officer, who will be theeffective CEO of the APB.
This is becoming very difficult! The effective CEO can be appointed to that positionunder section 9(l) of the Agriculture and Related Resources Protection Act without thatperson being a member of the board. To recap, the three agencies, including the APB,will share a common CEO. The APB and RAFOOR will have an effective CEO under adifferent title. In effect we will have common management at the CEO level but theindependent operation of each agency will remain under the control of a separateeffective CEO. I know that does not make it clearer but it is not a clear situation. In mynotes I have written that this is somewhat confusing. because it contemplates a real CEOand an effective CEO. It raises the question: If there is an advantage from combining allagencies under a single CEO, why is it necessary to create a separate CEO in an effectiverole? It seems that the net effect of the change is window dressing. As much as I tried tothink through the situation I could not see the ultimate advantage except to the extent thatwith a common CEO across three agencies it is probably easier to deliver a consistentpolicy line than it is with the present situation.
The functional changes at RAFCOR now mean that parts of the Rural Adjustment andFinance Corporation Act are either redundant or inappropriate. The second readingspeech states that the changes are necessary to clear up 'unnecessary sections". Thatseems a little odd because the Act was last amended as recently as 1993. It seems strange
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that we must come back to it two years later to clear out unnecessary sections. If they are
unnecessary they must have become unnecessary in the last two years.

Protection orders provisions are also repealed. I will comment further on that later. It is
one of the factors which led the Opposition to oppose the Bill. The Government has
claimed that there exists now other processes such as debt mediation which have
superseded the need for protection orders. The history of the use of protection orders
indicates that that statement can be borne out by the facts. It is my understanding that
protection orders under that Act have not been used by RAFCOR since 1978. It is
certainly quite some time ago. Frankly, I do not feel that that change should oc-cur just
because there is no current need for protection orders. They have not been used for many
years, but that does not necessarily mean that that will always be the case.

The Bill will also delete reference to two commonwealth funds from pre- 1985 on the
basis that these funds are now closed. I invite the Mnister to tell us a little more about
that part of the Bill. For those members who have not followed the changes that have
occurred over recent years with RAFCOR I will sumnmarise the situation by saying that
its function was for many years as a prime lender or a lender of last resort - it lent money
of its own volition. A process was phased in because the two systems existed side by
side. Over time the basic thrust of RAFCOR assistance and the way that that assistance
was delivered changed and it came in the form of an interest subsidy rather than by direct
lending from the agency. This partly reflected the commonwealth Rural Adjustment
Service policy in that the Commonwealth has essentially devolved the delivery of money
to the state agencies in different ways.
It is interesting to look at the way the various RAS agencies in the different states operate
because the Commonwealth has never attempted to standardise the state agencies. The
Victorian service is the best example in that many years ago it was effectively operating
as a bank in its own right. The Rural Adjustment Service of New South Wales operated
quite differently. I visited the service in 1993 and spoke to the chief executive officer to
find out how the agency worked. It workced very much like the 1970s Rural Adjustment
Scheme in Western Australia. I do not know how one measures the effectiveness of
these agencies objectively, but surprisingly there are relatively few complaints about the
operations of that service and it has stuck with the old model. South Australia has a
system more akin to that of Western Australia, although its decision-making systems
have been slightly different. It was a little ahead of Western Australia in coming to this
current situation.
The services have evolved differently and I am sure that is the proper way for this to have
happened. I am much happier for the States to design their agencies in a way that is
appropriate to their needs rather than have the Commonwealth impose a common model.
However, I sometimes wonder about the differences that have occurred across state
boundaries as a result. The most recent example of that was in the administration of the
exceptional circumstances for wool growers provisions, where those stations on the
eastern side of the South Australia-Western Australia border were able to access funds
very much more easily than those on the western side of the border. For a time it caused
quite a degree of controversy. Ultimately, I believe it was determined that both the
Western Australian and South Australian agencies were marginally misinterpreting the
intent of the guidelines. South Australia was being marginally too generous and Western
Australia may have been marginally too tight. Finally the differences resolved
themselves.

Sitting suspended from 3.45 to 4.00 pm

Hon KIM CHANCE: As I have said, the Bill also deletes reference to commonwealth
funds, which existed prior to 1985 and were administered by the Rural Adjustment and
Finance Corporation. I am concerned that we are walking away from that reference to
commonwealth funds, I suppose because it represents an official endorsement of the
changes which we have seen by the Commonwealth and successive State Governments in
moving away from being a prime lender to being an administrator of interest subsidies
for assistance. This is a personal position because I feel that quite likely, although I have
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never tested the matter, the Opposition supports that point of view. My view is that it isnot the right way to go. A rural adjustment agency should retain its capacity to be aprime lender. Although it has nothing to do with this Bill, I will be proposing later thatwe go back into that area. I have never been a fan of the interest subsidy arrangements. Ican see the attraction for a Government to want to go that way because the State is notlending the money. The prime responsibility and liability for the loan lies with thecommercial lender - a trading bank, a pastoral house, or whichever it might be. In manyways it is accepted that the right way is for the responsibility to be taken by the primelender. I have no argument with that in theory. My concern is that on occasions, for onereason or another, commercial lenders, in this case the banks, suffer a loss of faith infarming as an industry, and farmers find themselves let down by the competitive bankingstructure. Their only access to finance is at very high interest rates, in this case normallythrough pastoral houses. There is a point at which pastoral house borrowing becomescheaper than bank borrowing, because of the way the loans are structured. Those of uswho were farming in the late 1980s and early 1990s are very much aware of the way inwhich some trading banks - Westpac particularly, although the ANZ was no shrinkingviolet - loaded penalty rates on farmers who were experiencing some difficulty on thebasis that they were a credit risk. The banks added a 5 per cent margin to their interestrates. Certainly for many farmers to make the assessment that they were a credit risk wasa self-fulfilling prophecy.
Hon Max Evans: They were guaranteed difficulties.
Hon KIM CHANCE: Yes. Thankfully I was not a client of either bank. I a number ofcases I looked at, the rates were between 2.5 and 3 per cent cheaper for those people tomeet their financial needs through stock firms at 24 per cent ,nominal, I thosecircumstances I find it extremely difficult to endorse the concept of interest subsidies asour only option. I do not eschew them as valuable and mainstream means of deliveringassistance, but I do not like the idea of abandoning the State's role as prime lenderthrough the RAS agencies. That is purely a personal view, as I have said.
With respect to the administration under the Bill, the Bill dispenses with the need to haveministerial approval whenever persons are engaged under contract of service for day today operations. Just before we started here I was having an informal chat withHon Bruce Donaldson and he gave a couple of examples of where it creates difficulties.I accept what he said and can understand the reasons for the Government wanting to dothis. At the same time I am not keen to support it without a very good reason. I acceptthat there are some administrative difficulties. I want to know what are the wholeimplications, because it would seem to me that they provide for the facilitation ofarragements, such as workplace agreements, between the management of theDepartment of Agriculture and its employees. It would seem to be the principal reasonfor that change. Acknowledging those technical difficulties, I am concerned that if this isa means of facilitating alternative employment arrangements, at the very least the secondreading speech should have said so. Theme is no reference to the reason for doing it. Aproposed clause allows payment from funds to persons other than those engaged inprimary industry. The example given was for course providers who are deliveringprograms in farmer training. I am not sure about this, although I am not so wary about itas I am about the last point. It may have implications for the Department of Trainingconcerning its legal responsibility and its relationship with the State Training Board.This matter is still to be resolved as far as I am aware. The legislative responsibility lieswith the Department of Training and the physical responsibility is delivered by the StateTraining Board. However, there seems to be no resolution of that dichotomy.

The changes to the Agriculture Protection Board and RAFCOR are effectively window-dressing changes and in some ways contradictory. I refer to the dual chief executiveofficer position. I believe the changes to RAFCOR limit the corporation's scope to itspresent activities. I note that during the second reading debate in the LegislativeAssembly the inister for Primary Industry effectively said that if things go on as theyare, in the next 18 months RAFCOR will no longer be a lender in its own right; in otherwords, all the carried through loans will have been settled at the current rate of
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settlement Hon Monty House also said it was a step in the right direction. That may be
true. I am sure that from his point of view it is acceptable. However, if we have simply'

swapped that situation of a debtor free Rural Adjustment and Finance Corporation for a
situation where those troublesome debts are now hidden, I am not happy with it. It is not
an objective I would set out to achieve. I would much rather have a tab on the problem
debts rather than rely on the information coming back from the trading banks.

The changes to RAFCOR are short-sighted. I do not approve of the manner in which aid
will be delivered in the future. I am concerned that the Bill does not contemplate any
future need for provisions such as protection orders. Although protection orders have not
been used since 1978, there is no reason to expect that in the future they will not be
needed.
The Bill proposes general administration changes; for example, the facilitation of
contracts which have not been explained fully and may have implications towards
privatisation and, as I said earlier, workplace agreements. That point is completely
obscured in any reading of the Bill and any reading of the Minister's second reading
speech. This Bill introduces the purchaser-provider model to the Department of
Agriculture and its satellite agencies. The imposition of the purchaser-provider model in
what is effectively a Thatcherite Bill - as I think my colleague in the Legislative
Assembly referred to it - has been promoted extensively by this Government and then
comprehensively walked away from, at least with the Health Department. The
purchaser-provider model originated in the Pentagon, for very good reasons. There was a
conflict of interest between the people who had charge of ordering and the same people
who were providing the supply. The end result was that military hardware was being
purchased at outrageous prices and in quantities that no army could have used in the next
30 years.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: It was all done on a cost plus basis.

Hon KIM CHANCE: Yes. I remember one occasion on which a seal for a Pratt and
Whitney jet turbine engine, which in the open market was worth $700 or $800, was billed
out at $25 000. It was outrageous. The purchaser-provider model was effective in
sorting out those issues. It has been progressively less effective as it has been applied
throughout. the world. Hon Peter Foss provided me with the information that the Dutch
health system was one of the first health systems in the world to pick up the model. -I
understand that it was successful there.
Hon Peter Foss: Sweden was next; both were successful.

Hon KIM CHANCE: The British health system picked it up with far less success. My
colleague, Hon Bob Thomas, has some personal experience of what a disaster it has been
in Britain.
Hon Peter Foss: It depends on what you regard as being a success.

Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: Quality health outcomes.

Hon KIM CHANCE: Hon Bob Thomas will speak next and I am sure he will be happy
to tell the Minister what he saw of the British health system.

Hon Peter Foss: I saw it before it had a purchaser-provider system and I would not be
too keen on that one either.
Hon KIM CHANCE: That is not the issue for debate. In a minute the Deputy President
(Hon Barry House) will shut us down anyway.

The purchaser-provider model has not had widespread success on every occasion it has
been tried. From my experience of the Department of Agriculture it would find that
model extremely hard to deliver effectively. That observation is probably less relevant to
the Agriculture Protection Board which may be able to effectively organise itself around
a purchaser-provider model. Whether there are rights or wrongs in adopting this form of
management, it concerns me that the Bill does not clearly say that is the case, and the
second reading speech does not even mention it.
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Hon EJ. Charlton: That is because that is not what it is about. You are making it soundas though it is doing s'mething that it is not. It is very simple.
Hon KIM CHANCE: That is an interesting observation by the Minister for Transportbecause when that point of view was expressed in the Legislative Assembly the Minister
for Primary Industry did not deny that.
Hon E.J. Charlton: He is inder to you than [ am.
Hon KIM CHANCE: Anybody who has a Mansard handy will see what the Minister forPrimary Industry's response was. The debate commences on page 5976. In manyrespects I can see exactly how the purchaser-provider system is implied in what the Billwill do. It is easy to concentrate on one single agency in this case; that is, the APB.Under the single agency structure the APB will employee its staff on a contractual basis:It will source its service on the same basis. Those contracts may be internal. In otherwords, the APB may obtain its staff under contract from the Department of Agriculture,but it may not; it may source its staff from contractors. An example was given in debate
in the other place with the operations on the Nullarbor.
These are vital components of the Bill. It is clear - it was not denied by the Minister forPrimary Industry in the debate in the other place - that that could be, and probably willbe, an outcome of the Bill. The Minister conceded that it was a fundamental componentof the Hussey report. If he was arguing the point the member for Eyre was making, hewas effectively saying that it was not a secret that the Government was going to do thisbecause it is in the Hussey report. I would have been happier if it were included also inthe second reading speech. In my view this aspect will have a profound effect on the waythe Department of Agriculture and the two satellite agencies deliver their service, and inthe way they will in future relate to their staffbecause it enables a number of differentthings to occur. One of the key things a purchaser-provider system will do - I am sureHon Peter Foss will argue that this is a good thing - is fit the regionalisation program ofthe Department of Agriculture.
Hon E.J. Charlton: What about the customers?
Hon KIM CHANCE: That is an important component. Nobody has argued effectively tome that the way the regionalisation program has been foreshadowed does anything forthe customers. As an example, which I cannot confirm because I have not yet receivedan answer to my question, I have heard that, as part of the dynamics of the proposedregionalisation model, a large number of Department of Agriculture staff will relocate toNortham and Gingin.
Hon E.J. Charlton: And Beacon and other places.
Hon KIM CHANCE: I think the number for Gingin was 45 and yet the three stations ofChapman Valley, Merredin and Lake Grace combined will increase their staff by onlytwo. In other words, the increase in the number of staff will be on the periphery of themetropolitan area, and the increase in the number of staff where commercial farmers arelocated will be minimal. I am awaiting an answer to that question, but it was put to me as
one of the outcomes.
I do not know what the effect of the regionalisation will be on the clients of theDepartment of Agriculture and the APB, but I can comfortably say that the wholerationalisation program, including the regionalisation component, has caused a massive
rift in the morale of the staff at the Department of Agriculture. Matters are brought to my
attention daily which I have not so far raised and of which I will not make a major issuenow, because I believe the Minister deserves the right to make his own explanation to
departmental staff and at this stage my involvement probably will not help. Certainly Iam concerned about it and I want to observe the process. I had to mention it on this
occasion because I believe the changes are enabled through this Bill, and are all but
invisible in the second reading speech, which does not mention them at all. In somecases the changes are subtle, almost disingenuous. For example, in the APR, staff and
services will be provided under contract but once that is done there is nothing to stop theAPB sourcing those inputs ftrm outside. It relates to not only labour, but also other
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area. Given the independent status of the newly structured APB, it is possible that links
between the APB and the Department of Agriculture may be forever fractured, even
though there is commonality of management at the top level. It may be that the people
delivering services on behalf of the APB will have no connection to the Department of
Agriculture. If that were an outcome - I remind members it could be an outcome of a
contracting or purchaser-provider system based solely on price because an outside
provider could be cheaper than the Department of Agriculture - that fracture in
responsibility for delivery would become a reality.
In summary, I am not concerned about those things that are visible in the Bill, because I
see the need for many of them. In my view the Hussey report was fairly superficial but it
proposed some changes which have probably been on the drawing board for a long time,
including the period of the former Government. I see no reason that they cannot be
progressed. However, I am concerned about the things that are not so immediately
visible in the Bill. For example, the enabling of workplace agreements. Although we all
know it is not necessary to make legislative change to enable such a system to be
introduced, it is a means of getting around the current employment structure by letting
work to contract which may or may not be applied for by current Department of
Agriculture employees. There is the whole purchaser-provider system and its potential to
divide the delivery of service, particularly in respect of the APB and the Department of
Agriculture. The Opposition opposes this Bill, not so much for what it says but for what
it does not say.
HON BOB THOMAS (South West) [4.25 pm]: I thank Hon Kim Chance for asking
me to support him in the debate on this Bill. He asked me at 2.30 this afternoon and, as a
result, I have not had a chance to do the sort of research I would like to have done. In
accommodating Hon Kim Chance, I will spend some time drawing to the attention of the
House some of the concerns expressed to me, as one of the members representing South
West Region, by officers of the Department of Agriculture who wish to remain
anonymous. These people have a great deal of respect for Hon Monty House. They tell
me he is very accessible as a Minister, spends a lot of time in the regions and offices
talking to officers, and listens to them. They indicate that he has a reasonably good
knowledge of the issues and when he does not agree with them, he is still prepared to
listen.
However, there is a great deal of concern within the Department of Agriculture and the
Agriculture Protection Board about the direction in which this Government is heading.
Some of those concerns relate to the report of the McCarrey commission, some to the
restructuring being progressed through the department, some to the unspoken intent
within this Bill to introduce the purchaser-provider provisions within the Department of
Agriculture and other agencies, and some to the recommendations of the Hussey report.

The McCarrey commission was initiated early in 1993 and it reported towards the end of
1993 that, having analysed the operation of the Department of Agriculture and the APB,
it considered those agencies were 25 per cent overstaffed. I do not know how many staff
are employed by the Department of Agriculture and the APB, but I imagine it is several
thousand. Therefore, the commission suggests that several hundred staff are surplus to
the needs of those departments, according to its analysis of their operations. I know
many of the staff who work in the Department of Agriculture in Albany and Manjimup. I
enjoy common recreational and sporting pursuits with them and some of their children
attend the same 'school as my two children. I live in the same town and some of them are
my friends. I am aware that the areas in which these people work are understaffed. I
know how much extra work they do without pay. I am aware that people living in
Albany drive to the farms where they are required to work as technical officers, clock on
when they reach their destination, work eight hours or more, and then drive home in their
own time. Sometimes that travelling time can be measured in hours rather than minutes.
I know that many of those people, when required to attend a conference or training
course in Perth, travel from Albany or Manjimup to Perth in their own time. They may
be driving Department of Agriculture vehicles, but they do so in their own time. I do not
think too many of those staff are compensated for that time. Members of the Department
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of Agriculture and the APB are owed hundreds of hours of unpaid leave, but they forgo itbecause they have a sense of duty and believe they have an important role to play. Theyhave pride in their job. This Government will lose a certain amount of goodwill because
it is seeking to bite the hand that feeds it. It has no respect for the generosity of thesepeople, who are gradually starting to question whether they should continue to provide
this Government with that generosity. This Bill will do nothing to encourage thosepeople to continue to provide that service, for which this Government would have to pay
a helluva lot more if it were contracted out and provided by private operators.
Other concerns are weighing heavily on the minds of many people in the Department ofAgriculture. I have been told that a restructure is taking place. I do not fully understand
how the Department of Agricultur is structured so I cannot relate to many of the sections
about which people are talking, but one of the particularly bad things that I have been
told is that the restructure is supposed to make the Department of Agriculture and theAgriculture Protection Board leaner and meaner and provide more staff on the ground
where they are required. That is a joke. Currently, there are 70 managerial positions in
the Department of Agriculture and the APB, but under the restructure there will be76 managerial positions, so there will bemore managers and fewer people on the ground
in Albany, Lake Grace and Dumbleyung where they are needed.
Another concern about the decentralisation concept which is being mooted is that theGovernment intends to devolve managerial positions to country areas; for example, sevenAPB managerial positions will be devolved to Northam. That means that those people
will be away from central office and from the support and resources which they need butwill be in the agricultural regions next door to the farmers. However, they are not thepeople whom we need in the agricultural regions. We need the technical officers, who
have the skills and the knowledge required.
Hon Kim Chance: The extension officers.
Hon BOB THOMAS: Yes. The managers should be in Perth to provide centralised andefficient support to the extension officers who are servicing the farmers. Other people
have expressed concern about the number of jobs which are being advertised currently.
Although I have not gone to the particular issue of Saturday's The West Australian to
confirm this, I am told that about five or six weeks ago, the Department of Agriculture
advertised for an officer from a private agency to work within the personnel section ofthe department to manage the redeployment and redundancy of the officers who would
be surplus to requirements. I know a number of the people who work within thepersonnel section of the Department of Agriculture, one of whom I went to school with in
Collie. He is a competent person, as are the rest of his colleagues. I cannot understand
why the Department of Agriculture would advertise for a person to fill this position whenit currently has people who know the Public Service and the legislation under which they
are working, and who probably know the skills and abilities of the officers who will be
redeployed or made redundant and would be best placed to find the most suitable
employment options for those people.
Other people are concerned that the recommendation within the Hussey report that the
Department of Agriculture move towards a funder-purchaser model will have a
disastrous effect on the operations of the Department of Agriculture. When I was in
England last year, I visited a number of people and obtained some literature about the
funder-purchaser model. I found that it was a shemozzle. Decisions about resource
allocation were being made by accountants, based on issues which were unrelated to the
health needs of particular regions. Some people had to travel across regions in order to
get an operation because the National Health Service could get cheaper operations at
hospitals in those regions. The number of accountants in the system trebled while the
number of nurses decreased. The number of people in the National Health Service who
worked in offices and drove cars home doubled, but the number of people who delivered
health services decreased. I hope that model is not introduced into the -Department of
Agriculture because we have an under-resourced and overworked, but very efficient,
dedicated and high quality, work force which should not have to put up with the Mickey
Mouse contractual arrangements which I saw in the National Health Service in England.
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If the Minister for Transport doubts that the Minister for Primary Industry intends to
implement the funder-purchaser model, he should read the Minister's summing up speech
in the Legislative Assembly at page 5980 of Hansard, in which the Minister indicated
clearly that he intended to introduce that model. That should have been detailed in the
Bill so that we would know what will happen.
Hon Kim Chance: It had to be dragged out.
Hon BOB THOMAS: Yes. Failing that, it should at least have been referred to in the
second reading speech, but it was not. It was not until the member for Eyre had a
briefing from the Minister's staff that the issue was raised. Post royal commission, that is
uniacceptable. Where is the accountability for this major change? It -should have been
indicated in the second reading speech. I repeat Hon Kim Chance's comment that the
Opposition will oppose this Bill.
HON BXK DONALDSON (Agricultural) [4.37 pm]: I was most intrigued when
Hon Kim Chance was interacting with the Minister for the Environment and former
Minister for Health and they were talking about the funder-purchaser-provider model,
and I said to the Minister for Transport that we must have left the Agricultural
Legislation Amendment Bill and were now debating a health Bill. I guess that is
synonymous with the Rural Adjustment and Finance Corporation, which has suffered
from an illness for years. I am sure that Hon Kim Chance and others who were in the
farming area over those years know that RAFCOR had a terminal illness but lingered and
lingered. I can remember some rorting of the system in the early days, and I think I have
said in this House that some of the managers of the R & I Bank Ltd at the time in some
country towns were sending their clients away and saying, "Come back with a cheque
written out for a new truck and you will get the 4 per cent interest rate loan from
RAFCOR." That is what was going on, and when someone came into a hotel and said,
after a couple of beers had loosened his tongue, that he had just bought a house in Safety
Bay and the money was great if one could get it -
Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: That sounds like Eric!
Hon B.K. DONALDSON: No; it was nowhere'near the area of Yorkrakine, or anywhere
else. I can assure the member that all of us who were battling did not take very kindly to
that and were disgusted with those farmers who abused the system; but the bank actually
encouraged some of those people.
Recently I heard some remarks by an economist who was involved with the National
Farmers Federation about the last package offered by the Federal Government for about
$160m to assist rural producers who had suffered the effects of the long periods of
drought in Queensland and New South Wales. Although the intent was to assist people,
the programs were not reaching those in need. This economist felt that it would have
been far better to provide those farmers in need with a subsidy to enable them to put food
on the table or to continue to educate the kids. When people are under financial
pressures, families start to break down because parents worry about their day to clay
needs and the continuing education of the kids. These farmers are affected by distance
and isolation problems. This economist was not critical of the Federal Government,
except to say that it would have been better to get that money to the people on the
ground. It might be useful to have some benefits embodied in tax packages; however, if
people have no income, tax incentives are not much good to them.
The issue of lenders of last resort or prime lenders has changed over the past few years.
In the past farmers may have taken a cavalier attitude to the repayment of RAFCQR
loans. I see Hon Kim Chance smiling. It was a fact of life that farmers saw no
expediency to pay back the RAFCOR loans quickly. People may have repaid bank loans
but the RAFCOR loan was allowed to run on. There has been a change in the process of
commonwealth and state government funding.
The emphasis is now on business acumen. Most farmers generally are .more aware -
probably because of their' knowledge of commodity prices and the effect of poor
seasons - that they must become better business people. The old way of life was great
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but it has finished. Farmers are now seeking professional advice not only from the
Department of Agriculture or any other government structure that might be in place, but
also from private enterprise. Many officers have left the Department of Agriculture and
formed businesses which are now providing assistance and service to many farmers.
Hon AJ.G. Maciernan: I think they saw the writing on the wall.
Hon B.K. DONALDSON: I do not think so; they saw opportun ities. Should the
Department of Agriculture be telling farmers what superphosphate they should use when
the farmers are now testing the soil for themselves? The farmers must put their trust in
CSBP and Farmers Ltd and accept the advice that is given. Farmers can weigh up that
information based on their experimental use of what is recommended. The fertiliser
companies have been mindful of the excessive use of fertilisers needed to get maximum
yields, and some farmers may have been tempted to spend more on fertiliser than they
should have.
Hon Kim Chance: You are a very trusting man. What will be the source of unbiased
advice if private enterprise delivers that advice?
Hon B.K. DONALDSON: The answer is that the results on the farmer's property will
tell the story. Nowadays there is competition between fertiliser companies.
Hon Kim Chance: Between one chemical company and another.
Hon B.K. DONALDSON: That may be, but there is a competitive element in pricing in
that area. Much professional advice is being given to farmers and farmers are using it.
Farmers are using computers to store records. Our records were kept on paper or cards.
We did not have access to this technology. Younger farmers and their wives are takcing
computer courses. They can keep their records up to date and can look at their daily cash
flows. If any other business is not watching its cash flow, overnight it can go broke. The
days of money sticking to the hands of farmers are long gone; although, given the season
we are experiencing this year, perhaps it might return to some degree.
I return to the restructure of the Department of Agriculture. Recently I went to a seminar
at Esperance which staff from all over the area attended. They had to be prompted to ask
a few questions. I expected a barrge of questions from this group of people. At one
stage I thought the presentation of information was sufficient, that no-one would ask a
question and we would all just pack up go home. Fortunately some sensible and
constructive questions were asked. I know the Minister will take on board some of those
questions when the restructure goes ahead.
I refer to the rationalisation process which began when Ernie Bridge was the Minister.
He had his department conduct a number of seminars, looking at the rationalisation of the
Agriculture Protection Board and the Department of Agriculture. RAFCOR was left to
one side at that stage, although it was being discussed. I recall that Ernie Bridge
contacted me; Mr Jack Sumnich from the Sumich group, who is now in London; Dr Mike
Carroll; Graham Robinson; and a number of other officers and requested a report about a
restructure to be prepared. The amalgamation of these organisations was not talked
about. I remember saying that if we were to talk about the rationalisation process, we
should not cloud the issue by using a different word. I said that we should use the word"amalgamation" because if we did not introduce it, the farmers would know what was
going on.
One of the key issues to come out of these seminars, if I remember correctly, was the fear
of losing federal funding. Money had gone to the APB and the Department of
Agriculture. The concern was that if those departments were amalgamated and
corporatised in some form, the funding would be cut.
Hon Kim Chance: The independence of the APB was a worry, too.
Hon B.K. DONALDSON: Hon Kim Chance probably attended the same seminar as I
did. There was an awareness within the industry itself. Those involved in farming knew
that something had to be done. No-one likes change. It is a feared word in our
vocabulary.
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Hon Kim Chance: Only if you are in a regressive party; we progressives do not mind it.
Hon B.K. DONALDSON: I thought I was directing my comments to other members on
that side of the Chamber. I am happy to accept change.
Hon Tom Helm: Have the funds been reduced?
Hon B.K. DONALDSON: As I was saying, no-one likes change, however, we must all
respond to it. Irrespective of whether a change is proposed to a kindergarten or another
organisation, we take a very conservative approach because we fear it. This
corporatisation has overall benefits in the longer term. The chief executive officer will
set a vision for the whole operation. Let us take Main Roads as an example, which has a
series of line managers who report to the Commissioner of Main Roads. Under the
former Government, all that was changed. Two people were appointed: One in charge
of metropolitan operations and the other in charge of country operations. There was a
line manager beneath them. They could at least focus and coordinate their operations.
The commissioner, Dr Ken Michael, sat above them with an overview. A lot of decision
making was taken away from one busy person and other people were responsible for the
whole operation. I consider that to be a positive move. I see the rationalisation of the
Department of Agriculture, the Agriculture Protection Board and the Rural Adjustment
and Finance Corporation as very important.
As we change the structure, farming will benefit. Any Government should ensure that
we maintain the role of the APB to protect what we have in Western Australia. That
allows for a certain degree of multiskilling. If a Department of Agriculture officer sees
saffron thistle, does he ring the APB to ask the APB guy to do something about it?
Hon Kim Chance: That is exactly what you will lose with the proposal.
Hon B.K. DONALDSON: No, I do not think so.
Hon Kim Chance: Outside providers will be doing operational work.
Hon B.K. DONALDSON: It depends on the extent of the contracting out and where it
will be beneficial. Of course, contracting out of those services will be provided.
Hon Kim Chance: Those people will not necessarily be trained, to identify that particular
thistle.
Hon B.K. DONALDSON: I think they would be. If they walked on it, they would soon
find out.
It is a matter of eliminating duplication. That is how we should see this. If we did not
introduce the changes, we would be wasting some of the financial resources that are
available. The issue is industry-focused as industry is providing much of the funding
through research grants, extension officers' work and program managers. The whole
operation can then be clearly focused.
As Hon Kim Chance said, given the way in which the rural adjustment scheme is
structured at the moment, each individual who attend a course must be funded. Through
the changes, the course provider can be paid, for example, in relation to 50 farmers who
may want to attend an extension course. That is sensible and it clears up a lot of
unnecessary duplication. Hon Bob Thomas said that these changes are being applied
now. They began five or six years ago. Even before that, there were rumblings about
how to better deliver the service provided by the Department of Agriculture.
We are world leaders in dry land farming. I recall people going overseas to sell our
experience. I am keen to see this restructuring happening. Like me, I am sure Hon Kim
Chance is keen to see wheat development at Merredin. We are a dry land farming State.
We do not all live in Wongan Hills or Yorkrakine. Some of the farmers who live further
out east believe that Merredin reflects nicely on a fair chunk of the farming land in
Western Australia. I am looking forward to seeing 25 or more extra families going to
Merredin. I say that tongue *in cheek, but that is what I would like to see.
Hon Kim Chance: I do not think that that is proposed.
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Hon B.K. DONALDSON: There may be some shifting of people. However, it would
probably be irresponsible to shift key personnel like scientists into the country areas
when their base and links with the universities are in Perth. That kind of research work
would be better based in Perth. However, people involved in dairy fanning should not be
sitting in South Perth. They should be in the Harvey, Denmark and Busselton areas. A
number of opportunities will arise to ensure that we get people into country areas.
Hon Kim Chanice: To be fair, that is exactly what the Labor Government did in
establishing the animal breeding institute.
Hon B.K. DONALDSON: There you are. It is nothing new. I suppose we could simply
have introduced the Agriculture Legislation Amendment Bill 1995 as it was written in
1990 or 1986.
Hon Kim Chance: That is not true. There are other changes.
Hon B.K. DONALDSON: Those changes are minute.
I support the Bill, which is the start of a very good structure to take farming into the year
2000 and beyond.
HON TOM HELM (Mining and Pastoral) [4.56 pm]: I cannot believe what I have
been listening to.

Hon B.K. Donaldson: You do not have to believe it.
Hon TOM HELM: I know that I do not have to believe it. Having listened to it, I
understand why the two promoters of the Bill - the Minister for Primary Industry and the
Minister representing the Minister in this place - are the only two members of the
National Party prepared to propose that we reduce services in the bush instead of
maintaining them or trying to increase them. It has often been said that those two
Ministers are in the wrong party and that they should be in the Liberal Party. Let us hope
that people in the bush understand exactly what is being proposed.
We are talking about helping the poor old farmers. We are saying that we have to
modernise and change. We are really talking about privatisation. We are talking
purchaser and provider, which has not worked before. We are talking about getting a
good return for the dollar, at any cost. We are talking about farmers being businessmen.
There is nothing wrong with that until one realises that that means reducing the work
force and the people with hands-on experience. As Hon Bob Thomas has pointed out, it
means more managers and less hands on. It means privatisation of services and the
person who can afford the best will get the best.
As Hon Julian Grill asked in another place, once we remove the Rural Adjustment and
Finance Corporation's ability to protect farmers' and other people's investments, will the
mediation services which have been provided so far continue? The first responsibility of
the banks is to their shareholders. They care about shareholders, not farmers. The banks
are not concerned about seeing services reduced or schools closed in the bush. The poor
old National Party members are sitting there like a bunch of dumbclucks while schools
and services in the bush are being closed down. The National Party part of the coalition
Government is making no attempt to help sustain life in the country except by those who
have been thrown the crumbs of ministerial positions. Those who have been bought off
and their pals like Hon Bruce Donaldson - remember the 30 pieces of silver - are
promoting the changes. It is all based on economics, the dries and the ultra right-wing
conservatives who provide most of the people in the coalition Government. What will it
all mean? It will mean that we will kill the bush, and if we do that we will kill Australia
because that is where our soul is.
Hon B.K. Donaldson: We are shifting people into the country.
Hon Kim Chance: To Gingin.
Hon TOM HELM: I heard about that; they are moving to dry land farming! That was
done by accident when they undertook the clearances. The techniques put into place
occurred by magic. Farmers knew what to do. They forgot about government assistance
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from places such as the Commonwealth Scientific and Industrial Research Orgarnisation.
They have no particular row to hoe other than to provide a service for the taxpayers.
They are not considering increasing the sale of chemicals.

[Questions without notice taken.]
Ilon TOM HELM: Before questions were taken I was pointing out the hypocrisy of the
National Party, particularly that of its Ministers, when it purports to represent people in
the bush. Before the election, the National Party members used all their powers to
prevent the haemorrhaging of services in the bush and so on. We now have before uis the
Agricultural Legislation Amendment Bill.
Hon George Cash: The Minister handling the Bill has had to leave the Chamber for a
few minutes, but he has asked me to take notes, and I will diligently do so.
Hon TOM HELM: I appreciate receiving that advice from the Leader of the House.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: The Leader of the House does that. He is one of the few who
do.
Hon TOM HELM: I am sure that the Leader of the House will note what I say. For the
most part, I shall repeat for the benefit of the House some of the matters that I mentioned
before question time, because they can easily be forgotten in the heat of question time,
with some of the boring answers that really were not answers at all. We were
demonstrating our concern before the election that members of the National Party were
no more than members of the Liberal Party in disguise. The only ones who had any
integrity were those who did not choose to be invited into the coalition Cabinet. Those
people did not sell their souls for a mess of potage. They were out there, representing
people in the bush and trying to do their best for them.
It does not take long to realise the hidden intentions of the Bill. Th1ey are to take away
the provision of government services and to amalgamate others. One does not need to be
a -genius to know that when amalgamations take place and once services are provided by
a third party, as proposed in the Bill, those services will not be provided at all. One
would have to be naive to accept that. Let us take, say, fertiliser provided by an
independent body or by professionals who have contact with the chemical industry. Any
person who thought that their advice would not promote that company's services and the
extra quid to go into shareholders' pockets would be fooling himself. That mob over
there stands to promote business and profits for shareholders. The Government has never
shied from that philosophy. An indication that nothing else would happen was
demonstrated by the demeanour of the Minister for Transport in answer to the question
by Hon Alannah MacTiernan about someone negotiating with an equal - that is, someone
employed under a federal award, not a state award or a workplace agreement. The
Government has closed down the industry. I refer to the coastal shipping industry and
Westrail workers. They want federal awards and to be able to negotiate equally with the
Minister. The Minister did not bother arguing the matter. He just closed them down.
That is the arrogance of the man. That has nothing to do with promoting the bush. Who
was the state shipping line helping? It certainly -was not helping people in Perth very
much, but it was greatly helping us who live north of the 26th parallel. That was
recognised by the subsidy that was given to the people of the Kimberley. The operation
was closed down because the people wanted to negotiate as equals with the Minister and
his representatives. The Minister sent people scurrying off to close the damned thing
down. That is the measure of the man. We talked about the security men at Westrail.
They help Perth people. If the Minister is trying to tell me that it is in the best interests of
people in the bush that those services are privatised, he has to go some way before he
convinces me.
Hon Bob Thomas referred to conditions in the United Kingdom as a result of
privatisation, and how privatisation affects the provision of services, particularly in rural
and remote areas. There are a number of rural and remote areas in Scotland, Wales and
Ireland. It is difficult to equate the ability to make a profit with the need for services.
Anyone will say that the major problems in the United Kingdom relate to the provision of
telephone and water services in remote areas.

6987



I refer now to the salinity problem in country areas. A mistake was made and not just for
the sake of chasing the dollar. There was a need for agricultural land and an increase in
agricultural production. In those days we were not aware of how clearing the land would
affect the ground water system. We did not know that the land would be poisoned, or the
extent of dieback. The problem is being addressed by both private enterprise and the
Government.
This Bill will decrease the ability of the Government to provide services because the
available expertise will disappear. Hon Bruce Donaldson said that people will leave the
Agriculture Protection Board and the Department of Agriculture because private
enterprise will be encouraged to take over, and people will choose to work with private
enterprise. Their terms and conditions, indeed their futures, will be under threat as a
result of lack of competition and the withdrawal of services by the Government. What
will happen to the Landcare programs? What will happen if the ability to repair the
damage to the land is considered uneconomic? I suggest that the government employees
involved in that business will be encouraged - and it will be commonsense to accept the
argument - to seek the best return. We are told that the most successful industries are
those which produced a return on the capital investment without a long lead time. The
Bill suggests that we should proceed that way in country areas. At some stage we must
stop seeking the best return on our investment. We must stop thinking about how we can
better businesses when it means we are promoting the Australian doughnut theory, and
the thought that places like Perth can expand ad infinitum; that country areas can survive
on the provision of services on a fly in, fly out basis, as happens in the mining industry.
That is not the case. Perhaps there is no need for the scattering of small towns in the
bush, as there has been in the past. Perhaps that is uneconomical. I can understand the
economics of providing small service stations in remote areas but there is also a need for
larger service centres in country areas. This Bill does not suggest that that is the path to
take.
While we have government agencies there is some control on how and where a service is
provided. I come in contact on a regular basis with men who work for the Department of
Agriculture in Karratha. I am aware of their dedication. One person has worked in
Karratha for more than 10 years. In any other government agency two years is the
expected length of service north of the 26th parallel. Thbis man is well respected. I do not
know if he is a Labor supporter, but he is dedicated to his job. He can be described as a
typical Australian. He is the Australian one can consider to be an icon. He is not that
old. If such a person wanted to buy a farm or go into the industry and make a quid he
would not stay where he is. He has a love for the land which comes across in
conversations with him. I expect we will lose such people. The whole thrust of the Bill
will result in the loss of those sorts of people. There will be no encouragement for people
to hive in the bush because they will need to fly to a service centre in, say, Perth for
advice regarding crops, a soil analysis or the market situation.
All these services will be provided by a computer in the station house or on the farm, as
suggested by Hon Bruce Donaldson. These people will receive advice or an analysis
from Perth. The whole thrust of the Bill relates to the greatest return on the dollar. I am
not opposed to that basic premise, but it does not make sense for country representaties
to argue that point to the exclusion of all else. The economics of the dries will close
down country areas because it will be uneconomic to provide services in country areas in
any significant way. The whole process will be run from Perth.
I say that because in the mining industry for a few years there has been the philosophy of
flying people in and out. Instead of building a town with schools and hospitals and the
rest of the infrastructure, we have mining camps. We fly up mostly single men and
women to the mining towns for two to six weeks, followed by one to two weeks' rest and
recreation in their home town. This system provides no economic sustenance to the
country towns with a mine. It does not provide a better library service or schools.
However, more policemen are provided because the towns experience an antisocial
problem. I do not mean stealing or breaking and entering but alcohol abuse and its
associated problems. Any expansion in the provision of services in country areas or
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mining towns, or towns near mines, where the miners do not live with their wives or
partners, is negative rather than positive. I suggest that will happen as a result of the way
the agricultural region has progressed and the provision of those services in the past.
Any bank manager who does not demonstrate that he can achieve the best return on the
bank's capital will not be a bank manager for very long. Any bank manager who does
not promote the bank's philosophy of robbing people - that is putting it crudely - will not
last long because bank managers are not employed to provide a social service. They are
there to provide the biggest return that they can for the bank. Any bank that does not dothat will not survive for very long. That equation follows through. I understand that theprotection notice process has not been used since 1978. However, with that ability one
has the possibility of convincing some bank managers and shortsighted banks that
perhaps the return on the dollar over the longer term is far better than having a farmer
walk off his farm or a farm being amalgamated when scientifically it may not be
appropriate - broadacre farming may not be appropriate; smaller farms may be more
efficient.
I do not know enough about it, but it seems to me that this Bill is promoting the opposite
to what we have been doing. We are not learning from the mistakes we have made and
which encouraged us to introduce the Landcare program. We are saying that private
enterprise will remedy the situation when we know that it will not. Private enterprise was
part of the problem. I do not mean that to be critical, because private enterprise did not
have enough knowledge to avoid the damage that occurred. If members are saying that
private enterprise can fix this situation they are kidding themselves. The whole thrust of
this Bill is to provide the best return for the taxpayers. That is another concern. Once we
have hidden the provision of the service that the dollar provides by amalgamating a
number of things, it is easier to reduce the amount of funds available.
I accept and support the view that there is a lot of sense in funding someone to provide
training programs rather than having people paid to go to a particular place. That
approach has worked very well in Aboriginal communities, and it can also benefit rural
communities. However, where would that service be located and from where would it be
staffed? The trainer could not come from Merdin, because the town is dying. Nor
could he come from York or the other agricultural centres or bush towns, because they
are also dying. I visit those towns regularly and see the incredibly low price of housing.
If I had enough money I would buy a house in one of these towns.
A similar situation occurred in the United Kingdom as a result of the starvation of funds
and the lack of work for young people. Houses in some Welsh towns were bought as
holiday houses for the English.
Hon Bob Thomas: That was part of the English expansion in the fourteenth century.
Hon TOM HELM: Yes, it was; it was settlement all over again.
Hon George Cash: Are you saying that the country is already dying and houses in York
are extremely cheap?
Hon TOM HELM: Yes, some houses are. I was at a wedding there a couple of years ago
and saw the advertisements for houses. I have read on a number of occasions that that is
happening in many of our country towns. These are the same sorts of concerns that were
raised in rural Wales when English people were buying Welsh cottages as country
retreats. They visited only at the weekend and in the summer. They were therefore using
housing stock that would otherwise be used by young married couples. The short term
effect might seem economically sensible, but in the long term it is a self-destructive
move.
We must look carefully at what we are doing. In terms of dry economics, this falls inwith the coalition's philosophy. The negative aspects are that in practical terms it is
helping to sustain the bleeding of the bush; in fact, it will exacerbate it. Worse than that,
it is being done in secret, by stealth.
One does not need to stretch one's imagination too far to know that the whole purpose of
this Bill is to ensure that we have privatisation and that the provision of services and the
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responsibility for looking after our society is reduced in the short term and removed
completely in the longer term to satisfy the private sector - those filling the election
coffers of the conservatives. At the end of the day, when there is no-one there to farm the
land, we will say, "We told you so." It is difficult to say that now because so much is
hidden in this Bill. It is dangerous and it should be opposed.
HON MJ. CRIDDLE (Agricultural) [5.55 pm]: I take issue with Hon Tom Helm. He
said that the National Party had done nothing. In fact, the whole thrust of this legislation
presented by the Minister is to move people out of Perth into the country regions. We are
talking about moving about 800 people back into the country.
There was talk about a reduction in funding for the Department of Agriculture. In fact,
when the Opposition was in government we had a 25 per cent cut just before the election.
The McCarrey report also recommended another 25 per cent cut. Since we have been in
government there has been a slight increase in funding. The member also mentioned -

Hon George Cash: The department is better off under this Government than it was under
the previous Government.
Hon M.J. CRIDDLE: Yes, the farmers are much better off, because the Department of
Agriculture has had its funding increased as time has gone on.
Hon Kim Chance: The growth is from industry funds, not state funds.
Hon M.J. CRIDDLE: The funds are there, even the member must admit that.
Hon George Cash: If there was such growth during Mr Chance's time in government,
why did the departmental allocation not reflect that growth? You creamed it off and used
it for other purposes.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon M.J. CRIDDLE: I have been to a couple of country meetings attended by the
Minister, Mr Hussey and the new chief executive officer of the Department of
Agriculture. I met with some 50 or 60 members of the Department of Agriculture. In
fact, in Geraldton I met with about 80 people. The feeling at that meeting was that
people wanted to know what was going on and how it was intended that this process
would be put in place.
Three Springs is a typical example. We could not get people to go there. As a result of
an agreement, people have gone there for a five-year term. We are getting people back to
the country. That illustrates that perhaps.-
Hon J.A. Scott interjected.
Hon M.J. CRIbDLE: I will get to Landcare.
Hon George Cash: Mr Scott will never be positive. You should accept that his
comments are always negative.
Hon M.J. CRIDDLE: The Leader of the House may well be right. Recently I was in
Mullewa along with the Minister for Primary Industry, who opened a Landcare operation
in the district. That operation was funded by private industry.

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 pmn
Hon M.J. CRIDDLE: I was touching on the agreement that had been reached at Three
Springs where three people had been employed to keep the facility going. We had
difficulty in consistently keeping workers there. I spoke of the Landcare Agricultural
Department office that had been opened at Mullewa which employed three local people.
Some good developments with planning and mapping have gone on there. It is an
advance to behold. The community is really involved in the project. It is one of the
aspects that shifting people back into the country is all about. I mentioned earlier that I
had been to meetings at Geraldton and Esperance and found that the workers there were
very curious and concerned to some extent about the positions they will hold in the
future. The major centres for the development of lupin, wheat, wool and pulses will be
put into country areas. Those developments will be of real advantage to country areas.
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That people will be able to see the development right where the industry is will be of
great advantage to the industry. It has been pointed out that we are losing a lot of' people
from agricultural operations. The chief executive officer pointed out in Esperance that
out of the 63 projects in place over the last eight months or so only three people have left.
The normal attrition rate in most agencies is about 6 per cent. I imagine that those people
leaving the Department of Agriculture would be available for the primary agricultural
industry in advisory fields and so forth. Therefore, they would not be lost to the industry.
To focus on a couple of points in the Bill itself, the courses to be made available by the
Rural Adjustment and Finance Corporation will be of real advantage to farmers. It is
becoming absolutely necessary for farmers to get a hold on their marketing capabilities in
order to find out how the markets lie. They need budgetary skills,' particularly with
marketing involving futures trading and contracts for forward sales. Those are areas
where courses can be run to the real advantage of people. The focus of the adjustment
scheme has shifted to that area. People are not leaving the country and industry; that it is
not the idea of the program at all. The program is about getting people from places like
South Perth back to the country so that they can work where they are required in the
industry and where, the emphasis lies. The Minister has made it quite clear that is the
focus he wants. I wished to make those few points as a result of some of the comments
that have been made.
HON EJ. CHARLTON (Agricultural - Minister for Transport) [7.35 pm]: I was
expecting that some other people may have wanted to make a contribution on this
legislation. I apologise to the House for the short time I was away this evening between
5.30 and 6.00 pm. It is a shame that we do not all have an opportunity to witness some of
the other activities that go on around the State. At the Parmelia Hotel today was a
conference on up front exports of products out of this State. I could not help but think
when I went down there at 5.30 to be involved in the closing of the day's activity that
obviously all members of Parliament should be vitally interested in it. I was also
thinking about some of the comments associated with this Bill.
I thank Hon George Cash for recording the comments and points made by Hon Tom
Helm in my absence. It does demonstrate what a versatile person he is. I am sure he has
recorded the comments of Hon Tom Helm quite accurately, unfortunately. I was
surprised to hear Hon Kim Chance say that the Opposition would not support this
legislation. I acknowledge that is not on the basis of what is in the Bill but what is not in
it. That seems to be the Opposition's problem.
Hon Kim Chance: It was hard to see.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: I acknowledge the point Hon Kim Chance made. It is widely
acknowledged that this Bill deals with the issues of the Agriculture Protection Board and
RAFCOR. Members' comments concentrated pretty much on the overall operations of
agriculture and a number of perceived events that they believe would happen as a
consequence of proposed changes to the operations of the Department of Agriculture in
this State. Hon Kim Chance expressed concern that taking away the commonwealth
funds from the RAFCOR operation would be detrimental to the future of the agricultural
industry and particularly to farmers. If a case comes up in the future that requires a
change to RAFCOR's financial assistance operations, that will be the time to deal with it
As Hon Bruce Donaldson said, and certainly as my involvement as a member of
Parliament has shown me, one of the greatest problems associated with RAFCOR was
the unhappiness felt by dissatisfied customers in the farming community. It does not
have to be dwelt on. Everybody is aware of all the reasons. It promised so much and
delivered so little. That created an enormous problem for the people delivering the
service who were hated with a vengeance by so many farmers. People in the farming
industry were encouraged by everyone, including other financial institutions, not to repay
loans because of the low interest payments. It jeopardised genuine operators from getting
access to some of those funds. Whether it is needed in the future should be determined in
the future. The main point is that we should identify ways to assist people in agriculture
to maximise their effort and not require another lender of last resort to take up the slack
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Since this Government has come to power the Minister for Primary Industry has
repositioned the operations of the Rural Adjustment and Finance Corporation. The loan
clients left in RAFCOR total 97; at 30 June 1994 there were 509. That is an enormous
change in that period. Currently, $7.4m is outstanding; a little over 12 months ago the
figure was $32.9m. People have been given an incentive to respond to the situation. The
sooner those people are out of the operations of RAFCOR, the better off they will be.
The people who remain in the industry will be involved in a positive outlook, rather than
trying to respond to many people in the financial sector.
At present the corporation will grant a protection order. only if satisfied that the
application for assistance has been or is likely to be granted; that the assistance purposes
justify the granting of the protection order, and that unless the protection order granted is
because of the action of a creditor, the applicant will be unable to continue in the industry
or benefit from the assistance. The current provisions imply that the corporation will
provide assistance by lending money. That is not a strategy of the rural adjustment
scheme at the moment. Notice of the granting of a protection order is published in the
Governent Gazette. This advertises that the -business seeking. protection is having
difficulties. When that is explained to applicants, they do not want that to happen.
Consequently, no protection order has been used since 1978: Their use has been
supplemented by processes such as mediation. The discussions with the Federal
Government on RAFCOR financing under the rural adjustment scheme has been a move
away from that Previously millions of dollars sat in credit and were not allocated when
farmers who could not continue to operate did not qualify to receive that assistance. A
massive change around has occurred in that situation.
Members mentioned the contracting ou t of services. I understand that there is no
intention to have this provision simply to deal with workplace agreements or the
employment of people within the operation. The basis for this legislation is to enable
people whom the Government wants to receive advice to obtain that advice from the
private sector and not be limited to the people within RAFCOR. As a consequence of
this change the opportunity will be available for people who need management and
accounting advice, for example, to obtain that advice from the private sector. As
Hon Murray Criddle said, marketing is probably the greatest need in the agriculture
industry. The industry has evolved to a situation where advice on production is readily
available; however, the one thing this State lacks is marketing support, because the world
stage has changed. Hon Kim Chance will know that when he and I were young fellows,
the grain industry involved basically one type of wheat that went into one big heap - it
was called fair average quality - and one price. That situation has changed dramatically.
We now have different types of grain for different markets - different varieties, qualities
and protein levels. The grain is segregated and supplied to markcets around the world.
When farmers sell their grain they can get cash-out offers, leave it in a pool, or many
other things. Much now depends on marketing. Australia has suffered badly in the past
because the agriculture industry has not had access to the marketing operations that exist.
The contracting out of services is a complementary component; it assists people to get the
expertise they need in the most practical way. This situation exists in the Department of
Agriculture. Farmers do not rely on the department to get all their information, but use a
range of sources. About half of the department's funding - do not hold me to that figure -
comes from various levies on industry to carry out research and so on.
Hon Kim Chance: It is about a quarter.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: Yes, a substantial amount of funding comes from that. In
addition, individual farmers seek information from a range of people; for instance,
chemical groups form collective groups and Landcare people bring in expertise and a
range of operations. With the Department of Agriculture the Government is mirroring
what the industry is doing with the provision of services. The tragedy is that over recent
years young people have been trained in the department and as soon as they have had the
expertise they have gone out on their own and, in many cases, that expertise has been lost
to the agriculture industry. This legislation is far from a negative response to that - it is
positive.
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In reply to Hon Bob Thomas and Hon Tom Helm I make it clear that this legislation is
not about doing people in or not giving them a future; quite the contrary is the case. This
Bill is about encouraging those who want to make their future in the service of
agriculture to live where the action is and provide that service. The Minister has notfinalised the plan because other factors, such as accommodation, that will have a big
input on those decisions must be taken into account. This Bill is about doing oneimportant thing - making those changes to RAFCOR. The one thing the farmers did not
want was to see the APB incorporated in the Department of Agriculture. In addition,
there will be an opportunity for people supplying a service to the APB to do so on a
contractual basis. People could provide a quality service in the various areas of APB
jurisdiction which would reach the farmers in additional ways to those now employed.
Historically, the APB has been a very narrowly focused organisation. It has looked after
weeds and pests, and its activities have very much started and finished at that point. With
the improvements in technology, it can have greater involvement in the industry.
Members have expressed their concerns about the future as a consequence of the
Government's and the Minister's intentions. Their fears are not well founded. The
proposals with regard to the APB and RAFCOR will meet the demands of changing
times. In five years' time, once the proposed changes are bedded down in the
Department of Agriculture, I think it will become a highly motivated, switched on
organisation in the marketplace of agriculture, and will be more in tune with the needs of
the industry. Some of the decisions made have already resulted in the placement ofpeople in Beacon, for example. In the past the closest office to the people in that area
was Merredin - more than 100 kilometres away. By using the available technology
people in their own areas can plug into centrally operated systems. Information can be
available to the people with whom officers are working at a minute's notice. Rather than
representatives operating in country areas in isolation, with the use of technology they
can be in touch with what is going on in other parts of the State. I thank members for
their contributions and commend the Bill to the House.
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (14)
Hon George Cash Hon Peter Foss Hon B.M. Scott
Hon E.J. Charlton Hon Barry House Hon W.N. StretchHon MJ. Criddle Hon I.D. MacLean Hon Derrick Tomlinson
Hon B.K. Donaldson Hon N.F. Moore Hon Muriel Patterson (Teller)
Hon Max Evans Hon M.D. Nixon

Noes (12)
Hon Kim Chance Hon N.D. Griffiths Hon J.A. Scott
Hon J.A. Cowdell Hon John Halden Hon Tom Stephens
Hon Graham Edwards Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan Hon Bob Thomas
Hon Val Ferguson Hon Mark Nevill Hon Tom Helm (Teller)

Pairs
Hon Murray Montgomery Hon Sam Piantadosi
Hon P.R. Lightfoot Hon Cheryl Davenport
Hon P.H. Lockyer Hon Doug Wenn

Question thus passed.
Bill read a second time.

Comtmitee
The Chairman of Committees (Hon Barry House) in the Chair, Hon E.J. Charlton
(Minister for Transport) in charge of the Bill.
Clause 1: Short title -
Hon KIM CHANCE: Hon Murray Criddle presented his view that the Department of

6993



Agriculture is doing a good job and that the arrangements currently in place are working
very effectively. I would hate anyone to think the Opposition does not share that view.
The Opposition certainly shares Hon Murray Griddle's enthusiasm for the type of work
the department is doing, and that is precisely why it is concerned about some of the
possible outcomes of this Bill.
One of the questions raised related to the current staff morale in the Department of
Agriculture. It is more or less irrelevant whether the Government accepts that concern in
this place now, but I ask members opposite not to deny in their own minds that there is a
significant problem with staff morale in the department. The Minister pointed to another
matter earlier today to illustrate that people do not like change. That is fundamentally
true, but people are most upset in times of change by the lack of any certainty and if they
do not have a program of events on which they feel they can rely. Change is sometimes
necessary, and it is also manageable, but in order for people to accept change, it is
terribly important that they have some confidence in what the future holds for them. I am
aware. of the situation and have said that I do not feel it is my place to get involved
because the situation is volatile and I do not think it would be to the benefit of the
industry if I were to get involved at this stage; but that is my judgment and I will say no
more than that. There is a morale problem within the Department of Agriculture as a
result of change, and that is exacerbated by the uncertainty which people feel; whether
that is real or perceived does not really matter.
In regard to our implied support for much of what is in the Bill and our indication that we
are more concerned about what is not all that apparent in the Bill, I remind members
opposite that we are concerned about the outcomes.. I will give a brief example of one of
the outcomes that I see occurring. This matter was raised with me by a local government
authority in my electorate and relates to the proposed division of the inspectorial and
operational areas of the Agriculture Protection Board, where the operational area will
ultimately be devolved to private contractors. The operations of the APB are currently
organised in such a way that one person performs both the inspectorial and operational
functions, so when an APB officer performs an operational task, which is often of only an
hour's duration and may be 50 or 60 kilometres away, and is usually not time critical, he
can slot in that work with an inspectorial task on the way. However, I am afraid that it is
highly likely an outside operator will not have the skills required to perform that
function. For example, I said during the second reading debate that a person who is
brought in to do that work may not be able to recognise some of these weeds, and I assure
members that that is likely to be the case.
I acknowledge the problems that the* Rural Adjustment and Finance Corporation has
experienced in the past, but I do not believe RAFCOR deserves the comments that have
just been made by the Minister for Transport. I[think I have handled as many problems
with RAFCOR as have most members, and I certainly understand the shortcomings of
RAFCOR's operations, but I should note for the record that a great many farmers and
their families are now fanning successfully for no reason other than the fact that
RAFCOR was there as a backstop, and for every failure that one can identify in
RAFCOR's operations, one can point to a large number of successes.
Hon W.N. Stretch: Hear, hear!
Hon KIM CHANCE: In closing, the Minister for Transport and the Minister for Primary
Industry have said that these changes have been introduced in order to achieve greater
efficiency. Whenever Ministers have said that in the past about measures which they
have introduced, they have always made a commitment, particularly in the health area,
that any savings made would be invested in the industry. Can the Minister give me that
undertaking?
Hon E.J. Charlton: Yes.
Hon KIM4 CHANCE: I thank the Minister.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: I did not intend to speak on the Agricultural Legislation Amendment
Bill because I thought it was a fairly benign Bill. While I do not agree that
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corporatisation or privatisation is the answer to every situation, because that is one of thegreat cargo cults which is held by the present Government, what has upset me is that I
cannot find in this Bill what has been expressed by Hon Kim Chance. Apparently,
according to comments made by the Minister for Primary Industry, the jobs of
Agriculture Protection Board officers will be put out to private operators. I object to that
not being stated in the Bill, because at this moment we have a Commission on
Government which is examining secrecy in government, and there is no better way tohave secrecy in government than to introduce Bills which do not explain properly what
they intend to achieve.
Hon Kim Chance: Nor is it in the second reading speech.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: Yes. The second reading speech is entirely void of any such
possibility.
Hon George Cash: It is a pity you were not present during the second reading debate so
that you could have a word then, because this is the Committee stage.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: I was present during quite a lot of the second reading debate and was
out in the corridor for other parts of the debate and could hear most of what was being
said. I am concerned that pest controllers may take on these positions, because, like Hon
Kim Chance, I do not think they have the appropriate expertise to conduct these
operations. I am concerned not just about the inefficiencies that will creep in but also
about the potential for water supplies to be polluted because people are handling
chemicals in situations for which they are not properly trained. This concern arises
because some of the operations that have been carried out by pest controllers around this
city have caused homes to become uninhabitable. I do not want to see those people in aposition where they could destroy our meat market or pollute our water supply. I hope
safeguards will be put in place, but I cannot see that anywhere in the Bill.,
Hon E.J. Chariton: There are a lot of pests around that need to be eliminated!
The CHAIRMAN: Order! I remind Hon Jim Scott that the debate on the short title
should be a debate on the Bill as it stands. It is not a second reading debate.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: Thank you, Mr Chairman. I wonder whether the miracle of efficiency
which we are promised in the privatisation of jobs will occur, but it is a bit difficult to
talk about that because it is not in the Bill, yet that is the intention. That is not how this
Bill should have been written. All of the explanations should have been given in the
second reading speech. I find it difficult to understand the logic of how a government
worker who goes to work for a private company miraculously becomes a much more
efficient worker. There is a fallacy in that thinking, as the Government will find out.
Hon E.J. Charlton: We already have.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: The Government has found that out with regard to Healthcare Linen,
whose work it tried to have done hy a private contractor. It found that it was more
expensive than had it been done by the government body. I do not believe these
miraculous changes will occur. Proper management of government departments can
achieve efficiency. Theoretically, because it does not depend on making a profit, a well
managed government department should be able to operate more efficiently than aprivate organisation. My great objection is that all that is suggested is not explained in
the second reading speech or in the Bill.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: A couple of things need to be considered. Under the previous
Government two areas of responsibility suffered the greatest percentage reduction inallocated funds - agriculture and mining. That is, the basis of the Western Australian
economy, agriculture and mining, suffered the greatest cutbacks. When we came into
government, we tried to resurrect those two industries to ensure that they were properly
serviced by giving them sufficient funding to enable them to go about their
responsibilities. We are now having a parade which is trying to portray that the changes
to the Department of Agriculture are bad news. However, this Bill is about positive
change, incorporating private sector involvement at the same time as increaing
allocations in funding. The Minister for Primary Industiy has successfully ensured that
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in each Budget agriculture has received additional funding. Those funds are being put to
greater use to service that industry. Every time a saving is made, those additional funds
become available for another area of agriculture, and that provides an even better service.
Rather than being negative about change, opposition members and Hon Jim Scott should
be congratulating the Government for the changes being made. We are responding to an
industry to provide the services it requires, which will enable it to produce even more for
the State. The grain industry has doubled its production in the past 20 or 30 years. We
are looking at about seven million tonnes of grain being produced this year, God willing.
That is a far cry from the two million or three million tonnes produced a few years ago.
That has come about through a change in technology and expertise. This Bill will ensure
that that expertise will be available to allow people in that industry to go about their
business.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 2 to 18 put and passed.
Title put and passed.

Report

Bill reported, without amendment, and the report adopted.

LEGAL PRACTITIONERS AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Resumed from 28 June.
HON N.D. GRIFFITHS (East Metropolitan) [8.15 pm]: This Bill has the support of
the Opposition. The Bill is designed to facilitate disciplinary procedures where it is
alleged that a legal practitioner has been guilty of illegal conduct. Two disciplinary
bodies are concerned, one being the Complaints Committee. Section 28A of the
principal Act makes a provision for the Complaints Committee to be concerned in certain
circumstances with making a finding that a practitioner has been guilty of illegal conduct,
and subsection (2) empowers the Complaints Committee to penalise such a legal
practitioner. Section 29A of the principal Act deals with the powers of the Disciplinary
Tribunal, which has jurisdiction to make a finding that a practitioner has been guilty of
illegal conduct, and subsection (3) provides for the Disciplinary Tribunal to penalise an
offending practitioner.
This Bill provides for convictions by courts in Australia, the external territories of
Australia, and New Zealand to be treated as conclusive evidence of the illegal conduct,
the subject of the convictions. It overcomes the possibility of a rerun of the trial for the
alleged illegal conduct. To overcome such a possibility is desirable because that would
prevent a wasteful use of resources. More importantly, it would prevent the possibility of
conflicting verdicts, thus removing the possibility of the legal system being brought into
disrepute.
The Bill deals with matters consequentially and consistent with the treatment of such
illegal conduct to facilitate the exercise of the Disciplinary Tribunal's jurisdiction in the
matter to which I have just referred. It further provides for a repeal of section 32A. The
Bill also provides for the insertion of a new section 32A, which includes the substance of
the section that it will repeal, and also adds to the principal Act by providing that a legal
practitioner struck off in another jurisdiction shall not practice without the consent of the
board. It further extends the meaning of the expressions "struck off the roll" and
"suspended from practice" to apply to the substantive effect of rulings in other places
where those terms are not used with the same exactitude as we would like to think they
are used in Western Australia.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time, proceeded through remaining stages and passed.
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CORPORATIONS (WESTERN AUSTRALIA) AMENDMENT BILL
Second Reading

Resumed from 28 June.
HON N.D. GRIFFITHS (East Metropolitan) [8.23 pm]: The Corporations (Western
Australia) Amendment Bill has the support of the Australian Labor Party in this House.
It is part of an Australia-wide approach to the Corporations Law. It does several things
with respect to amending the Corporations (Western Australia) Act 1990. It confers
jurisdiction in civil matters under the Corporations Law on lower courts. That was the
case under the previous cooperative scheme. When passed, the amendment will provide
greater access by leading, I trust, to less cost and delay. It is inappropriate that matters of
a relatively minor nature should be dealt with in superior courts when they can be dealt
with properly in lower courts.
The Bill amends section 60 of the principal Act by changing part of the definition of
"officer". It amends section 75 to take into account the fact that the Commonwealth
Evidence Act relevant to it will be the Evidence Act 1995 of the Commonwealth. It
provides, I trust, for that Act's relevant application. Finally, the Bill amends section 91
of the principal Act, not section 90 as others have said, with a view to clarifying the
powers and functions of the Commonwealth Director of Public Prosecutions in relation to
offences under the former companies and securities scheme.
HON A.J.G. MacTIERNAN (East Metropolitan) [8.26 pm]: I have a few brief
comments to make about one aspect of this legislation which I am pleased to see. That
aspect deals with the jurisdiction of the court and the fact that it will now be possible to
deal with a number of civil matters that arise under the Corporations Law in the inferior
courts - if it is possible to call them that - and certainly in the cheaper and more speedy
local and district courts. My particular interest relates to the potential that has to allow
persons to pursue more readily directors who have allegedly been trading while
insolvent. .We know that a great many business people unfortunately abuse the privilege
of the corporate vow and trade with somewhat scant regard for the creditors of their
companies. The trading while insolvent provision means that, when a company is wound
up, the creditors are not left without a remedy. They can seek to recover losses against
those directors and officers of the company who have allowed the company to continue
to trade without proper regard for the company's financial capacity to satisfy its debts.
Members will be familiar with the issue as I have raised it in this House on many
occasions, particularly in relation to subcontractors and suppliers within the housing
industry. It is somewhat apposite to raise these matters now as the Minister announced
changes yesterday which might in some way cut back on the number of building
companies which engage in that kind of conduct by providing a barrier to those
companies obtaining reregistration under the guise of another company. We welcome
that and the change of heart it incorporates because the message that we received
previously was that it was the view of the Builders Registration Board, if not the
Minister's view, that this was the responsibility primarily of the Australian Securities
Commission and not the responsibility of the Builders Registration Board. In my view,
both organisations have responsibility.
I will refer briefly to the activity of the Australian Securities Commission. Even with this
change, which makes civil actions more accessible against directors who have let their
companies trade while insolvent, it is still often the case that many creditors, and
particularly smaller creditors, simply do not have the resources to take advantage of the
court process. In fact they had often already spent a fair amount of money in legal fees to
obtain a judgment against a company which was liquidated. As a result, they were loath
to expend further money to recover costs against directors. They are traditionally quite
expensive actions. It is incumbent on the Australian Securities Commission also to use
its powers to prosecute directors who have conducted themselves in that way. We have
taken the building industry to the Australian Securities Commission on several occasions
and I am pleased to note that some progress seems to have been made in that area.
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Since it was established in late 1992 the Australian Securities Commission has focused
on the big end of town and on the big players such as Christopher Skase, Allan Bond and
people who had spectacular business failures in the l980s. It is fair to say that many
business operators at the lower end of the business food chain felt somewhat immune
from the scrutiny of the ASC because its resources were limited. Now that a fair amount
of the involvement in the big end actions is over it has recognised it has an obligation to
focus on the smaller operators, not only to gain justice for the people involved in those
companies but also to instill some discipline into the corporate market place. I note with
pleasure that federal Attorney General Michael Lavarvh has allocated, I think, $16m in
the latest Budget for the Australian Securities Commission to take proceedings against
smaller corporations which wrade while insolvent.
Although I have focused on only one aspect of the legislation, it is a very positive
development. The Opposition looks forward to seeing some results arising from this,
such as a higher standard of corporate behaviour and a greater appreciation of the
burdens that incorporation brings with it.
HON PETER FOSS (East Metropolitan - Minister for the Environment) [8.32 pm]: I
endorse the remarks made by Hon Alannah MacTiernan. The question of trading while
insolvent is very difficult to prove and involves a mental element that must be shown.
That requires access to information for which proceedings are available to enable
acquisition of that information. One would need access to quite a bit of paperwork. As
Hon Alannah MacTiernan said, a small creditor who did his money would not like to put
good- money after bad to chase up a director knowing that that would require a large
amount of money to succeed without any great idea about how wealthy were the directors
or whether they were capable of satisfying any judgment.
I also agree that the Australian Securities Commission has done little at the lower end to
assist, particularly Western Australians, with some of the problems we have with the
Corporations Law. It has missed the point, which I hope it has now rectified, that if these
laws are to. have any effect they require enforcement. A number of successful cases
against small fish are just as effective as a similar number of cases against large fish. It is
the ability to pursue and to succeed which puts the fear of God into people. The majority
of people operating in the market are reasonably small fish. Many a person has come
away very sad from the use of the corporate veil to prevent access to funds, even though
everyone knew that the company had been trading while insolvent. I think a far better
result would be achieved by successfully prosecuting a number of cases, albeit small,
than'by spending a large amount of money and failing simply because of the costs
involved in bringing action against larger fish.
I thank Hon Nick Griffiths for pointing out the benefits to be achieved by this legislation
and I thank the Opposition for its support. 1 commend the Bill to the House.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time, proceeded through remaining stages and passed.

SWAN VALLEY PLANNING BILL
Committee

The Chairman of Committees (Hon Barry House) in the Chair, Hon Peter Foss (Minister
for the Environment) in charge of the Bill.
Clause 1, Short title -
Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: I was certainly interested in the history lesson from Hon
Derrick Tomlinson -in the second reading debate. I appreciated it and learnt from it.
However, at the end of the day it confirmed the views I had about the need to amend the
boundaries proposed in this legislation; the need to amend the composition of the
planning committee; and the importance of ensuring that, although viticulture will always
be a major industry in the Swan Valley, we must not forget - perhaps we should put
added emphasis on it - the equine and other small industries that take place in the valley
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which are necessary to ensure the area has a rural preserve within the context of the
metropolitan area. The Opposition will go into these matters in more detail when
debating the relevant clauses.
I do not want to be negative or nasty, particularly after the Minister was pleasant when
we dealt with the previous piece of legislation, but the Minister should take a leaf out of
the Leader of the House's book and give more consideration to the arguments that are
raised and try to give a serious response to them in the second reading debate.
Hon Peter Foss: I had problems speaking because members were interjecting. I
eventually gave up in disgust.
Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: That was not the case. I will refer to one issue at which I
was annoyed and found offensive. -Hon Val Ferguson made a reasonable statement when
she said that the processes instituted by the Bill would delay planning decisions. The
Minister said he found it to be an extraordinary suggestion and it could not possibly
happen. I do not know what experience the Minister has had with local government
planning, but I have had a fair bit and there is absolutely no doubt that in many instances
there will be delays. When a planning application is lodged it must be referred to the
committee, which has 42 days on which to deliberate on it. In many instances a
development application is required to go to other external agencies and in those
circumstances there will be a clear delay in the planning procedures.
It is a pity that the Minister rejected out of hand what was a reasonable and sensible
observation by Hon Val Ferguson. At the end of the day it is the Opposition's view that,
notwithstanding those delays, the interests of the Swan Valley are such that it was a
warranted price to pay for the protections that would be given and for the capacity of the
residents and operators in the valley to have a more direct input into the future of the
valley. I do not want to give the Minister personal counselling, but perhaps he should
listen more to the arguments and act with a ministerial style that addresses the arguments
rather than attempt - in this case it was a failed attempt - to put down a fellow member
who has made a pertinent observation.
The Opposition is disappointed that this Bill is going through to the third reading stage
now because the question of boundaries is under active consideration by the Standing
Committee on Constitutional Affairs and Statutes Revision. I was hoping that the
Government would give that committee time to deliberate on that matter. It seems it is
pointless having committees because it appears their deliberations are not taken seriously.
Hon PETER FOSS: I am sorry if I offended either Hon Alannah MacTiernan or Hon Val
Ferguson, but let us consider the circumstances, particularly those which are caught by
the consequential amendments. Any matter which comes directly under the metropolitan
region town planning scheme, the metropolitan region scheme, the Town Planning and
Development Act or the Swani Valley Trust Act would be referred to the decision-making
authorities.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: That is what I said.
Hon PETER FOSS: Development approvals would be caught only if they fell within the
jurisdiction of the Swan River Trust Act and they would have to be referred to another
body. Clause 15 provides ample opportunity to deal with this aspect. If the committee
did not respond within 42 days it would be taken that it had no advice on the application.
Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: You need to wait 42 days.
Hon PETER FOSS: That is correct and I refer members to subclause (5). 1 admit that in
the case of those development applications which do not fall within the other provisions
it could lead to another 42 days. Frankly, I do not believe it will lead to an extension of
time. In any event, I agree with the member that, if it is the case, it is a necessary
consequence of this legislation.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 2 and 3 put and passed.
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Clause 4: Areas A,B, Cand D
Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I do not propose to move amendments because it would be
rather complex to do so. As a betting person I realise that the Opposition's odds of
having the amendments passed are extremely long. Rather than speaking to amendments,
for ease of operation the Opposition will raise the issues concerning the boundaries.
Basically, the Opposition is concerned at the way in which the boundaries have been
drawn.
The Opposition believes there are strong arguments for moving those boundaries to the
west, so that the eastern boundary of the Swan Valley area as defined in the legislation is
moved west to the eastern boundary of Whiteman Park. Basically, that will take up thegap between Henley Brook and Whitenman Park. That gap consists of quite separate
parts; that is, the northern part, which we can describe as Bennett Brook; and the
southern part, which is largely the Cavershamn air base. In the debate last night it was
suggested that this was inappropriate because there was a very distinct soil type in this
area that was different from that in the valley. Hon Derrick Tomlinson went into detail to
describe the clay soils and the overlay of Bassendean sand in this area, which we will call
the Bennett Brook and Caversharn air base area. The Bassendean sands that characterise
that area are not soil types that lend themselves to grape production.
It is important for us to focus on the fact that although viticulture is very important to the
Swan Valley it will not and should not be the only focus for the rural pursuits within that
area. There are good arguments for the sorts of small rural activities that we see in
Henley -Brook - of which we were given a very interesting historical tour by
Mr-Tomlinson last night - to be extended into that Bennett Brook area. The map which
forms part of this clause incorporates a small area to the west of the river. A great
mixture of those soils can be found to the west, and the closer one gets to the escarpment
the more one finds areas of marginal suitability or areas which are not suitable for
viticulture. That has not precluded their being included in the valley area, and nor should
it. The argument about soil types does not measure up. I say this in the context that I
know the Government has expanded the area by taking in the Henley Brook area. That is
a very sensible decision. Our primary concerns relate to environmental imperatives for
the Bennett Brook area to be taken in, and in so doing can effectively be taken out of the
purview of future medium density or urban residential development. The Opposition
wants a wildlife corridor that extends from the Darling scarp right across to Whiteman
Park. That would be achieved if we were able to have both the Bennett Brook and
Cavershamn areas, or one of them, included in the Swan Valley preserved area.
Probably even more important is the question of the ground water contamination. The
Board report made it very clear - notwithstanding the sorts of comments made last night
by Mr Tomlinson - that we cannot have urban development of that type without
contaminating the ground water supply. The Board report recommended strongly that
areas such as Bennett Brook, which is now priority 2, be not subject to development of
less than 2 hectares. Mr Tomlinson talked about the problems that the equine industry
and cattle grazing create through pollution of the rivers and tributaries that form the Swan
Valley system. His comment was that horse and cattle manure appeared to be a major
pollutant. I understand there are ways of dealing with that. The manure is a valuable
commodity, and the practice is certainly developing in the Henley Brook area of bagging
that manure and selling it, rather than allowing it to remain on the ground and have it
flushed into the water supply. That could be dealt with.
A very strong conclusion of the Board report is that the experience around the world is
that it is not possible - no matter what controls we might seek to put in place - to have
urban residential development on an area and not have a contamination of the ground
water supply. We all know how vital the purity of the (3nangara water mound is for the
water supply, particularly of the northern suburbs.
The secondary concern is about the viability of the area. It focuses on viticulture, which
is understandable, but it should not blind us to the other business and tourism potentials
in that area. It is the view of many that the valley will not survive on viticulture alone.
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Mr Tomlinson. pointed out last night in some detail the sorts of competitive forces that
both the wine and the table grape industries were up against. There must be a diversity of
agricultural pursuits encouraged within the valley. A range of other industries can have
that value adding take place on the site. We have seen berry production in the south
west, and certainly within Europe and the United Kingdom, which has led to on-site
production and sale in a tourism context of a range of food products. That is the sort of
diversity that we need for the valley. We do not want it to be solely wineries that people
visit. There should be opportunities for exploring other agricultural produce.
The equine industry has a huge potential. The Belmont area can no longer provide
adequate resources for the galloping and trotting industries. Those industries are under
real space pressure. The expansion of the wine industry into Bennett Brook could see
this whole valley take off as a centre for horse development. I am not saying that is
exactly what should happen, but that is the sort of possibility that we may have in the
area. Other possibilities that have been considered are boutique dairy and cheese
making, which has become popular down south.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: And in Byford.
Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: Byford also has berry farms.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: It has very good cheese factory too, which Hon Alannah
MacTiernan might care to visit.
Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I will, perhaps after we have been to a winery. I am sure I
have been to places in my electorate that Hon Derrick Tomlinson has not visited. I did
watch with interest the knowing glances exchanged between Hon Derrick Tomlinson and
the Minister about Jack Mann. I thought to myself that some of us on this side of the
House are probably more familiar with Pinelli Wines, which is one of the last places one
can buy a flagon of wine. It is certainly a place where one is sure to find not great
sophistication, perhaps, but some incredible characters.
Another enterprise that could be developed and would be prejudiced by the residential
development of the Bennett Brook area and assisted by the incorporation of that area into
the Swan Valley is Aboriginal cultural tourism in the form of heritage trails and other
cultural centres. A variety of industries other than viticulture can be developed in the
Swan Valley area. It is my firm belief that expanding the boundaries to the east and
enlarging the area would certainly provide greater capacity for those industries to develop
and would increase the critical mass of that area and make it a much more viable centre.
I have not gone to the trouble of trying to draft an amendment to the map; I do not know
how one would do so.
Hon Peter Foss: The map is in the Minister's office.
Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: My comments are on the record and I shall be interested in
any responses.
Hon DERRICK TOMLINSON: I wholeheartedly agree with Hon Alannah MacTiernan
that the Swan Valley is rich with possibilities in terms of its agricultural diversity and its
tourism potential. That is contained within the anticipation for the future development of
the valley. That is one of the prime motives of the Bill.
I want to correct a misapprehension that might have come about as a result of my
inadequate explanation of the situation last night. I was referring to the difference
between the rich loam soils of what is called the core of the valley - the alluvial soils of
what was once an ancient flood plain of the Swan River - and the Bassendean sands to
the west of West Swan Road. I made the point that, historically, it is debatable whether
west of West Swan Road was part of the Swan Valley. I made the point also that,
geologically, it is doubtful whether west of West Swan Road is part of the valley.
I drew a distinction between the soils to the west of West Swan Road, the Bassendean
sands overlying the clays and the alluvial loams to the east of West Swan Road overlying
the same clays to differentiate the geological characteristics of the two areas. I did not
suggest that, because the area west of West Swan Road does not have those boars and
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therefore cannot sustain in particular a table grape industry, it should not be included inthe valley. I simply made the point of geological difference. Also, Hon Alannah
MacTiernan correctly pointed out that to the east of the railway line alongside the
escarpment there are sandy soils which likewise are not highly productive grapeproducing areas. In fact, they were highly productive grape producing areas until about1963. They were highly productive sultana, raisin and currant producing vines.
Production ceased not because the vines degenerated or deteriorated in any way - theywere very productive until about 1963. In fact, 1963 is a significant year because that iswhen Britain entered the European Economic Community and ceased to have apreferential trading relationship with Australia. As a consequence of that, the export
dried fruit market of the Swan Valley diminished. It was no longer economic or
commercially profitable to produce dried fruit from that area, hence the vines were pulled
out That area is not suitable for wine grape growing or for table grape growing.
Unfortunately, its major crop today is Patterson's Curse. That area is becoming used forequine purposes. One of the unfortunate things about areas suitable for equine purposes -in other words, those deep sandy soils - is that they are also highly desirable and easily
usable for housing purposes. That is one reason that the area to the east of the railwayline in the Swan Valley was earmarked as early as 1988 as an area for urbanisation. Itwas the reason, in 1990, that the then Department of Planning and Urban Development
proposed the urbanisation of that area - it has the right soil.
In the west of the valley, again in the area that Hon Alannah MacTiemnan called Henley
Brook, Bennett Brook and into Caversham, there are sandy soils that are admirably suited
to equine purposes. The same Bassendean sands are found in the Belmont area. If thehonourable member knows the Belmont area well, she will know that it sustained and
still sustains an equine industry - a horse racing industry. As that area becameincreasingly urbanised in the past 30 to 40 years we saw the equine industry moving into
the area of Caversham, but it is a different equine industry, it is not the racing industry as
much as the show jumping and leisure riding industry.
There is not only the problem with the proposed extension of the boundary westward,
which was seriously considered by the interim committee, but also the problem of thatpiece of land as, now, urban land or designated urban land in the north east corridor plan.
It is admirably suited to those equine purposes. Therefore, it is admirably suited to
recreational purposes - horse riding for recreational purposes - but it is also admirably
suited to housing. That is the tension that must be resolved. The Government has chosen
between the alternatives and said that demand for housing land in the Perth metropolitan
area is such that, in the longer term,. it is preferable to allocate that land to housing.
There are some serious environmental constraints on that land which Hon Alannab
MacTiernan has admirably indicated. Environmental assessment says that those
environmental problems might be manageable. If they are not, it is possible that the
urbanisation of that area will not proceed and that it will continue in its current form of
rural or special rural.
As I have been complimented on my history, I make the final historical point that in his
plan for the Swan Valley, Stephenson designated that area of Cavershamn and Henley
Brook as preferable special rural subdivision of no less than one or two acres in size - in
other words, a rural living zone.
Hon PETER FOSS: The essential point about all these arguments is that they are good.
A lot of them can be made, and all sorts of reasons can be given as to what should be
included or excluded from this area. As Hon Derrick Tomlinson said, they were
considered and in the end certain decisions were made based on perhaps slightly different
underlying propositions.
Some of the matters raised by Hon Alannah MacTieman can be dealt with under the
regional scheme, and probably will be. Here, we are departing from the usual method,
which is to have regional and district planning. This is specific local planning which is
less than the local shire boundaries. That is a little unusual, but we recognise something
there needs treatment outside the usual planning processes. I agree that a wildlife
corridor through the scarp should be considered, but it should be considered as part of
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regional planning rather than as part of the planning for the Swan Valley. It is very much
an inward looking plan to recognise what is distinctive about it that justifies a special Act
for the Swan Valley. Some of the areas proposed by the member would not have been
thought of in the past as being part of the Swan Valley. People can offer arguments as to
why those parts should be included. Usually the reason they do so is because they see
some advantage in their land being included. The member will agree that the principal
push for it to be extended to other areas comes from people in those other areas who
would like to be in it as well.
Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: It is mainly commonwealth land around the Cavershan air
base.
Hon PETER FOSS: Yes, but often people use that land for themselves and they would
like the land not to be developed because they see an advantage to themselves.
The traditional Swan Valley that we are trying to maintain is within the areas we have
included plus an amount extra which was extended on the recommendation of the interin
committee. Those arguments have been made. We cannot say that any argument is
wrong. It is a matter of what we see as the basis for making a decision. If we accept
certain bases for making a decision we come up with these boundaries. If we have some
other premise we would come up with other boundaries. .I see nothing wrong. with the
arguments that have been put forward.
As to the boundary being east of the railway line, it has been said that it was very poor
sand not suitable for viticulture. That is why the area was planned for residential
housing. To some extent, that was a superficial examination of some of the land. For
example, wineries have been established on the northern side of Haddrill Road, east of
the railway line. A lot of the land, although it is going to horses up at the northern end of
the area east of the railway line, is sand mixed with a gravelly clay. To quote Jack Mann
again, it is ideal Malbec country. There is some excellent wine growing country in that
area, and there was considerable discontent in that part of the Swan Valley when it was
dismissed as being poor quality sand unsuitable for viticulture, when a number of people
believed it was excellent quality wine growing land.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: And it had an abundance of water.
Hon PETER FOSS: Hon Derrick Tomlinson has leapt onto the next problem in the area;
that is, the availability of water. The whole of the area east of the railway line is a
controlled water area so far as the Water Authority is concerned. The problem is the very
definite restriction on the-amount of water available. The authority will not allow the use
of water except in very limited amounts for properties with horses. It will allow water
for watering horses and domestic gardens but not for making pasture. It will allow water
for grapes, and a number of new grape properties have opened up. They have been given
the opportunity to draw on the aquifer. People who need water for horses will not be able
to use the underground water. If they wish to water and have pasture they must use
scheme water. That poses a small problem because a number of people who have started
to use it for horses have found it too expensive but have not been able to get underground
water. Therefore, the problem is that people use the lovely deep sand which very
quickly, without water, becomes messy sand. Sand is blown around and, of course, in the
Swan Valley there is a fair amount of wind from time to time, especially the east wind,
and that causes serious environmental problems. .
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: There is nothing like horses to turn a paddock into a dust bowl.
Hon PETER FOSS: Exactly. There are problems in the area used for horses.
Members will notice the fairly wide stretch of land at the northern end. The possibility is
that more of it will be used for some form of viticulture. There are also the inevitable
chook farms in the area. The points have all been made. The argument is an interesting
one. It will be interesting to see what the Swan Valley is like in 100 years. Theme will be
the equivalent of Hon Derrick Tomlinson in the Legislative Council. In 100 years the
Swan Valley will be a unique place.
It has been a very good debate. because with such a decision where we have taken a very
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unusual step by taking a piece of land out of the entire current planning system, and
where a decision will mean that in 100 years the Swan Valley will be unique, it is very
important we have discussions such as that at the second reading stage and in Committee.
It will be a valuable historical resource for the interested people in the future when any
other matter arises regarding the Swan Valley or when people wish to look back
historically. Often one of the frustrating things in life is that a final decision has been
made but one has no idea why -
Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: Particularly when it is made by the Minister for Transport.
Hon PETER FOSS: I do not agree. I always understand exactly the reason the Minister
for Transport makes a decision!
This debate has been illuminating for all of us. I accept that arguments can be made in
the way Hon Alannah MacTiernan makes them. However, I accept the decisions made
by the interim committee.
Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I wish to address a couple of comments to Hon Derrick
Tomlinson. He talked about the area at Bennett Brook, and said that the deep sandy soilwas eminently suitable for equine purposes, and by the same reasoning was eminently
suitable for residential development. His comments about the Bennett Brook area areincorrect. From the material submitted to me, because of the low lying nature of the area
it is subject to frequent inundation.
Hon Derrick Tomlinson: My point was that it has significant environmental problems.
Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I recognise the argument about the environment but in
trying to deal with those environmental difficulties it becomes very difficult land to build
on. It would need at least a metre of fill -

Hon Derrick Tomlinson: Or the swamp could be drained.
Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: Either way, it is a very costly exercise. It has been
estimated it would cost $40 000 to $50 000 per lot to do just that. One hopes that it will
be the economics at the end of the day that will lead us to some good economic sense in
that regard. I would certainly like that on the record.
I acknowledged at the very outset that there is no absolute formula for determining what
the valley should be. I recognise the work of Hon Derrick Tomlinson's committee in
pushing that area further towards the Henley Brook area.
I wish to refer to the Minister's comment. It is certainly a question of judgment, but I
think that there is an argument that the Caversham area is part of the Swan Valley.
Again, the map shows that what we have included in the Swan Valley extends much
further to the east than we have allowed it to extend to the west. I certainly would not
like those people who are reading this in 100 years to think that any of us thought that
this area naturally fell within the Swan Valley.
I understand the Minister's point that we are not seeking to solve all the problems of this
area with this procedure and that those environmental concerns could be addressed in
another way. This procedure was not designed to give effect to those issues and I accept
that. However, the important argument we are making here relates to the viability of the
area and the sorts of industries that we believe need to be involved to keep it as a viable
whole - an economic unit - and a rural preserve when it is eventually surrounded by
urban development. One can argue that there is a critical mass and that it would be very
much enhanced by the addition of the Bennett Brook and Cavershamn areas.
We have had an interesting debate. I have certainly learnt a few things that I did not
know before - not that I have changed my views at all in regard to those issues.
However, they have added to my understanding of the valley and I thank Hon Derrick
Tomlinson for that. I also thank the Minister and hope that in the fullness of time we will
see these areas eventually incorporated.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 5 to 9 put and passed.
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Clause 10: Planning objectives for area D -
Hon PETER FOSS: I move -

Page 10, line 23 - To delete "alternatives" and substitute "alternative reticulated
systems".

An amendment was made to this clause in the other place. The amendment has been
reconsidered by Parliamentary Counsel, who believes that it should be made clear that
the type of alternatives referred to ame a form of reticulated sewerage and not something
such as septic tanks or things of that nature.
Amendment put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clause 11: Swan Valley Planning Committee -

Hon VAL FERGUSON: In relation to the appointment of representatives, will the
Minister select one person from each of the four groups named or will he select four
people from the whole list?
Hon PETER FOSS: One person will be selected from each of the three names so that
each group will have one person on the committee. It will not be the second alternative -

that the four will be selected from the 12; it will be on an individual basis.

Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I move -

Page 11, lines 10 to 13 - To delete subclause (b) and substitute the following -

(b) two persons nominated by the Shire of Swan one of whom will be
the President of the Shire of Swan, ex officio, or his or her
nominee;

Page 11, lines 19 and 20 - To delete subparagraph (i) and substitute the
following -

(i) the Swan Valley Residents and Ratepayers Association (Inc.);

These amendments deal with an issue that was raised last night. The Opposition has now
further investigated it and is confirmed in its view that the panel is somewhat
inappropriately drawn. The Opposition does not have any grudge to bear in relation to
the Midland and Districts Chamber of Commerce and Industries. We are proposing to
add an extra member from the Shire of Swan so that the shire has two representatives on
the committee. We want to remove reference to the Midland and Districts Chamber of
Commerce and Industries and add the Swan Valley Residents and Ratepayers
Association. Our concern is that the Midland and Districts Chamber of Commerce and
Industries does not have any direct interest in it and it seems to be an odd group to
participate in this panel. The Opposition pointed out last night that Midland falls outside
the Swan Valley area. Indeed, the chamber, by and large, represents a cluster of
commercial and industrial purposes based around Midland. Very few extend into the
Swan Valley area. When we raised this issue last night during the second reading debate
we were told by the Minister that the chamber was included because its members were
bearing the rate burden for cross-subsidisation.

Hon Peter Foss: It is more than that. It would be those people who would have to
provide the business to keep the place going.

Hon A.M.. MacTIERNAN: I do not understand that; it puzzles me. We are talking
about the Swan Valley.
Hon Peter Foss: It is the Midland and Districts Chamber of Commerce and Industries.

Hon A.G. MacTIERNAN: The Minister has presumably investigated this group.

Hon Peter Foss: I am a member of it.

Hon -AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: Its membership is, by and large, based on an area lying
outside -
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Hon Peter Foss: The Swan Shire Council is, by and large, outside - the largest part isoutside.
Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: The Swan Shire covers the entire valley.
Hon Peter Foss: The Midland Districts does too.
Hon AJ.G. MacT1ERNAN: The Minister is trying to be cute and is not listening to thesubstance of the argument. That really is a piece of medieval sophistry.
Hon Peter Foss: It is not.
Hon AJ.G. MacTIERJqAN: We know that the Minister changes his arguments.However, the justification last night was that the Midland and Districts Chamber ofCommerce and Industries is the major group involved in supporting the valley andbearing the cost of those rates. That is probably quite right; there is probably aconsiderable element of cross-subsidisation going on in that area.
Hon Peter Foss: It will get worse as time goes by.
Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: I am prepared to concede the point about cross-subsidisation, although I would like to see the precise figures. However, I accept thatthat is likely and could become more pronounced. To try to put a bit of logic in it, onewould presume that the Minister's argument was that as the Midland and DistrictsChamber of Commerce and Industries represented business it was the major contributorto that cross-subsidisation. The facts concerning the Swan Shire Council show that to beclearly wrong. Out of the total rate budget of perhaps $20m, in excess of $1 Im comesfrom residential rates. These residential rates are not within the Swan Valley becausethey are couinted differently but are non-Swan Valley residential rates. Therefore, 56 percent of the rates from the Swan Shire are collected from the residents of Midland and itsdistricts. The business sector provides less than 25 per cent. It again takes it out of theSwan Valley area, and in that area both business and residential ratepayers contributesomething in the order of 11 per cent.
Hon Peter Foss: You should read the next paragraph.
Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: It says that support will have to be provided by business andif the valley is to survive it must survive as a economic entity, and the people who willmake it survive are the people who are taking the risk of running the businesses. Thatsimply does not make sense.
Hon Peter Foss: You do not agree with it.
Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: What does it mean? How are these people running shops inMidland -

Hon Peter Foss: You are assuming this is all happening in Midland. It is the Midlandand Districts Chamber of Commerce and Industries, which encompasses all the valley.
Hon AJ.G. MacTTERNAN: Can the Minister tell us the composition of that chamber of
commerce?
Hon Peter Foss: Not off hand.
The CHAIRMAN: Rather than conduct this by conversation, perhaps the member mighttake the opportunity to put her argument and the Minister might then explain his position.
Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNA4: The business groups operating throughout the valley arepbabl moecgntlersne by teohrgupthat form part of the panel. We

he te G Grwer Ascatin, th i aesAsociation and the Swan Valley

To rs C u cl. T e Miitris no t be t h w u n facts, and certainly from the
anecota inoon we hav the Miln adDstit Chamber of Commerce and

Industres essntialy provie fo ths businesses outside the Swan Valley area, yet it isgvn a gu sy ewer told latnih tat iwas beause that would bear the burden
of cross-subsidisation.
Hon Peter Foss: The second point is that they provide the business.
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Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: That is predicated on something that is totally unsupported
by evidence.
Hon Peter Foss: The point Mr Tomlinson made was that the valley will die unless it is an
economically viable entity, and it will not become that with people sitting in houses and
working somewhere else.
Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I agree. However, there is no evidence - and some evidence
to the contrary - that the Midland and Districts Chamber of Commerce and Industries
represents a substantial proportion of the business in that area. Its focus is outside.

Hon Peter Foss: There are not an awful lot of businesses in that area. Such business as
there are often join the Midland and Districts Chamber of Commerce and Industries.
There is nothing else for them to join.
Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: Being familiar with a number of businesses, I know that
some of them are members of the tourism association. Restaurant owners in that area
are members of the Swan Valley Tourism Council.

Hon Peter Foss: There are the tyre recycling people, the salvage people, the sawmill
people and the hardware people. All of those people are not in any of the other
organisations but they are fairly important businesses. They are members of the Midland
and Districts Chamber of Commerce and Industries.

Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: Does the Minister know that?

Hon Peter Foss: The sawmiller Zephonelli is a member. The hardware people are
definitely members. It was called Swan Valley Hardware. Charlie Zinneno and his wife
have taken it over. They are members.

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: It would have been useful to look at-the degree to which that
area is represented. Our concern is that the rates argument used last night has no basis.

Hon Peter Foss: You cannot say that.
Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: It has no basis. The majority of rates to be used in the
cross-subsidisation come from residential areas.

Hon Peter Foss: They are already on the committee.

Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: That is why we are proposing to beef it up. If it is such an
important factor, allow them to have representation through the Shire of Swan.

Hon Peter Foss: You do not need two people from each one.

Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I said two from one. The Minister believes it is important
that they have additional representation, but his proposal is that they have additional
representation by way of Midland because of the degree of cross-subsidisation.

Hon Peter Foss: You keep ignoring the second paragraph. You might not agree with it
but you cannot ignore it.
Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: That was the primary argument.

Hon Peter Foss: You cannot make it primary or secondary. It is there.

Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: It may well be. It is a pity that we did not adduce sonme
evidence.
Hon Peter Foss: Hon Derrick Tomlinson said that it had to survive on business.

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: There is no dispute about that. That is why we agree with
subparagraphs (ii), (iii) and (iv) being included. It is odd that we have that group in there
and no representation from the equine industry, which is historically an important part of
the valley.
Hon Peter Foss: The Bill does not encourage the equine industry.

Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: It should have a future in the valley but it needs to be
carefully controlled. If one does not have it, it is hard to see where one will have an
equine industry. Where does the Minister see the equine industry being located?
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Hon Peter Foss: You could have an equine industry in area A. Area B is very muchviticulture and horticulture. Area C is viticultur and horticulture Area D is for villagesand rural settlements.
Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: We have two segments in area A. There is no reason whythey should not have some representation as should other small rural based industries.That is why we have moved the amendment to include the Swan Valley Residents andRatepayers Association. It will properly reflect the range of interests that are currentlynot necessarily but are likely to be excluded from participation in the decisions of thecommittee. I am pleased to hear the Minister say that the Midland and Districts Chamberof Commerce and Industries covers a number of industries in the area. I will beinterested in any further information the Minister has. It is not our brief to get it off.
Hon Peter Foss: You have moved to get it off.
Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: That is not because we have any grudge to bear against theMidland and Districts Chamber of Commerce and Industries. We are seeking to containthe committee and make sure that those groups that have a much stronger claim torepresentation actually get a guernsey. There is a flaw in this committee. It is not somuch the inclusion of the Midland and Districts Chamber of Commerce and Industries,although I do not think it is central, but rather that another group has been very muchprecluded. We see over the page that we will have another person who is a resident ofthe Swan Valley. That is quite meaningless. It is much more important to ensure thatgroups such as the Swan Valley Residents and Ratepayers Association, which is a veryactive group and has a much stronger stake in the area, actually do get a say.
Hon PETER FOSS: The Government will not accept the amendments. The logic of thefirst amendment is flawed by including two representatives from the Shire of Swan. Thereason for these committees is to obtain useful perspectives. To have two people from aparticular body is not providing the perspective twice, but is twice as many voices just toprovide that perspective. I have a fundamental objection to having two peoplerepresenting one particular perspective, because all that is provided is voting power.
Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: That is not correct in relation to a local authority.
Hon PETER FOSS: All of them could be included, but there must be a limit at somepoint.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: Of course there must be a limit, but a local authority is a littledifferent from an organisation.
Hon PETER FOSS: There is a law of diminishing returns. The most important point isthat the local authority has the capacity to give its perspective. The ratepayers andresidents association should not be specifically mentioned because, strictly speaking, theshire is supposed to represent all ratepayers and residents.
Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: The shire represents all the other business interests you havetold us about.
Hon PETER FOSS: Residents and ratepayers include businesses. The whole idea ofhaving residents and ratepayers associations involved in dealings with councils is toprovide a balance. In this instance a committee, which is not the council, is providing adifferent role altogether, and there is no need for the residents and ratepayers associationto be stipulated under those circumstances because the shire already represents it. Whatis the purpose of a shire? It is a local government body.
Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: You could argue that in relation to all the members.
Hon PETER FOSS: The shire represents them as residents and ratepayers, not as peoplewho provide the business perspective. The Swan Valley could be covered in residents.
Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: Many of these ratepayers are the business people in -the area,and they are not otherwise represented.
Hon PETER FOSS: They are, because they are represented as business people. The onlypeople who are not represented are those who are not business people.
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Hon AJ.G. MacTiemnan: Who represents the equine industry, for example?

Hon PETER FOSS: Its members can join the Midland and Districts Chamber of
Commerce and Industries.
Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: The chamber's focus is something quite different.

Hon PETER FOSS: No. I am a member of the Midland chamber of commerce.

Hon A.J.G. MacTiernian: We know about the Minister's closeness to business; it has
become rather apparent.
Hon PETER FOSS: There is nothing stopping them from joining the chamber. The only
people who are not covered, according to Hon Alannab MacTiernian's argument, are the
residents; however, they are represented by the shire. The Government could cover the
Swan Valley in residents and it would solve some of the problems. When the proposals
were put forward for the development of the Swan Valley under the previous
Government the shire proposed a much larger number of people in the urban areas east of
the railway line. The Government spoke to the Shire of Swan about this, and it had a
good point to make. First, in its view a strip development would have been more
economical because under a village proposal, as proposed in this Bill, there tends to be
small clumps of economic services which must be joined to the next clump. It is not as
cheap to service as an urban strip. Second, the shire pointed out to the Government that
the villages the Government proposed under its plan for the Swan Valley would impose a
burden on the remainder of the Shire of Swan because a considerable cross-subsidy by
the shire would be required in order to support the people in that area. That is how the
figure came about. The shire was looking for more; others were looking for less. Some
wanted to keep the area without any village development That was considered
unrealistic and, certainly, unfair for the Shire of Swan in servicing the people in that area.
As with many aspects of the Bill, it is a matter of weighing up everything and keeping the
essential character of the valley while at the same time providing the possibility of
economic survival and the ability to be properly serviced by the shire.

At the moment there is not a huge number of businesses in the Swan Valley. I accept
that there will need to be a constant renewal of businesses and new businesses in the area.
The rural villages will be an important part of providing support for those businesses. I
do not deny that. I hope that more businesses develop in the Swan Valley while keeping
the area consistent with its general character. It would be nice to think that we could
include a representative of the residents and ratepayers association on the committee, but
it would not provide a different perspective from what is necessary for the balance to
make the Swan Valley work. People who do not wear any other hat are represented by
the shire. The shire is the official legal local government; it is representative of the
people. Some business interests do need to be represented; they are necessary for the
survival of that area. Hon Alannah MacTiernan has accepted that three of them are
necessary, but she has not accepted the fourth.

For those who must put money into the area - not just those who sit on the land, because
it does not cost any more to sit in the Swan Valley than anywhere else - the Midland and
Districts Chamber of Commerce and Industries is the appropriate body. It represents
many businesses in Midland which have an intimate relationship with the Swan Valley.
Many of the businesses deal with and support the valley. Many of the people of the
Swan Valley deal with the businesses in Midland; indeed, they support each other. They
will also provide some of the support by paying rates, and they will be the business
people of the Swan Valley. Some are already members of the Midland chamber of
commerce. If a business in the Swan Valley wants to join an association that will look
after the general businesses of the valley, that is the right association to join - not the
residents and ratepayers association. I emphasise that it is the Midland and "districts"
chamber of commerce and is no less representative of the Swan Valley than the Shire of
Swan. The Shire of Swan is a larger area which totally encompasses the Swan Valley.
The chamber covers an area larger than the Swan Valley, but totally encompasses the
valley. All sorts of names could be thought up for the groups which want to be
represented. The chamber is just an association. I am not suggesting they have to join
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anything, but if people want to join an association, the logical one is not the residents andratepayers association. The Government does not support this proposed amendment.
Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: Perhaps it is not necessary to have two representatives fromthe Shire of Swan. That was simply there to address the comment the Minister made lastnight that the Midland and Districts Chamber of Commerce and Industries had to beincluded inter alia because it represented the bulk of ratepayers providing crosssubsidisation for the Swan. The Opposition has clearly demonstrated today that is not thecase, and that the bulk of cross-subsidisation comes from the residential sector.
It is not accurate for the Minister to say the Shire of Swan will represent the residents andratepayers of the Swan Valley per se, because, as the Minister has pointed out, there is aninherent conflict of interest within the Shire of Swan. The cross subsidisation is a factorand some might argue, purely economically, that the interests of the other ratepayers andresidents of the Shire of Swan are not necessarily the interests of those who live in theSwan Valley. Because of that inherent conflict, it is a nonsense. to argue that the shirewill represent those interests because it will have a larger and often conflicting interest toconsider.
I am not arguing that the area should be full of residents and nor am I putting 'undueemphasis on residents. One of my big concerns is that in this structure the Minister hasnot taken up the interests of cottage or farm industries other than. those which areviticulturally based. As a result, there is a distortion of the range of industries of whichthe Government should be mindful. The Minister has said these people can join theMidland and Districts Chamber of Commerce and Industries. Thbe flaw in that logic isthat exactly the same could be said for the Grape Growers Association of WA, the SwanValley and Regional Winemakers Association and the Swan Valley Tourism Council.The logic is not in the least persuasive.
It can be seen that members of those farm based industries about which I am concernedare not inclined to join the Midland and Districts Chamber of Commerce and Industries.It may be that people who conduct hardware shops or other more traditional businessesare members of the Midland and Districts Chamber of Commerce and Industries. I donot think those people who represent the other rurally based industries, and who aresimultaneously residents and ratepayers, have been joining the Midland and DistrictsChamber of Commerce and Industries. I think they elect to join the ratepayers andresidents association because they see their fate tied up with the landscape andenvironmnental future of the area rather than the more traditional concerns one might findin the Midland and Districts Chamber of Commerce and Industries. The Minister'sarguments have not been persuasive. If I had my time again I would withdraw thisamendment, and move to add the Swan Valley Ratepayers and Residents Association anddelete the Midland and Districts Chamber of Commerce and Industries. However, that isacademic because I gather there is no prospect of the Government even considering it.That is unfortunate because a lot of extremely able people in that group are businesspeople operating in that area, who now fear they have been marginalised and excluded

from the process.
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: I shall comment on the relevance of the Midland and DistrictsChamber of Commerce and Industries. I do not think it appropriate for that body to playthe role the Government envisages it should play. I am not critical of the Midland andDistricts Chamber of Commerce and Industries as an entity; it is a body which performs avery worthwhile role for people who join it in Midland. Over time its activities havebeen beneficial to not only its members, but also other people in Midland and generallyto the people in Midland and the surrounding localities as a whole. However, theMidland and Districts Chamber of Commerce and Industries does not have any intrinsicassociation with the Swan Valley. Its association is merely incidental - Midland is close
to the Swan Valley.
Over time a very small percentage of the members of the Midland and Districts Chamberof Commerce and Industries have engaged in business activities which have relevance tothe Swan Valley. It may now be otherwise; I do not know, but I doubt that the Minister
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is in a position to give a break up of the current membership. Many members of the
Midland and Districts Chamber of Commerce and Industries reside nowhere near
Midland or its districts. I speak as a former member, and I am looking at one. The body
is most inaproriat for the role envisaged by the Government. It is appropriate to place
on the record that the body is currently affiliated with another body which has much to do
with the Government; namely, the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western
Australia. 'I note the observations made last night with respect to the Friends of the
Valley and those made in the second reading debate to the effect that in some respects
this Bill is a pat on the back for certain people who gave the Liberal Party strong support
in winning the seat of Swan Hills in the last election.
Hon Peter Foss: Did you go to the rally?
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: No, I did not. It was a con job. The Midland and Districts
Chamber of Commerce and Industries has had many fine members over the years and no
doubt it continues to have many fine members. Many of those people have a legitimate
interest in the Swan Valley, but the Midland and Districts Chamber of Commerce and
Industries as an entity has no more right to play a role of the kind envisaged by the
Government than any number of entities. The Minister has not even bothered to tell us
whether a person who wishes to become a member of the Midland and Districts Chamber
of Commerce and Industries must pay a fee of so many dollars. I thought it was
inappropriate for me to remain a member of the Midland chamber of commerce when I
became a member of Parliament and ceased to have direct business interests in that
locality.
Hon L.A. SCOTT: Will the person who is selected from the Midland and Districts
Chamber of Commerce and Industries have to declare any financial interest which could
be assisted by his or her position on the committee?
Hon PETER FOSS: Thbere is no specific provision in schedule 1, but it is the practice of
these bodies that people absent themselves if they have an interest.
Hon A.M.. MacTiernan: It is in clause 22.
Hon PETER FOSS: That is right; I thank the member. Clause 22 states -

(1) A member must at all times act honestly and diligently in performing his or
her functions under this Act.

(2) If a matter is before a meeting for consideration and a member present at the
meeting has a direct or indirect pecuniary interest in the matter, the member must
disclose to the other members present at the meeting, as soon as possible after the
relevant facts have come to his or her knowledge, that he or she has an interest,
and -

(a) the disclosure is to be recorded in the minutes of the meeting; and

(b) the member must not subsequently be present during any
consideration or discussion of, and is not to vote on any
determination of, the matter.

Hon A.M. MacTIERNAN: I seek leave to withdraw my amendments.

Amendmients, by leave, withdrawn.
Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: I move -

Page 11, line 16 - To delete "4" and substitute "5".
Hon Nick Griffiths and I have outlined the reasons that we believe the Midland and
Districts Chamber of Commerce and Industries is a fairly marginal player in this
operation. Nevertheless, we understand that the Minister believes that certain businesses
in the Swan Valley are represented by that group. It is not our brief to get rid of that
group. Our main concern is to ensure that other interests which are represented by the
Swan Valy Residents and Ratepayers Association get a guernsey. If we extend the

logic of what the Minister has said, he has in substance supported our arguments, because
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it is clear that that group will offer a perspective which is different from that offered bythe other groups mentioned in the Bill. Some farm-based industries have chosen, quiteunderstandably, to join the residents and ratepayers association rather than the Midlandchamber of commerce because it represents their concerns more directly. It is a pity thatwe are not seeking to utilise the expertise of the people in that group, who represent awide range of cottage and farm-based industries, including the equine industry andpotters and artists who work from their premises and bring an added dimension to thetourism attraction of the area. There are also other people who are involved in a range ofsmall scale agricultural pursuits which are important to the area but who are not in anyway represented by any of these organisations. It is not true to say that the Shire of Swanwill represent thosc, people, because the Shire of Swan has to follow a broader picture. Itis particularly complicated, as the Minister has pointed out, because of the conflicts thatwill occur within the Shire of Swan by virtue of the cross-subsidisation which the SwanValley will require in the future. I urge the Minister to consider the benefits that will begained from bringing on board this important and able group of people.
Hon PETER FOSS: Although this amendment is considerably better than the previousone, I am not persuaded by the argument. I thought I had indicated quite the contrary towhat Hon Alannah MacTiernan said. I also draw her attention to paragraph (e)(ii).
Amnendment put and negatived.
Clause put and passed.
Clause 12 put and passed.
Clause 13: Functions -
Hon AJ.G. MacTIIERNAN: We support the anmendnment that was made in the Assemblythat favours differential rating for viticulture and recognises that other activities in thearea may also need differential rating. It is a pity that in the other clauses we have notbeen able to get similar concessions and recognition of the other interests within the
valley.
Although this committee is understandably and appropriately simply an advisorycommittee, it does not seem to be empowered to act in any way proactively. It does notseem to have any authority to deliberate upon issues that are not referred to it by thebodies outlined in the legislation. That is an unnecessary fetter on what could be a veryuseful exercise. I wonder whether the Minister would consider extending those powers,recognising that it would never be anything more than an advisory power, to enable thecommittee to deliberate upon issues proactively and to make comments to any of the
bodies referred to.
Hon PETER FOSS: I apologise. Last night I did not reply on this matter raised by HonAlannah MacTieman. This is an interesting Bill, where the strengths of the committeeare contained in the schedules. It operates in accordance with the statutory obligation forplanning authorities to consult it and by having the opportunity to give its advice. Inview of the practice that has been followed in planning matters, that advice isincorporated in the conditions which are imposed by the bodies that are referred to. Thereal guts of this legislation is in the schedules. It does not constitute the committee as aplanning body. It is not intended that the planning for the Swan Valley be put into thehands of this committee, but that when planning takes place the committee should beconsulted. It also does not prevent it from being proactive or from getting together andtaking whatever measures it might wish to take and to think ahead in some more strategicway, as to how it will give advice when it is called upon; in other words, to have a basisfor how it will respond statutorily. It would be inappropriate to give the committee astatutory role which would actually make it a planning authority. That would be the

problem if we were to amend this clause.
It is certainly not the Government's intention that the committee be precluded fromdealing with matters -in a proactive way. It is not intended to try to make this committeea mini-planning authority in substitution for the district or regional planning authorities.If its members wish to act proactively within the committee and to think ahead about
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what its responses will be when a matter is referred to it, so that it has not just an ad hoc
role but a considered role, it would be seen as well within the ambit of what the
committee may do as it starts its procedures for carrying out the matters conferred on it.
Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I did not envisage that this committee would act as a mini-
planning body. I thought it would apply when a body on the committee saw a planning
or environmental matter that should be attended to and wanted to give formal advice on
that, but not to a matter for which advice had been requested by an outside party. It is not
clear to me that that industry body would have the capacity to use the name of the
committee to do that. It would be taking that advice from the committee, using the
formal deliberations of the committee, and using its status and prestige to advise any of
those agencies in the absence of those agencies having sought advice from the
committee. That is a shame and it will be a waste of valuable resources if we prevent the
committee from playing such a role.
Hon PETER FOSS: I would certainly not like the committee to have the capacity to
institute matters formally. The whole idea is that it is part of another planning process; it
slots into a planning process. The initiation of ideas and the formal involvement of the
committee is at the instance of another process that has started. It is appropriate that the
formal situation should exist. I do not think there is anything against the committee
informally giving advice; but I do not think there should be a formal process whereby the
advice is put forward, even though a planning issue is not to be discussed. I see no
exclusion of its capacity to come to a view and indicate to a body that, if the body is
looking for advice from it, the committee has formed the general view that things should
happen in a particular way. The next time something similar is referred to the committee,
it should be expected that its advice will follow the same line. To some extent that is
anticipated in clause 15(5).
Hon AJ.G. Macliernan: That is the converse of what I am saying.
Hon PETER FOSS: I understand that. Even though it is not one of its functions, it
indicates that the committee can think ahead and indicate in advance a likely reaction.
Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: I think it is a waste of a valuable resource. Over time the
bodies comprising the committee will develop such a deep and profound knowledge of
the valley that the committee may well see things in advance of any of these other
agencies. It is a shame to deny these bodies in the committee a role in bringing these
matters to the attention of the authorities.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 14 to 21 put and passed.
Clause 22: Particular duties of members -

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: I seek some clarification about clause 22(3). The panel will
comprise, at least in part, people who are appointed by virtue of their involvement in
other organisations. There is a concern that they may be prevented from engaging in
public consultation or in consultation with the groups from which they are drawn before
they can give their opinion on a particular matter. This problem arises frequently. This
is not the first time I have seen a problem of this kind. I wonder whether we need
subclause (3). It is unduly restrictive and prevents the people on the committee from
doing the best job they can.
Clause 22(4) prevents members from making use of information for pecuniary advantage,
either directly or indirectly, for themselves or -

to cause detriment to any person.
The ethical side is dealt with in subclause (4). I believe that subclause (3) is an undue
fetter on the conduct of the business of the committee. It will make the lives of the
people on the committee very difficult when they seek to obtain advice and explore ideas
with the people in the organisations from whence they came.
Hon PETER FOSS: The problem is that most of the information is likely to exist, for
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example, in respect of commercial developments that people may wish to carry out on
their own land. Although we could reasonably require those people to supply their
commercial information about their own land and how they use it, we could do that so
that one could make a decision. On the other hand, it is probably unreasonable to give
the public access to that information because it is really someone else's business. There
is an obvious degree to which the public needs to know and the representatives of the
public need to be able to make decisions. However, generally speaking, we are dealing
with people's private business. According to clause 24, the committee's reports are to be
kept and are -

to be available for inspection by members of the public ...
There must be a reasonable degree of protection for people and their businesses when
applications are made.
Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: I believe that that can be achieved under subclause (4).
Perhaps subclause (4) could be slightly expanded. The practical difficulty relates to the
limitation on a committee member when that person seeks the counsel of the other people
with whom that person has an identical interest. For example, someone may be amember of the Swan Valley Grape Growers Association and there may be a proposal to
ban a particular style of spraying. Are we saying that it would not be possible for amember of the committee who was a member of that association to confer with his or her
fellow members to determine the most appropriate view? I appreciate that, at the end of
the day, the committee member must form his or her own opinion. However, that person
should have the capacity to consult the organisation from which that person was
appointed, otherwise the capacity to provide the range of points of view that we require
would be hindered. I believe that the subclause places an undue fetter on obtaining a
fully developed perspective.
Hon PETER FOSS: All the processes involve a process of public consultation at some
stage. Leaving aside the committee itself, people will have an opportunity to presenttheir views. The committee provides an advance set of representatives who can
comment. We cannot really expect it to be the final answer in these matters.
I am sure that Hon Alannah Macl'iernan has been through this kind of process. As alawyer, one frequently needs to obtain information. One may need to obtain it for aparticular purpose so that one can frame one's questions in such a way as not to yield
information that one knows belongs to one's clients. A lawyer is well aware that his
client's information is his client's information and he may not tell other people about it.This is not a difficult problem. I am sum that Hon Alannali MacTiernan has been
through this process before and she knows how to seek general opinion without
conveying information. One must be careful and have judgment. One cannot go around
saying that Joe Bloggs has made an application to develop his block and he wants tospend $200 000 on putting this and that in. One cannot tell everyone about that. That is
his particular information. It may be very sensitive commercial information. He may be
about to open a new store or do something about which the person down the road might
like to know. The member understands the problem. The information is provided
because it is necessary for a decision to be made, but that information cannot then be
used for the broader purpose of spreading the information into the community.
The information is limited and there will come a time when it becomes public
knowledge. At that point, the public will have its opportunity. The committee member is
in the privileged position of hearing it in advance and knowing more detail, and that
person must operate within the constraints. Everyone involved with planning bodies
faces similar constraints. There is a time when information is private, and there is a time
for public consultation. Some aspects of development applications may never go to
public consultation. However, essentially, that information cannot be revealed simply
because one is being told only because it is a necessary part of the process and not
because it is strictly speaking public knowledge.
Hon DERRICK TOMLINSON: Two points need to be considered in the context of the
concerns that have been raised about clause 22(3). The first is the status of the
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committee members and the other is the committee's functions. The committee members
are not delegates of the bodies named in clause 11. They are merely the nominees.
There is no requirement on them to act as delegates and to seek advice. That is
particularly important.
Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: I recognise that.
Hon DERRICK TOMLINSON: Those people are simply nominees. They are appointed
by the Minister.
Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: I understand that very well.
Hon DERRICK TOMLINSON: I am glad that the member understands that because it is
an important principle for her and the Committee to understand so that the Committee
can support the Minister's position rather than the position taken by Hon Alannah
MacTiernan.
The second point is that the functions of the committee are restricted to the functions in
clauses 13 and 15. They relate to town planning and land use applications. When the
interim committee discussed clause 22(3) and whether a member of the committee should
be precluded from disclosing information which that person had gained from the
privileged position on the committee, some people took the position taken by
Hon Alannah MacTiernan. They said that there was a need for public consultation.
The committee accepted that the nominees were not delegates, but were appointed only
for a particular, restricted function. Some of the matters referred to them will involve
certain commercial sensitivity. Others will require social sensitivity. If Hon Alannah
MacTiernan were familiar with, the Swan Valley and the rural and close nature of the
community she would understand why it is important to keep confidential the intentions
of landowners. Taking those issues into consideration, the interim committee made the
recommendation in that form and I am grateful it was accepted by the Government.
Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: I understand that the appointees are not appointed in a
representative capacity. I have a local government background in which I have seen
similar provisions as this create difficulties for persons who have been appointed to
boards. We know this committee is being established not because we want four or five
individuals but because we want a range of viewpoints. I appreciate the issues of
commercial confidentiality, although I think sometimes they are overstated. However, as
I said, subclause (4) deals with that matter.
Hon Peter Foss: That clause is not sufficient; it seeks to provide for a different situation.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 23 to 27 put and passed.
Schedules 1 and 2 put and passed.
Title put and passed.
Bill reported, with an amendment.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE - ORDINARY
HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Leader of the House) [10.33 pm]: I
move -

That the House do now adjourn.
Adjournent Debate - Daws, Charles Pearson, Death

HON P.R. LIGHTFOOT (North Metropolitan) [10.34 pm]: I take advantage of the
adjournment debate tonight to briefly bring before the House the passing last Friday of
one of the great characters of the goldfields. He was more than a character of the
goldfields; indeed, he was one of the goldfields' greatest sons. I refer to Charles Pearson
Daws, otherwise known affectionately and universally as Digger Daws. He was buried
today. I had the honour to attend his funeral and with several other members of
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Parliament to speak on my knowledge of him over the years I had known him since the
1960s.
He was born in 1907 at Golden Gates in his parents' home, just outside Kalgoorlie. Heremained in Kalgoorlie apart from a short period at his uncle's farm, I think, near
Merredin just after the First World War. He married in 1936 and this was the sixtieth
year of his wedding to Olga, his beloved wife. I will read into the Hansard some of the
organisations to which he belonged and some of the achievements he characteristically
carried out in his time in the goldfields.
He was a member of the local government and Kalgoorlie Roads Board from 1953 until1961. It subsequently became the Kalgoorlie Shire Council, where he remained amember from 1961 until 1969. He was vice president from 1961 until 1964, andpresident from 1964 until 1969. He was elected to the Boulder Shire Council in 1970
and served as vice president until 197 1. He was re-elected after an absence and served as
president from 1979 to 1988. He was appointed Freeman of the Shire of Boulder in 1988and was appointed Freeman of the City of Boulder-Kalgoorlie on the merging of those
two local authorities in 1993. He was a member of the Country Shire Councils executive
for several years. He was a member of the Eastern Goldfields Transport Board from the
early 1960s until 1988. He was a foundation member of the Kalgoorlie-Boulder
Regional Traffic Council formed before the creation of the Road Traffic Authority when
traffic duties were covered by local councils. He was a foundation member of the GreenBelt Committee, the forerunner of the Goldfields Dust Abatement Committee and today's
Landcare group. He was appointed a justice of the peace in 1964 and remained one untilhis death. He was the foundation president of the Eastern Goldfields Justices Association
and president of that organisation for several years until about 1985. He was a. member
of the Eastern Goldfields Historic Society for about 30 years. He was Chairman of theEastern Goldfields Defence Services Charitable Trust. He was a life, honorary member
of the Kalgoorlie-Boulder Community Fair Society. He was President of the EasternGoldfields Volunteer Task Force in 1987 until his death. He was a member of theGolden Mile Loop Line Committee from 1978 and President of -the Boulder PrimarySchool for several years in the 1950s. He was Chairman of the Golden Mile Youth
Hostel and one of the instigators of that group for homeless young men from 1988 until1992. He was a foundation member of Boulder Rostrum Club; a member of the Duke of
Edinburgh study tour, and a member of the Eastern Goldfields Esperance Zone
Development Committee, now the Goldfields Development Commission. He was afoundation member in 1948 of the goldfields branch of the Silver Chain Association.
He was a member of many other organisations and was a wonderful man. He worked atthe Kalgoorlie Electric Power Corporation in Lane Street Boulder for 15 years. He then
went to the Electricity Department in Kalgoorlie and was there for 29 years. During that
time big changes were made, many of which he initiated. For example, the department
changed from using steam power to diesel power and from DC current to AC current.While there he completed a diesel engineering course by correspondence with the British
Institute of Engineering. He was also an instigator of a technical course for diesel driver
aspirants and a lecturer at the Kalgoorlie School of Mines.
In 1977, during a long service break, he went to Melbourne University for an ANZUS
conference. After he retired he spent six weeks in New Guinea assessing power houses
all over that country. He was a noted authority on small power generation plants
throughout Australasia. During his time in local government he met many dignitaries
from all over the world, too numerous to mention, and most of the members of the Royal
family. The highlight of Digger Daws' public duty was being responsible for the
building of the magnificent civic centre in Davidson Street, Kalgoorlie. He left his brand
on buildings all over the town including the miners' monument, which, again, he
initiated.
His son Doug is a chip off the old block and if anyone is to fill Digger's shoes it will be
his Son. T oday at his father's funeral Doug told me that the last thing his father said to
him was that if anyone shifts the miners' monument in Boulder tell them he will deal
with them when he catches up with them. Digger Daws was a remarkable man for whom
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I had an immense regard. Kalgoorlie and Western Australia is much the poorer for his
passing. He epitomised those types of people who seem to have been prevalent in the
pre-Second World War years and who seem to be much thinner on the ground today.
There are several people of his ilk, but I do not want to dilute what I say about Digger
Daws by mentioning the names of those people.
In the 1930s Digger was partly responsible for establishing Goldfields Broadcasters
Limited, which later became known as 6KG. I believe that during the Depression it had
about a dozen records and one of them was titled "Steamboat Bill". It appeared to be the
favourite record and it was played up to a dozen times a day. Everyone in Kalgoorlie and
Boulder could sing, recite and hum "Steamboat Bill" from a very young age. It irked
Hicks' music store, one of the great department stores at the time - the President will well
remember it - and it took pity on 6KG and lent it records which it changed regularly.
Another person to deliver a moving eulogy at today's funeral is a character in his own
right. I refer to Ronald Manners who is a great goldfielder. He said he could remember
an incident where Digger could not persuade someone at a council meeting to vote in
favour of replacing a worn piece of linoleum in the chamber with a piece of carpet. This
person was so intransigent that he would not vote to get the motion through. Digger kept
on plying him with water throughout the meeting and when he left the room to go to the
bathroom Digger quickly put the vote and got the piece of carpet he wanted. Such was
the man; he had a great sense of humour. He was in fact a tough man, but underneath
that tough exterior he was a great goldfielder and Western Australian and a wonderful
family man. He will be sorely missed not only because of his selfless contribution to
many areas in the goldfields, but also because of his devotion to his family. He was a
one-off person and I take this opportunity to express my deep sympathy to Digger's
widow Olga, his son Doug, whom I know very wenl, and to other members of his family.
HON MARK NEVILL (Mining and Pastoral) [10.44 pm]: I support Hon Ross
Lightfoot's remarks. Digger Daws is certainly an icon in the goldfields and he was
highly respected. I also wish to express my condolences to his wife Olga.his son Doug,
and to other members of his family.

Adjournent Debate -Police, Brennan Car Scam Inquiry
Hon MARK NEVILL: At question time tonight I received responses to 40 questions I
asked the Minister for Police about the Brennan car scam, as The West Australian
described it about 12 months ago. A number of cars were stolen and shipped east, I
suspect with drugs hidden in the doors, and then shipped back to the west by road or rail,
again I suspect with drugs hidden in the doors. Sniffer dogs have picked up traces of the
drugs in these cars. The police have been investigating this for three years. I understand
the Ombudsman has been investigating it for one year and very little progress has been
made. It is one of those cases where nothing seems to happen until someone initiates an
inquiry. Certainly nothing happened in recent months until I put the 40 questions, of
which there are about 165 parts, on the Notice Paper. It appears the wheels are starting to
turn very slowly.
If a member of Parliament asks a question in this place he should be given the answer,
and three years is far too long for the Police Force to be investigating this issue. I have
been fobbed off with the following answer -

The matters which are the subject of questions 3 182-3220 and questions 3231,
3248 and 3249 are currently the subject of ongoing investigations by, both the
Internal Investigations Branch and the Ombudsman, and as such it would not be
the proper investigative practice or in the public interest to respond to these
questions at this time.

It is in the public interest to know -what the hell is going on in this case, because nothing
is happening. If the police do not provide some answers to these questions of fact
perhaps the House should consider calling the Commissioner of Police to the Bar of this
House to answer them directly. Members are wasting their time preparing questions if
they are not answered properly. -It took me three weeks to research these questions and it
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enitailed a lot of work and I do not appreciate being fobbed off by the police in this
instance.
The wheels started to roll recently and I rang Mr Richie Brennan, who owns a couple of
cars which were taken to the east. He actually owns a Rolls-Royce which someone in
Sydney has been driving for two years. The vehicle was stolen from him and the police
have made feeble attempts to recover it. The vehicle has certainly not been returned to
the west. The person who is driving the Rolls-Royce now is Graham Frost, a man who
appears to have close links with the underworld and the police in the Kings Cross area.
Members know what the New South Wales royal commission is uncovering in that area!
It appears that he did not register the vehicle until a year after he bought it from the
people in this State who stole the vehicle.
Police Officer Gardiner waltzed up to Richie Brennan's Bullsbrook property a few days
ago and told him that he had looked into the matter of the Rolls-Royce and found it was a
civil matter, not a criminal matter. As that was the case Mr Brennan would have to look
after the problem himself. Mr Brennan asked him who had said it was a civil matter and
Gardiner replied that it was Detective Senior Sergeant Brandis. For the life of me I
cannot work out why the police are protecting Detective Senior Sergeant Brandis. I am
sure that a lot of things would come to light if I were given a straight answer to my
questions. Police Officer Gardliner apparently told Brennan that his Rolls-Royce was
obviously stolen or fraudulently taken. Surely that is a criminal matter and would place it
squarely in the hands of the police. It does not seem as though Mr Brennan will get his
Rolls-Royce back. Police Officer Gardiner told Mr Brennan that he had looked into the
return of the Rolls-Royce, and said that more than sufficient evidence was sent east in
order to get it back here. I have seen letters from the New South Wales authorities, and I
have questions on notice, which show that insufficient material was sent east. The letters
also state that an officer should attend in the east. Mr Brennan offered to pay the air fare
for an officer to go east to attend the hearing to get the car back. He was told by
Detective Sergeant Trevor Porter, who seems to come up regularly in my investigations,
and Detective Ken Walters, that Ken Walters would be going to the east. One day before
the case was due to come on in New South Wales he learnt that Ken Walters was not
going, so no police were present to give evidence in the extradition proceedings. The
police did their best so this car would not come back to Western Australia.
I cannot believe what is going on in this case. It has been going on for three years. In
this place I have had 160 questions fobbed off. It is about time that the Parliament
exerted some authority over the Executive in this State and demanded that the police
provide a few answers. Three years is inexcusably long for a straightforward case. The
police seem to be doing their utmost to protect certain people in the Police Force.
Mr Brennan is getting no assistance whatever in the recovery of his cars and the
prosecution of the people involved with those cars. If members read my questions, they
will see that police officers have been intimately involved in this matter. I suggest that
this House either put the Police Force on notice to answer a few of these questions, or
take more direct action to get answers to this matter.

Adjournent Debate - Education Funding
HON JOHN HALDEN (South Metropolitan - Leader of the Opposition) [10.52 pm]:
Before the House adjourns I would like to have incorporated in Hansard a letter I
received today from the Narrogin Primary School Council. This letter typifies a number
of problems that come to my office, and I am sure the Minister's office, in regard to
education in this State. It will always be a difficult area and there will always be
demands for more and more money to be spent. Th1e Minister will defend certain actions
by claiming they were the responsibility of a previous Government, and that may or may
not be true. There may be some justification in claiming that. I will concede that this
letter exemplifies the difficulties of previous Governments, but it most definitely
highlights the difficulties that face schools throughout this State with the actions taken by
this Government. It is not a nasty letter, it is not a particularly political letter, but it
epitomises the problems of education at the school level in Western Australia. The letter
reads -
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Dear Sir,
The School Council of Narrogin Primary School is deeply concerned over the
reduction of funds being experienced by Schools. There has been a drop of 15%
over the last ten years in real terms of funds being placed in the Education budget.
Recently cleaners time has been cut whereby the remaining staff can do the bare
minimum to keep the scheme clean. It has resulted in less job satisfaction to the
point whereby two excellent cleaners are retiring earlier than they would have had
they a reasonable working situation.
The gardener at our school does an excellent job. His time has been cut whereby
when he is relocated for a part of his time, he will be only able to maintain the
garden to a minimum state. Being a three day per week job, it will not attract a
high calibre person.
Maintenance is also cause for concern. It has been a considerable number of
years since the internal walls of the classrooms have been painted. Some carpets
are patched up and threadbare. Flywire windows and door are no longer covered
by maintenance or indeed are considered necessary items. The P & C has been
increasingly asked to provide basic necessities through grounds and buildings
projects. The annual grant which was available to assist in grounds and. building
development was an impetus to improve the school surrounds with P & C being
happy to supply part costs for projects.
With respect to the above, children should be able to work in a safe, clean and
pleasant environment.
Freight costs have created poor buyer practice in the country. Books and
materials were often selected "on approval". This is to longer possible. Schools
must guess as to what they will be getting from advertising rather than actually
viewing the product.
Computers are become worn out and budget funding does not provide sufficient
funds to replace the existing computers.
We believe that the children are our Nation's future. We require your support to
ensure sufficient funds are placed in Education to enable them to develop
physically, emotionally and intellectually
Yours sincerely,
CHARLIE MYRES
for School Council Narrogin Primary School
22nd August 1995

It is a pleasant, reasonable letter that summarises the sort of letters that the Minister
would receive currently.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: Will you table that letter?
Hon JOHN HALDEN: I will be happy to oblige the member.
[The paper was tabled for the information of members.]
Hon JOHN HALDEN: One of the great difficulties that the Minister has, and perhaps I
will have at some future stage, is that people create expectations. The Minister did that,
and I have done and will do that. The difficulty now is that the Minister has created
expectations, but one has to look only at recurrent funding for Education in the Budget
this year to see that there was no growth in the Budget allocation. The Minister claims
that there are enormous problems in the community, but the Government has not
addressed them in a realistic way.
I have been through the books to look at some of the education problems, and the
Minister would know that to address them in a reasonable way $200m is probably a
conservative figure. The problems will not be resolved by the increase of $36m. in this
year's recurrent budget. It is incumbent on this Government, and any future
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Government - if this Government does not take the opportunity - to increase education
funding by the sorts of figures 1 have mentioned. I understand the difficulty of that, but if
we do not restore education spending to the level it was a decade ago - that is, its
percentage of the total Budget - the cost burden for education will be shifted from the
State to the community, or children will miss out. I do not want to debate the Minister in
any aggressive way on this, but those who will miss out are those whose parents can least
afford to provide the essentials. In terms of the demands on education and where we are
going with the approach of the end of this century, particularly technological demands,
we must have a total revision of our thinking about the importance of education and how
we fund it.
On this rare occasion I do not wish to lampoon anybody. I want to incorporate into
Hansard what is the epitome of the problems that school communities are facing. I wil
be responding to Mrx Myres, as I know the Minister would respond if he had received this
letter. There is need for considerable hard work to address this particularly important
issue, not just for this school but also for others.
HON N.F. MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Minister for Education) [10.59 pm]: I am
pleased that Hon John Halden did not want to lampoon anybody, but I shall. As much as
he would like to ignore it, the problem in education was not created by this Government;
it was created over time. When we consider education funding over the past 10 years, it
is very easy to point the finger and highlight where problems arose. There has not been a
decrease in education funding, regardless of the comments in that letter. There has been
a 10 per cent increase in education funding in the two years since we have been in office.
That increase has been made at a time, as everybody will know -

Hon John Halden: Norman, you know that that is not in government school budgets.
Hon N.F. MOORE: There has been a 10 per cent increase in the Education budget,
which applies to education across the board.
Hon John Halden interjected.
Hon N.F. MOORE: I did not interject on Hon John Halden; there is not much time, and I
have a few things to say. That increase was achieved at a time when the State's financial
circumstances were in a parlous state. That was brought about not by this Government
but by 10 years of mismanagement by the previous Government. Hon John Halden said
that $200m would be a nice sum to fix up the plroblems in education, and I agree.
However, I shall give an example of where money has gone.
In our first year in office, we managed to pay off the final instalment of the
Petrochemical Industries Co Ltd debt - $125m. The total cost of the PICL project was
$430m. That is how much money has gone down the gurgler because of the actions of
the previous Government. Had that money not been blown by Hon John Halden and his
colleagues and gone into education, we would have had twice as much as he thinks is
appropriate now.
Cleaners in the education system have been required to achieve an extra 30 per cent
productivity, and they have done that, but the extra 30 per cent productivity was brought
about by a comparison with the day labour work force and the private sector people who
already worked within the education system. The funds that were saved from that have
gone into the education system. The same applies to gardeners. We have asked
gardeners to be more productive. The savings that have been brought about by that
productivity increase have gone into the education system to pay for other things that are
the core business of the education system.
I now refer to what has happened with maintenance. In 1990-91, the previous
Government spent about $19m on maintenance.
Hon John Halden: What about 1992-93, which was our last year?
Hon N.F. MOORE: In the next two years, the previous Government borrowed $70m for
maintenance. Everybody knows that one does not borrow for maintenance; it is part of
one's recurrent expenditure. The previous Government borrowed, and future generations
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will pay for it. It put $70m into maintenance in our schools - a patch-up exercise aftermany years of significant neglect. Funding for maintenance went down every year. Theonly money being spent - ask Carmen Lawrence, who was the Minister at the time - wason safety issues, nothing else. If the wall was about to fall down, it would be fixed up,and that was all.
In 1991-92 and 1992-93, the previous Government borrowed $70m. In our farst Budgetwe spent $31m - not borrowed money; real money out of the recurrent Budget. Thefollowig year, we put in another $5m, taking the amount to $36m. This year, we put inanother $5m, taking the total to $41m, and that was at a time when we increased the
Education budget by 10 per cent.
Hon John Halden: That is rubbish and you know it.
Hon N.F. MOORE: It is not rubbish. The member should have a look some time, thedopey fellow: The problem is that he just cannot add up. He cannot work things out. Hehas no capacity to understand finances. He demonstrates the problem that he outlined inthe first place -.the previous Government was the problem. It blew all that money - the$430m - on PICL. The member walked out the door when I started talking about it.
Hon John Halden: I did not walk out the door, thank you.
Hon N.F. MOORE: That was twice as much as the $200m that the member reckoned weneeded - $430m - for a block of land in Kwinana. That is what we paid for the PICL dealbecause of the mistakes of the previous Government. That money would have fixed upevery school in Western Australia - that $430m that we have had to pay for because ofthe total, gross incompetence of the member's former colleagues in government.
Hon John Halden: Do you know that you won't win a vote because people won't believe
you?
Hon N.F. MOORE: We are working on overcoming that disgraceful financialmismanagement by paying off some of the debt, by reducing the servicing on debt and, atthe same time, by putting more money into education than into any other part of the
Budget.
Hon John Halden: Look at your receipts.
Hon N.F. MOORE: Hon John Halden talks about my creating expectations. I have notcreated any expectations. We came to office on the basis that we would fix up the State'sfinances first. That is the first priority, and we are in the process of doing that. Hon JohnHalden and his colleagues, including his friend Mr Lindberg of the State School Teachers
Union, would say to us, "Just keep borrowing more money."
Hon John Halden: He used to be your mate.
Hon N.F. MOORE: When he visited me on behalf of the teachers' union, I said, "We donot have $430m extra every year to spend on education because we are paying off thedebts of the past," and he said, "Just borrow it." That is the mentality not only ofMr Lindberg, the president of the teachers' union, but of Hon John Halden and hiscolleagues and the former. Premier, Carmen Lawrence, who said, "We balanced theBudget." How did they do it? They borrowed to balance it. That is what they are talkingabout. We are delivering genuine balanced Budgets. In fact the previous Budget had asurplus to government, and that was used to start retiring debt.
Hon John Halden: Meanwhile schools are falling down.
Hon N.F. MOORE: As Hon John Halden would understand, if he ever took the time todo so, we are spending huge sums of money across government - probably about $900in -on servicing debt, a vast amount of which was created by him and his colleagues when inoffice. Hon John Halden 'sat in Caucus, put up his hand and helped to get CarmenLawrence appointed Premier. He organised the numbers for Mr McGinty. He is the manbehind all that - the great numbers man in the Australian Labor Party. He put up his handand supported all that. He now, in the most hypocritical way imaginable, criticisessomebody who is genuinely trying to fix the State's financial difficulties.
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The Government has been very successful in its three Budgets and is doing something
about the basic financial circumstances of the State, and the member says, "Just find
another $200m." I would hate to see his personal bank account. If he managed his own
bank account like he would manage the finances of Western Australia, he would be in jail
as a debtor now. He would be carted away as a bankrupt, because that is the way in
which he operates.
The Government will certainly find more and more money for education as it gets the
State's finances into reasonable shape. That is the'aim of the exercise. As one starts
reducing the amount of money that one spends on debt servicing, one can start spending
money on real things, not on paying off the banks, as opposition members would have us
do, but on education, roads, housing, hospitals and all the other services that people want.
People understand that. People write such letters, and I understand why.
Hon John Halden: It was a reasonable letter.
Hon N.F. MOORE: Of course. I said that I understand why they would write it, but I
also know deep down why it has to happen and why there is not $200m to spend
tomorrow. That is why the member and his colleagues are in opposition. They know
that they made a terrible mess and that we are fixing it up. It is not easy to fix up such
things; it is very difficult. People like things to be delivered, but they know deep down
that that has to be done and that, when the State's finances have been fixed up, they will
share the benefits.
Hon John Halden: When will that be?
Hon E.J. Charlton: They are sharing them now. They are receiving more money for
education now than ever before.
Hon N.F. MOORE: The Education budget is higher than ever.
Hon John Halden: Of course it is, in absolute terms, not in real terms.
Hon E.J. Charlton: All that Hon John Halden is interested in is his union mates. He
could not give two hoots for kids' education.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon N.F. MOORE: Hon John Halden referred to computers, and I agree entirely with his
view. We need significantly to upgrade computer equipment in our schools. However,
the member should spend a little time talking to the experts and finding out what should
be done, because there is a significant variation in opinion about what one should spend
money on. I am currently working on a significant program to do something about
enhancing computing in schools, but that has to be done correctly. As we know, we
could spend a great deal on computer hardware, and in two minutes it could be obsolete.
That upgrading will be paid for out of the programs that we are undertaking.

Adjournmnt Debate - Lightfoot, Ross, Mistaken for Mimister for Education
HON GRAHAM EDWARDS (North Metropolitan) [11.10 pm]: It is obvious to me
that the Minister for Education is suffering from a crisis of identification, a crisis which
today caused the telephon~es in my office to run hot, mainly from teachers in the northern
suburbs who were rejoicing at what they had seen at page 11 of the Stirling Times of
22 August. I will get to that in a moment.
'I want to alert Hon Ross Lightfoot to the fact that he has been badly misrepresented in
the community, because I am sure that at his earliest opportunity he will want to redress
that matter. The teachers in my electorate were rejoicing today because they had seen in
that issue of the Stirling Times an article headed "Small business given a boost", which
was accompanied by a photograph of four people: Kath White, Managing Director,
North Metropolitan College of TAPE; John Milton-Smith, Deputy Vice Chancellor,
Curtin Business School; Hendy Cowan, Deputy Premiier and Minister for Commerce and
Trade; and Ross Lightfoot, Minister for Education, Employment and Training. The
reason that the teachers were telephoning me and rejoicing in my office was that they
wanted to make sure that Christmas had indeed come early and there had been a change
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in that portfolio. It will be a difficult situation for me to have to inform them thatChristmas has not come early and there has been a mistake. I genuinely want to drawthat mistake to the attention of Hon Ross Lightfoot, because as much as I want to see himdefeated in the northern suburbs, and I am sure we will do that at the next election, I wantto ensure that we do it fairly and he is not defeated on the basis that people think he is theMiiister for Education.
Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 11.13 pm



QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

FISHERIES DEPARTMENT - BREAK-IN, NORTH LAKE HOUSE
Kendrick, P., Officer, Involvement

1563. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for
Fisheries:
(1) On 1 October 1990 as part of an operation, did a fisheries officer,

Wr P. Kendrick, break into a house at 8 Sasson Place, North Lake?
(2) Was Mr Kendrick accompanied by a police officer during the break-in?
(3) What was Mr Kendrick's position in. the Fisheries. Department at that

date?
(4) Were any other fisheries officers involved in the operation, and if so,

who?
(5) Under what Statute did the officers rely to enter the premises?
-(6) How was entry gained?
(7), What Police Deparment or Fisheries Department equipment was used or

left during the break-in r ie. listening devices, infrared cameras, etc?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Fisheries has provided the following reply -

(1)-(2) This question relates to matters occurring during the term of the previous
government. I am, advised by my department that this matter has been the
subject of a police in vestigation. The results, of -that investigation were
forwarded to the Director of Public Prosecutions for his consideration.
The DPP did not bring any charges against any officer in regard to this
matter.

(3) Supervising Fisheries Officer; Special Investigations.
(4)-(7) As in (1).

FISHERIES -PILCHARDS (MULIES), DEATHS
1674. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for

Fisheries:
With reference to a report in The West Australian of 28 April 1995 -

(1) Is the Minister for Fisheries aware of the incidence of millions of dead
mulies washing up on shore near Esperance?

(2) What progress has been made in identifying the cause of the problem?

(3) What action can be expected to rectify this problem?
(4) What is the estimated damage to the bait and fishing industry as a result?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Fisheries has provided the following response -

(1)-(4) Pilchard deaths occurred off Western Australia extending from Esperance
to Geraldton and in all other States.. Deaths have also recently occurred in
New Zealand. Samples of plankton and dead pilchards were collected
from these areas and analysed by the Fisheries Department and Eastern
States scientists. A group of experts, the Pilchard Mortality Task Force,
was set up to investigate the deaths. The work performed by the task force
was coordinated through the federal Department of Primary Industry and
Energy. The task force has presented its report to the federal Minister for
Primary Industry and the federal Minister for Resources. The report
while inconclusive on the exact cause, has listed three possibilities:
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Environmental changes leading to infections by viruses or amoebae
already present in Australian pilchard; damage by photoplankton; or the
introduction of an infectious agent in imported pilchards. Further research
will be necessary to determine the cause of deaths and to fully explain theepidemiology of the pilchard mortalities. The final report will not becompleted until the end of the year when all the research has been
completed and results collated by the task force.
Preliminary estimates indicate that approximately 10 to 30 per cent ofWestern Australian pilchard stocks may have been affected; however,
research is still being undertaken to clarify the exact effects on thepilchard population. Industry members imposed a voluntary moratorium
on fishing and marketing of pilchards while preliminary testing was being
carried out and while pilchard deaths occurred within their operational
area. Frozen stocks subject to the moratorium were cleared for marketing.
Concerns have been raised regarding the possible introduction of diseasethrough the importation of fish used for bait in the fishing industry and thedischarge of ship ballast water. As a consequence of the serious nature of
these concerns, I initiated a meeting with the federal Minister forResources to discuss the development of protocols for the importation ofbait and a code of conduct for its storage, handling and processing.
At this meeting, I proposed that a national task force/working group b~e
formed to review all matters related to imported fish and fish produicts.
The Federal Government has acted upon my proposal and established anational task force to conduct a broadly based review of aquatic uses ofimported fish and fish products. Western Australian fishermen are major
users of imported fish bait products, particularly in the western rocklobster fishery. Western Australia will therefore play a key role in the
review. I nominated three representatives, two from thefishing/processing sectors and one fish health expert, to represent Western
Australia on the task force. Mr Tony Gibson, Chairman of the Rock
Lobster and Prawning Association of Western Australia, and Dr BrianJones, Fisheries Department's fish pathologist, have been appointed to thetask force. A Western Australian industry representative, Mrt Peter
Monaghan, has also been appointed to a working group that will report tothe task force on specific issues. Ballast water management is being
addressed at the national level by the Interim Australian Ballast Water
Management Advisory Council, on which Western Australia has a
representative.

FISHERIES DEPARTMENT - OFFICERS, EMBLING, STEVE; BROWN,
WARREN

Police Training
2046. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for

Fisheries:
(1) Did fisheries officers Steve Embling and Warren Brown undertake

training at the Police Academy or with police officers?
(2) What training did these two officers receive from the police force?
(3) Did their training involve the use of lock-picking devices and tools?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:.
The Minister for Fisheries has provided the following reply -
(1)-(3) This question relates to matters occurring during the term of the previous

Government. I am advised by my department that in 1989 approval wasgranted by the director of operations for the officers to attend a detective
training course. A component of the course was "lock technology", which
involved the use of lock picking devices and tools.
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FISHERIES - PILCHARDS (MULIES), DEATHS
2147. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for

Fisheries:
With respect to the recent mass mortality of pilchards off the south coast of
Australia, and complaints by professional fishermen that they developed rashes
and allergies after handling the pilchards -

(1) What investigations have been made into this matter?
(2) What guarantees can be given that these fish are not being used for human

consumption?
(3) Is the Minister for Fisheries considering a prohibition on the taking of

pilchard until such time that it is conclusively proved that use of pilchard
for export, pet food, bait or human consumption is safe?

(4) Has -there been any check as to whether frozen stocks of these
contaminated fish are being stored?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Fisheries has provided the following response -

I refer the member to my response to question 1674.
FISHERIES - PILCHARDS (MULIES), DEATHS

2148. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for
Fisheries:
Considering recent reductions in quota for pilc hard because of fear of over fishing
and a depletion of pilchard stocks along the south coast, what additional impact
will the recent mass mortality of pilchard have on existing fish stocks?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Fish eries has provided the following response -

I refer the member to my response to question 1674.
FISHERIES - MARRON AN]) FRESHWATER CRUSTACEA IN RIVERS OR

WATERWAYS ON PRIVATE LAND, FISHING REGULATIONS
2805. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for

Fisheries:
Do recreational fishing management regulations for marron and other freshwater
crustacia apply to the owners of the land through which a river containing these
crustacia passes, if the river or waterway is an integral part of a title and is not
excised as public land?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Fisheries has provided the following reply -
Yes. According to advice from the Crown Solicitors Office the owners of land
through which waters flow are subject to the provisions of the Fisheries Act 1905
and there are no exemptions for such land owners. These provisions will also
apply under the Fish Resources Management Act 1994 upon its coming into
operation.

WAGES - $8 A WEEK PAY RISE, BUDGET SAVINGS SOURCE
2877. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for

Primary Industry:
(1) From what areas of the Minister for Primary Industry's department's

budget will the savings be made to accommodate the $8 a week pay rise
granted to all staff in March 1995 and backdated to December 1994?
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(2) Will the Minister guarantee that no savings are being made to

accommodate this pay rise from the 1994-95 capital works budget from
the department's overall budget?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Primary Industry has provided the following reply -
(1) The $8 pay rise has been accommodated from within the existing

budgetary allocation through efficiencies determined under each of the
department's programs.

(2) Yes.
WAGES - $8 A WEEK PAY RISE, BUDGET SAVINGS SOURCE

2878. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for
Fisheries:
(1) From what areas of the Minister for Fisheries' department's budget will

the savings be made to accommodate the $8 a week pay rise granted to all
staff in March 1995 and backdated to December 1994?

(2) Will the Minister guarantee that no savings are being made to
accommodate this pay rise from the 1994-95 capital works budget from
the department's overall budget?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Fisheries has provided the following reply -
(1) The $8 pay rise has been accommodated from within the existing

budgetary allocation through efficiencies determined under each of the
department's programs.

(2) Yes.
WAGES - $8 A WEEK PAY RISE, BUDGET SAVINGS SOURCE

2882. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for
Local Government:
(1) From what areas of the Minister for Local Government's department's

budget will the savings be made to accommodate the $8 a week pay rise
granted to all staff in March .1995 and backdated to December 1994?

(2) Will the Minister guarantee that no savings are being made to
accommodate this pay rise from the 1994-95 capital works budget from
the department's overall budget?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Local Government has provided the following reply -
(1) The $8 pay rise has been accommodated from within the existing

budgetary allocation through efficiencies determined under each of the
department's programs.

(2) Yes.
WAGES - $8 A WEEK PAY RISE, BUDGET SAVINGS SOURCE

2887. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education representing the Minister for
Aboriginal Affairs:
(1) From what areas of the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs' department's

budget will the savings be made to accommodate the $8 a week pay rise
granted to all staff in March 1995 and backdated to December 1994?

(2) Will the Minister guarantee that no savings are being made to
accommodate this pay rise from the 1994-95 capital works budget from
the department's overall budget?
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Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
The Minister for Aboriginal Affairs has provided the following reply -

(1) The $8 pay rise has been accommodated from within the existing
budgetary allocation through efficiencies determined under each of the
department's programs.

(2) Yes.
WAGES - $8 A WEEK PAY RISE, BUDGET SAVINGS SOURCE

2889. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for
Housing:
(1) From what areas of the Minister for Housing's department's budget will

the savings be made to accommodate the $8 a week pay rise granted to all
staff in March 1995 and backdated to December 1994?

(2) Will the Minister guarantee that no savings are being made to
accommodate this pay rise from the 1994-95 capital works budget from
the department's overall budget?

Hon MAX EVANS replied:
The Minister for Housing has provided the following reply -

(1) The $8 pay rise has been accommodated from within the existing
budgetary allocation through efficiencies determined under each of the
department's programs.

(2) Yes.
WAGES *-$8 A WEEK PAY RISE, BUDGET SAVINGS SOURCE

2898. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs:
(1) From what areas of the Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs'

department's budget will the savings be made to accommodate the $8 a
week pay rise granted to a staff in March 1995 and backdated to
December 1994?

(2) Will the Minister guarantee that no savings are being made to
accommodate this pay rise from the 1994-95 capital works budget from
the department's overall budget?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The Minister for Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs has provided the following
reply -

(1) The $8 pay rise has been accommodated from within the existing
budgetary allocation through efficiencies determined under each of the
department's programs.

(2) Yes.
BUILDING INDUSTRY TASK FORCE - COST

3029. Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister
for Works:
(1) What has been the total cost of operating the Building Industry Taskforce

and what have been the costs for the following items -

(a) salaries;
(b) accommodation;
(c) administration costs;
(d) consultancy fees;
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(e) public sector legal advice and/or litigation; and
(f) private sector legal advice and/or litigation?

(2) Who is responsible for monitoring the operations of this task force and to
whom does the task force report?

(3) What actions, if any, have been taken by the task force to ensure that
employees in the industry are not being paid less than their legal
entitlement in contravention of part 2 of the building industry code of
conduct?

Hon MAX EVANS replied:
The Minister for Works has provided the following reply -

(1) All direct costs have been calculated from the introduction of the task
force in November 1993 to June 1995.
(a) $195 542
(b) Nil
(c) $84 129
(d) Nil
(e) $3 977
(M $90255

(2) The Chief Executive Officer of the Building Management Authority has
administrative responsibility for the task force.

(3) It is assumed that the member means code of practice, not code of
conduct. The executive officer of the task force has addressed many
public forums and training seminars to promote the code of practice. Two
complaints have been received by the task force alleging underpayment of
wages. Each of these investigations found no evidence of underpayment
of wages and no further action was taken. A third complaint in relation to
underpayment of wages was referred to the Department of Productivity
and Labour Relations' inspectorate for resolution. Back payment of those
underpaid wages was made by the employer.

AUDITOR GENERAL - FIRST GENERAL REPORT
Agencies' Purchases in Contravention of State Supply Commission Policy

3043. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:
With reference to the report of the Auditor General, report No 3 - May 1995, First
General Report 1995, at page 20, which are the agencies referred to as making
purchases costing over $1 000 per line item but not forwarding requisitions for
such purchases through the State Supply Commission as is required by the
commission for non-exempt agencies?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The following reply has been provided by the Premier -

The following agencies were referred to as making purchases costing over $1 000
per line item, but not forwarding requisitions for such purchases through the State
Supply Commission as is required by the commission for non-exempt agencies -

Waterways Commission
Heritage Council
Government Employees Superannuation Board
Burswood Park Board
Perth Theatre Trust

The agencies in question were then required to implement appropriate procedures
and in some cases the agencies applied for and received partial exemption soon
after the completion of the review. It should be recognised that the list was only
based on a sample of agencies across government which had been subject to
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investigation in that period by the Office of the Auditor General or State Supply
Commission.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - AGENCIES, INSTRUMENTALITIES, NAME
CHANGES

3097. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for
Disability Services:
(1) Does the schedule attached to this question represent the full list of the

state government departments, agencies and instrumentalities that have
had their name changed since January 1993? [See below.]

(2) If no -
(a) what additional government departments, agencies and

instrumentalities have had their names changed by the current
Government;

(b) what is the new name, previous name and date of name change in
each case; and

(c) what is the cost of this name change in each case?
(3) Will the Minister provide details of the cost of the change of name in each

case listed on the schedule attached for which details have so far not been
provided?

(4) Are there any inaccuracies in the schedule?

Cost of
Date of change (as

New Name Previous Name Change given by
government)

Community Development, Family.
Dept for Family and

Children's Services
Resources Development -

Dept of Resources
Development

Office of Energy

Western Power, AlintaGas
Treasurer -

Dept for Community
Development

Dept of State Development

Energy Policy and Planning
Bureau

State Energy Commission of WA

Bank of Western Australia
Transport
Dept of Transport -

Maritime Division
MetroBus
Lands -
WAUIS Program - WA

Land Information System
Program

Premier -
Overseas Regional Offices
Public Sector Management

Office
Policy Office

R&1 Bank of Western Australia

Dept of Marine and Harbours

Transperth

ILIP Program - Integrated
Land Informtation Program

transferred from another agency
wtansfefred from another agency

Dept of the Cabinet

26A4.94

1.1.94 not given

14.2.95 $17 956

19.12.94 $315

10.2.93 not given
30.3.93 not given

1.7.93 not given

1.7.95

17.2.93

1.1.95

1.1.95

up to
$50 000

$914

$889

nil
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Office of State
Administration

Government Property Office

Government Advertising
Office

Information Policy Unit
Workforce Management &

Development Office
Information Policy

Secretariat
Public Sector Management

office
Environment.-

Dept of Environmental
Protection

Planning -

Ministry for Planning

Western Australian
Planning Commission

Office of the Minister for
Planning (planning appeals)

Health.-

Swan Health Service
Kalamunda Health Service
Wanneroo Health Service
Lower North Metropolitan

Health Service
Bentley Health Service
Rockingham/Kwinarm

Health Service
Western Health Service
Lower Great Southern

Health Service
Public & Mental Health

Services
Midwest Health Service
Peel Health Service
Royal Perth Hospital

- Biomedical Services
RPH - Patient Information

Management Service
RPH - Centre for Women's

Health
Government Health Bureau
Bureau of Government

Health Services
Health Workforce Branch
Health System Policy
Business Operations Branch
Finance & Assets Branch
Legal Administration Branch
Environmental Health Service
Public Relations Branch
Health Promotion Services

[Wednesday, 23 August 1995]

Dept of the Cabinet

Dept of Infrastnucture and
Government Assets

*transfere from another agency

*trnsferred from another agency
*transferred from another agency

Information Policy Unit

Workforce Management &
Development Office

Environmental Protection
Authority

Dept of Planning & Urban
Development

State Planning Commission

Town Planning Appeal
Committee

Swan District Health Service
Kalamunda District Health Service
Upper N.Metropolitan Health Service
North Metropolitan Regional Health

Service
Bentley District Health Service
RockinghamlKwinana District

Hospital
Western Wheatbelt Health Service
Lower Gt Southern Health Dist

Eastern Goldfields Health Service

Northern Wheatbelt Health Service
Murray Mandurah Health Service
Technical Services

PMH Patient Info -
KEMH Medical Records Dept
KEMH for Women

Bureau of Govt Health Services
Corporate Management Division

Human Resources Branch
System Policy Secretariat
Physical & Central Services Branch
Financial Services
Legal Policy Branch
Environmental Health Branch
Community Relations Branch
Health Promotion Services Branch
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3.8.93 not given

7.12.93 not given

2.5.94 not given

20.5.94 not given
1.10.94 not given

24.2.95 not given

10.3.95 not given

11.1.94 $3000

1.3.95 $17000

1.3.95 *incu~
in above

22.6.94 $481

1.7.94
1.7.94
1.7.94
1.7.94

nil
nil

nil to date
nil

1.7.94 $1250
1.7.94 nil

Feb 95 $2000
1.7.94 nil

1.7.94

Oct 94
1.7.94
5.7.94

14.2.95

$610

nil
$3 000

nil

nil

24.10.94 $9337

Aug 94
Dec 93

Aug 94
Dec 93
Aug 94
Aug 94
Mar 94

1.7.94
Oct 94
1.2.95

COST OF SIGNAGE FOR PRECEDING I11

$778
$142

nil
$205

nil
$370

nil
nil
nil
nil

$4100
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State Health Purchasing Authority
North Metropolitan

.Health Authority
South Metroixolitan

Health Authority
East Metropolitan

Health Authority
Western Health Authority

Northern Health Authority

Southern Health Authority

Central Health Authority

Conmmerce. and Trade.-
Dept of Commerce & Trade
Goldfields Esperance

Developmnent Commission
Great Southern Dvpmt Comn
Mid West Dvpmt Comn
Peel Deveopinent Comn
South West Dvpmt Comn
Education -

Department of Training
Education Department
Aboriginal Affairs -

Dept of Aboriginal Affairs
Fair Trading -

Ministry of Fair Trading
Arts -
Films West

Proposed changes.-
Police -

Police Services

[COUNCIL)

Health Services Contract Bureau

North Mesropolitan Health Region

South Metropolitan Health Region

East Metropolitan Health Region

Mid West & Gascoyne Health
Region and Central Wheatbelt,
Health Region

Kimberley Health Region and
Pilbara Health Region

South West Health Region and
Great Southern Health Region

Goldfields Health Region

TOTAL COSTS FOR PRECEDING EIGHT

Dept of State Development
Goldfields Esperance

Development Authority
Greatt Southern Development Authority
Geraldton Mid-West Dvpmt Authority
Peel Office of South West Dvpmt Authority
South West Dvpmt Authority

DEVET
Education Ministry

Aboriginal Affairs Ping Authy

Consumer Affairs Department

WA Filmi Authority
TOTAL TO DATE

WA Police Department

Hon MAX EVANS replied:
1The following reply has been provided by the Minister for Disability Services -

(1) No.
(2) Portfolio

New name
Previous names

Disability Services
Disability Services Commission
The Disability Services Commission was formed in
December 1993 from an amalgamation of two
agencies - the Authority for Intellectually Handicapped
Persons and the Bureau for Disability Services.

(3) Costs involved in the name change were minimal, but included the design
of a logo and printing of stationery and publications. These costs have
previously been advised as follows -

1.7.94
1.7.94

1.7.94

1.7.94

1.7.94

1.7.94

1.7.94

1.7.94

$22 780

nil
$1095

$2 740
$3 751

$307
$1000

16.2.93
8.4.94

8A4.94
7A4.94
1.1.93
8A4.94

Sept93

Nov 93

(up to
$4320)
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(a) Logos and corporate design $2 874
(b) Stationery $4 090
(c) Pamphlets (15 titles) $11 750

(4) Previously omitted Disability Services Commission.
MEMBERS OF PARLIAMENT - POLICE SURVEILLANCE

Neville, Hon Mark; Campbell, Graham
3143. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) Why did the police decide not to proceed with the plan to search my house

on Wednesday, 5 June 1995 when the houses and offices of Julian Grill
MLA and Graham Campbell MI-R were searched?

(2) Can the Min ister assure the House that Messrs Nevill and Campbell are
not being subject to police surveillance?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Police has provided the following reply -

I am advised by the Commissioner of Police as follows -

(1) Hon Mark Nevill MLC is not, and has not been, the subject of any
inquiries by the official corruption task force, therefore neither his house
nor office was subject to any search warrants for 5 June 1995 or any other
date. No search warrants have ever been sought by the official corruption
task force in relation to Mr Nevill's house or office.

(2) It is a longstanding Police Service policy that there be no confirmation or
denial in response to questions which relate to ongoing operational
matters.

ROCK LOBSTER FISHERIES - BAIT IN CRAYPOTS, A FOOD SOURCE
3147. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for

Fisheries:
(1) Did the Minister for Fisheries answer "No" to a question in the Legislative

Council on 18 August 1993 asking if there was evidence that bait used in
cray pots forms an important or significant part of the available food
source for western rock lobster?

(2) Is the Minister aware of research results published by Chittleborough and
Morgan which found that the amount of bait used is the most vital link in
allowing the industry to maintain a high yield without endangering the
biomass?

(3) If the Minister was aware of the Chittleborough and Morgan research,
why did he say that no evidence existed concerning the significance of
bait as a rock lobster food source?

(4) If the Minister has access to evidence which counters or disproves the
Chittleborough and Morgan research, can he describe that contrary
evidence?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Fisheries has provided the following reply -

(1)-(4) I am advised that the department has contacted both scientists and neither
recalls publication of such papers.

ROCK LOBSTER FISHERIES - POTS, HOLDING SIZE AND CATCH
3 148. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for

Fisheries:
(1) Was the Minister's reply to a question on notice in the Legislative Council
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on 10 September 1993, whether there was evidence to suggest that the
efficiency of crayfishing boats is dependent on the number of pots
allocated to that boat, 'No, there is no obvious change in the average catch
per pot relative to the size of the pot holding of vessels across the fleet"?

(2) At the time the above answer was provided by the Minister, was he in
possession of the information from the Fisheries Department to the effect
that across the whole fleet in Western Australia in 1992-93 boats with
65 to 75 pots averaged a catch of 152 kg/pot/year, while boats with 121 to
150 pots averaged a catch of 190 kg/pot/year, or 26 per cent mole than the
smaller boats?

(3) If the Minister was not in possession of that information, does he now
acknowledge that smaller vessels have a significantly lower annual catch
than larger vessels?

(4) Does the Minister acknowledge that the same trend existed during the
1993-94 season and that smaller boats fishing in the B zone were
significantly disadvantaged by pot reductions relative to larger boats and
boats fishing in both A and B zones?

(5) If the Minister does acknowledge the points made in parts (3) and (4), will
he undertake to discuss the matter with B zone fishermen with a view to
correcting the rules which have disadvantaged them?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Fisheries has provided the following reply -

(1)-(5) There are many factors which contribute to the catching effectiveness of
individual operations. This is a complex issue, about which a briefing
could be provided by the Executive Director of the Fisheries Department.

ROCK LOBSTER FISHERIES - LIAISON WITH INDUSTRY
3149. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for

Fisheries:
(1) Did the Minister for Fisheries answer "Yes" to a question on notice in the

Legislative Council on 26 February 1993 asking whether it was his
intention to "fully liaise" with sections of the fishing industry on matters
directly affecting them?

(2) Did the Minister fully liaise with the fishing industry prior to reversing the
home porting provisions of any earlier rock lobster management package?

(3) Is it correct that the only liaison with the industry on this matter was with
the Rock Lobster Industry Advisory Committee, a committee appointed
by the Minister?

(4) Does it follow from the above that liaison and consultation with the
RIAC constitutes full liaison with the industry?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Fisheries has provided the following reply -

(l)-(4) Liaison with industry takes various forms with a formal consultation
process through RLIAC. Advice from RLIAC is not considered in
isolation to other views presented to me.

ROCK LOBSTER INDUSTRY ADVISORY COMMITTEE - POT TRANSFERS
3150. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for

Fisheries:
Since the Minister for Fisheries was asked, in the Legislative Council on 5 August
1994, whether members of the Rock Lobster Industry Advisory Committee had
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been involved in the transfer of rock lobster pot entitlements prior to the
announcement of a pot reduction, has the Minister -

(a) conducted any level of inquiry to determine whether such trading did take
place;

(b) established that any trading which did occur was not influenced by any
RLIAC member's inside knowledge of the forthcoming changes; and

(c) satisfied himself that no breaches of propriety had occurred in respect of
such trading?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Fisheries has provided the following reply-
(a)-(c) The Fisheries Department ha is, at my request, investigated the matter and

reported that there were no breaches of propriety related to pot trading by
RLIAC members.

AGRICULTURE, DEPARTMENT OF - ALBANY BUILDING, INSULATION
3151. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for

Primary Industry:
(1) What is the cost of insulating the new Agriculture Department building

being constructed at the corner of Anson Road and Albany Highway,
Albany?

(2) Is it correct that fibreglass rather than woollen insulation is being used?
(3) Why was the building not designed to utilise the locally produced wool

product rather than the fibreglass project?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Primary Industry has provided the following reply -

(l)-(3) I have been advised by my department that wool insulation is being used
to cover all ceilings and internal walls requiring acoustic isolation, at a
cost of $32 000. A further $70 000 will be spent on the installation of
woollen carpets. Wool insulation will also be trialled underneath the steel
roofing.

AGRICULTURE, DEPARTMENT OF - ALBANY, EXTRA POSITIONS
3152. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for

Primary Industry:
The Merredin Wheatbelt Mercury. on 7 June 1995 stated that Albany was to
receive an extra 25 positions under proposals to decentralise the Department of
Agriculture -

(1) Is this number correct?
(2) Which positions are expected to be devolved to Albany?
(3) Does this figure include the members of the wool and meats sections the

Minister advised would be relocated to Albany when he attended the last
Albany economic development unit parliamentary liaison meeting?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Primary Industry has provided the following reply -

(1)-(3) Albany will be the base of management for the wool and meat programs
of the Department of Agriculture, with the manager positions recently
being advertised. It was these positions to which I referred when
addressing the Albany Economic Development Unit Parliamentary
Liaison meeting.
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POLICE - CRIMMINS COMPLAINT INQUIRY
3182. Hlon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) After a briefing of Deputy Commissioner L. Ayton by Acting Commander

Hawkes on 9 December 1994. was Acting Inspector R.M. Thoy given
explicit instructions from Deputy Commissioner L. Ayton to cease the
investigation of a complaint by Ms L. Crimmins claiming that she had
been indecently assaulted by a member of the witness protection unit after
she had only been on the program for four days?

(2) If yes, why?
(3) Why was Acting Inspector Thoy also instructed to refer Ms L. Crimmins

to Commander Jack McKay of the Internal Investigations Branch if she
called again?

(4) If yes, why?
(5) If Deputy Commissioner L. Ayton ordered Acting Inspector R.M. Thoy to

immediately stop the investigation of the complaint by Ms L. Crimmins,
who was given the task of investigating the complaint?

(6) If no one was given instructions to investigate the complaint, why was the
complaint not investigated?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I am advised by the Commissioner of Police as follows -

The matters which are the subject of questions 3182-3220 and questions 3231,
3248 and 3249 are currently the subject of ongoing investigations by both the
Internal Investigations Branch and the Ombudsman, and as such it would not be
proper investigative practice or in the public interest to respond to these questions
at this time.

POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY
3183. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
Why did the investigation relating to the Brennan complaint not fall within the
mandate of the duties of the inspectorate?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY
3184. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) Did Detective K. Walters report his investigations into the Brennan

complaint and information about the activities of Detective Senior
Sergeant 1. Brandis to Inspectors S. Robbins and A. Syrne of the Internal
Affairs Branch?

(2) If so, when was the information reported?
(3) Did Inspector S. Robbins warn Brennan and Wildmore to be careful of

their lives over their complaint because a certain named police officer was
capable of anything?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.
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POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY

3185. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Police:
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(1) Did Inspector Robbins attend a meeting with Brennan, Wildmore,
Detective Walters, Detective Ray Burton and a private investigator at the
Chequers Hotel in Bullsbrook on 8 July 1993 in respect of the Rolls-
Royce sold by Duggan and Hunter?

(2) How did Inspector Robbins know about the whereabouts of this vehicle so
early in the investigation given that at this meeting Inspector Robbins
advised both Mr R. Brennan and Detective K. Walters that the Rolls-
Royce had been sold and was in Sydney?

(3) Did Inspector Robbins also tell the Brennans that they will not be getting
their Rolls-Royce back?

(4) If yes, why?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY

3186. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Police:
(1) Was Inspector Robbins aware that Mr Lindsay Roddan had visited

Brennan's factory where the stolen Mazda was stored and that on this
visit, Roddan and N. Hunter had removed the Mazda from the factory?

(2) Did Inspector Robbins try to convince Wildrnore during an interview at
the Internal Affairs Branch office that it was not Lindsay Roddan who was
with Hunter when they picked up the Mazda from Brennan's factory?

(3) If yes, why?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY

3187. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Police:
(1) On what date did Inspectors McLeod and Robbins interview Detective

Senior Sergeant 1. Brandis?

(2) On what approximate date did Inspectors McLeod and Robbins conclude
that Detective Senior Sergeant I. Brandis was not involved in any corrupt
practices?

(3) Why was that conclusion made, given that only two witnesses were
interviewed?

(4) If an inquiry was undertaken, what was the extent of that inquiry?

(5) Which witnesses other than Detective Senior Sergeant I. Brandis and
N. Hunter were interviewed by Inspectors McLeod and Robbins of the
Internal Affairs Branch as part of their investigation?

(6) Was N. Duggan ever interviewed by Internal Affairs before he left
Western Australia in about October 1994?

(7) If not, why not?

(8) If yes, does a statement exist?
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Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY
3188. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) Does the evidence in the interview by Inspectors McLeod and Robbins

with Detective Senior Sergeant 1. Brandis contradict the statutory
declarations of Mr R. Brennan?

(2) If yes, in what ways?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - CRIMMINS, L., MAZDA SEDAN THEF7T INQUIRY
3189. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
In respect of the Mazda sedan owned by Ms L. Crimmins -
(1) Was an investigation of this theft undertaken?
(2) If so, by whom?
(3) What was the outcome of this investigation?
(4) Was a Mr Lindsay Gordon Roddan implicated in the theft of the Mazda?
(5) Did the Mazda come into the possession of Lord Stre et Motors in 1992

when it was operated by Messrs N. Hunter and Duggan?
(6) If yes, how?
(7) Has it been established that the vehicle was given or loaned to Neil

Hunter's brother Ross Hunter?
(8) Was the vehicle driven by Ross Hunter at any time in early 1992?
(9) Did the vehicle at that time display Tasmanian registration plates and

licence sticker?
(10) Did N. Hunter negotiate to sell the Mazda to a Mr Lewis the licensee of

the Maylands Hotel?
(11) Was the Mazda delivered to the Maylands Hotel by a Mr Coe the owner of

Bayswater Panel Beaters?
(12) Did Mr Lewis contact Detective Sergeant Fussell about the vehicle

because he was suspected the vehicle was stolen?
(13) Did Detective Sergeant Fussell do a check and discover the vehicle was

stolen?
(14) Did Detective Sergeant Fussell report this fact, together with the location

of the stolen vehicle to the police Motor Squad?
(15) If so, on what date did he make the report?
(16) Did Mr Lewis contact Mr Coe and inform him that the vehicle was stolen?
(17) Did Mr Coe inform Mr N. Hunter that the vehicle was stolen when

N. Hunter arrived to collect the vehicle?
(18) Did police allow Mr N. Hunter to collect the vehicle from Mr Coe?
(19) If yes, why?
(20) What action was taken by the Motor Squad as a result of this information?
(21) Why was Mr N. Hunter not charged with stealing or receiving the vehicle?
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(22) Was the Mazda on sold to MR. Brennan after Mr N. Hunter picked up the
vehicle from Mr Coe?

(23) Was the vehicle then kept at MR. Brennan's factory pending resale?

(24) Did Mr N. Hunter tell MR. Brennan and Mr Wildmore he had found a
buyer for the Mazda?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY

3190. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Police:
(1) Did Detective Senior Sorgeant I. Brandis visit Brennan's Belmont factory?

(2) If so, what was the purpose of each visit?
(3) Did Detective Senior Sergeant 1. Brandis speak to Brennan about the

Mazda during one of his visits to Brennan's factory?

(4) If so, what was the outcome of the discussions with Brennan?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY

3191. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Police:
(1) Are the police aware that Lindsay Roddan and N. Hunter attended

Brennan's factory and took away the Mazda?

(2) Was the Mazda reported stolen from Mr R. Brennan recovered by police?

(3) If so, to whom did the police return the vehicle?

(4) Was the report of the stolen Mazda investigated by Detective Reynolds?

(5) Did Detective Reynolds contact N. Hunter and order him to return the
stolen Mazda which belonged to Ms L. Crimmins?

(6) If so, to where was N. Hunter asked to return the vehicle?

(7) Why was N. Hunter not charged at this time with stealing or receiving the
Mazda?

(8) Did Detective Reynolds contact N. Hunter and ask or order him to return
the vehicle to another person?

(9) If so, who was that person?
(10) Did the police allow N. Hunter to return the vehicle to the car park of the

Racquet Club between 5.00 and 5.30 pm on 24 July 1992?
(11) If yes, why?
(12) Why was N. Hunter not requested to return the vehicle to the CIB?

(13) Why was Nick Duggan not charged with stealing the vehicle?

(14) Why was N. Hunter not later charged with stealing the vehicle after he
admitted in later questioning to altering the plates when the vehicle came
to the yard of Lord Street Motors and he admitted lending the vehicle to
his brother Ross Hunter and he admitted that he knew Duggan had sold
the vehicle to Brennan?

(15) Was Detective Reynolds aware that the vehicle had been seen by both
Detective Sergeant Fussell and Mr Lewis the licence of the Maylands
Hotel and both knew it was stolen?
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(16) If not, why not?
(17) If Yes, what action was taken?
(18) Was Detective Reynolds aware that Coe, the owner of Bayswater

Panelbeaters, knew the vehicle was stolen and had advised Hunter of that
fact?

(19) If not, why not?
(20) If yes, what action was taken?
(21) Why did Detective Reynolds not submit a police- report in relation to thestolen Mazda being recovered or take a written statement from Hunter?
(22) Was Detective Reynolds told or asked to stop his investigations by any

senior officer?
(23) If yes, why?
(24) Why did Detective Reynolds not carry out his duties in relation to this

matter?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY
3192. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister forPolice:

(1) Did Detective Senior Sergeant 1. Brandis assist MW R. Brennan in aninvestigation being conducted by the CIB Stock Squad into stolen ormissing cattle from Windidda Station near Wiluna?
(2) What assistance was provided by Detective Senior Sergeant. I. Brandis toMr R. Brennan?
(3) What inquiries were made by Detective Senior Sergeant I. Brandis to theCIB Stock Squad during early 1992 in respect of this matter?
(4) Did Detective Senior Sergeant 1. Brandis make any representations to theWA Police Stock Squad or their superiors in early 1992 about aninvestigation regarding stolen cattle from Windidda. Station near Wiluna?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY
3193. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) Who cashed the cheque for $500 at the R & I Bank Midland which wasgiven by Mr R. Brennan to Nick Duggan?
(2) Has this cheque been examined for fingerprints?
(3) If yes, when was it examined?
(4) If no, why has the cheque not been examined for fingerprints?
(5) Was Mr R. Brennan interviewed about the purported payment of $500 forinformation about the CIB Stock Squad investigation in respect of stolen

cattle from Windidda Station?
(6) Was Duggan interviewed by police about the circumstances surrounding

the $500 cheque?
(7) If not, why not?
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Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - HALE, ANITA, MERCEDES BENZTHF

3194. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Police:
In respect of the Mercedes Benz owned by Mrs Anita Hale of Katherine in the
Northern Territory -

(1) Was the Mercedes ever reported stolen in Western Australia or any other
State?

(2) Was N. Hunter apprehended in Sydney by customs officials, federal police
officers, state police officers or any other authority?

(3) If so, by whom was he detained?
(4) Were traces of heroin found in the car?
(5) If so, which authority did the search of the car?

(6) After apprehending N. Hunter in Sydney in the stolen Mercedes, did
Sydney police officers or anyone else contact Detective Senior Sergeant
I. Brandis?

(7) Was this contact made at the suggestion of N. Hunter after being
detained?

(8) Did Detective Senior Sergeant I. Brandis confirm he knew N. Hunter?
(9) Was N. Hunter then released to fly back to Perth?
(10) What assurances did Detective Senior Sergeant 1. Brandis give New South

Wales police to allow them to release N. Hunter?

(11) Why was the police report on this stolen Mercedes removed from police
computer records?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - HALE, ANITA, MERCEDES BENZ THEFT

3195. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Police:
In respect of the Mercedes Benz owned by Mrs Anita Hale of Katherine in the
Northern Territory -

(1) When was Mrs Anita Hale's Mercedes Benz seized in Sydney?

(2) Did NSW police swoop on the car when Hunter stopped to buy petrol at a
service station?

(3) On what date was the sighting made?
(4) What date did N. Hunter collect the car in Sydney and from where was the

Mercedes collected?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY

3196. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Police:
(1) Did Brennan claim in his affidavit that he spoke to Detective Senior

Sergeant L Brandis about taking back his cars?
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(2) Was Mr Jimmy O'Loughlin interviewed about the removal of the white
Ford Fairlane from Lord Street Motors that evening or the following
mornngin about July 1992 to ascertain if Detective Senior Sergeant
1. Badsplayed any pan in the removal of the cars by Hunter and
O'Loughlin?

(3) Was the office girl who worked at Lord Street Motors, Ms Nicole James,
interviewed about Brennan's claim that she saw both Neil Hunter and
Detective Senior Sergeant 1. Brandis loading onto a truck, the Mercedes
Benz owned by Mrs Anita Hale of Katherine?

(4) To where was the Mercedes taken and how was it transported to Sydney?
(5) When was the vehicle returned to the owner or her representative?
(6) Why was N. Hunter not charged with stealing the car?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY
3197. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
Will the Minister for Police provide me with a copy of the Internal Affairs Branchinterview of Detective Senior Sergeant 1. Brandis in respect of the Brennan
complaint?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY
3198. Hon MARX NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
In respect of the 1993 affidavit of Mr R.T. Brennan -
(1) Has Graham Casserley a CIB employee or police officer been interviewed

about the phone contact between Brennan and Detective Senior Sergeant
1. Brandis?

(2) Has Graham Casserley been interviewed at all in relation to the Brennan
allegations?

(3) Has the staff of Arrow Auctions been interviewed about the claim by
Brennan that he and Detective Senior Sergeant 1. Brandis would have been
seen at those premises in Redcliffe in March 1993?

(4) Did Detective Senior Sergeant 1. Brandis visit that factory in Belmont
whilst the Mazda stolen from Ms L. Crimmins was stored there by
N. Hunter?

(5) What was the purpose of the visit?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY
3199. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Pohice:
In respect of the Mercedes Benz owned by Mrs Anita Hale of Katherine in the
Northern Territory -
(1) Did a police officer in South Australia related to Mrs Anita Hale, contact

Detective Senior Sergeant I. Brandis in relation to the return of her
Mercedes Benz?
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(2) If yes, what was his name and has this police officer been interviewed by
Internal Affairs?

(3) Why did Detective Senior Sergeant 1. Brandis frequent Lord Street
Motors?

(4) Was the contents of the Journal of Detective Senior Sergeant 1. Brandis
relating to Hunter and Duggan examined by Internal Affairs?

(5) Was Inspector Robbins fully aware of the matters in the journal of
Detective Senior Sergeant I. Brandis relating to Hunter and Brennan?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY
3200. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) Why did Detective Senior Sergeant I. Brandis not report the Rolls-Royce

belonging to Mr R. Brennan as being stolen?
(2) Why did Internal Affairs officers when in Sydney a year ago, interview

Frost but did not bother to sight Brennan's Rolls-Royce which was listed
as a stolen car?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY
3201. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) Has an investigation been made into the first vehicle Brennan purchased

through Duggan, a Pajero 4X4, which was put on te police computer
(2) If yes, what was the result of the investigation?
(3) If no, why not?
(4) Is this vehicle still recorded on the police computer?

(5) If no, why is it not now recorded?

(6) Why as stated by Duggan, did Detective Senior Sergeant 1. Brandis and
Hunter go to Northanm to watch this car coming through on a car carrier?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY

3202. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Police:
(1) Has Detective Senior Sergeant I. Brandis sent a letter to the Judge or

Magistrate when Hunter is charged with an offence, resulting in Hunter
being reprieved?

(2) If yes, why?
(3) To which judicial officers has Detective Senior Sergeant 1. Brandis sent

letters on behalf of Hunter?

(4) Why has Brandis extended this special privilege to Hunter?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.
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POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY
3203. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) Did Commander Jack McKay travel to Sydney to interview Hunter and

Duggan?
(2) If yes, on what date?
(3) How did Commander Jack McKay find Hunter and Duggan's whereabouts

and why did he not arrest them on the spot?
(4) Why was a senior officer such as Commander Jack McKay sent to Sydney

to investigate this matter?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

.POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY
3204. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) Did officers of the CIB or the Internal Investigations Bureau investigate

the disappearance of all of Brennan's vehicles?
(2) If no, why not?
(3) Was Acting Inspector R.M. Thoy interviewed by Internal Affairs Branch

to ascertain his knowledge of the Brennan complaint following his
investigation of the matter?

(4) If no, why not?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - CRIMMINS, L., MAZDA SEDAN THEFT INQUIRY
3205. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
With reference to the Mazda sedan stolen from Ms L. Crimmins -
(1) Did a detective tell Neil Hunter to park a stolen Mazda MX6 outside the

Racquet Club nightclub in Short Street, East Perth in July 1992.
(2) If so, which police officer gave this instruction?
(3) Did the car belong to Lynette Crimmins?
(4) Was Hunter charged over that matter?
(5) If no, why not?
(6) Did Detective Senior Sergeant I. Brandis investigate the disappearance or

the theft of the cars when he had full knowledge of the disappearance or
theft?

(7) If no, why not?
(8) Did Detective Senior Sergeant 1. Brandis report the disappearance or the

theft of the cars when he had full knowledge of the disappearance or theft?
(9) If no, why not?
(10) Who stole Lynette Crimmin's Mazda?
(11) Was the theft of this car investigated?
(12) If so, what was the outcome of the investigation?
(13) If the theft was not investigated, why not?
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Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY
3206. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) Did Detective Senior Sergeant I. Brandis organise a meeting in a stable in

Belmont between Brennan, Wildmore, Hunter, Duggan and himself?
(2) If yes, why?
(3) Did Detective Senior Sergeant I. Brandis organise or suggest at that

meeting that Duggan get a second mortgage on his Mandurah property
rather than report the theft of Brennan's cars?

(4) If yes, why?
(5) Did Detective Senior Sergeant I. Brandis continually assure Mr Brennan

that the Rolls-Royce would be returned by Hunter?
(6) If yes, why?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY
3207. Hon MARK NEVLLL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) Did Inspector S.J. Robbins claim in a letter dated 23 January 1992 that

Richard Brennan "is suspected of committing offences by the CIB and is
associated with people in the horse racing industry who have set out to
discredit Detective Senior Sergeant I. Brandis"?

(2) If yes, what is the evidence for that statement?
(3) Have these suspected offences been investigated?
(4) If so, what, was the outcome?
(5) If not, why not?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY
3208. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) Did Detective Senior Sergeant 1. Brandis claim he gave the Duggan

cheque for $9 000 back to Brennan the next day?
(2) If yes, why?
(3) Is it claimed the cheque was returned to Brennan?

(4) If yes, where and when is this claim made?
(5) Did Inspector S. Robbins tell the Brennan's on more than one occasion up

to one year later that Detective Senior Sergeant 1. Brandis was still
looking for the cheque?

(6) Have the regular visits the Brennan's claim they made to the Internal
Affairs Branch in Belmont been substantiated by records of visitors at that
Branch?
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Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY
3209. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) Was Inspector Graeme Gillet aware of the allegation that Detective

Sergeant Brandis received a bribe from Brennan through Duggan?
(2) What investigations were undertaken in respect of the $500 cheque which

belonged to Richard Brennan and claimed to have been a bribe for
Detective Senior Sergeant 1. Brandis which was cashed at. North Perth?

(3) When was this cheque examined for finger prints?
(4) If not, why not?
(5) Was there ever any proposal to appoint Detective Senior Sergeant

I. Brandis as Officer in Charge of Christmas Island Police Station?
(6) Were the two witnesses to the alleged 20 per cent cut for Detective Senior

Sergeant 1. Brandis from the Christmas Island housing contracts ever
interviewed about the allegation by Brennan?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY
3210. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Pohice:
(1) Did Detective Senior Sergeant L. Brandis by his own admission say he was

prepared to play along with Hunter and Duggan over the Christmas Island
building deal?

(2) If yes, why?
(3) Were Hunter and Duggan in a corner as claimed by Detective Senior

Sergeant 1. Brandis?
(4) If yes, why?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY
3211. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) Did Brennan phone Detective Senior Sergeant 1. Brandis in July 1992

about collecting the cars from Lord Street Motors?
(2) Did Detective Senior Sergeant 1. Brandis attend a meeting of Duggan,

Brandis, Hunter, Brennan and Wildmore where Duggan agreed to
mortgage his property to repay the $40 000 he owed to Brennan?

(3) About August 1992, did Detective Senior Sergeant I. Brandis receive a
$9 000 cheque, the cheque being Duggan's cheque to Brennan which had
bounced, from Brennan to collect from Duggan?

(4) Did Detective Senior Sergeant 1. Brandis collect the $9 000 from Duggan
or discuss payment with him?

(5) If not, why did Detective Senior Sergeant 1. Brandis not return the cheque
to Brennan?
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(6) Did Inspector Robbins promise Brennan that he would get the cheque
back from Brandis?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:

I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.
POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY

3212. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Police:
In respect of the warrant to recover Mr R. Brennan's stolen Rolls-Royce -

(1) What action has been taken to recover this stolen vehicle after the failure
of the initial warrant?

(2) Why was Detective K. Walters or another police officer not sent to
Sydney to assist the New South Wales Police Service in the Supreme
Court action to secure the return of the vehicle?

(3) What action is planned to have this vehicle returned?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY

3213. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Police:
In respect of the warrant to recover Mr R. Brennan's stolen Rolls-Royce -

(1) Did the Brennan's offer to pay the air fares for Detective K. Walters to
travel to Sydney to assist in the Supreme Court action?

(2) Did the Brennan's offer to pay for a lawyer to travel to Sydney to assist in
the Supreme Court action to recover their vehicle, but were convinced not
to by Detective Sergeant T. Porter and Detective K. Walters?

(3) Did Detectives Walters and Porter ask the Brennan's to sign a document
for $3 700 to pay the costs for the extradition of Duggan and Hunter?

(4) If yes, why?
(5) Did the police ask for a cheque for $960 for the return of the Rolls-Royce?

(6) If yes, why?
(7) Who decided the warrant to return the Rolls-Royce was "tainted" and

could no longer be effective?
(8) Was advice to that effect obtained from the DPP?

(9) Did the Western Australian Police Department supply the information
requested by the NSW Police Service in their letters dated
25 January 1995 and 8 March 1995?

(10) If not, why not?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY
3214. Hon MARK NEVIL.L to the Leader of the House representing the Mlinister for

Police:
(1) Did Commander J. McKay recently interview Neil Hunter and N. Duggan

in New South Wales?
(2) If yes, on what date did that interview occur?
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(3) What action was taken to have the two men arrested?
(4) Has their whereabouts been made known to the Director of Public

Prosecutions or other authorities?
(5) If so, when and to whom?
(6) If not, why not?
(7) Did Inspector S. Robbins discover the whereabouts of the Rolls-Royce

before there was any inquiry into the matter?
(8) If yes, how did he discover its whereabouts?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY
3215. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
With respect to the stealing of Mr R. Brennan's Rolls-Royce -
(1) What knowledge did Detective Senior Sergeant 1. Brandis have about the

location of, and who had possession of the Rolls-Royce when it left
Western Australia?

(2) Did Detective Senior Sergeant 1. Brandis assure the Brennan's in July or
August 1993 that the Rolls-Royce would be returned and delivered to
Arrow Auctions in Redcliffe and who other than the Brennan's did he say
this to?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY
3216. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
With respect to the stealing of Mr R. Brennan's Rolls-Royce-
(1) Was Detective Senior Sergeant 1. Brandis involved in trying to return the

Rolls-Royce to Brennan if he believed it to be a civil matter rather than a
criminal matter?

(2) If yes, why?
(3) Did Detective Senior Sergeant 1. Brandis phone Frost in December 1993

in regards to the Rolls-Royce, as he told Brennan and Wildmore' he
would?

(4) What was Frosts reply?
(5) Is or was Detective Senior Sergeant 1. Brandis a friend of Frost or known

personally to him?
(6) Did Frost licence the Rolls-Royce in New South Wales?
(7) If yes, how?
(8) Did Frost take about 12 months to register the Rolls-Royce in his name in

about April 1994?
(9) If yes, why?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.
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POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY
3217. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) With respect to the stealing of Mr R. Brennan's Rolls-Royce why did

Detective K. Walters, after the warrant was executed, tell the Brennan's
that the NSW court had put restrictions on Frost in regard to Rolls-Royce;
that it had to be locked away, that he could not use it and that he could not
sell or trade with it?

(2) If yes, why?
(3) Is it correct that no such order existed?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY
3218. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) In December 1993 when the Brennan's went to CIB Headquarters, did

Detective Senior Sergeant 1. Brandis take them away from the building
and not into an interview room as normal?

(2) If yes, why?
(3) Did Detective Senior Sergeant I. Brandis ask the Brennan's if they were

wired?
(4) If yes, why?
(5) Did Detective Senior Sergeant 1. Brandis say that Brennan's Rolls-Royce

was causing him problems and that he had told Hunter he had to return it
to Brennan?

(6) If no, why not?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY
3219. Hon MARK NEVIILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) Is there any association between Detective Senior Sergeant I. Brandis,

Hunter and Duggan?
(2) If yes, what is that association?
(3) Are there "sensitive matters" arising out of this association?
(4) If yes, what are they?
(5) Can Brennan be trusted with these "sensitive matters"?
(6) If no, why not?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - .BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY
3220. Hon MARK NEVIL.L to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) Did Detective Senior Sergeant 1. Brandis approach Brennan asking

whether he would accept a settlement of $ 10 000 from Duggan in full
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payment for the missing cars and the $9 000 that Duggan previously owed
Brennan?

(2) If not, are police aware that Brennan was offered $ 10 000 by a police
officer on behalf of Duggan as settlement on lost cars worth $45 000
including a $9 000 debt that Duggan owed Brennan?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY
3231. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the inister for

Police:
Further to question on notice 3192 of 27 June 1995 -
(1) What are the names of the Stock Squad members that Detective Senior

Sergeant 1. Brandis spoke to?
(2) When did Detective Senior Sergeant I. Brandis speak to them?
(3) Were any notes kept by stock squad members in relation to this matter?
(4) Are these notes available?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - BRENNAN COMPLAINT INQUIRY
3248. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) Was an instruction given on 28 August 1994 to police officers

investigating the Brennan car thefts to close down the inquiry?
(2) If yes -

(a) why;
(b) who made the decision to close down the inquiry; and
(c) who gave that instruction to the investigating officers?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I refer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.

POLICE - HALE, ANITA, MERCEDES BENZ THEFT
3249. Hon MARX NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
Further to question on notice 3194 of 27 June 1995 -

(1) Was the Mercedes Benz and other vehicles sent to the Eastern States by
Hunter and Duggan carrying drugs?

(2) Has it been established who was the car carrier involved in the movement
of those vehicles?

(3) If no, who transported each of the vehicles?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
Inrfer the member to the response to question on notice 3182.
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

SCHOOLS - STUDENTS, YEARS 1-10 AND 1-12, RETENTION RATES
Aboriginal Students, Years 1-10 and 1-12, Retention Rates

569. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:
(1) What are* the latest retention rates for students in the years K-10 and

K-12?
(2) What are the latest retention rates for Aboriginal students in the years

K- 1 and K- 12?
Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.
(1) The rate for all students at government schools for years 1 to 12 is 60.3

per cent; years 1 to 10, 92.3 per cent. The rate for all students at all
schools years I to 12 is 74.3 per cent; years 1 to 10, 107.1 per cent. The
rate shows more than 100 per cent because students joined the classes
after the beginning of year 1.

(2) The rate for Aboriginal students in years 1 to 12 is 17.5 per cent; years 1
to 10, 74.1 per. cent. The rate for all schools years 1 to 12 is 18.5 per cent;
years 1 to 10, 74.6 per cent.

STATE TAXATION DEPARTMENT - WORKPLACE AGREEMENT
570. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Finance:

I refer the Minister to Hansard of 28 June 1995, question without notice 509 at
page 613, when he said -

From memory the State Taxation Department has drawn up a draft
workplace agreement document and such agreements are ratified by a
subcommittee of Cabinet, but I do not think the workplace agreement for
the State Taxation Department has been finalised.

(1) Can the Minister now confirm that a draft workplace agreement was
drawn up?

(2) Has the workplace agreement for the State Taxation Department now been
finalised?

(3) If yes, will he table a copy of it and if so when?
(4) If not, why not?
(5) If the document has not been finalised, when does he expect it to be

finalised.
Hon MAX EVANS replied:
I ask that the question be put on notice.
MOTOR VEHICLES - SMOKY EXHAUSTS DOBBING IN CAMPAIGN

571. Hon J.A. COWDELL to the Minister for the Environment:
(1) What was the commencement date of the campaign to dab in smoky cars?
(2) How many complaints have been made to the Department of

Environmental Protection?
(3) How many letters have been sent to car owners as a result of these

complaints?
(4) How are the letters followed up?
(5) How will the success of the campaign be measured?
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Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.
(1) 14 July 95.
(2) 1 242 as at 16 August 1995.
(3) Information sought to assist owners in repairing their vehicles has recently

been printed and letters along with these brochures will go out this week
and will continue on a regular basis.

(4) The owners of vehicles reported again after three months will be sent a
follow up letter. Action beyond this has yet to be determined, but will be
dependent on the number of vehicles being reported after a follow up
letter. In serious cases of neglect, the follow will be more direct.

(5) It is proposed to survey vehicle repairers to determine how many repairs
are a result of smoky exhaust reports. Instances of extended repeat reports
will also be monitored. Air quality monitoring will be continued.

SCHOOL OF ISOLATED AND DISTANCE EDUCATION - DISTANCE
EDUCATION CENTRE AND SCHOOLS OF THE AIR, RESTRUCTURING

572. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:
(1) Is the Minister aware of the restructuring talking place with the distance

education centre and the schools of the air now jointly referred to as the
School of Isolated and Distance Education?

(2) Is the Minister aware that teachers of the distance education centre are
very concerned over the current restructuring proposals not being in the
best interests of students and teachers.

(3) Is it correct that the many efforts by the State School Teachers Union to be
involved in meaningful negotiations and proper consultations on the
restructuring have been ignored?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Some are.
(3) The State School Teachers Union has significant difficulty from time to

time negotiating anything.
WESTRAIL - PATROL OFFICERS, WORKPLACE AGREEMENTS

573. Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Did Westrail offer 31 patrol officers workplace agreements on 20 July

1995 and require a decision on that offer by 24 July 1995?
(2) Did Westrail on or about 25 July 1995 announce that those positions

would be abolished because the patrol officers had not signed the
workplace agreements?

(3) Has the Minister sought legal advice on whether the conduct in Westrail in
this regard breached section 70 of the Workplace Agreements Act, which
provides inter alia that an employer must not alter the employee's position
in his or her employment to his or her disadvantage when the reason for
doing so is the employee's refusal to enter into an agreement under the
Act?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
Unfortunately it appears that Hon Alannah. MacTiernan has taken some inaccurate
advice from someone or is simply incompetent and got it wrong.
(1) The patrol officers' positions of which there are about 40, but in fact
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involve only 31 people, as she mentioned, were also the centre of plans
involving 88 customer care people. The Government wanted to provide
some additional safety for the travelling public. That is its first and only
priority.

Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: We are not questioning that.
The PRESIDENT: Order! Hon Alannah MacTiernan has asked the question.
She should let the Minister answer it.
Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: I am sorry, I thought the Minister got lost.
The PRESIDENT: Order! She does not have to think. If the Minister does not
answer the question to her satisfaction she should ask him a supplementary
question. I am getting fed up with members asking Ministers questions, then
doing everything in their power to ensure the Minister does not answer them, and
then grizzling about the matter.
Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: I can assure you, Mr President, I am- very keen on the
answer.
The PRESIDENT: Order! Hon Alannah MacTiemnan, among other things, hasnot read the standing orders of this place. Some very stringent rules are in place
about the conduct of members, which she seems to have decided to defy' at every
opportunity. If she thinks that will enhance her opportunity to progress in thisplace, I can assure her it will not. I do not care whether the Minister answers the
question. However, surely Hon Alannah MacTiemnan will be very interested tohave him answer it. The other thing I tell members from time to time is that
whether the Minister gives them the answer they want is totally out of my control.All that Hon Alannah MacTiernan can do if the Minister does not answer a
question to her satisfaction is what other members do; that is, keep on asking
questions until the Minister either answers it or she tosses in the towel. At least
Hon Alannah MacTiemnan should let him answer her question. When he sits
down she will then be in a position to make judgment about whether he has
evaded the question.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: Hon Alannah MacTiemnan obviously has the facts wrong
about the patrol officers. I want to enlighten her that the 88 people employed byWestrail in customer care positions were to be replaced by people who would
carry out security as well as customer care. It was made public long ago. As aconsequence of that, we began a process on two fronts. Firstly, Westrail took20 people at a time to be trained for its new security and customer care program.
As part of that the new people were to be offered the opportunity to carry out their
responsibilities under a workplace agreement. They had an option. Westrail
wanted to provide the maximum number of people, in the most flexible manner,
to safeguard the public and to do that at the cheapest possible cost to thetaxpayers of this State. Previously between 130 and 140 people were employed
and only 40 of them were able to provide a security service for the travellingpublic. A decision was made to employ the new employees in that scenario and
not the existing work force. However, the union decided to be smart and it ran off
and got a federal award. It appears members opposite think that is funny and a
smart move by the union.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiemnan: It is also not true.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: It was so smart that nobody will be employed byWestrail to provide a security service for the public. They will not be Westrail
employees, so that will not be covered by the union. It is similar to the situation
involving the crew on Stateships - they were smart and they now do not have ajob. In this instance the union had the opportunity to have 100 new members, but
it decided to get a federal award and as a consequence of its action it will not haveany new members. Most of those people will probably come from the private
sector. Therefore, the 40 people who are there are not being called upon to have aworkplace agreement. It was to be offered to the new employees.
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HOMIESWEST - EVICTIONS FOR RENTAL ARREARS OR ANTISOCIAL
BEHAVIOR, GOVERNMENT ASSISTANCE DIRECTIVE

574. Hon TOM HELM to the Minister representing the Minister for Family and
Children's Services:
Some notice of this question has been given. Can the Minister confirm that a
memo or directive has been sent from the Minister's office to the effect that
Homeswest tenants evicted for rental arrears or antisocial behaviour should not
recei ve assistance from the Department for Family and Children's Services
because their position was self-inflicted?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Family and Children's Services has provided the -following
reply -
There is no such directive.

SCHOOLS - COMMUNITY NURSES ALLOCATION
575. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:

(1) Has the number of school nurses working at Education Department
schools been reduced since February 1993?

(2) If yes, to what extent have there been reductions since February 1993?
(3) If yes, what is the reason for these reductions?
Hon N.F. MOO:'RE replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.
(1) The allocation of community nurses in schools has not decreased.
(2)-(3) Not applicable.

BUNBURY WATER BOARD - INDEPENDENT WATER BOARD PROPOSAL
576. Hon DOUG WENN to the Minister for Water Resources:

(1) Has the Minister received any representations from Mr Geoff Prosser,
MHR urging him to dissolve the Bunbury Water Board and create an
independent water board?

(2) Has the Minister had. recent discussions with representatives of the
Bunbury City Council with this proposal in mind?

(3) Is the Minister considering creating an independent water board for
Bunbury?

(4) Did the Minister consult with the member for Bunbury on this move?
(5) If yes, did the member for Bunbury support this move?
(6) Is it the Minister's intention that the Bunbury water supply will come

under the control of the Water Authority of Western Australia?
(7) If yes, what timetable has been set for this action?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1 )-(7) I did receive a letter from Mr Prosser which I believe was published in a

Bunbury newspaper some months ago. When I sent the letter to the
Bunbury Water Board for its comments, somehow it reached the Press
before it reached me.

Hon Kim Chance: Does your office leak?
Hon PETER FOSS: No, it had the only copy. It was rather embarrassing because
I was contacted about it and they had the only copy of the letter. Unfortunately,
the Bunbury Water Board did not realise that I should have been advised prior to
its minutes being published in the newspaper.
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Recently I had a discussion with the Bunbury mayor and the town clerk on thewhole question of the Bunbury Water Board. One of the concerns I have is one of
their concerns which they have been addressing. Over the years, because theBunbury Town Council is the water board under the Water Board's Act, there has
been a degree of intermixing of assets because it did not adopt the business-like
attitude that is required these days to keep entities separate. As a result, Bunbury
Water Board assets have been constructed on land owned by the Bunbury CityCouncil without any arrangement as to how the board may remain there. The
Bunbury Town Council has been seeking to separate and corporatise those assets.I applaud that. I indicated to the council that at some stage a separation between
it and the board would have to take place in view of the Hilmer reform process.
The Hilmer report requires that any utility be at a greater distance from
government than currently is the case. That is one of the reasons the Government
proposes corporatising the utility part of the Western Australian Water Authority
into a water utility.
Under the Hilmer review process, by at least the year 2000 a similar distancewould be required between the Bunbury Water Board and the local authority. Iindicated that perhaps the process they were going through might be more speedy
if they were to gradually increase the number of non-council members on the
board. For example, one of the difficulties is agreeing to the value of the land onwhich the Bunbury Water Board's assets are constructed. The question is
whether the land should be paid for and for what price. If there are
representatives of the Bunbury City Council on both sides it is somewhat difficult
to arrive at an independent valuation. Everyone is in some sort of conflict.
Hon Kim Chance: Surely that is not unusual in government?
Hon PETER FOSS: The problem is that one is an instrument of StateGovernment, responsible to me as the Minister, and the other is an instrument oflocal government, and its obligation is to its ratepayers. The difficulty is that one
side is supposedly representing a separate statutory authority. It is simply not amatter of two arms of government; it is a separate statutory authority with
separate statutory liabilities. They cannot say it is two arms of the Bunbury City
Council. One might be tempted to go that way, but it would be incorrect. By2000 something of the nature I have outlined should have taken place. I ask those
concerned to come up with suggestions on how they will progress with the
corporatisation and the Hilmer reform process. It is up to them to come back tome with these suggestions. I have seen a fairly large article in the South Western
Times indicating that there are some plans for corporatisation for the city to own
the assets and use them for the benefit of the people of Bunbury. It will definitely
not come under the Water Authority. It will be a separate utility in the same way
as a water utility, but both will be required to conform to the requirements of the
Water Resources Council.
We will have a three way Split. The water utility will provide the services. The
Water Resources Commission will be an environmental manager; in other words,
it will licence people to take water from the environment and in the end, to put it
back. The Office of Water will deal with the question of pricing. In each of thosecases the regime that will apply to the water board in Bunbury will be similar to
that which applies to the water utility in Perth. It will be required to obtain alicence to take water and to have its prices vetted by the Office of Water. It willnot be subject to the water utility in Perth, but the water utilities in Perth and
Bunbury will be under the same regime.
Hon Doug Wenn: Will that be in consultation with the member for Bunbury?
Does he agree with the Minister?
Hon PETER FOSS: It will certainly be in consultation with the member for
Bunbury.
I am pointing out that a regime must take place; that is, we must deal with the
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reforms that we have committed ourselves to on a national basis. At the very
latest they must be completed by the year 2000. 1 have informed the board of
that, and asked it to come up with its requirements. I have also consulted with the
member for Bunbury. I have not received a response from the Bunbury Water
Board, the town council or the member for Bunbury. I look forward to hearing
from them. The first step was to indicate what we had to do, and the second step
will be, in consultation with them, to work out what will happen. I will raise a
further point that I raised with the Bunbury Water Board.
The PRESIDENT: Order! The Minister can raise it only if it is in response to the
question.
Hon PETER FOSS: It is. I pointed out to the Bunbury Water Board that under
the requirements of the Hilmer report it is required to be competitive. While the
Bunbury Town Council is the water board it is unable to move outside its own
district - that is, it is limited to providing water within the Bunbury Town Council
municipal area. That will limit the board's capacity to compete, and it is highly
restrictive. It would be in the interests of consumers in the south west if the board
could go outside the Bunbury Town Council and supply water in neighbouring
areas. That would be to the board's benefit, and would require a structural
change.

PATIENT ASSISTED TRAVEL SCHEME (PATS) - COUNTRY HOSPITALS,
SPECIALIST MEDICAL SERVICES FUNDING

577. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
Some notice of this question has been given. When the Minister announced his
outrageous cuts to the patient assisted travel scheme he defended the changes
saying that $1.5m would be spent on country based specialist medical services.
Will the Minister identify those country hospitals that he has spent this money on,
and the type of specialist services that these hospitals now offer?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I will ignore the breach of Standing Order 140 in respect of the unnecessary
epithets included in the question. I will merely deny that there were any
outrageous cuts. Unfortunately, it is not possible to provide answers to the
member's question within the given time fr-ame as this detail is not readily
available, and will require consultation with the respective health care units. I ask
that the member put the question on notice.

FIREARMS - COMMONWEALTH DEFENCE ACT, SECTION 124
578. Hon J.A. COWDELL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) Does the Government support the repeal of section 124 of the

Commonwealth Defence Act 1903?
(2) If yes, has the Government approached the Commonwealth Government

with a view to repealing this section of the Defence Act?
(3) If no, why does the Government support the continued operation of

section 124 and the maintenance of a dual licensing system?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question. The Minister for Police has
provided me with the following information -
(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) The Commissioner of Police has advised that the Police Service does not

have concerns in relation to rifle clubs operating under the provisions of
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the Commonwealth Defence Act regulations in respect of the registration
and use of firearmns.

HOSPITALS - NURSING HOME PATIENTS OCCUPYING BEDS
579. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:

Some notice of this question has been given. I refer to increasing allegations thatnursing home patients are using beds in teaching hospitals at the expense of
surgery patients. How many patients awaiting placement in nursing homes are
occupying beds in Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital, Royal Perth Hospital, Fremantle
Hospital and other metropolitan public hospitals?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I regret that due to the need to consult each of the health care units involved I
must ask that the question be put on notice.

HOSPITALS - MURRAY DISTRICT
Beds, Future Numbers

580. Hon J.A. COWDELL to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
Some notice of this question has been given.
(1) Can the Minister confirm that the number of beds available to the public

in Pinjarra hospital will be reduced over the next two years?
(2) If yes, how many beds will remain after the reductions have taken place?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1)-(2)

A review of the utilisation of the Murray District Hospital was undertaken
by Professor Michael Hobbs of the University of Western Australia which
showed that approximately 60 to 65 per cent of inpatient activity
generated in that hospital was from Mandurab residents. When the new
facility is available in Mandurah this utilisation factor will almost
certainly diminish overnight. Based on this information the ministerial
community reference group, established by me as the former Minister for
Health in April 1994, recommended that a 30 bed acute care unit bemaintained at Murray undertaking the delivery of a similar range of
services focusing on the needs of Murray. Based on this information a
detailed plan is being developed by a local project control group on the
role and extent of service delivery in Murray. Until the Mandurah
development is complete it is not possible for a project control group to
recommend the exact role or bed numbers that will be required at the
Murray District Hospital.

HOMESWEST - EVICTIONS, COURT ORDERS, BUNBURY AND COLLIE
581. Hon DOUG WENN to the Minister representing the Minister for Housing:

(1) How many eviction orders have been issued to Homeswest tenants in the
south west towns of Bunbury and Collie?

(2) How many eviction orders were issued for the same towns in 1994?
(3) How many evictions were carried out in 1994 and 1995?
Hon MAX EVANS replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.
(1) To 23 August 1995, 36 court orders were issued to Homeswest tenants in

Bunbury, and 34 in Collie.
(2) Between 1 January 1994 and 31 December 1994, 113 court orders were

issued to Homeswest tenants in Bunbury, and 57 in Collie.
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(3) In 1994 there was one bailiff eviction in Bunbury, and one in Collie. To
23 August 199 5, there have been two evictions in Bunbury and two in
Collie.

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT - CLEANING AND GARDENING
Budget Allocation; Administration Cost

582. Hon JOHN HAILDEN to the Minister for Education:
(1) What is the budgeted allocation for cleaning and gardlening in 1994-95

and 1995-96 in the Education Department?
(2) What is the cost of administering and overseeing cleaning and gardening

services in 1994-95 and 1995-96 in the Education budget?
Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question. The research required to
obtain the information will take some time to collate and I therefore ask the
member to place the question on notice.
RACING AND GAMING, OFFICE OF - WORKPLACE AGREEMENTS

583. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Finance:
I refer the Minister to the questions without notice 545-547 in the Hansard of
29 June 1995. I asked a series of questions about workplace agreements for
employees at the Office of Racing and Gaming. The Mnister informed the
House that Cabinet had approved a proposition, and he referred to it as having
30 pages. Will the Minister undertake to table a copy of that document; and, if
not, why not?
Hon MAX EVANS replied:
I will look into tabling that document.
SHIPS AND SHIPPING - KIMBERLEY DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION

REPORT
584. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister representing the Minister for Regional

Development:
(1). Has the Kimberley Development Commission completed its report into

options for future shipping in the north west?
(2) Has the report been presented to the Government? If not, when will it be

presented?
(3) Will the Govemnment release the report? If not, why not? If yes, when?
Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question.
(1) Yes.
(2) The report has been presented to the Stateships Task Force, which will

analyse it as part of the Cabinet process.
(3) Yes, once Cabinet has deliberated on its recommendations.

POLICE - BRENNAN CAR SCAM INQUIRY
585. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) What action have the police taken to recover the Rolls-Royce owned by

Mr Ritchie Brennan, now in the possession of Mr Graeme Frost of New
South Wales?

(2) Why has the action been unsuccessful?
(3) What further action is proposed to recover the vehicle?
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(4) If no further action is proposed, why not?
(5) If it is now being regarded as a civil matter, why is it being treated as a

civil matter?
(6) Who made the decision to treat it as a civil matter?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I thank the member for some notice of the question, to which the Minister for
Police has provided the following information -
This question is similar to a number of questions on notice asked by the member Iam advised by the Commissioner of Police that the matters are currently the
subject of ongoing investigations by the internal investigations branch and theOmbudsman, and as such it would not be proper investigative practice or in the
public interest to respond to those questions at this time.

LAND ADMINISTRATION, DEPARTMENT OF - WORKPLACE AGREEMENTS
586. Hon A.M.. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for Lands:

(1) Is the inister aware that applicants for promotion in the Department of
Land Administration are being asked, during their promotional interviews,
whether they would sign a workplace agreement if they were promoted?

(2) Does the Minister acknowledge that such questioning amounts to unfair
duress on government employees and exposes the farce of the
Government's claim that workplace agreements are a matter of choice?

T'he PRESIDENT: Order! That question seeks an opinion.
Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: There might be an element of opinion in the second
part of the question, but the first part of the question is simply a matter of fact.
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I have considered the question and I am able to advise the member as follows -
(1)-(2) In advertising vacant positions, the Department of Land Administration

gives applicants the choice of employment under either the award or
workplace agreements. Salary levels are also publicised because the
workplace agreement salary is significantly higher than the award. It is
therefore understandable that applicants would want to discuss
employment and salary options at interview. It is the department's
experience that the availability of flexible and financially attractive
workplace agreements has caused strong interest in people wanting to
apply for positions in DOLA. Also, as more than 75 per cent of the
department's staff have signed workplace agreements, that is testimony to
the popularity of the agreements. I am informed that for governmient
employees there is clear and free choice on the individual's employment
conditions, whether it be under either of the department's two workplace
agreement options or the existing award.
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