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LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL. 

Thursday, 23 May 1996 

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

PETITION • D'ENTRECASTEAUX NATIONAL PARK 

Hon J.A. Scott presented the following petition bearing the signatures of 795 persons -

To the President and members of the Legislative Council of the Parliament in Western Australia in 
the Parliament assembled. 
We, the undersigned residents of Western Australia request that the Council-

Reject any proposal to excise land from, or downgrade the status of any part of, O'Entrecasteaux 
National Park, especially areas adjacent to or near the beautiful Lake Jasper, which is of enonnous 
signifICance to indigenous people; 

Reject anf proposal to exchange land or do anything calculated to open the way for mineral sands 
mining Within O'Entrecasteaux National Park, especially in areas adjacent to or near the beautiful 
Lake Jasper, which is of enonnous significance to indigenous people; 
Guarantee the full and proper protection and management of the remarkable O'Entrecasteaux 
National Park for the sake of the native species and ecosystems of the Park and fut~ generations 
of Western Australians. 
Your petitioners as in duty bound will ever pray. 

[See paper No 323.] 

MOTION • URGENCY 

Aberdeen Hotel 

THE PRESIDENT (Hon Clive Griffiths): I have received the following letter dated 23 May -
Dear Me President 

At today's sitting, it is my intention to move under Standing Order Number 72 that the House, at 
its rising, adjourn until 9.OQamon 25 December 1996 for the purpose of discussing the loss of 
approximately $4 million of taxpayers' funds on the purchase and sale of the Aberdeen Hotel, and 
to raise grave concerns about the propriety of the valuation process. 
Yours sincerely 

Alannah MacTieman MLC 
Member for the East Metropolitan Region 

In order to discuss this matter it will be necessary for at least four members to rise in their places. 

[At least four members rose in their places.] 

HON A.J.G. MacTIERNAN (East Metropolitan) [2.37 pm]: I move· 

That the House at its rising adjourn until 9.00 am on 25 December. 
It is not. often that the Opposition has such an immediate response to its urgency motions. I was very 
pleased to see that the advance notice the Opposition gave the Minister for Transport of its intention to 
raise this issue in Parliament has resulted in the tabling of a substantial wad of documents. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: Don't pat yourself on the back for something you do not deserve. 
Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: If the mumbling of the Minister that it was always his intention to table such 
documents is correct, one must ask why they were not tabled yesterday instead of the Minister trying to 
placate the Opposition with a doctored version from Main Roads Western Australia. 
Hon EJ. Charlton interjected. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: The Minister will have ample time to continue his insane ramblings when I 
have completed my remarks. It is moments like this that I feel a fair amount of compassion for members 
opposite because they must find it an extraordinary embarrassment to have as one of their serving Ministers 
a man who behaves in a way -

Point of Order 

Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: What the member is saying has nothing whatsoever to do with this urgency 
motion. 

The PRESIDENT: It is not a point of order. I said to the Clerk before we came into the House that it was 
Thursday and anything was likely to happen. For goodness sake, let the member say what she has to say. 
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If members do not like what she says they can stand later and have their say. I suggest to Hon Alannah 
MacTiernan that she talk to me about the motion. . 

Debate Resumed 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: Mr President, I was very much directing my remarks to you. As the senior 
statesperson of this House you must feel even more keenly than some of the other members about what an 
embarrassment this Minister is. For once in his life Hon Ross Lightfoot is right; it is not relevant to the 
motion but I was provoked by the extraordinary behaviour of the Minister, who is grinning like a jackass 
and seems to have no appreciation that this is a serious matter. He must, under any doctrine of ministerial 
responsibility, cop responsibility for the fact that the State has lost $4m. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: Have they? Have they? 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: The Minister is not only grinning like a jackass, he is now braying like one. 

Point of Order 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: I ask the member to withdraw her lastremark. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! I do not know what the member said The Minister must tell me which word he 
objected to. 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: Her first remark was about me laughing like a jackass, which I have no problem 
with, but the second remark went a step further and included the same word. 

The PRESIDENT: There is no point of order. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: I am happy to withdraw any comments I made. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! I ask the Leader of the OppoSition to stop carrying on in his present manner, 
and the same applies to Hon Nick Griffiths. This is not a circus; it is supposed to be a House of the 
Parliament and its members should act in conformity with the standing orders. If they do not want to 
conform, they should give me the word and I will ensure that they do not need to because they will not be 
in the Chamber. 

Debate Resumed 

Hon AJ.G; MacTIERNAN: You, Mr President, have correctly pointed out that this is a very serious 
matter. I will quickly give the background to this story. The Aberdeen Hotel is an old federation style 
hotel in Aberdeen Street, Northbridge. Like many heritage buildings in Northbridge, it is in the path of the 
dreaded city northern bypass trench. It appears from the Main Roads plan that the body of the hotel 
structure would survive the construction of the trench, but 377 square metres of beer garden would be 
demolished to accommodate the trench. Main Roads stated in its document that it had two options. Of 
course, that is two options other than the most logical option of abandoning this $45Om folly and putting 
the funds into other areas where they are needed. One of the options within that limited framework in the 
Main Roads document was to purchase the beer garden alone - which we are told had a value of $6m - and 
the other option was to purchase the whole property and business of the hotel lock, stock and barrel, which 
was valued at $7.6m. Both figures include a component for conseguentialloss and solatium, provided for 
under the legislation governing compulsory acquisitions. The· Opposition has no difficulty with that 
component On the face of even those figures it is an extraordinary prOpOsition. A two storey hotel with a 
377 sq m beer garden was valued at $7.6m, but the beer garden alone was valued at $6m. Using basic 
arithmetic it appears that the hotel was valued at only $1.6m. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: No, $1.2m. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: These figures are rough because we are taking the median points of a variety 
of valuations. Part of the program, according to the Minister, was to provide a valuation on the basis of the 
resale value of the hotel. After the purchase of the hotel, 400 sq m of land which adjoined the hotel on the 
other front was added to that property. The Minister has said that land is worth about $500 000. If that is 
added to the $1.6m for the hotel structure, the value of the package appears to be $2.1m. However, in the 
scenario dreamt up by Main Roads, the package is given a value of $3.9m. It simply does not add up. It 
seems to the Opposition that the valuation of $3.9m was probably accurate because It matches the market 
expectation which manifested itself in the failed auction the other day. The reason for this disparity and for 
the error occurring is that the beer garden has been massively overvalued, and that is a matter of concern. 

The Minister said these estimates have been supported by a bevy of valuations. Some documents have 
been flashed around the Chamber today but the Opposition has not had an opportunity to look at them to 
date, and it has not seen the valuations. The Minister has provided a series of bottom line figures, but it is 
crucial to. note that we do not know the terms of the brief to the valuers, the underlying information on 
which they were asked to rely, and any caveats that were included in the valuations. A host of matters 
could have been raised in those valuation documents that would have caused alarm bells to ring. This 
matter can be addressed only by full disclosure of the valuations, and I hope the documents currently being 
scurried around the House are those valuations. 



[Thursday, 23 May 19%] 2261 

To understand how this process has gone off the rails, it is important to consider the basis of the valuation. 
The property being valued had two components - real estate and business. Valuations of businesses are 
underpinned by assessment of trading figures, profit and loss and turnover figures, which, particularly in 
the hotel industry, are considered to be very important. Anyone who prepared a valuation of a business 
relying on profit and loss and turnover figures would require certain things of those figures. Firstly, the 
figures must be audited; secondly, the figures must be taken over a long enough period to be considered 
reliable, and certainly over a sufficient period to allow for evening out of seasonal fluctuations; and, 
thirdly, such figures must be based on a current trading history. The figures provided by the Minister 
satisfy only one of those three criteria, from the information we have gleaned from the Minister's answers. 
It appears some audited ligures have been presented, but they were selected from a six monthly period only 
and they do not even cover an entire trading year. It appears those figures were taken during spring and 
summer, and one can well imagine that a business which appears on this evidence to be based primarily on 
trade in a beer garden would be very much affected by seasonal fluctuations. It is equally extraordinary 
that the figures relate to a period three years before the date of sale. The hotel was sold in 1996 and the 
figures covered a six month period in 1993. Why were figures for 1994 or 1995 not used? It is a very 
curious situation. Many operators are in that area. A number of significant changes have occurred that 
may have affected the profitability of a hotel within that period. For a start, the introduction of booze buses 
has led to some decline of the turnover and patronage of hotels throughout the industry. Many licensed 
cafes have opened in the Northbridge area which amount to competition with hotels. Hotels of a similar 
style have opened in other nearby suburbs. A range of factors suggest that figures from 1993 may well be 
very unreliable. Even if that were all sheer conjecture, why take a risk and use figures gleaned from 
ancient commercial history as the basis of a valuation? 

Members who have followed this closely will know that Parliament was previously advised that those 
valuations were based on figures taken over a four year period. It appears from the Minister's statement 
issued yesterday that he got even that wrong and has now admitted it was only a six month period. He 
even got the name of the company wrong. He initially said Deloitte Touche Tohmatsu had undertaken the 
audit Now we find that the accountants, Duesburys, did the auditing. How did this go so badly wrong? 
The Minister told the ABC - he has not told The West Australian; he will not talk to that paper-

Hon EJ. Charlton: Why? 
Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: Because they are communists and they do not see the world according to Eric! 

Hon EJ. Charlton: Are they communists? 

Hon Kim Chance: That is what you said. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: They are socialists or some dreadful -

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: Last night the Minister told the ABC he would consider taking legal action to 
sue the valuers over this debacle. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: Did you hear that on the ABC? 

Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: Yes. It is a nice reflection of ministerial responsibility. At the end of the day 
any prudent Minister would have ensured that a debacle of this nature did not take place, that procedures 
were in place to ensure that these valuations were undertaken on proper commercial grounds based on full, 
accurate and current audited turnover figures. The people of Western Australia deserve an explanation of 
this scenario. That requires not just a disclosure of those documents of valuation but also the brief that was 
given to the various valuers. There must also be full disclosure of the advice given to the Minister. At the 
end of the day we need to know why it went so badly wrong. Why do we now have a property on the 
public's hands for which it appears we paid in the order of $7.5m? 

Hon EJ. Charlton: What is your business experience? 

Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: At least comparable to the Minister's. I have had substantial experience -
obviously more than the Minister has. There is no way I would ever have presided over a debacle like this. 
I would have made sure that when we expended taxpayers' funds we put in place the same probity I would 
with my own money. 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural) [2.54 pm]: There is reason for concern about the way the 
Government has conducted itself on this issue. Even if the papers tabled today could establish that the 
Government acted with absolute probity, there is still reason to be concerned about the manner in which the 
Government has attempted to cover-up what happened with the Aberdeen Hotel site. 

Hon P.R. Lightfoot: That is a contradiction. You said, "even if the Government acted with absolute 
probity". 

Hon KIM CHANCE: If Hon Ross Lightfoot listens really carefully he will get the drift of what I am trying 
to say. 

Hon John Halden: Take your foot out of your ear. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! It does not matter whether it is a contradiction or not; the member may use 
whatever language he likes as long as it is not unparliamentary. 
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Hon KIM CHANCE: Thank you, Mr President. The issue Hon Alannah MacTiernan has raised is the 
Government's extreme reluctance to release any information until it was put in such a position by the 
Opposition here and the media generally that it had to release the information. Finally we started to get 
accurate information. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: That is a load of claptrap. 
Hon KIM CHANCE: The Minister says it is a load of claptrap. Members should consider the facts and 
what we were told when we first raised the questions -

Hon EJ. Charlton: You do not have to convince them. 

Hon KIM CHANCE: - and what we were assured by the Minister were the facts. For example, we were 
assured that the valuation was constructed after consideration by an auditor appointed by Main Roads who 
had access to figures over a three year period and that the auditor was Deloitte Touche Tohmatsu. When 
we and the media put pressure on the Minister and the Government we found it was not a three year period; 
it was not even Deloitte that did the audit. It was Duesburys and it was for a six month period. 

As Hon Alannah MacTiernan said, in the hotel trade, particularly one with a significant outdoor trade, if a 
valuation is done over the six summer months of the year, the warmest months of the year when hotel trade 
is much higher than it is in the winter months, the valuation will be entirely different from one based on the 
average of the trade over a three year period. Hotels are not bought and sold, nor should they be valued, on 
the assessment of turnover for a six month period. 

The Minister implied he was forthcoming with information. It was not until this afternoon that information 
on these dealings wasfmally tabled. I warrant that had this issue not been raised by the Opposition and not· 
been given adequate and forensic coverage by the media we would not have learnt the truth. All we would 
have known some time in the future was that we paid $4m for a beer garden. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: That is why you were so successful in business was it not? 

Hon KIM CHANCE: I thank the Minister very much for that. 

Hon Tom Stephens: All the Minister can do is make a personal attack. 
Hon EJ. Charlton: What do you think you are doing to me? 

Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! The next member out of the Minister for Transport and Hon Alannah 
MacTiernan who interrupts this debate will cause me to take action that he or she would prefer me not to 
undertake. 

Hon KIM CHANCE: Thank you, Mr President. More serious than the issues which I have already raised, 
if that were at all possible, is the scope of the data provided to the valuers. Perhaps the information tabled 
today will reveal the scope of that data. Having read valuations in the past, I know that sometimes that 
information is provided and sometimes it is not. For example, the assurance we were given that some 60 
per cent of the hotel's business was traded in the beer garden gave rise to the issue that the Attorney 
General quite accurately termed injurious affection. Who determined that 60 per cent of the trade was done 
in the outside portion of that hotel? Who provided that information to the valuers? 

Hon John Halden: What were the figures for the beer garden in the winter months? 

Hon KIM CHANCE: That is a valuable point. It may make it even more .sensitive. I do not know whether 
60 per cent of the trade of the Aberdeen Hotel was conducted outside. However, I wonder whether the 
valuers were adequately informed on that matter. I make that point very carefully, not for one moment 
implying that the valuers were in any way inaccurate in what they provided in a sworn valuation. I wonder 
whether an inaccuracy resulted from the data with which they were provided. 

A great deal of money is involved in this deal. It is in the order of $7.7m. I have seen the figures of the 
valuations provided by the Minister in an earlier tabled paper. I can see from reading those headline 
figures, which is about all they are, that the amount of money eventually paid is supportable. It becomes 
really strange when one compares the amount of money paid with the amount of money offered when the 
whole hotel trade of Western Australia, including the former owner, had the opportunity to bid at auction 
for the premises. It could be argued by someone with some knowledge of the site, as I do, that the adjacent 
site could have been developed quite adequately to replace the beer garden which the premises would have 
lost For the life of me I cannot think how one could discount by $4m the value of that hotel on the basis of 
that loss. I can understand the question raised by the Attorney General relating to injurious affection. 
However, that is supportable only if that 60 per cent figure is accurate and the empirical amount of 
turnover was of the level specified. I hope the tabled papers prove it, but I do not know whether the figures 
provided to the valuers can support that valuation. I am sure we will have people going through those 
papers to determine what was provided to the valuers. 

The bottOm line is that $4m over the apparent market price for that hotel was paid by the Government on 
the basis of a set of valuations about which we believe we have been misinformed in respect of who carried 
them out, the nature of the data provided to arrive at the figure and the time over which the valuation was 
conducted. I absolutely support the motion. This is a matter of extreme seriousness, which should be 
taken up and gone through with a fine tooth comb. 
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HON E..J. CHARLTON (Agricultural - Minister for Transport) [3.04 pm]: If I may go back to a stage 
before this issue was raised, I was advised last year by Main Roads Western Australia that it had to make a 
decision to pay compensation or b~y the. hotel. It .went through a process to which ~ will re~er in a moment 
It then took posseSSIOn of the busmess m July thIS year and put In a manager until such tune as the hotel 
could be put back on the market after Main Roads had taken an area of land off the back of the site. That 
process went ahead according to Main Roads' management procedures, which were exercised as a result of 
Its responsibility to acquire that area of land. When that property was put back on the market I was advised 
of the evaluation and approved the process to sell. Then the question of that evaluation was brought up in 
this place. , ' 

The one thing that members have homed in on today and have continued to do so from the fIrst day is that a 
business and property cannot be valued at $7.7m inclusive, have a third taken away and then be sold at a 
valuation of somewhere in the region of $4m. They say, "There must be shonkiness involved with the 
Minister. He knows something. Main Roads is inefficient or has acted improperly. The valuers do not 
know what they are talking about." Those three scenarios have been painted by the Opposition. I have 
heard over the last few minutes from members opposite that it cannot possibly affect a business to that 
extent. These are the same people who bought Westralia Square for $55m and spent $184m on it, and now 
it is worth $105m. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: They do not like it. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: They do not like the truth. The truth always hurts. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Minister. When I call "Order" it means stop. I can understand the Minister not 
hearing me because he was yelling. Hon John Halden, as Leader of the Opposition, has a responsibility to 
assist me in my task of conducting the business in this Chamber in a way which is becoming of a House of 
Parliament. He will get the call next. That should give him the ideal opportunity to respond to the 
Minister is saying, if he does not like it. If he interjects twice, I think he is overdoing it. 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: The fIrst speaker said the project will cost $45Om. How many times do I have to 
tell people that the contract is for $350m? Members opposite conveniently add on $100m, on what basis I 
do not know. How can we take any serious notice of them when their whole argument is flawed and 
discredited by the misinformation they peddle around the State. 

The second and most important point is the effect on the business. The first day when Hon Kim Chance 
raised the issue I invited him to go to Main Roads and seek access to any information that has been given 
to me. I invited not only him but the whole House, and yet not one opposition member has taken any 
notice of that invitation. They have taken no notice because it does not suit their political grandstanding, 
which is aided and abetted by a few people with vested interests. The supplementary information states -

The Negotiator was appointed following a call for Expressions of Interest which was advertised in 
'The West Australian . 

The Valuers were appointed following a call for Expressions of Interest which was advertised in 
'The West Australian'. 

Chesterton International instructed the Valuers, Knight Frank and Colliers Jardine, to provide 
current market valuations for the part take, whole property and a rental value. 

The Valuers met on two occasions with the hotel owner, Mr Rasheed, and the owner's 
accountant, Mr S Di Vincenzo, to discuss the information which would need to be 
provided in order to value the Aberdeen Hotel. 

Authority was given by the owner for information to be provided by Mr David Kennedy 
of Richard Ellis, Valuers and Estate Agents, and prepared by S Di Vincenzo and 
Associates, Public Accountants. This includes: 

A summary schedule of trading figures for 1990-1992 together with 1993 estimates. The 
1993 estimate figures were then supplemented by the actual profIt and loss accounts for 
that year. These figures were also provided by the above mentioned Accountants. 

Detailed profit and loss accounts for 1993-94 (the fIrst half of the fInancial year) audited 
by Duesburys, were provided. This statement was signed by Mr G D Anderson a partner 
of Duesburys. 

Detailed profit and loss figures for the first six months of 1994. 

Detailed profit and loss figures for the July 1 1994 to December 30 1994 and an estimate 
of profit and loss figures for the full year 1994-1995. 

Details of liquor purchases for 1993, 1994, 1995. 

In the context of audited figures for hotel valuations, it is most unusual to have audited 
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figures unless the business is owned by a publicly listed company. The reason for this is 
that the properties are owned predominantly by private individuals whose only 
responsibilities are to report on their annual trading positions to the Deputy 
Commissioner of Taxation. 

The valuations were undertaken during the 1994-95 fmancial year and full financial 
records were not available for that trading year. 

The valuations received by Chesterton International were found to be within 11 % of each 
other, including the valuation provided by Richard Ellis for the owner. Details of the 
valuations provided are as follows: 

Market Value 
Consequential 
Losses & Solatium 
TOTAL 

Colliers Jardine Knight Frank 

$6.825M $6.470M 
$1.02M $O.985M 

$7.845M $7.455M 

Richard Ellis 

$7.180M 
$3.205M 

$1O.385M 

I have already tabled those papers. It continues -

'" The allowance for consequential losses and solatium in respect of the Colliers Jardine 
and Knight Frank valuations was assessed by Chesterton International. 

Negotiations by Chestertons were on the basis of all three valuations provided being 
within 11%. . 

It is important to stress that the excision of the beer garden changes completely the 
capacity of the total property to trade and will as a consequence alter permanently the 
nature of the trading property itself. This is as a result of the high volume of sales and 
component of nett profit which stems from the beer garden area, which trades currently 
in a complementary way with the balance of the property. 

While the offer of a similar area to that taken may in some way provide a purchaser with 
an opportunity to reinstate a proportion of the trade which would otherwise be lost 
completely, it is necessary to point out that during completion of the new works it is 
likely that a proportion of the existing trade will be lost permanently due to the increasing 
number of competing outlets of a similar nature. 

That statement is signed by Don Alexander of Chesterton International, Geoff Elliott of Colliers Jardine 
and Geoff Wilkinson of Knight Frank. I received that today. As I told the ABC last night, I intended to 
table the documents when I received from the valuers - not from Main Roads - confirmation of the total 
process, to which I had not had any access until today. Even though I had met with representatives of those 
groups in mr office, they did not have that advice with them. They told me that Deloitte Touche Tohmatsu 
was the auditor. I took their word for it. I passed that advice to members in this House in good faith. Now 
members opposite, by way of political grandstanding, want to interpret that as though I have intimidated or 
tried to mislead the House in some way. I have at all times given the information that has been available to 
me. I have invited the Opposition to talk to officers in Main Roads and to the valuers, instead of parading 
around this place and drooling to the media their belief of some impropriety. 

If anything is wrong with the valuations, members opposite should let me know and I will speak to the 
valuers. If anything is wrong with the information given to the valuers by the previous owner - if that is 
what members opposite are implying - and they can demonstrate that with some evidence, I will go to the 
valuers with it. I am sure if the valuers believed the previous owners of the hotel had given them 
misinformation or cooked the books - if that is what members opposite are implying, they should say so -
we could investigate it. In the meantime, members opposite would do themselves a favour if they started to 
act with a bit of responsibility and demonstrated some credibility, instead of trying to discredit everyone 
else as acting like the Labor Party in government. I resent that. 

The one thing I have always tried to do as a Minister is to answer the questions I am asked. The reason that 
the mob opposite and some of the people in the media do not appreciate it at times, is because I answer the 
questions for what they are. If I have to put up with that being misinterpreted around Western Australia 
and spend the rest of my life trying to put right what other people have a vested interest in getting wrong, 
they can get lost and I will not waste my time talking to them. In the meantime, I challenge the Opposition 
and anyone else who has any evidence at all to produce it. If members in the Opposition had an ounce of 
credibility, business knowledge and sense they would understand that wrecking a part of a business would 
have the effect that it has had. 

HON JOHN HALDEN (South Metropolitan - Leader of the Opposition) [3.13 pm]: I thank you for your 
indulgence. Mr President. This is my second opportunity to speak in this debate. Mr President, you made 
the comment that it was Thursday and you wondered what would happen. On our side of the House it is 
fairly obvious what we do every day of the week. It is a rarity that we do not have an urgency motion, a 
censure motion or a privilege motion about the Minister for Transport. The great tragedy in this whole 
process is that whether or not the Minister is right in what he said to this House, why did the Premier say 
on Thursday, 16 May that he would table the valuations? The document that was tabled yesterday was an 
exercise to try to placate the Opposition and the media with some baseline figures, and correct the record 
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about the auditors. Clearly that would not be accepted by anybody -the media or the Opposition. How 
stupid does the Premier think that collective group of people is? They will not be treated with such disdain. 

There is no point in the Minister developing yet another conspiracy theory that everyone in the world wants 
to get him. I was writing down off the top of my head the problems that the Minister has created for 
himself: BAAC Pty Ltd; Stateships; Newspower, the Midland Workshops - "We'll never close the 
workshopsl"; Main Roads federal funding; misquoting of figures in the Budget; Marine and Harbours 
estimates, where the Minister answered seven questions with "Yes", and then changed his mind the next 
day; and the fuel levy. 

Hon P.R. Lightfoot: Midland abattoirs, PICL. 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: Hon Ross Lightfoot says the Minister was involved in those two as well. He would 
know. Now we have the Aberdeen Hotel. When does it end? This is about ministerial propriety and 
responsibility. 

Hon P.R. Lightfoot: How can you talk about propriety? 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: Be quiet, Mr Lightfoot. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 
Hon JOHN HALDEN: At the end of the day, for whatever reason, the Minister does not give us accurate 
information or answers. We know that; it has been proved time and time again. It is not accidental that we 
pick on the Minister; because, to put it bluntly the Minister is a target because he keeps getting it wrong. 
How long will this State and this Government tolerate this sort of incompetence? 

Hon Bob Thomas: Until February. 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: It may well be until February. The history of mistakes, incompetence and 
blundering is perpetual. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: Tell us what is wrong with this exercise? 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: I will get to that, Minister. If this had involved the former Leader of the House, 
with whom I had some dealings in his portfolio of Lands, there would not have been a problem about 
getting access to the documents. The former Minister for Lands almost dropped documents in one's lap, so 
there would not be this sort of motion. He had every adviser in his department crawling all over to provide 
the answers to questions one asked. He did not give himself this sort of problem. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: The motion does not call for tabling of documents. 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: The reality is that the Minister for Transport keeps walking into trouble, because he 
is not up to the job. The Minister should look at the frontbench; not one Liberal member is there to 
support him. However, I know the Minister is being watched in the Premier's office at this moment. It is 
not surprising. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: They like the look of you on TV. 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: It is no wonder that the frontbench is perpetually embarrassed by what happens and 
what the Minister for Transport blunders into. Again the Minister blunders around. It is a bit like Hon 
Ross Lightfoot, who never lets the facts get in the way of a good story. The Minister said that the Labor 
Government paid $55m for Westralia Square. Yesterday I asked the Minister for Finance what was the 
valuation for Westralia Square. The latest valuation was $105m. I thought that was a pretty reasonable 
investment for the Government, or for private enterprise. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: You spent $184m on it, you dill. 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: It raises $13m a year in rent. It is the highest paying rent building in the city. I 
would not have thought that was a bad investment. The Minister will use any line he thinks he will get 
away with, regardless of the facts. It keeps happening. In this valuation process, it is not appropriate to 
blame the problem on The West Australian or on the Opposition. It is not a conspiracy at all. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: I have invited you to find out what happened. 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: Based on a document that was tabled yesterday - not what is here today, because 
we have not seen those - and regardless of who initiated the process of valuation, the Minister has just 
quoted from a report that indicates a high volume of trade through the beer garden. The valuation is based 
on a six month turnover in the summer, and of course that would seem to be artificial. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: Are you saying the valuers do not know how to do their job? 

The PRESIDENT: Order, Ministerl 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: The Minister should keep going. We also heard the enlightened comment by the 
Attorney General the other day in debate when he talked about the accountancy processes of hotels; 
basically, they keep three sets of books, if I can paraphrase him. Here we have had an analysis of the profit 
and loss of this enterprise. Which set of three books did the valuers look at, or are there three sets of 
books? The Minister knows as well I do, as well as the Attorney General does, that the valuation of hotels 
is a particularly difficult and problematical business. 
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Hon EJ. Charlton: Perhaps they could call you in to give a hand. 
Hon Tom Stephens: Make him the Minister for Transport and their problems would be over! 
Hon JOHN HALDEN: A Minister of the Crown cannot keep saying that it is the fault of The West 
Australian, the ABC or the Opposition. At the end of the day the Minister's responsibility demands that it 
is his problem. If it is someone else's fault, if there is any incompetence on anyone's part, unfortunately a 
Minister must wear it - but not this Minister! This Minister for Transport continues to say that he was 
advised or that he was told! The Minister knows his responsibility. It does not matter who advises or tells 
him; at the end of the day the decision and the responsibility are his. 
Hon EJ. Charlton: What is wrong with the valuations? 
Hon JOHN HALDEN: We have only just received them, a week after the:y were promised. They have 
been supplied after a week of intense pressure by the media. Now the MinISter asks what is wrong with 
them. The safest answer is that I have not seen them yet, but I will - fear not! Hon Eric Charlton keeps 
walking into problem after problem. Instead of doing what the former Leader of the House would do - that 
is, open up the books and allow some scrutiny to resolve the problem - this Minister battens down the 
hatches on every occasion. There is no conspiracy against him. However, there is a perception that he is 
involved in a conspiracy of silence against everyone else. 
Hon EJ. Charlton: Just like you do in the Labor Party. 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: I will not go into that. I do not think the President would allow me to wander that 
far. 

Mr President, it is unfortunate to have to say that the only way we get anything done in this place is to 
bludgeon our way through. It is silly stuff. If the Minister is innocent in this case he has no-one to blame 
but himself for what happened. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: I do not have a worry in the world. I sleep well at night. You should ask yourself the 
same question. 

Several members interjected. 
The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: I will not go into all of that. I will direct my attention to the President. 
The information provided· yesterday was the briefest summary. a doctored version, of what was tabled 
today. Ultimately this motion and all the other motions over the past three years have been about 
ministerial responsibility. The Opposition has grave concerns - and the Minister has accused us of wishing 
to make some cheap political points - as has the community. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! The member cannot close debate while others wish to speak. If members do 
not like the rules they must at least obey them. 

HON P.R. LIGHTFOOT (North Metropolitan) [3.24 pm]: Once again I was not going to speak on this 
motion, which is ostensibly an urgency motion. If I had an isometric view, which some people in the 
Gallery have, of the other side, I would have to look along the opposition front bench past Hon Graham 
Edwards and along the back bench -

Hon Graham Edwards: Your view would not be obscured because there is no-one on yours! 
Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! I suggest that Hon Ross Lightfoot start giving us his views on the motion. 

Hon P.R. LIGH1FOOT: I was trying to, Mr President, but I could not get into it. I want to keep my voice 
low. I am by nature a kindly and gentle person. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon P.R. LIGH1FOOT: I am at times cruel but fair! 

Mr President, I was saying by way of preamble that if I look along the front and back benches of the 
Opposition, I see not a fraction of business acumen -

Point of Order 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: The member is persisting in defying you, Mr President. You told him that there is 
no need for a preamble -

The PRESIDENT: Order! I did not say that. I told him to get on and talk about the motion. 

Debate Resumed 

Hon P.R. LIGH1FOOT: Mr President, it needs a preamble to understand the mistake the other side is 
making. The mistake is based on ignorance and a lack of even a vestige of business acumen. When we 
consider the other side - I will not name the professions from which they come - it is trade union based. It 
is anathema to business. It is based on the trade union principle that one must fight the people who create 
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work, jobs and business in this State. The principle is that if the Government can be brought down, based 
on the demolition of the institutions we value and those which run this place, a good job is being done. 
That does not happen to benefit Western Australia -

The PRESIDENT: Order! It does not happen to be anything to do with the motion. 

Hon P.R. LIGHlFOOT: Mr President, before you correctly interrupted me, I was about to say that the 
principle is based on the fact that members opposite do not believe that the bypass in Northbridge has 
anything to do with Western Australia. In fact it has everything to do with Western Australia. Members 
opposite would understand,· if they had· a modicum of business acumen, that one does not necessarily 
always acquire a property based on its business worth. One cannot just say that a business makes a certain 
amount of money a year, therefore its value is determined by multiplying that by a factor of 10. That is the 
yardstick for valuing businesses. Members opposite would not know that; so they have learnt something 
this afternoon. 

Hon Kim Chance: Where were your colleagues' arguments about the milk vendors? 

Hon P.R. LIGHlFOOT: Perhaps the member should move an urgency motion on that! The milk vendors 
do not have anything to do with this motion. I am trying to return to the substance of this motion. The 
bypass tunnel is absolutely essential to the proper functioning of traffic in Western Australia. As with so 
many other things that the Opposition has tried to destroy, it is trying to destroy what is essential to road 
traffic in this State. If it can do that by saying that the Government paid too much for the Aberdeen Hotel 
it wiII. It wants to cast doubt on the tunnel. The fact is that if we do not tie up the last area in Northbridge 
that is so essential to beginning the earthworks and demolition of buildings - non-heritage listed, I 
understand - the tunnel will fail. If it fails it will mean that the 100 000 vehicular daily traffic that crosses 
the Causeway will increase to 120000 in four years. That will be intolerable. It will put pressure on the 
Narrows Bridge, the Causeway and the central business district. People will complain about that. Hon Jim 
Scott, bless his socialist heart, understands that traffic must be kept out of the CBD. He circumvents the 
city when he drives to work each day even though he talks about the emission from cars. 
The tunnel must happen, whether members opposite like it or not. It must happen whether they want to 
discredit this Government by bringing something forward -

Hon EJ. Charlton: That is what the motion is all about. 

Hon P.R. LIGHlFOOT: It is a matter of discrediting the Government. It is not a matter of whether we 
paid too much for the Aberdeen Hotel. I do not think the price was too much, incidentally. Because of 
their lack of business acumen members opposite do not understand that where we have reduced a host of 
real estate which must be bought, to one, two or three premises, sometimes we must pay a premium. Will 
the Government say for the next decade, ''I'll pay the price I want to pay"? It does not work like that. The 
Government could be tough and resume the property, but it is not into resuming people's property. It must 
pay the market value at the time. 

Hon Kim Chance: You cannot say that when the Government resumed milk vendors' jobs. 

Hon P.R. LIGHlFOOT: One cannot say that the price of a functioning hotel should be the price paid, as 
one must add what the owners may categorise as an extraneous value on the purchase; namely, that this 
was one of the last properties on the route. I will not say that the price rises exponentially, but it increases 
beyond the initial price. 

[Motion lapsed, pursuant to Standing Order No 72.] 

SECURITY AND RELATED ACTIVITIES (CONTROL) BILL 

Third Reading 

HON EJ. CHARLTON (Agricultural - Minister for Transport) [3.31 pm]: I move -

That the Bill be now read a third time. 

HON N.D. GRIFFITHS (East Metropolitan) [3.32 pm]: Before the Bill is read a third time, the House 
should note its form as it has come out of Committee. The House should p'articularly note what happened 
to clause 60, which was amended on 15 May by the Committee vote. Sigmficantly, that vote included four 
particular members of this Chamber: Hon Derrick Tomlinson, Hon Reg Davies, Hon Jim Scott an4 Hon 
Sam Piantadosi. Last Thursday, 16 May, Hon Peter Foss recommitted clause 60 in the absence of Hon 
Derrick Tomlinson, Hon Reg Davies, Hon Jim Scott -

The PRESIDENT: Order! I hope the honourable member understands the scope with which he can speak 
during the third reading. That scope allows him to speak on reasons that the House should or should not 
agree to the Bill. That is the only avenue available on the third reading. If the member can tie his 
comments to some reason that the Bill should or should not be agreed to, he may proceed. I point this out 
because if I let him go too far, some member will jump up and before I know it I wiII have a wholesale 
conflict on my hands. 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: I appreciate your comments, Mr President I am sure that those who follow me in 
this debate will certainly abide by what you have said. I trust that I am doing so. Indeed, the Bill should be 
read a third time because of the state of clause 60 following an amendment passed in Committee on 15 
May, notwithstanding the behaviour of the Minister last Thursday. 
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Point of Order 

Hon PE1ER FOSS: I do not believe that the member has abided by your ruling, Mr President I feel 
obliged to reply to his comments, and he i<; not speaking about why the Bill should Or should not pass; he is 
canvassing matters that occurred in Committee. 
The PRESIDENT: The direction I gave to the honourable member was distinct. If he can relate his 
comments to justiftable argument why the Bill should or should not be agreed to, I will permit him to 
continue. I was happy with the way the member was proceeding; when I am not happy, I will call him to 
order. 

Debate Resumed 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITIlS: Thank you, Mr President Before the Attorney General spoke, I was about to 
conclude my remarks. I now do so.· 

HON J.A. COWDELL (South West) [3.36 pm]: The Bill should be agreed to in its current form with the 
penalty in clause 6 to stand at $200 rather than $2 000. This is the penalty for non-possession of an 
identiftcation badge by a crowd controller. Clearly, the Chamber has done the right thing in adopting the 
recommendation of the Standing Committee on Legislation in recognising that the appropriate penalty is 
$200. and recognising prevailing penalties for police offtcers not possessing identiftcation, for motorists 
not possessing drivers' licences and people with ftrearms not possessing gun licences. Of course, this 
relates to the situation in which the licences could be produced at a later stage. 

The Committee of the Whole passed clause 60 in an amended form, and it was regrettable that an attempt 
was made-

The PRESIDENT: Order! The honourable member's comments are heading towards being out of order. 

Hon J.A. COWDELL: I commend the Bill because the right decision was made on clause 60. The 
arguments against that penalty were fallacious. The Chamber should not entertain, nor should it need to 
entertain, any reconsideration of that decision either promptly after the ftrst decision or at a later stage, 
which may occur following the return of the Bill from the other place. 

HON PETER FOSS (East Metropolitan - Attorney General) [3.38 pm]: I thank members opposite for 
their thorough endorsement of the Government's legislation; it is always pleasing to hear them endorse a 
move by the Government. 

Hon P.R. Lightfoot: It makes one very suspicious. 

Hon PETER FOSS: Yes, it makes one slightly suspicious. I am pleased to see that members opposite were 
delighted with the penalties proposed regarding bouncer and other security offtcer identification. The 
pleasure of members opposite is because they realise that this important measure places control over people 
associated with criminal elements and some of the more undesirable activities apparent in this industry. I 
am pleased that members opposite regard $200 as an appropriate penalty for the criminal element. It 
clearly indicates the Opposition's attitude to penalties in this State. 

Hon John Halden: The attitude of a Liberal-dominated committee. 

Hon PETER FOSS: The Opposition's attitude to penalties is noted. I am always pleased to hear of the 
Opposition's attitude in this regard, and I will keep it in mind in future debate, when a similar attitude will 
be reflected, I am sure. It is always a pleasure to accept the report of a committee to the House. 

Hon Tom Stephens: A Liberal-dominated committee. 

Hon PETER FOSS: It is up to the House to make a decision. I am pleased with the report which emerged 
from the committee and I accept the thorough endorsement of members opposite. I thank them for their 
unusual step of speaking at the third reading stage to applaud the Government's legislation. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a third time and returned to the Assembly with amendments. 

LICENSED SURVEYORS AMENDMENT BILL 

Report 
Report of Committee adopted. 

Third Reading 
Bill read a third time, on motion by leave by Hon EJ. Charlton (Minister for Transport), and transmitted to 
the Assembly. 

Resumed from 16 May. 

TREASURER'S ADVANCE AUTHORIZATION BILL 

Second Reading 

HON JOHN HALDEN (South Metropolitan - Leader of the Opposition) [3.40 pm]: This Bill normally 
does not take up a lot of the time of the House. It allows for considerable accountability in terms of the 
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necessity for the Government to have a working capital arrangement. If shortfalls or unexpected things 
happen in a fmancial year above the limit of $200m, that must be reported via this Bill. If the working 
capital ~l is below $200m, the information in this Bill is provided to us in the Appropriation 
(ConsolIdated Fund) Bills (No 3) and (No 4), which we will get later this year. 

It is not unusual, nor should it be considered in any way sinister, that there should be this Bill. Since 1960 
two other Treasurer's Advance Authorization Bills have been brought to the Parliament, and no-one should 
think anything is wrong with that. It is just a way of opening up the process to allow us to supervise what 
is happening in governmept above that level of $200m. It needs to be very clear to everyone that we have 
no problems with the mechanics of this Bill. 

There are probably three significant reasons the $200m limit was exceeded on this occasion. One relates to 
the expenditure of $97.7m in health. As I recall, there was also an associated increase in health funding 
from the Federal Government. The figure was increased to about $l06m. There was a payment of $73.1m 
to the Department of State Services which was to do with FleetWest. In 1995-96 it was proposed to be 
sold. but that did not happen. Revenue had to be provided for· 

Hon Max Evans: Buying cars. 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: • the ongoing operation. Income comes back from that. 

Hon Max Evans: There was no offset of income against expenditure. That was one of the big problems. 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: The amount of $75m was provided to end the State Government Insurance 
Commission third party insurance fund deficit. It is appropriate that this should be identified to this House. 
Given the figure of $240m, it is appropriate that the House assess those matters at this time in the fmancial 
calendar, prior to debating appropriation Bills (No 3) and (No 4). I propose to look at the health issue 
specifically and to make brief comments about two other areas. The rest of the money being asked for via 
this Bill relates to contingencies. A lot of it refers to topping up trust fund accounts and putting through 
federal money that has come through unexpectedly. 

Hon Max Evans: Education got $13m. 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: I will not go into great detail about those either. I want to make clear to everyone 
what is in this Bill. 

Sitting suspended/rom 3.45104.00 pm 

[Questions without notice taken.] 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: I think it is appropriate that we have a close look at some of the provisions of this 
Bill. Clause 5 states that payments and advances on works or services are to be made on the basis of 
unforeseen events. As I said earlier, one of the payments is $97.7m of state funding to the hospital system. 
The Minister is stretching the spirit of the Act with this payment. It is clear that, in 1994-95, the 
Government provided $1.385b in health expenditure. In the 1995-96 estimate, the Government, which said 
in the budget documents that it placed a high priority on health and it would do reasonable things to the 
health system, increased total funding to the health system by $3m, a health system which it knew was 
under great stress at that time, a health system in which it knew the waitin~ lists were increasing and a 
health system about which it knew demand for public hospital services was 10creasing because of people 
leaving the private system. With those sorts of variables in mind, and bearing in mind the difficulties 
previously experienced with health costs, the Government cut the Health budget by 5 per cent. It is a 
disgrace that a Government that prides itself on being a good financial manager and as being superior to 
anybody else in managing the reserves of this State, could do that. 

The Minister cannot say the Government was not advised. The nurses' professional body, doctors, CEOs 
and hospital management advised the Government of the health system's position, as did the Australian 
Medical Association at the beginning of the year. It is unbelievable that such ~t fmancial managers 
increased the Health budget by $3m only. The Government then had the temerity 10 March to issue a press 
statement which said that it would provide $34m to reduce waiting times, improve the state of the health 
system, cover the cost of agreed pay increases, and so on. The Minister knows as well as I that if the 
Treasurer's advance did not go through today, our hospital system would have to borrow money to survive 
or it would close. The monthly expenditure for the health system totals $120m to $ 130m; the Government 
is proposing $l09m. Our health system would have to borrow or close tomorrow if we did not pass this 
Bill. That is a great indictment of these financial whiz-kids whom we hear about every single day! 

I want to comment on the spirit of this Bill and on how it has been abused a little. We will support this Bill 
for obvious reasons. If we do not, the hospital system will close on about 2 June or it will have to bOrrow 
lots of money. The Minister knew the system was in jeopardy. At the beginning of March, the Bentley 
hospital was $1.2m in the red and the Armadale-Kelmscou hospital was in grave need of money to upgrade 
equipment and machinery. Facilities existed in the hospital system for an extra 100 elective cases of 
surgery to be performed, but there was no money to do that. 

In the past few days we debated political advertising. The Government has produced a document about the 
Budget sponsored by the taxpayers of Western Australia. Yesterday, the Mmister responsible said that the 
brochure was published to advise people of the wonderful outcomes they have had from this Government. 
The brochure says the Health budget of $1.5b aims to restore our hospitals to good health. The only reason 
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they were not in good health was that they were slaughtered 12 months before by this Government It says 
also that a major priority is to reduce waiting lists by 50 per cent over two years. The Minister knows that 
is absolute, unadulterated drivel. The reality is that the waiting list the Government will cut this year with 
the $81m it has provided does not exist It will only allow the hospital system to continue for an extra 
month. That is all the Government did. There will be some minor improvements to the system. However, 
the money was provided because the hospital system was underfunded 12 months ago. It is absolute 
nonsense to waste taxpayers' money with this sort of poppycock. It is also an affront to the budgetary 
process for the Government, through the Media Monitoring Unit that keeps putting out more and more of 
this drivel by the second, to say that it will cut waiting lists by up to 50 per cent. All it will do with the 
$81m it promised in March is keep the hospital system operating and not borrowing. The Minister knows 
that and I know it. We would not have to be dealing with this Bill if that were not the case. I do not want 
to hear any more about what great financial managers members opposite are. 

I am not an advocate of the Minister for Health. However, the Minister for Finance knows that much of 
Health Department policy was driven from the Premier's office. The Minister for Health at the time, Hon 
Graham Kierath, was far more interested in ramming his policies down unions' throats than worryin~ about 
health issues. That is reflected in the Budget that came down last year. This brochure which hsts the 
things that the money was spent on is a distortion of the facts. Very few additional services will be 
provided from this Bill. This Bill is about keeping the hospital system open. If this House does not pass 
this Bill tonight the hospital system will, in very early June, be either borrowing money or closing its door. 

I do not care how the Premier wrapped up the package to distort the facts on 5 March. The reality is that 
the hospital system is in grave CriSIS. All this Bill does is dredge it out of that crisis which was created by 
the 1995-96 B~get In 1994-95 the hospital system was funded to the tune of $1.138b;in 1995-96 an 
additional $3m was allocated; and this year in addition to the $97m increase in funding a further amount of 
$5Om will be provided. 

The hospital system is around the comer from disaster. When the Premier uttered these unsubstantiated 
pieces of nonsense, which he said was valid information about the hospital system, he said that the hospital 
system needed above and beyond its budget allocation another 10 per cent in this year's Budget. Based on 
whether one deals with the estimated figure or the actual figure, 10 per cent is between $140m and $150m. 
What did this Government provide? It provided $50m. Members must bear in mind the trends in patient 
intake and the increased capital, staff and specialist costs. It is a fact that this year's Budget is likely to be 
tight and this State's hospital system will be in exactly the same situation at the end of the next fmancial 
year as it is this fmancial year. A lot of hot air has been spruiked about this Government's ability to. 
manage financial affairs. The Health Department is a classic example of the arrant nonsense of that claim, 
particularly in respect of this year's Budget. Hopefully, it will not apply to next year's Budget However, I . 
will bet that the additional finance required in the 1996-97 financial year will be well over $200m and one 
of the big contributors to that will be Health. That is not my view; it is the view of the competent members 
of the medical profession. 

The Government had prior knowledge of the situation because in the space of two days the chief executive 
officers of both Royal Perth Hospital and Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital resigned. When Kierath was the 
Minister for Health 12 senior bureaucrats resigned because they believed the system was not operating 
properly and it was grossly underfunded. It is an example of what happens when great financial managers 
are put in charge and the best they can do is run a distortion of untruths by way of press release. 

It is most appropriate that this House debate this Bill because it provides the opportunity for scrutiny and 
accountabihty. The most significant reason for this Bill is that the Government was totally incompetent in 
determining the amount of money it perceived it should allocate to Health. At the end of the day, the folly 
of its way came home to roost and thIS Bill gives members the opportunity to debate that. 

Other factors contribute to the reason the Bill is before this House. I said earlier that $73m was expected 
from the sale of FleetWest That did not eventuate, but as the Minister would agree, this expenditure is 
compensated on the other side of the books by income. In addition, there is the $75m extinguishing of debt 
to the third party insurance fund. The other contributing factors are predominantly the advance of 
unexpected commonwealth money for industry funded activities, particularly in the areas of agriCUlture, 
trade and commerce, land administration, and education. 

The Treasurer's advance is used to advance money to trust accounts if they fall into deficit. The last time 
this situation arose was in relation to the fisheries legislation and the Fisheries Department now operates 
totally out of trust accounts. 

Hon Max Evans: Westrail also changed its funding method from the consolidated fund. 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: The Program Statements indicate that the Fisheries Department has two major trust 
accounts. Are there any others and what are they called? Perhaps the Minister will be able to provide that 
information later. I understand that the State Government puts in the contribution to the trust accounts 
from the consolidated fund, which is predominantly for recurrent staffing costs. The industry pays into 
those trust accounts for research capital costs. 

Hon Max Evans: Sometimes it is two or three years ahead. 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: The trust accounts provide the opportunity for a department to plan over a number 
of years and I think that is appropriate. 
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Hon Max Evans: In the old days it was lost in Treasury. 
Hon Kim Chance: The fruit industry has one as well which we are about to repeal. 
Hon JOHN HALDEN: That is right. My concern is that funds from the consolidated fund go into a trust fund, which is what happened with fISheries. The board, not the chief executive officer, authorises the expenditure. My concern is what accountability provisions would apply to the board because it would be authorising expenditure from the consolidated fund - I could understand it if it was the industry's money. Is the CEO accountable for expenditure of money and is the board able to employ more staff which could increase the demand on ~e consolidated fund contribution? 
Hon Max Evans: It applies to the boards of the Museum and the Zoo. The new setup is probably not much different It is accounted for in the annual repocL The trust accounts are really for carrying money forward to the next year. 
Hon JOHN HALDEN: I understand that, but I am concerned about whether the CEO has control over expenditure of the consolidated fund. Can the board increase the number of staff without proper approval? 
Hon Max Evans: The CEO as the principal officer must sign the accounts. 
Hon JOHN HALDEN: The Minister has clarified the position for me. 
I gave the Government a guarantee that this Bill would pass through this House today and a couple of opposition members would contribute to the debate. It comes down to the point I made earlier: This Bill will be passed simply because the Government completely bungled the health funding of this State in the 1995-96 Bridget. The reason the Opposition is compelled to pass the Bill is the implications that would arise in the health system if it were not passed. It would be left to borrow money in about a week's time or the hospitals would close. This is not an area in which the great managers of this State's economy have come to .the fore. The reality is that the Treasurer's advance has worked particularly well in revealing how incompetent the superb financial managers opposite can be! 
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural) [4.50 pm]: I need to cover only a very narrow scope of the issues raised by the Leader of the Opposition. From my experience the point he mised about the nature of items included in this Bill, and in particular the additional payments to be made to the health system, is an important one. It is impossible to describe those payments in any way to fit within the precise wording of clause 5 of the Bill that they be of either an extmordinary or unforeseen nature. 
The Leader of the Opposition pointed out that the additional allocation to the health system is $97.7m and that cannot possibly be regarded as unforeseen. The Leader of the Opposition is absolutely correct in his statement that advice was given to the Government by a wide range of responsible health industry bodies, including the Australian Medical Association and the Austmlian Nursing Fedemtion. Those organisations, with hands-on experience in the health system, advised the Government during the last fatal budget allocations that inevitably every hospital in Western Australia would have a budget shortfall. So accumte were those predictions that some organisations could identify the extent of their shortfall. It was clearly understood at the time. It was not entirely a prediction because in many cases those shortfalls already existed and the hospitals were predicting that the gaping holes in their budgets would be exacerbated as a result of budget cuts last year. That was demonstmbly true, and it has been known for some time now. 
I have read a number of health service budgets and financial reports undertaken to determine the problem with particular district and local health services. Repeated time and time again is this longstanding insoluble budget problem which involves such massive deficits that the hospital managements have only three options: To borrow, go into further deficit or close down altogether. I do not know whether I am supposed to have these reports but they come my way somehow or other and they reveal that the extent of the problem is very serious. Until recently - about the time of the campaign for the Kalgoorlie by-election, I am sure that is entirely coincidental - we knew health services had to borrow to fund these indicated deficits. During the Kalgoorlie by-election, quite coincidentally, an announcement was made of an allocation of funds so that health services would not need to go into further debt to pay their bills this year, and then fund that debt from next year's budget. I do not want to debate at this stage the appropriateness of the management system which created those problems in the health services, but I make it clear that nobody could say the funding deficit was unforeseen. Nobody could possibly describe the expenditure as extraordinary in nature, because everyone had been aware of it for a long time. 
Hon Max Evans: We have paid the money and still balanced the books. What are you worrying about? 
Hon KIM CHANCE: I note that interjection, and it appears the Minister may have a different interpretation of the words "extmordinary" and "unforeseen" from mine. Perhaps I am being a little generous. I do not understand how a known fact can be described as unforeseen or how anything which is so common and almost universal throughout the health system can be described as extmordinary. Perhaps there is some reason to interpret the words the way the Minister seems to interpret them, but to me extraordinary means something one did not expect to happen. Unforeseen has a Similar meaning. That logic cannot be applied to longstanding holes in budgets in the health service. Given my understanding of the words extmordinary and unforeseen, and the facts as I understand them relating to the Health budget, there is every chance that this spending could be ultm vires the Treasurer's Advance Authorization Bill. Of course, I am committed, as is the Leader of the Opposition, to supporting this Bill. 
I put the matter in another way so that people have a crystal clear understanding of it If, by some 
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unforeseen or extraordinary circumstances, this Bill could not be passed through the House today because 
there was a power cut or some other event occurred -

Hon Max Evans: We could come back tomorrow - there would be no problem. 

Hon KIM CHANCE: If we did not do so and this Bill were not passed, many of our hospitals would be 
unable to pay their bills. I will not dramatise the situation and suggest they would close, but they would 
have to borrow or convince their creditors to wait for the money. That is a good enough reason to facilitate 
the Bill and get it passed, but this situation does not arise as a result of an unforeseen or extraordinary set of 
circumstances, and that is the issue on which we must concentrate. 

The next point is that the need for the additional funding arose from an earlier decision by the Government. 
That returns to the point at which I started. Those circumstances were not, for example, a national wage 
case which caused a huge drain on the Health Department's finances. I could accept that as an unforeseen 
circumstance. It was not an extraordinary circumstance but resulted from a previous budget decision which 
had the predictable and guaranteed effect of making the existing holes in the health service budget even 
larger. With regard to the budget handouts put in letterboxes after the reading of the budget speech, to 
which the Leader of the Opposition has referred, bearing in mind all the facts put before the House today, 
that part of the pamphlet dealing with health curing the symptoms is nothing less than fraudulent The 
comments in the government pamphlet about additional spending imply that the target in the Budget is a 
50 per cent cut in waiting lists over two years. It does not actually say that, but it links the Budget and the 
50 per cent cut in waiting lists. The implication is clearly that part of the additional funding will be 
targeted towards the reduction of hospital waiting lists. There is no way on earth it can achieve that aim. 
All that additional funding can do is cover the present gaps in the hospitals' budgets. It cannot do a single 
thing to shorten waiting lists. It is dishonest, and that is why I regret I did not get the opportunity to speak 
before. 

Hon B.K. Donaldson:· Would you like more of those pamphlets for your electorate office? 

Hon KIM CHANCE: We could find only one anywhere and it belonged to Jim McGinty's office. If they 
can be supplied I would appreciate it. Having completed my comments, I do not think I have said a great 
deal that is different from what was said by the Leader of the Opposition except that I can attest to the fact 
that hospital services, particularly those in the country, have gaping holes. 

HON MAX EVANS (North Metropolitan - Minister for Finance) [5.02 pm]: I thank the Opposition for 
its support of the legislation, and particularly the support of the Leader of the Opposition, who very 
eloquently explained exactly what the Treasurer's advance account is all about. The account has existed 
for many years. In my first year in government I heard of the Treasurer's advance account and started 
scratching my head. I tried to see what it was all about. It sounded like a petty cash account in which the 
Treasurer could put an IOU, take out some money and then at the end of the day make it up. That is really 
what the Treasurer's advance account is; it advances money that has then to be made up by supplementary 
funding at a later stage. It took me a little while to understand that the money must be paid out for 
departments, whichmust have the money,and the supplementary funding comes at some later stage. 

One of the problems has been the contra. where the Commonwealth Government has come up with money 
and then we have to pay it out The whole trouble with government is that we have two accounts or 
receipts and we have payments. There is no such thing as contra in government. I understand that most of 
the other States have overcome this now. They have only to bring in a net. If we receive $50m and have to 
spend $60m the Treasurer's advance account will be for that extra $lOm, which brings the position more 
into perspective. We do not have to find $60m because we already have $5Om. We have to find only the 
difference of $10m. The point is the wording. The Assistant Under Treasurer has told me what the other 
States are doing in their Budgets. We are looking at that. The Financial Administration and Audit Act 
would bring it back into perspective. 

Members have mentioned extraordinary and unforeseen expenditure in addition to the relevant 
appropriations by Parliament. I will come back to the amounts of money involved. A series of events this 
year took us over the $200m mark, mainly because we cannot contra out anything. The overrun in 
education for example was attributable to increased expenditure on commonwealth and other projects 
which are fully offset by an additional revenue of $13.2m out of the $18.5m that was expended. The 
overspending by the Western A'ustralian Department of Training is attributable to additional spending on 
technical and further education and is fully offset by the Australian National Training Authority. An 
amount of $lO.3m came in on that item. A new item, which is what this fund is all about, comes under 
miscellaneous services, and that is the State Government's payment to the State Government Insurance 
Commission fund. That is paid out and a supplementary bill ensures repayment at a subsequent date. The 
$97.7m for health was not made up as members opposite have said .. The hospital budget overruns relate to 
increased activity and demand driven increases as a result of the continuing private to public patient shift, 
costing $33.5m. The impact of additional expenditure on commonwealth-state funded programs is being 
offset by additional commonwealth revenue of $27 Am. That brings the figure back to a net $7Om. The 
cost of salary and wage increases as a result of enterprise and workplace agreements is $22.9m. Other 
increases totalling $13.7m have also contributed to the figure. This is one of those years where a 
combination of events has made this a very material amount. 

Hon John Halden said that we had only a $50m increase this year on last year. 

Hon John Halden: No. It was your estimated actuals and the estimated for next year. 
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Hon MAX EVANS: That is exactly right. I am glad Hon John Halden has referred to that. On this 10 per 
cent factor, the budget for 1995-96 is S1.399b and the estimate actual was SlAb. Therefore, against the 
estimates last year and the estimated actuals we spent SlOOm. The budget for 1996-97 is S1.547b, which is 
up $50m. Therefore, we are 10 per cent, or $150m, over last year's budget. . 

Hon John Halden: That is not what the Premier said. I was in Kalgoorlie. 
Hon MAX EVANS: I have no more time to work on that one. To get on with it, we need the funds, which 
are a common source. Under the Westminster system nothing can be spent without an appropriation. I 
think the United Kingdom has an appropriation every month to be accountable. We have one a year. It has 
worked out very well before. I commend the Bill to the House. 

Question put and passed. 
Bill read a second time, proceeded through remaining stages without debate and passed. 

CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMENT BILL 

Committee 

Resumed from 22 May. The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Hon Murray Montgomery) in the Chair; 
Hon Peter Foss (Attorney General) in charge of the Bill. 

Clause 37: Section 56A amended -
Progress was reported after the clause had been partly considered. 

Clause put and passed. 
Clause 38 put and passed. 

Clause 39: Section 97 A repealed and a section substituted -
Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: I will make two observations about this clause. First, it provides for an 
improvement in permitting a further summons to be issued rather than simply exercising a discretion to 
cause a warrant to apprehend to issue. The question of whether a further summons is to be issued is 
discretionary and that further discretion is welcomed. However, I wish to record the Australian Labor 
Party's in principle objection to the proposition of summonses being served by post. I note that proposed 
new subsection (2) of section 97 A seeks to enshrine that. 
Clause put and passed. 
Clause 40 put and passed. 

Clause 41: Section 184 amended -

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: The principles in respect of clause 41 were canvassed when this matter was dealt 
with during the second reading debate. ThIs clause provides that a decision by justices to commit a 
defendant for trial may not be the subject of appeal under this part, and that part of the Act deals with 
appeals. The Labor Party's opposition to the removal of the right of appeal and the reasons for that 
opposition were stated by me during the second reading debate. I see no need to restate them. 

Clause put and a division taken with the following result -

Hon George Cash 
Hon EJ. Charlton 
Hon M.J. Criddle 
Hon Max Evans 
Hon Peter Foss 

Hon Kim Chance 
Hon J.A. Cowdell 
Hon Cheryl Davenport 
Hon Val Ferguson 

Clause thus passed. 

Ayes (14) 

Hon Barry House 
Hon P.R. Lightfoot 
Hon P.H. Lockyer 
Hon I.D. MacLean 
Hon N.F. Moore 

Noes (10) 

Hon N.D. Griffiths 
Hon John Halden 
Hon AJ.G. MacTieman 
Hon Tom Stephens 

Clause 42: Section 20SB amended· 

Hon M.D. Nixon 
Hon W.N. Stretch 
Hon Derrick Tomlinson 
Hon B.K. Donaldson (Teller) 

Hon Doug Wenn 
Hon Tom Helm (Teller) 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: During the second reading debate I noted that we dealt with the Sentencing 
(Consequential Provisions) Bill last year and we provided for the repeal of the Offenders Community 
Corrections Act 1963. This clause amends that Act. Unless it has been proclaimed in the past 24 hours, 
which I doubt, that legislation still awaits proclamation. The Sentence Administration Bill, which in 
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substance to a very great extent re-enacts the Offenders Community Corrections Act 1963, and the 
Sentencing Bill also have not been proclaimed. It is appropriate that the Attorney General provide an 
explanation as to why those pieces of legislation have not yet been proclaimed and when it is intended that 
they be proclaimed, because he may recall that late last year he and I spent a couple of hours discussing 
these matters. 
Hon PETER FOSS: Those Bills are waiting on the passage of this Bill. I asked whether we could bring 
forward the proclamation of those Bills or whether it would be possible to manage without their 
proclamation.. I have not gone into the detail, but I am told that we should await the proclamation of this 
Bilt: That is one of the reasons there is a definite urgency about this Bill - it is holding up that other 
legislation. It was always intended that this Bill would be passed fITst, but that has not happened. 
However, a few Bills fell off the Notice Paper at the end of last year, and those behind them would have 
loved to have seen them passed. I have made the point that we are not engaging in an amendment of 
legislation that no longer exists; it is still there. 

Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS: I note what the Attorney General has said, but it is aFprOPriate for me to observe 
that something seems to have gone wrong with the Government's handling 0 this matter. The document 
outlining the progress of Bills introduced into this Parliament during the third session dated 22 September 
1995 shows that the Sentence Administration Bill, as it was then, was first read in another place on 24 May 
1995, as was the Sentencing (Consequential Provisions) Bill, as it was then, and the Sentencing Bill, as It 
was then. 
I recall, without referring to the documents, that the Criminal Law Amendment Bill 1995, which is in the 
same terms as the Criminal Law Amendment Bill 1996, was introduced into this House, and was fITstread 
in the other place on a day early in November. Notwithstanding the Attorney General's explanation, 
somebody seems to have got it back to front. In any event, if it was intended that a Bill with the same 
provisions as the Criminal Law Amendment Bill 1996 be dealt with up to and including proclamation prior 
to the wee Bills that I have just referred to, why is it that the Criminal Law Amendment Bill 1995 was not 
proceeded with? Given the amount of time we spent last year in dealing with the three sentencing Bills and 
given what the Minister has just said, I would have thought the Government would have had a proper sense 
of priority and made sure that the Criminal Law Amendment Bill 1995 was dealt with before the 
sentencing Bills had been introduced. It seems that the Government has gone about this in the wrong way. 
It reflects very badly on the administration of this Government in this most important area of pubhc 
policy - that is, law and order. It reflects badly on the Government's sense of priority. 

I recall a media report in January of this year - I do not recall the detail - where a learned judge of the 
District Court was about to sentence an offender, but made reference to the fact that the Sentencing Bill 
had passed and he wished to sentence the offender in accord with what was set out in that Bill rather than 
with the law as it was prior to the Bill having been passed. I do not know what has happened to that case, 
but it concerns me that there may be other cases. This is bad administration and it is incumbent on the 
Minister to provide a more detailed explanation than he has done so far. 
Hon PETER FOSS: I beg to differ. I do not believe it has the slightest relevance to clause 42. I could 
speculate forever, but all that would do is further delay the passage of this Bill. 
Clause put and passed. 

Clause 43 put and passed. 

Clause 44: Section 119 amended· 

Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT: This clause relates to sentencing provisions for the Laverton work camp. 
As Hon Nick Griffiths indicated, this is the second time in less than six months that we have dealt with an 
amendment to change the provisions for the sentencing of young people to Camp Kurli Murri. I wonder 
whether we will ever see any young people sentenced to Camp KurH Murri. 

Hon Peter Foss: When we pass this amendment we might. 

HonCHERYL DAVENPORT: The provisions exist; however, it is obvious that the magistrates in the 
Children's Court are still not happy with them as sentencing provisions. 
Hon Peter Foss: It is not open to them. 

Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT: The establishment of Camp Kurli Murri was nothing short of a knee jerk 
reaction to try to solve a perceived problem during a by-election campaign '18 months ago. 

Hon Peter Foss: That is nonsense. Didn't Hon Chery I Davenport hear Hon Graham Edwards on the radio? 
Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT: No, I did not. 

Hon Peter Foss: He had some positive contributions to make. 
Hon N.D. Griffiths: Hon Graham Edwards always makes positive contributions, as does Hon Cheryl 
Davenport. 

Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT: This Government ordered its Ministry of Justice bureaucrats to set up a 
white elephant The Government has spent over $Im in capital costs, and $2m for recurrent expenditure. 

Hon Peter Foss: I am surprised that you of all people would resort to this sort of diversion. 
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Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT: It is not working, Minister. 

Hon Peter Foss: Let us make it work. 
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Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT: The location of Camp Kurli Murri is totally inappropriate for sentencing 
young Aboriginal people - unless they are from that area. What hope is there of involving their families in 
their reintegration program? 

Hon Peter Foss: The families are often the problem. 

Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT: I realise that, but they will go back to their families after they have 
fmished their sentences. \ 

Hon Peter Foss: That is part of problem too. The whole idea is to give them some self-reliance. 

Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT: I will refer to questions on notice about the responsible citizens regime at 
Camp Kurli Murri that were asked of the Minister assisting the Minister for Justice by my colleague in the 
other place, the member for Morley. He asked -

What is the difference in the responsible citizenship regime at Camp Kurli Murri and the normal -

(a) adult prison environment; 

(b) juvenile detention centre? 

The answer was -

The responsible citizenship program is a 25 lesson compulsory component of the work camp 
program. The program is integrated into the daily routine of the work camp. 

(a) The adult prison environment does not run a responsible citizenship program. 

(b) Although the management philosophy in detention centres is based on responsible 
citizenship, the program being run at Camp Kurli Murri has not yet been introduced into 
the detentlon centres. 

It appears that the work camp program will be introduced in other detention centres, but has not as yet In 
question on notice 471 Mr Brown asked the Minister in the other place what was the difference in the hard 
work regime at the camp and regimes in the normal adult prison environment and in juvenile detention 
centres. The answer was -

Detainees at Camp Kurli Murri participate in a compulsory highly structured framework of strong 
discipline with components of rigorous exercise and community work. Failure to comply with the 
hard work program will result in the detainee being removed from the camp. 

It also said that the degree of structure and compulsion in the adult prison environment was not as high as 
at Camp Kurli Murri. I do not understand why young people are subjected to a higher degree of punitive 
sentencmg than are adults. 

Hon Peter Foss: It is not punitive. 

Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT: It is punitive. 

Hon Peter Foss: Work is punitive? 

Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT: Of course it is. It is punishment to a higher degree than that which is 
meted out to adult detainees. Also, both the hard work and the disciplinary regime are in the same vein. 
The answer to question on notice 470 indicates that discipline at the camp is based on a structured program 
from wake up until lights out, and all components of the program are compUlsory. A detainee who exhibits 
minor disruptive behaviour will lose privileges, while persistent disruptive behaviour and a lack of 
compliance with the program will result in removal from the camp. 

An adult prisoner has a choice. If a prisoner refuses to work, it is considered to be a minor misdemeanour, 
and the prisoner may be charged in accordance with the standing orders. In a juvenile detention centre, a 
person has some choice in the compulsory programs in which he or she v.articipates. If the person does not 
comply with the program, he or she will be disciplined by losing a privdege or suffering limited isolation. 
A serious breach of detention centre rules would result in a detainee being charged with a detention centre 
offence. However, no choice is involved with the type of treatment meted out in this camp, whereas an 
adult prisoner has some choice in program participation, as occurs in detention centres in the city. Those 
issues need consideration. Although we are trying to rehabilitate young persons, we are giving them no 
choice in the types of programs undertaken in these places. This does not assist their rehabilitation. 

I had the opportunity a week ago to attend a presentation by Judge Kingsley Newman, who has been 
contracted by the Government to look at that camp and other potential programs by which young people 
might be sentenced. I compliment the Attorney General if he was responsible for the invitations which 
were sent out; it is the first time during the past three years under this Government that anyone has been 
asked to participate in the process. It was pleasing to see people from both the government and non
government sector, the judicial system, church organisations and the like all involved. 

Hon Peter Foss: And the Opposition and the media. 
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Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT: I was about to say that Hon Derrick Tomlinson and I were also invited. I 
found it a very useful exercise. It was very clear that after hearing about some of the programs the judge 
had examined in other countries, and after discussions held following the video presentation to the 
audience, a strong belief developed among that group about what was appropriate. 

Hon PETER FOSS: One of the important points about this camp contained in proposed section 119(1a) is 
that the person facing sentencing -

Hon Cheryl Davenport: I wonder how aware they are of what they are to be exposed to. 

Hon PETER FOSS: It is important. They can quickly return if they are not happy being there. It is 
intended to give these people some form of help through team building. It is the pnncipal idea. One does 
not need to be a juvenile offender to undertake a team building program. I went on the STS Leeuwin 
program - although not for team building, but to see how it works, among other things. It involved 
working on the ship manually, and one developed blisters on the hands which broke every day and ended 
up as corns. One was deprived of sleep and worked very hard against natural adversity. It was one of the 
most incredible experiences I have had. It was cleverly designed by people at STS Leeuwin not to push too 
far, but to push sufficiently. The team building arose from conquering adversity together. It required strict 
discipline which gave confidence to the people involved, and resulted in building a very self-reliant team. 
We acquired skills we did not have before. 

Interestingly, the STS Leeuwin course has been used by the Department of Training for people with a 
record of substance abuse, unemployment and offending. At the end of the voyage they are put straight 
into jobs and have a much higher chance of holding the jobs than would otherwise be the case. Removal 
from one's background and the imposition of discipline is part of the system. People say, "Why do it?" 
Well, it works. City people taken to Riverbank and Longmore are not as far removed from their families as 
is the case with country people. 

Hon Cheryl Davenport: They do not work. 

Hon PETER FOSS: They certainly do not work. The fact that people cannot visit does them no good. 
Interestingly, the initiation of young Aboriginal men involves taking them away from their families and 
background and submitting them to things we certainly would not do at KurU Murri. That argument has 
been raised, and I can see in many cases how it could be important Nevertheless, in many cases it is just 
as important to take people away from their families and put them in a rather strange place which is 
difficult and to commit them to an exhausting and exhaustive program. This should not be merely hazing, 
to use the United States Army term. Some people apply these regimes just to make life difficult. However, 
the constant pressure brings out the best in people and brings out new skills. They say, "At the end of the 
time I learnt new things and I have real friends." One problem is that their interpersonal relationships are 
very poor. They may hang around with other kids, but they have no interpersonal skills and relationships. 
These programs can build those relationships. If someone is disruptive, of course that person is removed 
from the camp. Otherwise, it spoils the chances for those toeing the line. 

Judge Newman said to me in personal discussions - he may have said this to Hon Cheryl Davenport - that 
the camps should have a name. He said more should be conducted and that they succeed by careful 
selection of the people sent to them so a team can be built. He believes that Camp Kurli Murri should be 
but one of a group of such camps, and that through careful design and careful matching of people real 
change can result. I think he is right about that Certainly a change is needed, the first being that we need 
to get some young offenders in there. That is what this clause does. We are receiving advice that the 
young people who do qualify to go there are the wrong ones. At any rate, most do not even qualify to go 
there. While we do not have young people there, it will be expensive and will not work. In conversation 
with Judge Newman, he seemed to think not only will we save a fortune by diverting these children so that 
they do not end up in the adult system, but also by getting the right number of young people going through, 
the camp will prove to be economically comparable with Longmore Training Complex and Riverbank 
Detention Centre. 

It is important that we start to put people through Camp Kurli Mum. We will have to learn as we go. 
Having spoken to the people from the STS Leeuwin, I know it has a very good program. However, it is 
constantly under review, constantly being changed, and constantly being improved. This is our first effort 
Judge Newman in his discussions with me has been quite complimentary about what we have managed to 
set up. As I say, the big problem we have is not having the required number ofpeop\e passing through the 
camp. 

The points that were raised I have heard before. In the context of what we are trying to achieve, it is not 
only achievable but also essential. Bearing in mind that people are at the camp by consent and if they play 
up they will have to leave, those who stay on will be there because they believe they might get something 
out of it. I sincerely hope they will. I can understand the criticism of Camp KurU Murri. I hope all of us in 
the Chamber want it to work. I hope no .members want to see it not working simply because it will give 
them the opportunity to thumb their noses and say that it went wrong. From talking to Judge Newman, I 
believe we will make it work and eventually make it work successfully. Other camps, whatever their 
names, will be established later in various parts of the State. In the electorate of Hon Tom Helm some very 
effective diversionary programs have been put in place. Often they are related to individuals, 
unfortunately. If this system works, it has the capacity to continue, even if we change the people who go 
there, in the same way as the STS Leeuwin has worked with numerous changes of people involved in it and 
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even with volunteers coming in. If we get a good system going and work at it properly, we should get good 
results. I do not apologise for any of these things. They are essential. However, I admit that we need to 
get more people through the camp and we must keep working at it to achieve the best results. 
Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT: I return to the briefmg I attended. A group of people who work very 
closely with young people in a whole range of ways and who are looking for solutions of the problem 
attended the briefing. These people feel they have been shut out of being part of the process to help young 
people. Their goal is to make sure young people can come through this process and be better for it. They 
were scathing of many of the United States programs to which we were exposed at the briefmg. From my 
perspective, we would have great difficulty making them work here. They were aU based on the boot 
camp concept 

Hon Peter Foss: Judge Newman does not believe in boot camps. 
Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT: I know that. Some of the programs we were shown were just that. Those 
in this group were saying that there is a need for interaction between people, both inside and outside 
government, who work with young people, to get the best out of young people and to do the best they can 
for those young people. 

I agree with the Attorney General that if a program like this is to work, we must be very careful about the 
selection process for those who are sent there. I suggest that the magistrates and judges need to be 
educated very carefully in what the outcome of those programs could be. A discussion paper given to 
people who attended the briefing states that -

TO RUN A SUCCESSFUL WORK CAMP YOU MUST HAVE: 

1. A leader who inspires - like a sports coach 
2. Pre-trained staff who believe in the programmes and their leader. 

3. Isolation, to achieve the climate for change and to reduce absconding. 
4. The "Mining Camp" employment model ... so that recruitment is from the main centre 

of population and subsidised housing, etc, is not required. You then get the best people 
at the least cost 

5. Inmates selected from current prison/detention centre populations. They must start 
together and graduate together ... 

In that way people will be going in the same direction at the same time. If they are going to drop out along 
the way, they will; but at least there will be a graduating cohort. The document continues -

6. Programmes used in camp must be the best and be proven to work ... 

7. After-care Programmes which are the best and proven to work ... 
8. Inmates being given the incentive of reduced sentences for taking part ... 

I know that is currently a part of the sentencing process to Camp Kurli Mum. It continues -
9. The incarceration period for detainees must not run beyond a time when it loses impact 

It is a circuit-breaker ... 

10. Regular evaluation. 

11. Intense Public Education must be undertaken to prove the benefits and to gain 
acceptance. 

There needs to be a statewide public education program about the benefits. Stopping recidivism is not 
enough. There must be follow-up programs that make sure these young people are integrated back into the 
community after they come out of the system. One thing the Attorney General and I found when we were 
in New Zealand was that even though these people go into the short, sharp, shock program, they will come 
out and invariably look for their families. Assistance needs to be provided to the families to help these 
young people. Perhaps while the kids are away something can be put in place not just to help families to 
deal with the young person when integrating back into the family but also to help the kids to take up a good 
life. 
Hon PETER FOSS: I thank Hon Cheryl Davenport for her comments. They are very encouraging. She is 
quite right about the involvement of other people. That was the intention of that seminar. It continues to 
be Jud~e Newman's intent, and that matter will be incorporated in his report to me. His report will take a 
bit of tIme to prepare because Judge Newman intends to produce a very thorough one. He is conscious of 
the need for an Australian adaptation. He has been actively involved in those things. 

As to the question of educating the magistrates, I have spoken to Dr McCall about that Once the 
amendments are through, he has in mind to talk to the magistrates in an active program of explaining how 
it works, and all the things that we have said. He realises the cooperation of the magistrates and judges is 
very important. That will be done. As to the member's final point: Again, this matter is being taken up by 
Dr McCall. One of the big advantages of having him as director general is his medical background. From 
my time as Minister for Health, I know the same things in the Aboriginal area, for instance,lead to cyclical 
health problems. So, too, the same problems lead to cyclical offending. 
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We are working on a program that has come out of New Zealand. We will be putting in place a program 
that has been running for about 17 years. I cannot remember the name of the place it comes from. There 
are fairly good statistics now that show early childhood intervention - somethin$ like the Good Start 
program introduced by Hon Norman Moore - and a total approach have had a very big impact. The lustice 
Coordinating Council is putting together a program to do just thaL We will start it off as a pilot program, 
and we will see what we can do to take up the very points that Hon Cheryl Davenport has mentioned. 
Clause put and passed. 

Title put and passed. 

Bill reported, with amendments. 

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE - SPECIAL 

On motion by Hon N.F. Moore (Leader of the House), resolved-
That the House at its rising adjourn until Tuesday, 18 June. 

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE • ORDINARY 
HON N.F. MOORE· (Mining and Pastoral - Leader of the House) [5.50 pm]: I move -

That the House do now adjourn. 

Adjournment Debate - Aberdeen Hotel 

HONEol. CHARLTON (Agricultural - Minister for Transport) [5.51 pm]: At question time Hon 
Alannah MacTieman asked.me about an issue in a report tabled earlier today. I have further information 
which I will make available to the House. This is a memorandum from Ian Baxter of the Heritage Council 
of Western Australia. I do not know specific numbers of the blocks in Aberdeen Street. 
Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: What is the date of the letter? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: It is dated 29 June 1995. The memorandum reads as follows-
The 5t 10hn's Buildings at 76-80 Aberdeen Street ... has significance for historic value and the 
streetscape contribution of the decoratively detailed two storey portion fronting Aberdeen StreeL 
The warehouse area at the rear of the St John's Buildings, covered with the saw tooth frame roof, 
has no heritage significance and as such it is acceptable for both short and long term adaptive 
reuse, or redevelopment. 

The Aberdeen Hotel, at 82-88 Aberdeen Street ... apart from being a highly successful operation 
which contributes to the social life of Northbridge ... has aesthetic and historic value. However, 
the grounds and outbuildings behind the hotel have been altered over the years and have little 
heritage significance. It is acceptable that this area be sympathetically adapted or redeveloped in 
the future. 
The two buildings at 90 & 92 Aberdeen Street ... adjacent to the Aberdeen Hotel, are identified 
individually in the Bodycoat Report as having significance, and worthy of retention, as relatively 
intact examples of residential development in the area north of the railway line ... in the 189Os. 
More importantly, the two houses have a collective value as an identical pair of houses, which will 
enable proper restoration of each building through cross referencing of details, and a cohesive 
sympathetic redevelopment of grounds. 

As discussed, it is recommended that an architectural consultant be engaged to prepare a 
conceptual plan, in which the rear section of the St John's Buildings site is utilised to temporarily 
accommodate any dislocated functions of the Aberdeen Hotel while the section of the Northern 
City By-Pass tunnel between William and Lake Streets is under construction. 

Bob Harrison has been advised along the above lines and will await further directions from 
yourself. 

Bob Harrison is an employee of Main Roads. I read this letter because Main Roads told me that the area of 
land on the western side of the hotel was not considered to be a suitable replacement area in light of advice 
received from the Heritage Council of Western Australia. Main Roads took that advice concerning the 
architect's and consultant's plans for the redevelopment of those sites. The site should be adhered to and 
maintained for the future. I do not know what are the costs and values put on them. I am sure that if those 
two buildings had been knocked over to make available unoccupied land adjacent to the Aberdeen Hotel 
there would have been a hue and cry from all and sundry, especially following a Heritage Council 
recommendation they should stay. Of course a cost will be associated with leaving them there. 
Nonetheless that was considered preferable to facing the consequences of seeking to have them destroyed. 

HON Aol.G. MacTIERNAN (East Metropolitan) [5.55 pm]: I thank the Minister for Transport for 
speedily addressing that question asked today. The answer has been most instructive and perhaps therein 
lies advice to the Minister that in future, rather than trying to conceal information, he would be better off, 
and less likely to get himself into the sort of trouble he does -
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Hon N.F. Moore: He was not concealing anything. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: That is what I am saying and I thank him for that 

Hon N.F. Moore: He was not concealing anything. He told you he would find out 
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Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I understand that. I am talking about his behaviour generally and the 
difficulty we experience in getting information. 

Hon N.F. Moore: You were talking specifically. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: I thought that memorandum was very informative and I thank the Minister for 
providing us with that irlformation. 

I am sorry to see that Hon Peter Foss has left the Chamber. 
Hon N.F. Moore: On very urgent parliamentary business. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: This is an issue that may interest him. Yet another building company has 
gone belly-up. It has left in its wake a number of home buyers who have lost many thousands of dollars 
through having home building contracts uncompleted. Many more have lost the value of their statutory 
warranty on their homes because this company is no longer in existence. The company in question is 
Mikhail Holdings Pty Ltd which traded under the name Carsli Homes. We were contacted today by a 
distraught home buyer who told a fairly standard story - the sort of story about which we have been telling 
this Government during the past three years. 

The buyers signed up to have their home constructed for $87 000. At the time they inquired about the 
availability of housing indemnity insurance. They were assured it was all on track; in fact, they were 
handed a pamphlet put out by Housing Indemnity Australia. Some months later when the pace of 
construction ceased and the home buyer found that his builder had been bankrupted, or more technically 
liquidated, he contacted Housing Indemnity and found that he was not insured; insurance had not been 
taken out by the builder on behalf of the home buyer. At the same time Housing Indemnity indicated that it 
had had some concerns about the solvency of that company for many months and had written at about the 
time the home buyer entered into a contract with the company asking for further information about the 
solvency of the company. 

The problem of the fate of home buyers as a result of companies liquidating has been discussed ad nauseam 
in this House. However, we must raise the issue again because we have had no action on it. This issue has 
a very simple solution. 

The Minister for Transport thinks this is a joke. The Minister is unbelievable; he is incredible. I do not 
know how the people on the Minister's side of the House put up with him. At least we have him as an 
asset! 

Hon EJ. Charlton: What is your problem now? 

Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: My problem is the Minister's general demeanour - feet on the desk, 
sniggering, sniffing, laughing -

The PRESIDENT: Order! Get on with the debate. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: Thank you, Mr President, for getting me back on track. 

There is an easy solution to this problem. It is a solution that will not cost the Government a single dollar. 
It is a solution that we have been advocating in this place since 1994, and it is a solution to which the 
Government finally agreed more than nine months ~o, when it gave an undertaking to the community, 
having been put under considerable pressure by the Opposition and by angry home buyers, that it would 
legislate in this place to introduce compulsory housing indemnity insurance. However, some nine months 
later, there has been absolutely no action from the Government, and an increasingly large number of home 
buyers are falling victim to the current situation. They take the precaution of entering into contracts that 
require that housing indemnity insurance be provided, they pay the money to the builder, but at the end of 
the day there is no guarantee that they are insured. We have set out in detail in this place how a system can 
be introduced where a builder must produce a certificate before any plans are approved, and where that 
certificate must be handed to the home buyer before any progress payments are made. That is an easy 
remedy. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: Another remedy is for people to build with a reputable, financially sound builder. 

Hon AJ .G. MacTIERNAN: That is an interesting comment, because even some of the best known 
building companies have become insolvent. Members will recall a company by the name of Mansard - I 
think some people in Mansard had strong connections with the Minister's side of politics - which was one 
of the biggest building companies in Western Australia, yet collapsed in a spectacular fashion. That left 
many hundreds of home buyers unprotected. Many people were left with homes that were incomplete, and 
others were in a precarious position when the defects in their homes later came to light because they had 
lost their statutory warranty. I know that many members in this House, and I notice you, Mr President, 
nodding -

The PRESIDENT: Order! The member cannot refer to the President. 
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Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: I take that back, Mr President. 

I know that many members in this House have had representations made to them over the years by home 
buyers who have found themselves in that situation. It is absolute nonsense for the Minister for Transport 
to try to blame the victims by saying that the victims should have dealt with a reputable builder in the frrst 
place. That is why we have the Builders Registration Board. It is the job of the Builders Registration 
Board to ensure that the builders which it registers -

Hon EJ. Charlton: Do you know why I said that? 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: To try to drum up more business for Len Buckeridge, I imagine. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: You spent a couple of weeks criticising the Len Buckeridge group of companies, but 
you never gave it any credit for the fact that it had built hundreds of houses and had never got into trouble 
people such as the ones whom you are always trying to bail out. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: That is an interesting comment, but it is certainly not one that is borne out by 
the evidence. If I had a couple of hours rather than just the remaining one minute and 26 seconds, I could 
certainly give the Minister lists of people who have lost out very badly by building with his great friend, 
whom I know various members on the Minister's side have been entertaining. It is obviously election time 
and the Government needs the Buckeridge funds to come rolling in over the next couple of months. I can 
assure the Minister that to build with· Mr Buckeridge gives one no guarantee about the quality of the 
construction. 

The job of the Builders Registration Board is to ensure that builders are financially solvent and technically 
competent. The Builders Registration Board serves neither of those functions particularly well. However, 
even with the best will in the world and the most competent and diligent Builders Registration Board and 
administration, we will never be able to obviate or remove every problem. We need to have a fall back, 
and the fall back that we need, and the fall back that exists in every other State in Australia, is compulsory 
housing indemnity insurance. That would be very simple and very cheap, and it would provide 100 per 
cent protection, yet it is not being done. 

Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 6.05 pm 
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

TYRES - FIRE AT BINDOON; CHRIS HILL TYRE DUMP 
325. Hon J.A. scon to the Minister for the Environment 
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(1) Will the Minister give an undertaking that a tyee ftre, like that which occurred at 
Bindoon, will not occur at the Chris Hill tyre dump? 

(2) If not,why not? 

Hon PE1ER FOSS replied: 

(1)-(2) This demand for undertakings is absolute nonsense. If the member wants facts, would he 
please ask for them. 

MINERAL SANDS INDUSTRY - RADIATION DOSES 

358. Hon J.A. scon to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Mines: 

(1) What were the maximum recorded radiation doses received by workers in the mineral 
sands industry in Western Australia in -

(a) 1993; 
(b) 1994; and 
(c) I995? 

(2) What was the total radiation dose received by all workers in the mineral sands industry 
in -
(a) 1993; 
(b) 1994; and 
(c) I995? 

(3) What are the current average mean aero dynamic diameter values approved for 
radioactive dust assessments at mineral sands processing plants in Western Australia? 

(4) How were these derived? 

(5) Has any epidemiological study been carried out on workers in the mineral sands 
industry? 

(6) If yes, by whom? 

(7) If not, why not? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

The Minister for Mines has provided the following reply -

(1) (a) 18.8 millisieverts. 

(b) 19.7 millisieverts. 

(c) Data not yet available; annual reporting period is from 1 April to 31 March. 

(2) (a)-(b) 1.7 man-sieverts 

(c) Data not yet available; annual reporting period is from 1 April to 31 March. 

(3) The approved AMAD values vary from site to site and between work categories. The 
default AMAD is 5 microns and a value of 10 microns has been approved for some work 
categories at some sites. 

(4) Particle size measurements in the workplace using personal cascade impactors (that is, 
the measuring equipment which is worn by employees) in accordance with well 
established procedures. 

(5) No. 

(6) Not applicable. 

(7) No epidemiological study has been carried out on workers in the mineral sands industry 
because of the relatively small "at risk" work force, the low collective radiation dose and 
expert advice to the effect that such a study would simply not be feasible. In addition, no 
apparent health problems have been identifted among mineral sands workers through the 
mine workers health certificate system. 

MINES OCCUPATIONAL, HEALTH AND SAFETY ADVISORY BOARD -
RADIATION SAFETY SUBCOMMIITEE 

359. Hon J.A. scon to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Mines: 

(1) Who are the current members of the radiation safety subcommittee of the Mines 
Occupational Health and Safety Advisory Board and what are their terms of offtce? 
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(2) How frequently does the radiation safety subcommittee meet? 

(3) Does the radiation subcommittee have any trade union representation? 

(4) If yes, who? 

(5) If no, why not? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

The Minister for Mines has provided the following reply -

(1) At present, the Mines Occupational Health and Safety Advisory Board has not 
established a formal radiation safety subcommittee, although an interim committee did 
operate under the interim MOHSAB. The frrst meeting of the formally constituted 
MOHSAB was held on 4 April 1996 and at that meeting the board resolved to obtain a 
position paper on the continued need for a radiation safety subcommittee. The interim 
committee's last meeting was held on 5 September 1995 and the members at that time 
were-

Dr Jim McNulty, independent chairman; 
Mr David Blyth, representing the Chamber of Mines and Energy; 
Mr Greg Hewson, representing the Department of Minerals and Energy; 
Mr Guy Meunier, representing the Chamber of Mines and Energy; and 
Mr Bill Toussaint, representing the Chairman of the Radiological Council. 

(2) The interim radiation safety subcommittee met on 12 occasions between November 1993 
and September 1995, or an average of one meeting every two months. The subcommittee 
also conducted seven site visits. 

(3) No. 

(4) Not applicable. 

(5) The Trades and Labor Council was requested to provide representation but declined to do 
so. 

MINERALS AND ENERGY, DEPARTMENT OF - GRIFFIN VENTURE 
Report into Alleged Unsafe Acts 

376. Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Mines: 

Will the Minister for Mines table the report provided by the Department of Minerals and Energy 
on 25 September 1995 in respect of allegations made by Mr Tim Visscher concerning safety 
issues on the Griffin Venture? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

The Minister for Mines has provided the following reply -

As BHP Petroleum is currently under a commonwealth investigation which is also looking into 
the Visscher allegations, it would not be appropriate to release the designated authority'S comment 
to the joint authority prior to the conclusion of the investigation. 

HOSPITALS - ARMADALE-KELMSCOTI 
Construction. Commencement Date; Contracting out to Private Contractors 

382. Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN to the Attorney General representing the Minister for Health: 

The Government's changed plans and continued delay in improving and upgrading the facilities at 
Armadale-Kelmscott Hospital are the cause of community concern -

(1) Can the Minister give an undertaking that the proposed replacement hospital will not be 
contracted out to private operators? 

(2) When will construction commence? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

The Minister for Health has provided the following reply -

(1) It is not envisaged that the replacement hospital will be contracted out to private 
operators. 

(2) Under the current five-year capital works program, construction of the new hospital is 
scheduled to commence in mid-1998. 

GLOBAL DATA ACCESS - GOVERNMENT ASSOCIATION 

449. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Premier: 

(I) Will the Premier advise what association the Government has with Global Data Access? 

(2) Did the Government assist Global Data Access in setting up its Internet service in 
Kalgoorlie? . 
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(3) Is there a contract between the State Government and Global Data Access? 

(4) If yes, was the contract advertised so every Internet business could lodge a tender? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

The Premier has provided the following reply -
(1) If the question is relating to an article that appeared in The West Australian on 17 April 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

1996, the Government has no association with Global Data Access as implied in that 
article., 
The Government. through the Department of Commerce and Trade, provided the 
publication "Western Australia: A Statistical Snapshot of the Regions". The document is 
freely available to the general public. The contact addresses of the State Regional 
Development Commission were also provided by the department. 

No. 

There is no contact. The activities of Global Data Access mentioned in the 17 April 1996 
article were a commercial decision made by and financed by the company itself. 

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

SCHOOLS - CLARKSON HIGH 
Construction Bungle 

381. Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS to the Leader or the House representing the Minister 'or 
Education: 

(1) Can the Minister confirm that construction of Clarkson High School has been bungled and that 
steel frames and brick walls that have been built are being demolished? 

(2) What is the reason for the bungle? 

(3) What is the cost to taxpayers of the bungle? 

(4) Who is responsible? 

(5) Has supervision of the construction of this high school been contracted out; if so, to whom? 

(6) What is the extent of supervision of this project by the Building Management Authority? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

I do not afpear to have the question, let alone the answer, so I guess there has been some confusion in the 
system. I the member puts the question on notice, I will get an answer. 

PROUDLY WESTERN AUSTRALIAN (NEWSPAPER) - GOVERNMENT 
APPROVAL 

382. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Premier: 

(1) Has the Government approved the launch of a newspaper called Proudly Western Australian or a 
newspaper by any other name? 

(2) How many copies of this newspaper will be published? 

(3) How many editions of the newspaper are proposed, how will it be distributed, and will it accept 
advertising or sponsorship; and if so, who will handle this aspect? 

(4) Who initiated the newspaper project? 

(5) Did the Premier approve the project? 

(6) Have chief executive officers been advised of the publication and asked to contribute? 

(7) Have journalists outside government been approached and asked to contribute to the newspaper; if 
yes, who are they, and on what basis will they be engaged to contribute? 

(8) Has a company called O'Keeffe Media Services been approached; if yes, why? 

(9) What role has Darcy Farrell played with regard to this newspaper project? 

(to) Is this proposal to establish a newspaper another example of the misuse of Western Australian 
taxpayers' funds to pump out political propaganda for the Court Government in the lead up to the 
next state election? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. I appreciate that on this occasion Hon Tom Stephens 
has taken the time to read out the question in such a way that we can all understand it, but I must advise 
him to put it on notice. 
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NEWSPAPERS - SECOND DAILY FOR WESTERN AUSTRALIA 

383. Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for Transport: 
(1) Has the Minister or any of his departments or agencies been requested to supply material for a 

new State Government sponsored newspaper or publication? 

(2) If yes, what is the name of that newspaper or publication? 

(3) Is this the same publication which has been affectionately entitled "Pravda" by the participating 
government agencies? 

(4) Is it true that the publication has been justified on the basis that the Minister for Transport says 
that he cannot get a decent story run in The West Australian? 

(5) Where will the Minister for Tmnsport be featured in this newspaper - on the sports pages or in the 
comics? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 
(1)-(5) No, I have not had the privilege of participating in a second daily newspaper for Western 

AustmIia, but I would love to be associated with such a newspaper and I look forward to the day 
that -

Hon Tom Stephens: Are you speaking on behalf of your chief executive officers? Have they been asked to 
participate in this newspaper? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: I am responding on my own behalf. I cannot speak on anyone else's behalf about 
what they might know. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: So you know nothing about any publication? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: No. Obviously the question is meant to be a joke, and I will treat it in that wa,y. I 
will speak to whomever I want to speak to. It is not a matter of my wanting to get my own way, but I will 
not speak to anyone who wants to distort what I have to say, whether that be The West Australian or 
anyone else. If people want to report me accumtely, and I have given people plenty of opportunities to do 
so, I welcome being quoted; if people want to criticise things I have done, I welcome that criticism, 
because I stand by the things I have done. However, I reject absolutely the inference that I have done 
things that I have not done. I have better things to do than run around Western Australia answering people 
who have been misinformed by The West Australian about things that I have or have not done. 

MINERALS AND ENERGY, DEPARTMENT OF - GRIFFIN VENTURE 

384. Hon J.A. SCOTT. to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Mines: 

With regard to question without notice 223 of7 May 1996-

(1) Why did the answer give the impression that an inquiry into the Griffin Venture incident of May 
1994 was conducted by the Department of Minemls and Energy between 20 and 22 February 
1995, when it was not? 

(2) Why did the Minister state that the master and the second mate of the Griffin Venture were 
interviewed between 20 and 22 February 1995 when no notes of such interviews exist; and the 
second mate has supplied me with a sworn statement that no such interview took place? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. The Minister for Mines has provided the following 
reply -

(1) The Minister for Mines does not agree that the response to question 223 of 1996 gave such an 
impression. 

(2) The master and the secona mate of the Griffin Venture were interviewed on 16 and 20 March 1995 
respectively ,and transcripts of those interviews were made. 

GOVERNMENT MEDIA OFFICE - SPECIAL COMMUNICATIONS UNIT 
"Proudly Western Australian"; Coat of Arms on all Government Publications 

385. Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN to the Leader of the House representing the Premier: 

(1) Has the special communications unit established in the Government Media Office late last year 
had any role in establishing a newspaper or publication called Proudly Western Australian, or 
some other title? 

(2) Has the special communications unit had any role in examining government brochures, pamphlets 
and publications with a view to improving the marketing profile of government? 

(3) If yes, what has been the outcome? 

(4) Has the special communications unit recommended that a coat of arms be used on all government 
publications? 
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(5) Has the Premier sent a memorandum to chief executive officers directing that the Western 
Australian coat of arms be used on all government publications; and were there any other 
directions? 

(6) Has there been a consequent cost to the taxpayer for the reprinting of letterheads, stationery and 
other publications with the coat of arms? 

(7) Has the special communications unit initiated any television advertising campaigns; if so, which 
ones? 

(8) What other work: has been done by the special communications unit, and to what resources does it 
have access? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 
I thank the member for some notice of this question, but I do not have an answer at this time, so I ask that 
the question be put on notice. 

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT - RECURRENT SCHOOL RELATED FUNDING 
EXPENDITURES PER FIE OF STUDENTS BY LEVEL OF SCHOOLING 

386. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Leader or the House representing the Minister ror Education: 
What were the recurrent school related funding expenditures per full time equivalent of government school 
students by level of schooling for 1993-94 to 1995-96 inclusive? 
Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. I am advised by the Minister for Education that in the 
time available he has not been able to provide that information, and I ask that the question be put on notice. 

MINERALS AND ENERGY, DEPARTMENT OF - GRIFFIN VENTURE 

387. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Leader or the House representing the Minister ror Mines: 

Following the briefing by the Department of Minerals and Energy on the Griffin Venture incident of 29 
May 1994, which was kindly arranged for me by the Minister-

(1) Will the Minister now table the report of that incident by BHP Petroleum Pty Ltd to the 
department, and BHP's reply to the department's announcing an inquiry? 

(2) If not, which part of the commonwealth Petroleum (Submerged Lands) Act prevents the Minister 
from doing so? 

(3) Will the Minister make the papers available to the Parer review; and if not, why not? 

(4) Which officer initiated the inquiry of 13 February 1995, and why? 

Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. The Minister for Mines has provided the following 
reply. 
(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

It is inappropriate to release the report as a federal investigation is being conducted. 

The commonwealth Petroleum (Submerged Lands) Act regulates the release of information 
lodged by petroleum explorers and producers. The decision to release information resulting from 
a joint authority investigation rests with the joint authority. 
Yes. 

The director of the petroleum operations division initiated the inquiry as a result of a review of the 
BHP report submitted on 10 February 1995. 

POLLS - OR ATTITUDINAL SURVEYS, FUNDS EXPENDITURE 

388. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader or the House representing the Premier: 
Which funds have been spent in the 1995-96 financial year to date for polling or attitudinal surveys? 
Surprise us, Minister - give us an answer. 

Points of Order 

Hon N.F. MOORE: I vaguely recall hearing that question today, and I vaguely recall saying that I did not 
have an answer. 

Hon Doug Wenn: Answer it now, then. 

Hon N.F. MOORE: It is a question asked of another Minister whom I represent. I obviously cannot 
answer a question on behalf of another Minister without having spoken to that Minister. 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: My point of order regards the standard of answering. The Opposition is being told 
in every response to put the question on notice. I inform the Leader of the House that notice of the 
question I asked was given yesterday. As I said by way of interjection, two of the three sets of figures are 
in the annual report. 
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Hon N.F. Moore: Why don't you get it yourself1 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: The third set is not there. Surely this is question time, not put it on notice time. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): I cannot adjudicate on the point of order because it is at 
the Minister's discretion how he elects to answer a question. 

Questions without Notice Resumed 
FISHERIES - KIMBERLEY DEMERSAL LINE INTERIM MANAGED 

389. Hon B.K. DONALDSON to the Minister representing the Minister (or Fisheries: 

(1) Why was the Kimberley demersal line interim managed fIshery established? 

(2) Will the Minister outline the process by which Darwin based boats were given access to the 
Kimberley demersal line interim managed fIshery? 

(3) What is the nature of this access? 

Hon E..J. CHARLTON replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1) The Kimberley demersal line interim managed fIshery is an interim fIshery established to stop an 
increase in fIshing effort after the introduction of the revised offshore constitutional settlement 
arrangements in February 1995, which transferred fIsheries jurisdiction from the Commonwealth 
to Western Australia. The result of the new OCS arrangements was that all 1400 Western 
Australian fIshing units could have accessed the deep water reef fIsh resources off the Kimberley 
coast. ScientifIc advice was that the fIshery could not support any increase in existing fIshing 
effort. The Minister established an industry government working group to examine long term 
management options for the total demersal fIshery off the Kimberley coast. I expect this working 
group to present its report to me within the next two months. 

(2) Entry criteria were developed in May 1995 with the objective of identifying fIshermen with a 
commitment to and dependence on the Kimberley demersal line interim managed fIshery. Over 
150 applications were received, and about 109 licensees were eligible for endorsement The 
criteria were changed in August 1995 due to new scientifIc information. Applications in the 
second round resulted in nine fIshermen gaining access and being issued interim permits. 
Assessment of those applications involved consultation with Northern Territory fIsheries, the 
Australian Fisheries Management Authority, Coastwatch and relevant port authorities. An 
independent objections \lrocess, established under the Fish Resources Management Act, resulted 
in three more permits bemg issued. 

(3) Access to the interim fishery is valid until December 1996, at which time I expect to introduce a 
new managed fIshery management plan. I have yet to see the recommendations of the working 
group and, hence, I do not know the nature of the proposed entry criteria for the long term 
management arrangements. All existing permit holders for the interim fIshery have been advised 
that they have no guarante~ of long term access LO the fish resources off the Kimberley coast 

POLICE - MANDURAH STATION 
Offences: Sex Offences Reported 

390. Hon J.A. COWDELL to the Attorney General representing the Minister (or Police: 

In relation to the Mandurah police station -

(1) What was the total number of offences reported in the calendar years 1994 and 1995 and in the 
frrst three months of 1996? . 

(2) What were the total offences against property in the same periods? 

(3) What were the total offences against persons in the same periods? 

(4) How many sex offences were reported during these periods? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. The Commissioner of Police has advised that data at 
police station level is not readily available. The following information relates to the entire Mandurah 
police district 

Hon J.A. Cowdell: You have given me the districts in answer to a previous question. 

Hon PETER FOSS: The information is kept at a district level, and that is the only information I can give 
the member. If he does not want it again, I will not give it to him again. 

ABERDEEN HOTEL - WESTERN LOT OFFER; VALUATION BY KNIGHT FRANK HOOKER 

391. Hon A..J.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister (or Transport: 

Is the Minister aware that the valuation document of the Aberdeen Hotel by Knight Frank Hooker, one of 
the Government's contracted valuers, states that if the land to the west of the hotel could be made available 
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for the relocation of the beer garden, the whole compensation exercise would not be required, and that if 
the western adjoining lot could be offered in exchange, or part thereof, it would be a solution to a very 
expensive problem? What attempts were made to incorporate the western lot into the hotel, thus avoiding 
what the valuer describes as an expensive compensation enterprise? 

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied: 

I will ask Main Roads Western Australia the reason for that decision. 

WESTRAIL - GRAIN MOVEMENT, PROBLEMS; 1996-97 HARVEST 
; 

392. Hon B.K. DONALDSON to the Minister ror Transport: 

For the information of members opposite, notice of this question was given at 3.40 this afternoon. 
Hon John Halden: When did you get the answer? 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: I hope the Minister can answer it. I refer to articles in the Countryman on 16 
May 1996 which state the following: Grain groups fear the rail system will not cope; the Australian Wheat 
Board and the Grain Pool of Western Australia have expressed concerns about Westrail's performance this 
year; and there is fear for the next season when Western Australia's grain crop is tipped to increase by up 
to 15 per cent - the biggest on record - if an average season is achieved. . 

(1) Have any real or perceived problems to the present rail program of grain been identified and 
addressed during the present delivery phase of the 1995-96 shipping program? 

(2) Will Westrail be in a position to handle the 1996-97 harvest rail requirements to meet the expected 
shipping delivery program? 

(3) Will Westrail have sufficient rolling stock to meet its contractual arrangement with Co-operative 
Bulk Handling Ltd? 

(4) Will the push-pull method now being used on country rail operations assist in meeting the 
1996-97 task? 

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied: 

(1) The movement of grain this year is affected by sales by the Australian Wheat Board. Westrail has 
just completed moving record tonnage this calendar year and is confident it will cope with the 
movement of grain this season. In discussions Westrail requested that the Wheat Board and CBH 
work closely to ensure adequate time was available to plan the movement of grain. 

(2) Westrail is confident it can handle the 1996-97 harvest. As an aside, I hope it rains sooner rather 
than later so that we have a record year. Westrail intends not only to move every tonne of grain 
but also wishes to expand its activities. 

(3) Westrail has sufficient rolling stock. The thrust of Westrail's o~tions is the purchase of 24 
additional locomotives, which have been ordered and will be bullt in Western Australia. They 
will not be available for the current season. However, Westrail's current rolling stock is adequate 
to deal with an increased harvest. 

(4) The new push-pull method of locomotion - that is, using a locomotive at each end of the train -
will save significant time both in transferring the harvest and moving freight generally. The 
significant benefit to be gained when shunting is the down time. The new crewing times are also 
part of the modernisation program. We are looking forward to these moves. I understand a 
response is made in the Countryman today. 

BUXTON, JEREMY - GOVERNMENT APPOINTMENT 
Political Donations Legislation 

393. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Leader or the House: 

(1) Is Mr Jeremy Buxton a paid employee of the Minister in his Parliamentary and Electoral Affairs 
portfolio? 

(2) If so, what position does he hold? 

(3) Is/has Mr Buxton working/worked on preparing for the introduction of legislation dealing with the 
declaration of political donations? 

(4) Is Mr Buxton known to the Minister to be a prominent Liberal Party activist? 
Hon N.F. MOORE replied: 

(1) Mr Buxton is a term of government appointment. He works in my office in a similar way to the 
role carried out by Mr Graham Hawkes when working for the previous Government. 

(2) He is a part time policy adviser. I cannot indicate exactly the number of days a week he works, 
but I think it is two days. 

(3) He has provided me with some advice on legislation relating to political donations. As I have 
indicated, legislation dealing with political donations will be introduced this session. 
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Hon Tom Stephens: Advice on how the Liberal Party can get around it. 

Hon N.F. MOORE: The member does not understand, and perhaps he could take some advice from his 
party. Both the Liberal Party and the Labor Party are subject to federal legislation covering disclosures. 
Regardless of what the state law may do, we are all subject to federal legislation. Therefore, the rules that 
apply to the member also apply to us regardless of what we do in Western Australia - unless our legislation 
were to be more onerous than the federal legislation, which was introduced by the member's party. If the 
member is suggesting something more onerous, he should tell me. 

(4) Mr Buxton is a member of the Liberal Party. I would not describe him as an activist 

WATER AND RIVERS COMMISSION - RELOCA nON TO QUAYS 
SHOPPING CENTRE, BUNBURY 

394. Hon DOUG WENN to the Minister for the Environment: 

Further to my question on notice 361 of 22 May regarding the relocation of the Water and Rivers 
Commission to the Quays shopping centre in Bunbury -

(1) Were tenders called for office space for the Water and Rivers Commission? 

(2) If yes, how many tenders were received? 

(3) If not, why not? 

(4) Who made the initial contact with the department to shift from its existing premises? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1)-(2) No tenders were called. 

(3) No requirement under the Act. 

(4) The decision to amalgamate the various sites in Bunbury was made by the Water Industry 
Restructure Implementation Group before integration on 1 January 1996. 

BUILDERS REGISTRA nON BOARD - BUILDING DISPUTES 
COMMITTEE, FUNDING; DISPUTES LISTED FOR HEARING 

395. Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister representing the Minister for Fair Trading: 

In answer to question on notice 287 it was stated that the Treasurer approved payment to the Builders 
Registration Board as a special government grant to assist the board to address its financial and 
administrative problems. 

(1) What is the nature of the administrative and financial problems facing the board? 

(2) From what source are the funds being allocated and where is the expenditure disclosed? 

(3) How much has the board spent so far in 1996 in funding the Building Disputes Committee? 

(4) What restrictions have been placed on the number of hearing days on which the Building Disputes 
Committee can sit? 

(5) How many disputes are listed for hearing by the committee? 

Hon MAX EVANS replied: 

(1) The Building Registration Board needs to recover costs that it incurred in funding the Building 
Disputes Committee, for which no provision had been included when the Home Building 
Contracts Act was proclaimed in 1991. This Act expanded the responsibilities of the board in 
dispute resolution, and required the board to fully fund the operations of the Building Disputes 
Committee. 

(2) The expenditure will be incurred in 1995-96; It forms part of the 1995-96 estimated actual of 
$3022000 for the housing and real estate subprogram, listed on page 45-8 of the 1996-97 
Program Statements. 

(3) The amount is $95,000 up to and including April 1996. 

(4) The board placed a restriction of 10 hearing days during January, February and March so that it 
could monitor the Building Disputes Committee's operations. The same restriction was placed in 
April. However, additional days have been scheduled for May, June and July. The board will 
continue to monitor this situation. 

(5) Ninety-five. 

POLICE - ALARM CALLS, ATTENDANCE POLICY; REVIEW 

396. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister representing the Minister for Police: 

Some notice of the question has been given by Hon Graham Edwards. With regard to the new policy that 
police will no longer respond to alarm calls unless there is a confirmation of a burglary -
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(I) With the knowledge that Western Australia has the highest rate of burglary in Australia with a clear up rate 
of only 12 per cent, does the Minister agree with this new policy? 

(2) What criteria are the police adopting to assess if a call is real or false? 

(3) Having advocated the need for people to take precautions to increase personal security and knowing that 
many home owners, particularly pensioners, have spent hundreds or thousands of dollars in getting alarms 
installed, how can thel Minister justify this change in policy? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. Unfortunately the whole question is predicated on the statement 
by the member that the policy has been changed, which is incorrect. Notice of the question gives me an opportunity 
to clarify some misconceptions that are being bandied about concerning police attendance at alarm calls. 

(I) At this time there has been no amendment to the current policy covering police attendance at activated 
alarm calls. For this reason the suggestion that the current policy is about to be changed is not correct. 

(2) The issue of police attending at premises where security alarm systems have been activated as a result of 
a technical fault has brought about the establishment of a task force to discuss this issue. This task force 
is to be chaired by a senior representative of a major security firm with national experience. Members of 
that task force have been drawn from the security mdustry and the Western Australia Police Service. The 
establishment of the task force originated followin,s. advice received from South Australia, where a 
comprehensive review was undertaken to assess the effective use of all resources, both from a police and 
public sector perspective. Following that undertaking, the South Australian Police Department, in 
consultation with the security industry and the community, has recently implemented a far more efficient 
system which has seen a significant reduction in the incidence of false alarms. In reviewing the efficiency 
or inefficiency of various alarm systems being marketed in that State, it was found there was an urgent need 
to place greater scrutiny on some of the systems being marketed. This, in turn, has eliminated the great 
majority of false alarms and enabled police to respond more positively to alarm activations where intruders 
or offenders have been detected on premises. 

(3) No decisions on this issue will be made until the task force in this State has undertaken its review. A report 
of its findings will be presented to the Commissioner of Police. It is envisaged that the review will take 
approximately nine months to complete and will involve members of the security industry, the Police 
Service and, of course, representatives from residential, commercial and industrial markets in this State. 
The commissioner has advised that under no circumstances will there be any change in policy with re~ard 
to police attendance at security alarms in this State until this review has been completed. If the findmgs 
of the review do not provide a valid reason for any alteration to the current policy, no changes will be made. 

WATER AND RIVERS COMMISSION - RELOCATION TO QUAYS 
SHOPPING CENTRE, BUNBURY 

397. Hon DOUG WENN to the Minister for the Environment: 

Further to my question without notice 361, which I asked yesterday, regarding the relocation of the Water and Rivers 
Commission in the Quays Shopping Centre in Bunbury -

(I) How many staff are employed at the Water and Rivers Commission, now located at the Quays Shopping 
Centre in Bunbury? 

(2) How many of the following types of vehicles does the commission have in its Bunbury regional office -

(a) standard; and 
(b) four wheel drive? 

(3) As the Quays Shopping Centre has no lockup facilities, where does the department store its bores, etc, and 
at what cost to the department for storage space? 

(4) How many parking bays have been allocated to the commission at the shopping centre? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of the question. 

(I) 23 staff. 

(2) Three sedans and 10 four wheel drives. 

(3) The commission has temporary storage facilities in Denning Road in Bunbury. The lease agreement is 
being finalised at an annual cost of $7740. 

(4) The commission has II parking bays at the shopping centre in its lease agreement. 


