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1Jlrgislntiur Assrmbly 
Tuesday, 7 May 1996 

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

PETITION - WESTRAIL, PENSIONER TRAVEL RESTRICTIONS 

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

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of 
Western Australia in Parliament assembled. 

We, the undermentioned people of Western Australia object to the Court Government's decision 
to restrict pensioners from taking their one free Westrail trip over Christmas and New Year when 
family reunions are so important. We also object to the restrictions on free travel at Easter and 
during school holidays. 

We calion the government to immediately cancel the restrictions on this one free travel p'ass per 
year and to restore the choice to pensioners to travel at a time that suits them and their families. 

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

The petition bears 108 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of the Legislative 
Assembly. 

The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House. 

A similar petition was presented by Mrs Roberts (25 signatures). 

[See petitions Nos 37 and 39.] 

PETITION - REGIONAL PARK SOUTH OF GUILDERTON 
ESTABLISHMENT TO PROTECT MOORE RIVER AND DUNES 

MR CUNNINGHAM (Marangaroo) [2.06 pm]: I present the following petition-

To: The Honourable the Speaker and members of the Legislative Assembly of the Parliament of 
Western Australia in Parliament assembled. 

We the undersigned respectfully request that the Government establish a Regional Park 
immediately to the south of Guilderton in order to protect the mouth and lower reaches of the 
Moore River and the significant dunes and coastal heathland south of the mouth of the Moore 
River. 

We request that the Government take urgent action to acquire this land before it is further rezoned 
or developed. 

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

The petition bears 23 signatures and I certify that it conforms to the standing orders of the Legislative 
Assembly. 

The SPEAKER: I direct that the petition be brought to the Table of the House. 

[See petition No 38.] 

HOSPITALS - JOONDALUP HEALTH CAMPUS 

Tabled Documents 

MR PRINCE (Albany - Minister for Health) [2.09 pm]: I seek to table a Joondalup Health Campus 
Summary Development and Health Services Agreement; a request for proposals from short-listed parties 
for participation in development of the Joondalup health campus; a copy of the Joondalup health campus 
development and health services agreement, including attachments; a copy of the private hospital 
guidelines for the construction, establishment and maintenance of private hospitals and day procedure 
facilities; and a series of relevant documents. 

Dr Gallop interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. When I call 
members to come to order, I ask them to do so. If the member for Victoria Park continues in that style, I 
will have to think about taking further action. 

[See papers Nos 220A-E.] 
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MINISTERIAL STATEMENT - MINISTER FOR HOUSING 

Callistemon Court Aged Persons Unit 

MR KlERA TH (Riverton - Minister for Housing) [2.10 pm]: I wish to report to the House the 
completion of stage 5 of the Callistemon Court aged persons unit in Kwinana. It completes a long term 
joint venture between the town of K winana and Homeswest; the council provided the land and Homeswest 
provided the funding. This stage provided 12 additional two-bedroom units, which are an extension of the 
Kwinana Village nursing home and hostel, and was initiated by the town of Kwinana. 

Not only has this project provided much needed accommodation for seniors, but also the partial 
landscaping of surrounding bushland was performed by a group of unemployed young people. The 
Landcare and Environmental Action Group participants, all 15 to 20-year-olds, prepared the soil, installed 
reticulation, planted turf, laid paths and built a gazebo. The residents commended these young people on 
their hard work and commitment to the project. 

Most of the joint venture projects undertaken are for seniors, but after a review in 1989-90, single people, 
couples and families with disabilities have also benefited. The joint venture partner of Homeswest 
identifies a specific housing need and comes to Homeswest with a proposal. In most cases the joint 
venture provides the land and manages the housing once it is completed. 

The Government has also announced changes to make this sort of enterprise even more attractive and 
feasible for shire councils and non-profit organisations: The term of the joint venture agreement will be 
reduced from 50 to 25 years; some projects could be secured through legal contract only, without a caveat 
on land supplied; and part of the equity could be revalued when agreeing to second terms. The ultimate 
outcome will be for more organisat;ons to fund housing projects in partnership with Homeswest. For small 
country shire councils this will be a feasible way of getting extra houses built in towns where there is little 
private rental accommodation available for people on low incomes. 

These changes will be implemented on 1 JUly. All joint venture partners that had an existing agreement 
with Homeswest will be given the opportunity to transfer to the new arrangements. Next fmancial year 
Homeswest has budgeted for a further 80 units of accommodation to be built under this scheme. 

MINISTERIAL STATEMENT - MINISTER FOR POLICE 

National Gun Law Summit 

MR WIESE (Wagin - Minister for Police) [2.12 pm]: Western Australia is recognised as having the 
toughest gun laws in Australia and both this Government and the Opposition have expressed their 
determination to improve on those laws and make them even better. I welcome the Opposition's bipartisan 
support on this important community issue which has been thrust into the national arena. The Federal and 
State Governments have acknowledged the community's overwhelming support for tougher gun laws 
following the Port Arthur tragedy. 

Let us put politics aside and work on our common goal to help safeguard the community from another 
fIrearm tragedy. I have been working towards uniform national gun laws to strengthen the effects of 
Western Australia's tough firearm laws since taking up my ministerial position. 

Mr Catania interjected. 

Mrs Hallahan interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! In the relatively short time in which we have had ministerial statements, a 
practice has been established whereby interjections, if any, have been very limited. People are now 
interjecting in such a way as to make it impossible for members to absorb coherently what is being said 
This is a very serious matter. My understanding is that all members of this Parliament believe this is a very 
serious issue, and I believe it should be treated in such a way. If some members decide not to do so, I will 
do something. 

Mr. WIESE: Alongside this, the Government has made a commitment to introduce proposed legislation, 
WhICh includes more than 40 amendments to the Firearms Act. Those amendments, like those also 
pro~sed by the Opposition, will address issues such as increased penalties; minimum security 
reqUirements; ensuring stricter controls on registration of gun ownership; better training and licensing 
procedures; a photo identity card; and a 28 day cooling off period for fIrst time applicants. This 
Government plans to introduce those proposed changes as a green Bill which will be tabled in Parliament 
to ~ovide for a period of public comment That proposed legislation went to cabinet yesterday. It was 
Cabmet's decision that the legislation be deferred until after the Ministers' conference on Friday next to 
take into account national resolutions on uniform national gun laws. 

Let me make it quite clear that I will be going to the conference with an open mind, but with a commitment 
~o r~ach an agreement. Tomorrow I will meet Opposition and Independent members from both Houses and 
lDVlte their suggestions and comments, which views I will be taking with me to the conference table. I 
state unequivocally the State Government's position on uniform national gun legislation, which is to 
su~port a national gun register, an extension of the system already operating in Western Australia; uniform 
natIOnal gun laws being administered on a state by state basis; and a national amnesty, an extension of the 
permanent amnesty that has already operated in Western Australia for the past two years. 
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I emphasise that this Government will support a national ban on all automatic and all semiautomatic 
firearms, if that is a consensus of the conference. During the past week I have raised some of the issues 
associated with this proposal and I have attempted to outline some of the practical problems relating to the 
call for strict control on all semiautomatic firearms. 

Western Australia will attend the conference with an open mind, prepared to support resolutions that will 
strengthen our position in Western Australia. If those resolutions include a national ban on all automatic 
and semiautomatic firearms, of course this State will not stand in the way of achievement of uniform 
national fIrearms legislation enacted by the individual States. 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION - MINISTER FOR FAMILY AND CIDLDREN'S 
SERVICES 

3 Indonesian Visit 

MRS EDWARDES (Kingsley - Minister for Family and Children's Services) [2.17 pm] - by leave: I 
wish to clarify a comment I made on Wednesday, 1 May-

Dr Gallop interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order for the second time the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. 
He must have a hearing problem. I thought I made it clear earlier that members were not to interject 
repeatedly after I call for order. 

Mrs EDW ARDES: My comments were made during the debate on the Commissioner for the Investigation 
of Corrupt or Improper Conduct Bill. During my remarks, in response to the member for Peel, I mentioned 
an allegation by him concerning an alleged visit by me to Indonesia to visit and to meet Dr Wayne 
Bradshaw. The member raised that allegation in this place on 2 June 1994. As has been pointed out 
previously, no such visit or meeting ever occurred. 

During my remarks last week I said that I had never been to Indonesia. That comment was made in the 
context that I was referring to the time when Dr Bradshaw was there. Until I had a holiday in Bali in 
January 1994 I had never visited Indonesia. I make this personal explanation so there can be no confusion 
about the intent of my comments last week. 

[Questions without notice taken.] 

MATTER OF PUBLIC INTEREST 

National Uniform Firearms Legislation 

THE SPEAKER (Mr Clarko): Today I received a letter from the Leader of the Opposition seeking to 
debate as a matter of public interest the Prime Minister's national plan for gun control. If sufficient 
members agree to this motion, I will allow it. 

[Five members rose in their places.] 

The SPEAKER: In accordance WIth the sessional order, half an hour will be allocated to each side of the 
House for the purpose of this debate, and three minutes in total will be allocated to the Independent 
~mbers should they seek the call. 

MR McGINTY (Fremantle - Leader of the Opposition) [2.50 pm]: I move -

That this House supports the Prime Minister's national plan for gun control which includes -

a total ban on all semiautomatic and automatic weapons, including smaller bore .22 
calibre weapons 

an effective national registration system for all firearms 

tough new provisions which would result in gaol terms for those who own, sell, import or 
use semiautomatic and automatic weapons 

a six month amnesty to allow people to hand in weapons 

compensation for gun owners who do hand in weapons to authorities 

a ban on all mail-order guns 

a national education campaign 

and calls upon the State Government to seize the opportunity for real and lasting firearms law 
reform and make the community safer by positively supporting the entire package at Friday's 
meeting of all state Police Ministers and the Federal Government. 

We did not get in question time today a clear statement of the Government's position on what the Minister 
for Police will take to the Police Ministers' conference this Friday. Because the Premier will not do that. 
he is indicating his contempt for this House and the public of Western Australia. The Premier, in a typical 
mealy-mouthed exercise, said, "If everyone else does something, we are prepared to be dragged screaming 
into that arrangement." That is not good enough. This is the time for the Premier to show some leadership 
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in the same way that his federal counterpart, John Howard, has done and say clearly and unequivocally 
what the Government will do. The only view that anyone who listened to question time today could walk 
away with came, as we have come to expect in this place, from the forthright Deputy Premier, who said he 
is desperately looking for a way out. 

Mr Cowan: No, we are not. 

Mr McGINTY: Yes, he is. He is looking for exemptions. John Howard was quite clear. He has said that 
he wants semiautomatic weapons banned, full stop. 

Mr Cowan: John Howard was quite clear about refunds. Do you know what he has come up with now? 
He has backed off. 

Mr McGINTY: He was quite clear when he said all semiautomatics should be banned. The Deputy 
Premier is looking for a way out of it. The National Party, in an attempt to appeal to its very narrow, 
limited constituency, wants to allow semiautomatic weapons to be used on farms and on pastoral 
properties. No-one else wants that and, as a consequence, the Minister for Police has been corrupted by the 
process. He is not looking after the 87 per cent of the people of Western Australia who want these 
weapons banned. The Deputy Premier should not be in any doubt whatsoever about what the public in this 
State wants. 

Mr House: Can I ask you a question? If you had a pastoral property that had large vermin like donkeys -

Mr McGINTY: Like the Police Minister? 

Withdrawal of Remark 

Mr COW AN: I will not cop that. It might have been said in jest, but it is not funny. The Leader of the 
Opposition should withdraw. 

The SPEAKER: Order! I call on the Leader of the Opposition to withdraw those words. 

Mr McGINTY: What? 

The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the Opposition referred to the Minister for Police as a donkey. 

Mr McGINTY: No, I did not. 

The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the Opposition did, and I direct him to withdraw. 

Mr BROWN: If you reflect on the words that were used, Mr Speaker, you will find they are capable of two 
interpretations. The implication of the words used, as I interpreted them, was that there were large vermin 
on a property owned by the Police Minister, not that-

Mr Cowan: This is nonsense. 

Mr BROWN: The Deputy Premier may think it is nonsense. The Leader of the Opposition did not say that 
the Minister was vermin. I ask you, Mr Speaker, to take that into account. It might not be appropriate to 
ask the Leader of the Opposition to withdraw if the Leader of the Opposition meant what I understood him 
to mean. 

The SPEAKER: Order! I cannot accept that because the Minister for Fisheries explicitly said, "if you 
owned a pastoral property" and that does not relate to the Minister for Police. I believe the Leader of the 
Opposition called the Minister for Police a donkey. 

Mr McGinty: No, I did not. 

The SPEAKER: Order! I call the Leader of the Opposition to order for interjecting. He cannot interject 
while I am on my feet. Some people interject at any time, I know. If the Leader of the Opposition asserts 
that he did not refer to him as a donkey, he should not withdraw. Hansard will reveal what he said. If he 
did, I call on him to withdraw. 

Mr House: Don't worry about it, Jim. It is not worth worrying about. If you are not man enough to do it, 
do not do it. 

Mr McGINTY: The Minister for Fisheries has metalman syndrome in a big way. 

The SPEAKER: Order! 

Mr McGINTY: What I said was capable of an implication that the Minister for Police fitted the 
description. As that was the implication that could be drawn from what I said, I withdraw. 

Mr SPEAKER: Thank you. 

Debate Resumed 

Mr House: Now answer the question. 

The SPEAKER: Order! He is not required to answer any questions. 

Mr McGINTY: The minimum that the public expects from the Premier and his Police Minister is to be 
told the Government's position. Will the Minister go to the conference on Friday and argue that there 
should not be a complete ban on all semiautomatic weapons? That is what he is going to do, is it not? 
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There is suddenly silence on that side of the House. That is the proposition that he will put to the 
conference. He is not going to the conference to support the unequivocal view put by the Prime Minister of 
Australia, is he? He is not game to tell us about the position he will represent on behalf of the people of 
this State and this Parliament. 

Mr Court: Can I interject? 

Mr McGINTY: I am not interested in being sidetracked. The Premier should tell me whether his 
Government supports the proposition put by the Prime Minister. 

Mr Court: I want to ask you a question. 

Mr McGINTY: I am not interested in the Premier's trying to twist this matter. The question has been 
thrown at the Police Minister and he is sitting there like a stunned mullet. It is a most appropriate analogy. 
He should support the line put by the Prime Minister. He at least, unlike the three sitting opposite, is 
showing the sort of leadership on this issue that the community wants. He is not trying to find a way out of 
this to look after a narrow constituency. 

Mr Court: Can I ask you a question? 

Mr McGINTY: The minute the Minister answers a simple question with a yes or no, I will answer the 
Premier's question. While he sits there like a stunned mullet refusing to give answers that the public has a 
right to know, the Premier can get back in his box because until such time as the responsible Minister-

Mr Court: Let me ask you a question. 

The SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the Opposition will resume his seat. I think the Leader of the 
Opposition made it clear that he does not intend to answer the Premier's interjection. I therefore ask him to 
desist. 

Mr McGINTY: I would like an answer from the Police Minister. I ask him again whether he will argue at 
the conference that we should not have a complete ban on semiautomatic weapons. That is exactly what he 
will do. He should be man enough to tell the House that is his position. He is not game to. The truth came 
from the Deputy Premier, looking after his narrow rural electorate with 5 per cent of the vote going to the 
National Party, the rump the Liberal Party always looks after and which tends too often to determine policy 
on behalf of the people of Western Australia. The National Party wants exemptions. It wants to have 
weapons on pastoral properties. 

Mr Cowan: Does John Howard say there should not be exemptions? 

Mr McGINTY: He has said exactly that there should not be exemptions. The Premier should read the 
front page of today's newspaper. The article states -

Mr Howard said he would not back down from demanding a total ban on all semi-automatic and 
automatic weapons including smaller bore .22 calibre weapons often used by farmers. 

It could not be clearer. The Premier should stop looking for a way out through the back door and show the 
sort of leadership that the people of this State want. This morning's edition of The Australian carried a poll 
which states that 87 per cent of people in this State believe automatic and semiautomatic weapons should 
be totally banned. For the illiterate members opposite, "totally banned" means without exception. That is 
not what the Premier wants. In a mealy-mouthed way, he is trying to find a way around this. He is not 

.. showing any leadership and has forfeited the right -

Mr Court: Do all your members support a complete ban? 

Mr McGINTY: We have said that lots of times. Let me tell the Premier about the unique opportunity we 
have here. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! The Minister for Fisheries. 

Mr McGINTY: The Opposition has pledged bipartisan support for fundamental changes to effect a shift in 
the way we approach guns in this country. That does not occur every day of the week. The Prime Minister 
has stated unequivocally that he supports no exemptions and a total ban on automatic weapons. The only 
people against that move in this State, where 87 per cent of the public is behind the push to ban these 
weapons, are the National Party Police Minister, the Premier and the National Party Deputy Premier. 
Those people are determining policy in this State against the wishes of 87 per cent of the people. 

The other interesting point in the poll was the question: Would stricter laws be effective in preventing 
mass shootings? The most positive response in the entire Commonwealth came from Western Australia, 
where 72 per cent said yes. People are demanding action from the Government, but that is not happening. 
On radio this morning the Premier said that Western Australia would be dragged along with what everyone 
else thought. That is not what we expect from a leader. Obviously the sting of public opinion resulted in 
the Minister for Police today in Parliament trying to dress up a shift of position by the Government, but 
people will not believe that. All the ministerial statement said was that the Government would support the 
ban if that were the consensus at the conference. That does not represent a position for the Western 
Australian Government. The Government cannot sit on the fence on an important issue such as this when 
the public is clamouring for action. The Government will sit on the fence at its peril. 
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The Deputy Premier let the cat out of the bag when he said he was seeking exemptions from that position. 
A unique opportunity arises from the tragic loss of 35 lives at Port Arthur. There is a chance that those 
lives will not be wasted, that those people did not die in vain, if at the end of the day we have a 
fundamental shift in gun ownership laws in this country. That will be done in the sound knowledge that 
many times that number of lives that would otherwise be wasted at the end of the gun will be saved in 
future if the position and the leadership shown by the Prime Minister is reflected by state leaders. That 
position is poorly lacking on the government side of this Parliament. The Opposition is prepared to support 
the Prime Minister's position. The Prime Minister is proposing it, and public opinion - galvanised by the 
tragedy in Tasmania - demands it. This State Government is looking for a back door. It is looking for an 
escape hatch, for a cheap way out. The public will be disgusted by this Government. 

DR EDWARDS (Maylands) [3.03 pm]: It is disturbing to realise that just to own a firearm increases 10 
times an individual's risk of death. It is by no means a small increase in risk, and that is an extremely 
serious situation in this country. We have an opportunity now to address the situation. I urge members to 
act as a united Parliament to try to do something about this disgraceful situation. 

When people think of firearm injuries they tend to think of gangland violence in the city or something very 
much removed from themselves. However, 80 per cent of deaths hy guns are from suicide. We have an 
extremely grave suicide problem in this State, particularly among rural youth. If we could change our gun 
laws - the accessibility and availability of guns - we could do something about this problem which is 
decimating our youth. From all the evidence it is clear that a connection exists between the rate of gun 
ownership and the rate of suicide. As I said previously, of all the deaths caused by guns, 80 per cent are 
suicide. It is possible to change that figure, and we need to take action in that regard. 

Mr Tubby: What is the percentage of suicide caused by guns? 

Dr EDWARDS: It depends on the group. It is one-third in the case of rural youth. That is preventable. 
From all the overseas evidence and from suicide studies, if we take away one of the means - in this case, 
guns - people do not compensate. They do not look for other ways to commit suicide, and the rate falls. 
As a classic example, in the United Kingdom the gas available in people's homes was detoxified. People 
had been using the gas to suicide, but after detoxification of the gas the suicide rate fell. Good evidence 
exists in other countries that when the gun laws were tightened, when it was more difficult for people to 
access guns, the suicide rate fell. The rate of youth suicide in our rural community is an absolute disgrace. 
It has been escalating over the past 20 years and it is now higher than it has ever been. Suicide across all 
age groups has peaked at various times historically, but not so with young people in this State. Now that 
rate is the highest it has ever been. It is men rather than women who use guns to commit suicide. It is in 
the rural areas rather than urban areas, and it is male teenagers aged 15 to 19 who commit suicide in that 
way. It used to be said that young men were killed more in motor vehicle accidents. Far too many young 
men are killed in motor vehicle accidents but unfortunately, in various age groups in this State, suicide -
and suicide by using guns - has surpassed the motor vehicle accident rate. 

This morning I awoke to hear the Minister for Transport on radio talking about young people's problems 
with motor vehicle accidents. I say to the National Party members: The young people who are committing 
suicide are young men in their electorates. It is a grave problem. The National Party's local communities 
cannot tolerate that situation. Members cannot afford the loss of young people from their local rural 
communities. Please, read the discussion paper put out by the Health Department; look at the available 
information; tighten up the accessibility of guns, and we will see the rates drop. Lives will be saved. 

~eople own guns for all sorts of reasons, but the difficulty is that just the presence of a gun in a household 
Increases by five times the chance of suicide in that household. Just the presence of a gun in a home means 
a five times increase in the risk of killing a spouse in that household. Therefore, a gun in a household 
means that the risk of violent death or injury is increased tenfold from that apparatus. The tragedy is that 
the· same people who say they need guns in their households are the people whose young sons will use 
th?se guns, often on impulse but with dreadful consequences of death, intended or unintended. It must be 
srud that when a gun is used the intent is to kill. When people attempt suicide by other means, often they 
do not do the job properly and wake up in hospital. For example, if tablets are used, often the 
c?nse9uences are not bad. However, when a gun is used, often the result is death. We can reverse that 
SItuation, and we as a Parliament should take action. 

I tum now to another public health issue. Unfortunately people are usually murdered by someone they 
kno~. About half the murders occur within a family context. Members opposite should not laugh. This is 
a senous matter -

Mr House: That is a disgraceful thing to say in that context. We are not laughing about that issue - and 
you are well aware of that! 

Dr EDWARDS: I am glad to hear that. 

~ House: Youth suicide in country areas is one of the most serious matters that could be raised by anyone 
In ~y Parliament. There was no suggestion or intention that the matter be treated in any other way. I was 
talking to the Premier about another issue, and you were well aware of that. 

Mr Court: We will tell you about it after you have sat down. We will not embarrass you by saying it 
publicly. 
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Dr EDWARDS: I look forward to that. 

The SPEAKER: Order! 

[ASSEMBLY] 

Dr EDWARDS: The problem is that when one uses a gun there is a high chance that death will be caused, 
and that happens with a murder. From my experience as a doctor I have seen people who have been shot. I 
have seen people who wake up in hospital and ask what happened. I have told them they have been shot. 
More often than not, as a doctor, one does not see those people because they end up in the morgue. That is 
not just a passing, flippant comment; that is reflection of the statistics. A knife or some other object does 
not have the same impact as a gun. In 1992 I chaired the domestic violence advisory committee for this 
State. I visited women's refuges and spoke to the victims of domestic violence. There were many 
poignant stories. The women would say, "I am in fear of my life because my husband has a gun at home 
and I do not know when he might use it." Often in those circumstances, guns are used on the spur of the 
moment, usually in the context of an argument or altercation, and there are grave consequences if a weapon 
is readily accessible. The other factor that comes into domestic violence is alcohol. One can say "sorry" 
after an argument; however, the difficulty with using a gun is that the person is dead and nothing that one 
says will ever bring them back. 

The community must be aware of all these facts to realise the seriousness of the situation - particularly the 
rate at which people are dying from these weapons. For example, in the years 1988 to 1992 there were 82 
suicides caused by guns in rural areas. At the same time there were 82 suicides caused by guns in the 
metropolitan area. The problem is that only 20 per cent of the population lives in rural areas, so those areas 
which have greater access to guns are over-represented in these statistics. That is something we can and 
must change. The principal consequence of increasing the prevalence of gun ownership is an increase in 
violence. That can be seen in the suicide and murder statistics. However, all the evidence indicates that 
tightening up gun laws reverses these statistics and makes things much better for families, young people 
and the population. 

The Port Arthur tragedy is one of the defining moments in Australian history. It is one of those moments 
that has brought Australians from all walks of life together. No-one whom I have met has not been touched 
by the tragedy in some way, either directly or indirectly. We must grasp that moment. The Opposition is 
committed to taking up an initiative of the Liberal Prime Minister, which is something we do not do very 
often, to use this tragedy to define much stricter gun laws in this State and in this country, to save lives, 
particularly the lives of young males who live in the country. 

MR WIESE (Wagin - Minister for Police) [3.13 pm]: In speaking on the important matter of public 
interest before the House I take on board the comments that have been made, especially by the member for 
Maylands, whose comments were made with absolute genuineness and real feeling for the situation. 
Working in her profession the member for Maylands is obviously aware of the problems that firearms 
constitute with suicides and domestic violence. . 

Western Australia already has the strongest firearms legislation anywhere in Australia. That has been 
generally acknowledged Australia-wide. All the issues on the agenda for the Police Ministers' conference 
that I will be attending on Friday have been supported and pushed by Western Australia, since I came into 
this job three and a half years ago. I am sure that in some of those cases, at least, that was also the case 
with the previous Government. Western Australia has not had to raise its hand and say that it does not 
accept the proposals from some of the other States. Western Australia is not faced with the situation that 
faces some other States which do not register firearms, only the shooters. For instance, the best estimate is 

-that New South Wales has something like three million firearms, but only 180000 licensed shooters. One 
can imagine the huge magnitude of the problem that would face the Minister for Police in New South 
Wales with national registration of firearms. Tasmania has a similar problem to New South Wales with 
firearms registration. It has no register of firearms whatever, merely of the shooters. When I came to this 
job three and a half years ago the estimated number of firearms in Tasmania was 500 000 to 600 000, 
including up to 100 000 semiautomatic high powered firearms. That gives members an indication of some 
of the problems that Tasmania faces, and why previous Ministers for Police from Tasmania have not 
embraced the concept of national uniform firearms legislation. Queensland is in exactly the same position 
with an estimated one million firearms. I do not have the figures, but if Tasmania has 600 000 firearms, 
and being aware of the firearms culture in Queensland, I believe one million firearms would be a 
conservative estimate. Queensland does not register firearms, simply the shooters. The best estimate of 
semiautomatic high powered firearms - the sort of firearm that Police Ministers have been trying to come 
to grips with and control at Police Ministers' conferences since I have been in this job - is between 150000 
and 200 000. That will give members an indication of why Police Ministers have had some difficulties in 
coming to grips with this situation in the past. 

The last two Police Ministers' conferences went a great distance towards addressing the problems. The last 
ministerial conference which, coincidentally, was held in Tasmania last November, set up a committee to 
identify and put forward recommendations on addressing some of the 10 issues which were identified in 
putting in place national uniform firearms legislation. That work has been done. Police Ministers were 
scheduled to meet on 16 February this year. However, that meeting was cancelled because of the federal 
election. That meeting was called wholly and solely to address the question of national uniform firearms 
legislation. The conference of Police Ministers would have gone close to reaching agreement at that 
meeting. The only possible problem it would have faced was national registration of firearms, and the 
reasons are obvious when one considers the situation in New South Wales, Tasmania and Queensland. 
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Throughout the discussions on uniform legislation Western Australia has been in favour of national 
uniform fIrearms legislation. It would be simple for Western Australia, which registers not only the 
shooter, but also the fIrearm. 

Semiautomatic high powered fIrearms are not licensed in Western Australia, and there is also a ban on 
automatic frrearms. In February this year the Government was in a very good position to adopt, without 
any reservations whatsoever, the whole concept of national uniform fIrearms legislation. The Leader of the 
Opposition attacked me most viciously on the basis that I would be attending the meeting in Canberra on 
Friday without a fixed position. I have said from the day the announcement was made in relation to the 
conference in Canberra, that Ministers should go without their minds being set on the position they would 
adopt. If Ministers attended that conference with a fIxed position - I instance Queensland - the chances of 
reaching agreement at the conference would be severely jeopardised. Of course, the Queensland Minister 
originally made statements indicating he would adopt a stance that would make it diffIcult to reach a 
national uniform fIrearms legislation agreement. I am pleased that the indications now are that the 
Queensland Minister has moved a little away from that position. 

Mr D.L. Smith: He has moved away from you. 

Mr WIESE: He has not moved away from me. Queensland had indicated that it would not accept national 
registration. The reason for that was obvious. That appears to have changed, and I am most encouraged by 
it If all Ministers went to that conference with a strong position -

Mr DL. Smith interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! I estimate the member for Mitchell has interjected about 20 times so far today. I 
have called him to order repeatedly but I have not formally called him to order, although I could have done 
so a moment ago. I calion his good nature. It is not appropriate for him to make a speech sitting down. If 
he would like to speak in this debate, I suggest he make arrangements with the Whip. The member for 
Mitchell cannot continue interjecting on a speech which is probably one of the most important that will be 
heard in this Parliament this year. 

Mr WIESE: If Ministers attended that conference with a fIxed position, the chances of achieving 
agreement would be severely jeopardised. I am pleased we are no longer in that situation. 

I made some strong statements in my ministerial statement to the House today. I repeat that this 
Government will support a national ban on all automatic and semiautomatic frrearms if that is the 
consensus of the conference. I have also said that this State will not stand in the way of achieving national 
uniform frrearms legislation being enacted by individual States. My record and the record of Western 
Australia very clearly indicate that will be the position adopted by this State Government at the conference. 
It will not stand in the way of national uniform fIrearms legislation. 

A couple of issues were raised during the debate, one of which related to the position put forward .by the 
Prime Minister in relation to semiautomatic firearms. I raise the issue, not because I disagree with that 
position, but to highlight to this House that these issues will obviously be under discussion at the 
conference. The Leader of the Opposition said the Prime Minister advocated a total ban on all 
semiautomatic frrearms. I now read from the position papers that will be discussed at the ministerial 
conference and refer specifically to paragraph 1.2-

The only need for the use of an automatic or semi-automatic longarm would be: 

military; 

police or other government purposes; and 

professional shooters who have been licensed for a specifIc purpose (eg contract 
extermination of large feral animals). 

Quite clearly, the Prime Minister has already recognised and acknowledged that situations will arise in 
which it will be necessary to license these firearms. Western Australia has had a ban on all high powered 
semiautomatic fIrearms. but it also has provided exemptions for 50 of those semiautomatic firearms for the 
Agriculture Protection Board. I am sure all members will totally support those exemptions. I do not think 
any members would oppose exemptions of the nature advocated by the Prime Minister. The question to be 
debated around the conference table is: If it is okay for a professional shooter making a living by shooting 
feral animals to have a licence for such a weapon, what is the difference between that situation and the 
pastoralist who, in order to retain the viability of his pastoral operation, must be able to wipe out the 
vermin on his property? That Obviously is one of the questions that must be debated on Friday at the Police 
Ministers' conference. Members of this House and the public should be aware of some other issues. 

Mr Catania: There should be a total ban. 

Mr WIESE: That question has already been dealt with and if the member for Balcatta is too thick to take in 
exactly what the Prime Minister has said, it is a problem for members on his side of the House. However, I 
think it is appropriate that members be aware of the items on the agenda for the conference. 

One of the issues that will obviously be the subject of debate at the conference is compensation. Again, I 
read from the discussion papers presented by the Commonwealth Government. I refer to page 15, 
paragraph 11.2 of the papers, which states in relation to compensation -
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No reliable figures of total numbers of firearms in Australia are available. Estimates for all 
firearms vary from 3.5 million (as suggested to the National Committee on Violence) to over 10 
million. Best estimates of the number of military-style semi-automatics suggest around 350,000 
throughout Australia. Best estimates for other semi-automatic, self-loading or pump action 
longarms suggest around 3,000,000. 

All members should be aware of that I shall be interested to hear Opposition members' views. The best 
estimate I have of a dollar value for compensation in relation to these types of firearms - it is a conservative 
estimate - is $500 each. Do members know what the total figme will be? It is estimated at $1.5b. I quote 
further from the discussion papers at paragraph 11.3 which states -

It is recognised that many owners are unlikely to surrender frrearms unless they receive monetary 
compensation. Consistent with this view, if the surrender of frrearms is judged to be in the public 
interest then public funds should be applied to this purpose, regardless of whether or not the 
weapons were legally procured. 

11.4 It is the Commonwealth's view that the surrendering of frrearms should be accompanied by 
an appropriate incentive scheme which involves compensation for frrearms surrendered. The 
compensation should be fair and proper and based on the value of each firearm as at March 1996. 
11.5 The Commonwealth believes that the cost of compensation must be borne by the entire 
community. 

I am indicating to members opposite the magnitude of the problem with which we will be confronted at this 
Police Ministers' conference. 

Mr D.L. Smith: That is not too big. 

Mr WIESE: I am pleased to hear the member for Mitchell say that the issue is not too big. It is important 
that those issues be fully and properly debated around that table on Friday. It is also important that all 
members, including the Prime Minister, go there with an open mind so that at the end of the day we are 
able to reach agreement on those issues and achieve our target of national uniform firearms legislation. 

The member for Maylands quite validly raised the issue of suicides. The banning of all semiautomatic 
firearms will not address suicide by frrearms; it will have no bearing on the suicide rate. The tragedy is 
that only one round is frred in a suicide and that no use is made of the semiautomatic facility available even 
if a semiautomatic weapon is used. 

The Opposition has been bleating about the new directions it is putting forward for gun control. Of all the 
issues to be discussed at the ministerial conference on Friday, not a single one is outlined or addressed in 
the "Gun Controls - New Directions" paper put out by the State Labor Party. What a heap of nonsense we 
hear when we listen to the Opposition talking about firearms control. Members opposite hold themselves 
up to be the arbiters of all that must be done about firearms control. However, they are in the enviable 
position of not having to make the difficult decisions about firearms control because they are in opposition. 
When they were in government for 10 years they did absolutely nothing to address the problems. The 
Leader of the Opposition does not like to hear it; nonetheless that is the truth. The Labor Party is still not 
addressing any of those problems while this Government is endeavouring to address them. 

I will go to Canberra on Friday totally committed to achieving uniform frrearms legislation. At the end of 
the day it will be I as the Western Australian Minister on behalf of the Western Australian people who will 
negotiate the range of issues that have been raised in the paper put before us. This Government is 
committed to achieving national uniform irearms legislation. 

Amendment to Motion 

Mr WIESE: In closing I move -

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

supports the proposal for a national approach to the control of firearms as proposed by 
the Prime Minister, while having regard to the views of other States and Territories. 

MR COURT (Nedlands - Premier) [3.34 pm]: If ever a bipartisan approach to tackling an issue were 
needed it is on this issue. One thing that has arisen from this motion is that the Opposition has shown itself 
to be very shallow. 

Mr McGinty: What is the Government's position on semiautomatics? 

Mr COURT: I will come to that in a minute. As the Minister stated, the Opposition did nothing when in 
government and it has put out a paper that does not address most of the key issues. 

Mr McGinty: Do you support John Howard's unequivocal position on semiautomatic rifles? 

Mr COURT: I will ask the question. 

Mr McGinty: I am asking you the question. The Minister sits like a stunned mullet when people ask what 
is his view-

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! For much of the debate, people on their feet have had an opportunity to 
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, , 
their views on this matter and the interjection level has been quite reasonable. It is 

now. 
When the Leader of the Opposition was on his feet he asked a question along the lines of 

Government's position on semiautomatic weapons, etc. I wanted to answer and I wanted to ask 
However, he would not accept that interjection and I had to cop it Now I want to ask him 

" ." Does he support -
Will you take a position to this conference? You were asked the question and you will not 
Police Minister sat there like a stunned mullet. He could not answer what was the position 

-
The Leader of-the Opposition cannot have it both ways. When he was on his feet, he did not 

the questions. It is my tum now. Does the Opposition support the total ban of 
weapons? 

· Yes. 
· Does he? I support the position put by the Prime Minister. 
, . A complete ban? 

,tn-r .. No. The Leader of the Opposition was not in the Chamber -

· You are trying to look for a backdoor way out. 

· The problem with the Leader of the Opposition is that he is quick to jump on the bandwagon 
supports aU the recommendations of the Commission on Government, or something else. He is 

c:-;,/ shallow; he does not worry about any of the detail. 
, 

· Do you support an absolute ban? 
• 

'T.. The Leader of the Opposition should be quiet. 

SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of the Opposition must cease his interjections when I am on 
interjections he is making are clear to everyone in this Chamber because he keeps repeating 

" persists, I must call him to order because I want to hear what is the answer just as much as he 

· When the Leader of the Opposition was speaking I was asked to be quiet and I kept quiet. I 
of the Opposition to listen. He says that he supports a total ban on automatic weapons. 

, the position paper has outlined that there should be exemptions for the military, the police and 
purposes. I presume that would include the Department of Conservation and Land 

if it needed to use automatic weapons for various reasons and licensed professional shooters 
purposes such as contract extermination of large feral animals, etc. It then goes on to say that a 

for having a fIrearlll will be limited to gun club members, recreational shooters, etc. 

the Police Ministers will be responsible for arriving at uniform legislation. Western Australia 
fighting for that proposal for a long time. Members opposite are not prepared to discuss any of 

,-,,, of that legislation. They say that they support a total ban on semiautomatic weapons. Do they 
the police having those weapons? 

• 

· What a pathetic individual; you should give up now if you cannot show the leadership 
Your Police Minister sat like a stunned mullet squirming because he could not answer with a 

or no. 

· The Leader of the Opposition has shown how shallow he is. He talks about a total ban but he 
eiVp. an answer concerning the Police Service. Next he will be saying that the army should not have 

Commonsense will prevail on Friday, and we will have unifoIlIl gun laws. Western 
proud of its position of having tough gun laws. We are proud of the fact that, unlike the 

's discussion paper, we have come up with 40 proposals. 
'c", , 

. When will you table it? 

, . Af~r the meeting on Friday. 

. You will not honour the statement by the Minister for Police that he would table it this week. 

· In his ministerial statement the Minister for Police said that it is quite proper we add to that 
that will be agreed to as a result of the meeting on Friday. The Leader of the Opposition has 
that he wants to treat this serious issue in a shallow way. 

, . 
• 

(Balcatta) [3.42 pm]: Like others on this side I am amazed at the comments of the 
, Police and the Premier about this motion. What a Clayton's support for their Prime Minister, 

, , ", been promised bipartisan support from the Opposition and most Premiers around Australia. It is 
, ', time to show their commitment to gun reform. We have heard, in the past three and a half 

, this Government's being on the Treasury benches, this Minister for Police state on numerous 
, that he was about to bring in amendments to the frrearms legislation in this State. Only two 
1,:::' he backed off and said that it would be after the next election. The lack of commitment to the 

s proposal follows on from that lack of commitment to amend the Firearms Act in Western 
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Australia. It indicates whose pocket the Minister for Police is in. It indicates that his lobby is stronger than 
the responsibility he has to the State. Some 87 per cent of this nation has stated that they want a total ban 
on semiautomatic rifles. Is that not enough to warrant the consent of the Minister for Police to 
amendments being brought immediately to the state Act and for him support the Prime Minister? Even in 
his figures, some 10 million firearms are in Australia. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! 

Mr CATANIA: Is that estimate right? 

Mr Cowan: It may be. 

Mr Wiese: I am reading from information provided to me. 

Mr CATANIA: There are 350 000 semiautomatic weapons. 

Mr Wiese: Are you reading from the information provided by the Prime Minister to the Ministers for 
Police? 

Mr CATANIA: Let us say that his facts are straight and this country has 10 million frrearms. That is 
virtually one for every person. There are 350 000 semiautomatic weapons and 3 million pump action or 
those sorts of frrearms. That is almost as many as the number of people in Australia. If one adds those 
firearms together the number of frrearms in Australia is over 15 million. Is that right? 

Mr Cowan: It is not right. 

Mr CATANIA: I am quoting from his statistics right around Australia. 

Mr Cowan: You are unbelievable. The estimate of 10 million is the total of all the weapons. You should 
not take the total and start adding to it again. 

Mr CATANIA: The Government should be immediately supporting the Prime Minister's push for a total 
ban on semiautomatic weapons. As the member for Maylands has stated, for many reasons we should limit 
the number of frrearms in the community. She mentioned suicide. In the Minister's constituency in the 
bush 50 per cent of suicides are by firearm. The percentage among youth is as high as anywhere in the 
world, not only in urban areas but also in country areas. People as young as 14 years have used guns to 
commit suicide. People who attempt suicide with a $Un are more likely to succeed at the first attempt 
Eighty per cent of non-metropolitan youth suicide victIms found the gun stored under a bed. For all these 
reasons the Minister should support the ban, which should lead to a culture of totally banning guns, 
especially in the metropolitan areas. There is no need to have guns in metropolitan areas. There are 
shooters' clubs and the Olympic sport, but apart from that, why allow people to have guns in the 
metropolitan area? There is no reason. It just allows another access for people to guns. 

Mr Wiese: Why did you not do something about it while you were in government? 

Mr CATANIA: The Minister has boasted often that we have the toughest gun laws in Australia. In the 10 
years that we were in government, who gave Western Australia the tough law? 

Mr Wiese: What did your party do by way of amendment? 

Mr CATANIA: Let us return to the Minister's responsibility. 

Mr Wiese: You allowed the Agriculture Protection Board to have frrearms. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! 

Mr CATANIA: The Australian Forum to Control Guns, which was held in Victoria, stated - the Minister 
should listen to this -

Gun ownership is a privilege granted by the State and since guns are designed to kill, that 
privilege is granted at the risk to public safety. 

The Minister should be clamouring to support his Prime Minister to ensure that semiautomatics are frrst 
banned so that it may lead to a culture where it is difficult to obtain guns and ammunition. We do not have 
an educational process. Western Australia has the loosest test and instruction facility in Australia. 

Mr Cowan: That is nonsense. 

Mr CATANIA: Let me give the facts. 

Mr Cowan: If you are reading from a newspaper, they are not necessarily facts. 

Mr CATANIA: The total requirement for people applying for a gun licence in Western Australia is to 
answer a 10 question multi-choice test. 

. Mr Cowan: For what category of weapons? 

Mr CATANIA: That is for rifles, shotguns and automatic weapons. 

Mr Wiese: What else must they undergo before they are licensed? 

Mr CATANIA: They seek a licence, make an application and must explain why they want a weapon. 
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Cowan: Yes. 
CATANIA: Does the Deputy Premier know how easy it is to get? 

Cowan: If you want a licence in some other States you do not have to do anything at all. 

DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! 

CATANIA: I will reiterate something the Deputy Premier cannot get into his mind: Having a rifle or a 
of any sort is a privilege granted by the State, and since guns are designed to kill, the privilege is 
at the risk of public .safety. Every time a person applies for and is granted a gun licence and 

a someone in our society is put at risk. We should be looking at not only banning 
niallltOinatlc weapons but also trying to reduce the gun population, instructing the public on their use and 

they can cause, and ensuring that Australia adopts that culture. The Minister is not prepared to do 

Wiese: That is why I am going to the conference. 

Cowan: What you say is not true. Of course he is prepared to do that. 

CATANIA: He is prepared to provide for exemptions. 

Cowan: So is the Prime Minister. 

CATANIA: Every exemption the Minister accepts puts a life at risk. He is not prepared to tackle the 
He has stated that uniform gun laws across Australia is an improbable dream. He has given all 

why the gun population is too high and then said, "It is too hard. Let us see what the rest of 
before we give it approval." He is giving Clayton's support to a very serious problem that 

• ..,.,u .... '" in a groundswell of opinion and that has the commitment of every political party bar the 
Australian Government and its Minister for Police. He has given no commitment other than being 
to go along with the rest of Australia. 

Minister has always been a follower. He is not taking the initiative on behalf of this State as he will 
out the landscape before deciding whether to agree to the proposal. The Minister is not showing 

strength or commitment. The Opposition clearly follows the national plan and agrees with the 
Minister. 

Amendment on the Amendment 

That all words after "Prime Minister" be deleted from the amendment. 

RIPPER (Belmont) [3.51 pm]: I second the amendment on the amendment. The Opposition 
and unequivocally supports the national plan proposed by the Prime Minister for a complete ban 

llJ1t,I"\"""<lh" and semiautomatic weapons. The Government's amendment to the Opposition's unequivocal 
intJroduc(~ qualification through the words "while having regard for other States and Territories". 

jovernmeJnt is not prepared to give unequivocal support to the Prime Minister's national 
Opoos:iticm is prepared to vote for the Government's amendment to its motion provided that the 

IS removed. 

ABLE (Floreat) [3.52 pm]: After its regular meeting last Wednesday the Standing 
on Uniform Legislation and Intergovernmental Agreements issued a statement on uniform gun 
supported the adoption of template legislation by the States and Territories. The committee 

a national approach under the control of the States, such as that adopted with other template 
The committee outlined a number of other matters it supported, which I will not go through in 

, such as an amnesty, a buy-back scheme and vastly increased penalties for the possession of 
After a great deal of discussion, the committee in the main supported the banning of all 

and semiautomatic weapons. 

about this motion in its proposed amended form. It states that the House supports a 
approach through uniform legislation, but not necessarily the Prime Minister's proposal. The 
for Police was playing with words and playing politics in moving his amendment. I am not 

that the Minister will attend the Australian Police Ministers' Council this week supporting the 
the vast majority of Western Australians. In his ministerial statement today he played with words 
said that the Government will support a national ban on all automatic and semiautomatic firearms 
the consensus of the conference. He will not lead the conference in the knowledge that this State 

firearms legislation; he said that he will see what happens and that he will be led by the 
other States. 

that, he will be missing an ideal opportunity to take a categoric message from this State and the 
indicating that we want all automatic and semiautomatic weapons banned. The Minister's 

was far too weak and missed the message we are trying to convey. I am concerned about 
on the amendment. If in good faith the Minister sees the amended motion as supporting the 

'"1<"op'" plan, I will support it. If he does not, I will be very concerned that he does not understand 
he should take to the conference. 

on the amendment put and a division taken with the following result -
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MrM.Barnett 
MrBridge 
MrBrown 
MrCatania 
Dr Constable 
Mr Cunningham 
Dr Edwards 
Dr Gallop 

Mr Ainsworth 
Mr C.J. Barnett 
MrBoard 
MrBradshaw 
MrCourt 
MrCowan 
MrDay 
Mrs Edwardes 
Dr Hames 

MrThomas 
MrGrill 
MsAnwyl 

[ASSEMBLY] 

Ayes (22) 

MrGraham 
Mrs Hallahan 
Mrs Henderson 
MrKobelke 
Mr Marlborough 
MrMcGinty 
MrPendal 
Mr Riebeling 

Noes (27) 

MrHouse 
Mr Johnson 
MrKierath 
MrLewis 
MrMarshall 
MrMcNee 
MrNicholls 
MrOmodei 
MrOsborne 

Pairs 

Amendment on the amendment thus negatived. 

MrRipper 
Mrs Roberts 
Mr D.L. Smith 
MsWarnock 
Dr Watson 
Mr Leahy (Teller) 

Mrs Parker 
MrPrince 
MrShave 
MrW.Smith 
Mr Trenorden 
MrTubby 
Mrs van de Klashorst 
MrWiese 
Mr Bloffwitch (Teller) 

MrBlaikie 
Dr Tumbull 
MrMinson 

Debate (on Amendment) Resumed 

DR HAMES (Dianella) [4.00 pm]: I join with the member for Maylands -

Mr Catania interjected. 

Dr HAMES: - in making clear -

Mr Catania interjected. 

Dr HAMES: - the views of the medical profession -

Mr Catania interjected. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! A lot of people have made contributions, and the member for Dianella 
must have the opportunity of making his comments. The member for Balcatta has interjected three times, 
and if he persists, I will call him to order formally in a fairly rapid fashion. 

Dr HAMES: I support the member for Maylands, who is sitting next to the member for Balcatta, in 
making clear the view of the medical profession in Western Australia. We support totally a ban on all 
semiautomatic and automatic weapons, including .22 calibre weapons. The medical profession obviously 
has a much wider vi~w with regard to the banning of weapons than the view which has been presented 
today. The member for Maylands referred to the incidence of suicide. That is of particular concern to 
medical practitioners in the country. The Minister for Police said that that is not an issue of simply banning 
semiautomatic and automatic weapons, because a person who wishes to commit suicide needs only one 
bullet, and that is a valid point. That brings to the fore the fact that all weapons are dangerous and can be 
used to kill, whether that be the mass murder that occurred in Tasmania or the one lonely person in a room 
who pulls the trigger of a gun to kill himself. That is why the 40 points of discussion that have been 
prepared by the Minister and the national conference are extremely important in highlighting the danger to 
our community of fIrearms. 

Mr Ripper: Do you support a ban on all semiautomatic and automatic weapons? 

Dr HAMES: I do, including .22 calibre weapons. As recently as three weeks ago, I fired a semiautomatic 
.22 calibre weapon at a target in the country. I do not see any great danger from .22 calibre weapons, but I 
do support a ban on those weapons, for the reason that it would represent a change in attitude by our 
community against frrearms. It would represent a strong statement by everyone in Western Australia and 
Australia that the level of ownership of firearms in our community and the level of fIre-power and the 
alternative bullet structures that can be used are totally unacceptable. We should do everything possible to 
try to reduce that risk to our community. I am amazed to see the enormous problems that exist in places 
like America, where everyone can own a fIrearm. Some members have said that the problem is caused not 
by the level of ownership of guns but by the people who use them, and that is true, but if we were to take 
that argument to its full extent, we would do what they do in America and let everyone own a gun. The 
fewer the number of guns in our community, the fewer will be the opportunities for people to use them to 
commit acts of murder or suicide. Therefore, it is important that we take on board the 40 suggestions that 
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been made by the Minister, and the suggestions that have been made by the Opposition, and form a 
mprehens:lve package to reduce the level of ownership of fIrearms in Western Australia, particularly in 
metropolitan area. 

all of the motion from the Opposition, with the exception of the words "total ban", because, as 
by the Minister, there may be special circumstances which require special permits, with extreme 
and I urge that we work very hard together to reduce the total level of gun ownership in Western 
and Australia. 

\m,endlment (words to be deleted) put and a division taken with the following result-

MrBlaikie 
Dr Turnbull 
MrMinson 

mdnrtent thus passed. 

Ayes (27) 

MrHouse 
MrJohnson 
MrKierath 
MrLewis 
MrMarshall 
MrMcNee 
MrNicholls 
MrOmodei 
MrOsborne 

Noes (22) 

MrGraham 
Mrs Hallahan 
Mrs Henderson 
MrKobelke 
Mr Marlborough 
MrMcGinty 
MrPendal 
Mr Riebeling 

Pairs 

Mrs Parker 
MrPrince 
MrShave 
MrW. Smith 
Mr Trenorden 
MrTubby 
Mrs van de Klashorst 
MrWiese 
Mr Bloffwitch (Teller) 

MrRipper 
Mrs Roberts 
Mr D.L. Smith 
MsWarnock 
Dr Watson 
Mr Leahy (Teller) 

MrThomas 
MrGrill 
MsAnwyl 

~nameJrlt (words to be substituted) put and a division taken with the following result-

Mr Blaikie 
Dr Turnbull 
MrMinson 

thus passed. 

Ayes (27) 

MrHouse 
Mr Johnson 
Mr Kierath 
MrLewis 
MrMarshall 
MrMcNee 
MrNicholIs 
MrOmodei 
MrOsborne 

Noes (22) 

MrGraham 
Mrs Hallahan 
Mrs Henderson 
MrKobelke 
Mr Marlborough 
MrMcGinty 
MrPendal 
Mr Riebeling 

Pairs 

Mrs Parker 
MrPrince 
MrShave 
MrW. Smith 
Mr Trenorden 
MrTubby 
Mrs van de Klashorst 
MrWiese 
Mr Bloffwitch (Teller) 

MrRipper 
Mrs Roberts 
Mr D.L. Smith 
MsWarnock 
Dr Watson 
Mr Leahy (Teller) 

MrGrill 
MsAnwyl 
MrThomas 
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Motion. as Amended 

Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Mr Ainsworth 
Mr C.J. Barnett 
MrBoard 
MrBradshaw 
MrCourt 
MrCowan 
MrDay 
Mrs Edwardes 
Dr Hames 

Mr M. Barnett 
MrBridge 
MrBrown 
MrCatania 
Dr Constable 
Mr Cunningham 
Dr Edwards 
Dr Gallop 

MrBlaikie 
Dr Tumbull 
MrMinson 

Question thus passed. 

Ayes (27) 

MrHouse 
Mr Johnson 
MrKierath 
MrLewis 
MrMarshall 
MrMcNee 
MrNicholls 
MrOmodei 
MrOsborne 

Noes (22) 

MrGraham 
Mrs Hallahan 
Mrs Henderson 
MrKobelke 
Mr Marlborough 
MrMcGinty 
MrPendal 
Mr Riebeling 

Pairs 

Mrs Parker 
MrPrince 
MrShave 
MrW. Smith 
Mr Trenorden 
MrTubby 
Mrs van de Klashorst 
MrWiese 
Mr Bloffwitch (Teller) 

MrRipper 
Mrs Roberts 
Mr D.L. Smith 
MsWarnock 
Dr Watson 
Mr Leahy (Teller) 

MrGrill 
MsAnwyl 
MrThomas 

FIREARMS AMENDMENT BILL 

Introduction and First Reading 

Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Catania, and read a first time. 

Resumed from 2 May. 

APPROPRIA nON (CONSOLIDATED FUND) BILL (No 1) 

Second Reading - Budget Debate 

MR McGINTY (Fremantle - Leader of the Opposition) [4.16 pm]: I respond on behalf of the Opposition 
to the Budget that was delivered by the Premier last Thursday. This is an unusual Budget for four reasons. 
First, it is clearly a pre-election Budget As we have come to expect in many aspects of the activities of 
this Government, it IS very much a poll-driven Budget. No better example can be given than the decision 
to end the $50 compulsory third party insurance fund levy that has been imposed on the people of Western 
Australia for the past three years and which has proved to be both unpopular and damaging to the 
Government That is notwithstanding the political smartness of the Government in imposing it in the first 
place in the hope that it would damage the Labor Party in the long term. It has backfired badly on the 
Government and in the pre-election Budget this unpopular measure has been removed. 

It was interesting that less than a month before the Budget was handed down we had constant statements 
from the Government that the $50 levy would not be removed until such time as the debt in the compulsory 
third party insurance fund was repaid. Of course, it is now a matter for history that with some $75m still 
outstanding in that fund, the decision was made to abolish the levy with effect from 1 August. The 
Opposition does not quibble with the decision to abolish the levy; members on the Labor side of the House 
were committed to doing that. We point to the fact that what started out with a political stunt also end~ 
with a political stunt, in both the imposition and the restriction of the levy and the duplicity involved 10 
saying in the lead-up to the Budget that it would not be removed until such time as the outstanding amount 
in that fund was brought into balance. Clearly, there was a political imperative at stake here and the levy 
was removed. A number of matters in this Budget have that pre-election quality in them. 

The second reason that this is an unusual Budget is that it is based on a different strategy from the past f~w 
Budgets that have been brought down by the coalition Government in that it has a mild emphasis on SOCIal 
programs rather than simply bean-counting. The strict bottom line or bean-counting approach has heeD 
very much a feature of the last two Budgets that were brought down by the coalition Government. By and 
large they have not supplied the sort of emphasis that members on this side of the House WOUld. ~~ve 
placed on very important programs in the areas of health, education, facilities for people with disablhues 
and community development programs. When this Budget came down last Thursday, we were prepared to 
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credit to the Treasurer for restoring a measure of the functions of those very important areas of 
services and activities that have been removed in the Budgets in previous years. It has not 
generous in social programs; however, we have seen a correct balance being reintroduced, 

in a pre-election climate. 

reason the Budget is unusual is that it has been brought down very early, on 2 May, probably the 
date on which a state Budget has ever been brought down. I have no difficulty with the Budget 

down in time to alert the departments and the community of their revenue and expenditure 
obligations during the year. However, not only has the Budget been brought down 

at a very early date, but also it is expected that it will complete its passage through the House 
are aware of the actual revenue and expenditure outcomes for the current financial year. That is 
and one that should not be repeated. If we are to have informed debate about the Budget in this 
need before us the actual revenue and expenditure figures, rather than going on the basis of 

That is not what the Budget is about. 

: I will come to that later. The actuals and projections vary enormously from the projected 
at this stage of the Budget last year. There are great variations between what was budgeted for 

the revenue and expenditure sides of the ledger. To expect that this House will pass a Budget 
it knows the outcome of the previous year is to impose an unreal burden on the House. 

factor that makes this an unusual Budget is that it is predicated on a myth, and that is the worst 
reason for putting forward a Budget. We know the core assumption upon which the Budget is 
an exercise in mythology. We all know - we should not kid ourselves about this - that on 20 
e grants to the States will be cut, savagely in my view, and that that will jeopardise a number of 
of government that go to the very core of the existence of government; that is, to provide those 

adequate for the Treasurer to be as gently dismissive of likely budget cuts arising out of the 
. federal Budget as he was in the budget speech. To allude to the fact that the Commonwealth 
certain programs and if that is the case, so be it, is not an adequate response from a person from 
expect financial management. 

We did more than that; we made allowance for it. 

: I do not think allowance has been made. 

There has been an estimated reduction in the grants from the Commonwealth of just over 

: The Treasurer made some comments in the budget speech in a remarkably compliant way. 
something to do with the change in the person making the cuts federally, but we can be sure of 

were' cut by a Federal Labor Government, the Premier would not be quite as resigned to 
that, although it came through the Grants Commission process. On page 4 of the budget speech 

said -

The Budget fully incorporates the Commonwealth Grants Commission's recommendation for a 
$73m cut in Western Australia's share of financial assistance grants. This is the third successive 
year that the Grants Commission has recommended a large reduction in Western Australia's 
grants. 

talking about that; I am talking about the certain knowledge that further cuts of a dramatic nature 
in Commonwealth grants to the States. The way in which they were simply put to one side by 

was as though he was saying that that was simply a question of Commonwealth responsibility 
happened, be it on its head. This is an exercise of the Treasurer distancing himself from the 

that will come with cuts in funding from the Commonwealth to very important state projects. I 
about that later. 

that there will be an enormous change in the nature of federal-state financial relations, 
,three months down the track, it seems to be an exercise in futility to put up a Budget and pretend 

will change, although the Treasurer has alluded to the fact that it might. 

We did more than allude to the fact. We have built into the Budget a variation in 
grants. I take on board that you are saying that it might spread across greater amounts than 

are made available from grants. Nevertheless, we have not just alluded to the fact; we have 
and have budgeted for a reduction to this State from the Commonwealth. 

: That is in respect of the Grants Commission recommendations. 

Yes. 

: I am talking about specific purpose grants from the Commonwealth. In my view it will 
.vage cuts. The Premier cannot simply say that if the Commonwealth decides not to run a 
It will not be run. That seems to cut through a very important basis on which this Budget is 

with the likely cuts to the specific purpose grants that lie ahead. This Budget contains that 



1518 [ASSEMBLY] 

fundamental flaw; it has failed to take into account the impact of what I expect to be fairly huge cuts to 
commonwealth grants likely to be made in the commonwealth Budget in August Commonwealth grants 
are estimated in this Budget to amount to $2.5b, just under 40 per cent of the State's entire budget revenue. 
We are not talking about an inconsequential amount. 

Mr Cowan: That is not specific purpose grants. That is the total. 

Mr McGINTY: That is right. We have a very clear statement from Prime Minister John Howard, whom 
we have spent the earlier part of today's debate praising for his stand on gun laws. It might now be time 
for some critical comment about the cuts that he proposes to implement federally. He has announced $8b 
worth of cuts spread over two years to be announced in the Budget due to come down on 20 August. We 
will face a dramatically different position in federal-state financial relations than that which exists today. 

I will examine the budget forecasts relating to general purpose grants. I refer to page 106 of the "Economic 
and Financial Overview", Budget Paper No 5, which accompanied the delivery of the Budget by the 
Treasurer last Thursday. The budget papers concede that Western Australia's general revenue grant is 
predicted to decrease by 0.3 per cent in 1996-97, a fall of 4.4 per cent in real per capita terms. This is due 
to the decrease in the State's share of financial assistance grants recommended by the Commonwealth 
Grants Commission. That matter has already been covered in discussion between the Deputy Premier and 
me. It states that the Budget assumes that the pool of financial assistance grants in 1996-97 will be 
maintained in real per capita terms at its 1995-96 level. 

This was a guarantee made to the States by the former Federal Labor Government, and it is something the 
incoming Federal coalition Government has indicated it will honour. Although the pool of financial 
assistance grants will stay the same, the Western Australian share of that pool will decrease. The Budget 
forecasts a reduction of $73m in Western Australia's share of the total funds pool. Whether the Federal 
coalition Government ultimately does honour the commitment given by the former Labor Government 
remains to be seen. However, I note the statement by the Treasurer that he has been given assurances to 
that effect and the Budget has been erected on that basis. I expect in that area, cuts in funding beyond the 
$7Om recommended by the Grants Commission should not occur. 

The real problem emerges in this Budget with specific purpose grants. The Budget is predicated upon an 
assessment that specific purpose grants to Western Australia during 1996-97 will stay the same. I refer to 
page 25 of the Consolidated Fund Estimates. The Estimates show that during the 1995-96 financial year, 
the estimated actual total of specific purpose grants for recurrent spending is $879m. The forecast for the 
coming financial year is also $879m. 

Capital expenditure total specific purpose grants for 1995-96 is $44m and the forecast for 1996-97 is $41m, 
which makes a total of $921.2m for specific purpose grants that are forecast for the coming financial year. 
Specific purpose grants to this State from the Commonwealth are larger than $921.2m, which is the 
forecast in the budget papers. Specific purpose grants are usually somewhere in the vicinity of $2b per 
year. However, only $920m is shown in the Budget for 1996-97. The rest of the money constitutes off
budget items and does not appear in the budget papers for that very reason. The assumption that Western 
Australia will receive the same amount of money by way of specific purpose grants this year as it did last 
year is ludicrous, for the reasons I have already given. It is nonetheless one of the essential assumptions 
that underpin this motion. It is technically possible that the Commonwealth Government might cut specific 
purpose grants for only off-budget items. Although it is possible, the likelihood is so remote as to be 
highly improbable. 

The most likely outcome of the 20 August federal Budget is that the cuts to grants will spread across the 
full range of grants, including those shown in the Budget, in which case the Budget will collapse. I have no 
doubt that many of the programs that are essential to this Budget will not be deliverable and, before the end 
of this calendar year, we will be back here in the Parliament with a mini Budget or major financial 
statement by the Treasurer akin to a new Budget rectifying the damage that will be done to the Western 
Australian Budget by John Howard. This was effectively conceded by the Treasurer in a fairly bland way 
at page 4 of his speech, where he said that if there were cuts to programs funded wholly or partly by the 
Commonwealth, the spending commitments set out in this Budget would need to be reassessed. I predict 
that that will be the understatement of the Budget. This means that the Budget is written in sand that may 
be blown away at any time. I predict that it will be blown away when the 20 August Budget is delivered by 
Prime Minister John Howard. As I said on the day that the state Budget was delivered, it is not a bad 
Budget for the next three months. It will simply have no valid existence beyond 20 August and will be 
useless thereafter. 

I would like to examine the ramifications of the cuts to the specific purpose grants of Western Australia a 
little more fully than any of the commentators have cared to do to date. As I have said, those grants in the 
Budget will total some $921m in the coming financial year. A 10 or 11 per cent cut in those grants, which 
is what I would expect if Prime Minister John Howard is to achieve his proposed cuts in federal outlays in 
the 20 August Budget, would slash between $90m and $100m from the 1996-97 Budget and, of course, 
have similar ramifications for the off-budget items for those non-CRF agencies, if I may use the old phrase. 
The budget papers themselves detail some 68 programs funded wholly or partly by specific purpose 
commonwealth grants. Those programs cover virtually every area of Government and range from 
programs such as aged care through to specific health programs, homeless youth programs, police training, 
schools assistance and family and children's programs. The Government has a responsibility to deliver on 
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core programs. The only reason the Commonwealth offers direct tied funding to those programs is 
they are very important for the community, and the Commonwealth wants to be part of the delivery of 

programS. They are not incidentals about which one might say that the Commonwealth has cut its 
so those programs need no longer be delivered. If the Commonwealth cut its funding to those 

the responsibility would fall back on the State to pick up and fund them because they are very 
With very few exceptions the State will have the moral obligation to continue them and the 
will demand that the funding for those programs be found from within the State. 

Commonwealth withdraws from those programs, the entire programs may well collapse. I say that 
in many cases programs are not exclusively funded by the Commonwealth. In many 

the grants provided by the Commonwealth match a state contribution. If the 
,m,I"'In\Wf'Jllrn withdraws from a program that is funded on a matching basis, it leaves a enormous 

over whether the State will put in money previously provided by the Commonwealth or decide 
program that was seen as being crucially important to the community should no longer exist. In 

many of the programs are ancillary to, or provide the necessary struts or supports for, another 
If the foundation of one program has been withdrawn because of the withdrawal of 

funding for the subsidiary or support program, one might find that a number of very 
programs for the functioning of the whole of the State might well collapse; in other words, those 
whether commonwealth funded in whole, in part or in an ancillary way, are not simply ad hoc or 

fundamental to the wellbeing of the State. The contemplated cuts in the federal Budget might 
that whole programs will fall and that we will not be delivering to the citizens of the State the 

of care, protection, health care and education in particular that we as a Parliament would want to 
is the magnitude of what we are facing. That is why my most substantial criticism of this Budget 

it is erected on the basis of a myth; that is, that the Commonwealth will not move on these areas 
John Howard has made it perfectly clear that he intends to do a lot more than simply trim a few 

He intends to take a knife to billions of dollars by effecting cuts in these grants. 

the revenue side of this Budget are four matters I want to address in detail where the 
Treasurer have made the Budget appear attractive by giving it a gloss of general wellbeing, 

contain an element of sleight of hand and are not adequately explained in the budget papers. In 
1990s in Western Australia we expect a greater degree of transparency and accountability. I 
to have the financial transactions explained in either the budget speech or documents supporting 

they go very much to the impression generated of a balanced Budget and revenues being 
I refer to one-off measures brought into account to give the appearance of a long-term 

Budget. I refer first to R & I Holdings. There is an element of sleight of hand in the way the 
has the money from the sale of BankWest and recorded that in the Budget. Page 

,",V'''''Vll1UQ.u;,U Fund Estimates shows the sale of BankWest contributed $563.4m to the 
fund in 1995-96. On the same page loan repayments from R & I Holdings are shown as 

two items together add up to $600m, some $300m short of the price achieved from the 
sale of BankWest to the Bank of Scotland. It appears from what the Treasurer has said in his 

speech that the $300m has been used to eliminate the debt of R & I Holdings so that it would be 
pay a large dividend to the Government. 

ividends are shown on page 17 of the Consolidated Fund Estimates. A perusal of last year's budget 
shows that the estimate for dividend payments from R & I Holdings for 1995-96 was $67m. For 
eason this is not included in this year's budget figures. The estimated actual figure for dividend 

from R & I Holdings is $83m this year and the forecast for next year is $23m. This dividend 
has been used to help balance the Budget and has been treated as recurrent revenue. In reality it is 

revenue because it is dependent on a one-off payment of $300m to eliminate the debt of 
"'V"UUJ~'" thus enabling it to pay a dividend. Dividends of this size are unlikely to be available in the 

•• ~ __ ... " items such as this as recurrent revenue is poor economic management. A further 
feature is the lack of explanation of the nature of this transaction. The Government has not 

what it has done in this regard, and the Opposition is concerned about the lack of transparency in 
supposed to be an open and accountable process. 

of the four matters I will refer to is the revenue equalisation account. The original 1995-96 
for revenue equalisation was $29.6m. The Consolidated Fund Estimates at page 17 show that the 

has exceeded this estimate substantially. The current budget papers show the estimated actual 
recA~lVF'n by the Government in 1995-96 to be $65m, with a further $57m estimated to be received 

Again, this has been treated as a recurrent revenue item. The deletion of the supplementary 
mt,nrnn<>ti'r '" paper this year in contrast to previous years makes it impossible to determine what the 

surplus interest earnings will be after these amounts have been taken out. The Opposition is 
concerned that it seems likely that these payments will largely exhaust the surplus interest 

leaving no accumulated earnings for future years to be used to achieve a balanced Budget. The 
is concerned also about the supplementary budget information and the lack of explanation of 

The Government should practise what it preaches; namely, transparency. Transparency 
require that these proceeds be brought to account against the consolidated fund and that 

are appropriated to their respective participatory agencies. The revenue would then be 
into account in the year the transaction takes place, not at the Government's whim, 

to have been done in this pre-election climate. 

matter I will refer to on the revenue side of the Budget is the loan repayments. Page 26 of the 

'.-' 



1520 [ASSEMBLY] 

Consolidated Fund Estimates shows that a total of $35.7m was estimated for 1995-96. In fact, the total 
amount of loan repayments received by the Government during 1995-96 is estimated to be $142.7m. This 
is an extremely large increase on the revenue side - greater than $100m. The Opposition is concerned that 
there is no explanation of how the original estimate of $35.7m came to rise to $142.7m. In the interests of 
transparency and accountability I thought that some explanation of the source of these large assets was 
warranted. 

These amounts are to be used to fund the capital works program. In their absence the State would have to 
borrow the sums needed for that program. In this sense they are clearly de facto borrowings. Although the 
Opposition would not argue about the use of these funds to fund the capital works program, the level of 
these payments is not sustainable. It appears that the Water Corporation repaid some $76m in 1995-96 and 
that the majority of the estimated loan repayment of $l72m in the next financial year will again come from 
the Water Corporation as well as Westrail. I refer to page 8 of the Consolidated Fund Forward Estimates 
These payments clear some of the debt of those instrumentalities, but simply transfer that debt to the Sta~ 
and leave the debt with the State. It is simply a book entry to pay for capital works rather than a 
component of debt reduction for the State; it does not reduce the overall indebtedness of the State. 

The question also arises of how the Water Corporation manages to repay such huge amounts of money over 
such a short period. It suggests that the level of charges imposed by the Water Corporation may be too 
high and that some review is necessary. It is disappointing that the Government has not engaged in such a 
review or reduced the charges the public pays for its water. The Government appears content simply to use 
the Water Corporation as a cash cow to provide funding to make the Budget somewhat better than it 
otherwise is and to provide funding for an ongoing capital works program. The Opposition is concerned 
about the lack of accountability and explanation in the budget papers as to where these loan repayments are 
coming from· and the effect on consolidated revenue. Two large items of revenue will not occur in the 
future. Furthermore, they amount to a simple transfer of debt from one sector of the government Budget to 
another. 

The fourth revenue matter I refer to which has been used by the Government to present a somewhat rosier 
picture of the State's finances than is the case is financing transactions. A curious transaction revealed by 
the budget statements is found at page 3 of the Consolidated Fund Estimates. All forward estimates, 
including those for 1996-97, show balanced outcomes. It is therefore unclear why the Government is 
carrying a $52.5m surplus and why it carried it for most of last year and will carry it into next year. It is 
clear from this year's Niemeyer Statements that that money comprises borrowings of $30m, which was 
borrowed in June last year, as well as surpluses from consolidated fund transactions. It is not clear why the 
Government borrowed this $30m in the first place and why it has not been used for all this time. I can 
assume only that Treasury is obtaining a better return on its investments with this $30m than it is paying on 
the cost of borrowing it. Again, it is disturbing that there is no explanation of this transaction and of why 
the State continues to pay interest costs on the borrowed $30m. 

Another matter I refer to is an issue that received prominence in The West Australian on Saturday last 
week; that is, gas charges. The Premier's initial statements about the level of gas charges were, frankly, 
false. To suggest in his budget speech that the typical gas consumer would pay 40¢ a week more for gas 
was misleading. Some users of gas, particularly light users, will pay up to $30 a year more for their gas 
due to the charges. That is likely to hit particularly hard some vulnerable groups in our community; for 
example, the elderly. I take this opportunity to draw the attention of the House to a letter I received only 
today on this important question. It is from Helen Chapman of Eden Hill and reads as follows -

Re: Gas supply char~ 

Since moving into my unit, where a gas stove was built in, I have had only one account from 
AlintaGas for $5.95. This is because I can't afford to buy a gas heater for the loungeroom, and 
use Meals on Wheels for cooked dinners. 

In winter I have to either use a doona around me to keep warm to watch T.V., or go to bed. Gas 
heaters are hundreds of dollars in price and I simply can't afford to buy one - believe me I'd like 
to! 

As a result, if this fixed charge is imposed I will have to pay another $30 per year just to have a 
gas stove which I rarely use. In fact, I will be forced to get the gas cut off. 

The budget effectively takes away an unpopular $50 levy - which I don't have to pay now 
anyway - and imposes a $30 levy on people like me who are at the bottom end of the gas-use 
figures - pensioners! 

I'm so glad I've never voted Liberal. 

Yours faithfully, 

Helen Chapman. 

That letter, which was received unsolicited this morning, tells the truth about what Premier Court tried to 
describe as an increase of 40¢ a week for the typical gas user. It is not; it is people like Mrs Chapman who 
will be hit particularly hard and who have put the matter more eloquently than I could reasonably have 
done in the circumstances. 
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to a general overview of the Budget The increases in the Education, the Police Service, 
Services and Family and Children's Services budgets were badly needed and long overdue after 

Budgets from the coalition Government. Overall, the Budget is projected to be in balance by 
the 1996-97 financial year. Recurrent spending is forecast to increase slightly by 0.5 per cent in 
Growth is projected to increase at a very high 5.75 per cent per annum, compared with 3.25 per 

. The CPI is forecast to increase by only 2.75 per cent, which appears rather low considering 
high growth forecast and the severe shortage of skilled labour in many areas of the Western 

economy. These factors, combined with the demise of the wages accord, are likely to put severe 
pressure on inflation. 

to examine the sources of government revenues and the increases that are occurring in each 
An examination of the estimated and actual figures for 1995-96 for government revenues is 
The Government's take from taxes and licences is up by over $1/11 - an enormous increase. 

estimate in the 1995-96 Budget for revenue from taxes and licences was $2.395b. The 
actual take from this area is $2.495b. That is a 4 per cent increase in real terms and represents a 
this State. No other Government in this State's history has had such a high tax revenue. The 

s take from taxes and licences is forecast to rise even further in 1996-97 to $2.55b. 

emember the rhetoric used and the promise made by the Government before the last election - three 
years ago - to abolish payroll tax. The promise made by the Government was twofold: First, 

federal Liberal leader, John Hewson, won government, the goods and services tax would be used 
payroll tax forthwith, or certainly in the first term of this Government. Second, if John Hewson 

in his election bid, the incoming coalition Government would abolish payroll tax for the 
Western Australia within two terms. The reality is that this Government has become increasingly 

tax: Its take from payroll tax has increased every year that it has been in government. 
some tinkering at the margins, which has seen the threshold for the payment of payroll tax 

- this year by a particularly low amount - we have seen each year an increase in the take. Rather 
the abolition of payroll tax, we have seen the Government's revenue from payroll tax increase to 

in the last financial year, an increase of over $16m on the original 1995-96 estimate in the Budget, 
in itself an increase on both the estimate and the actual for the previous year. In 1996-97 

collections are estimated to increase by 5.3 per cent in real terms to $671m, an increase of $43m 
financial year in the Government's dependence on payroll tax to fund its programs. That is 

Government that promises to abolish this iniquitous tax. 

tax has been another area of great contention. The Government's revenue from the fuel levy 
from the forecast $219m to an estimated actual take of $228m, a blowout of $9m. In 1996-97 
of revenue is forecast to increase to $233m, a further increase of 3 per cent in the tax burden 

by motorists in Western Australia. 

received $16m more in property taxes than the amount for which it had budgeted last 
. The 1995-96 Budget forecast for revenue from stamp duty on conveyancing and transfers 
In fact, the Government expects to receive $294m in the 1995-96 financial year, an increase 

In 1996-97 property taxes are set to increase to $509m, a real increase of 8.6 per cent in the 
burden imposed particularly upon people who are buying homes. 

taxes are set to increase to $285m in 1996-97, a real increase of just under 7 per cent. A similar 
emerges in respect of vehicle registration, where income derived from taxes on motor vehicles and 
will exceed the 1995-96 forecast by more than $15m. 

1995-96 estimate for departmental income was $608m. The estimated actual outcome for the 
financial year is $720m, a whopping $112m increase in revenue from charges and the like levied 

. government departments. In the 1996-97 financial year, departmental income is forecast to 
to $802m, another large increase of over 29 per cent in real terms. The increase in departmental 

forecast for next year and the huge increase reported for this year is disturbing. It seems that this 
derived from increased fees charged by government departments for services. This is a direct 

taxation. While the Government reduced taxation for business through raising the threshold for 
tax and abolishing some forms of stamp duty, it increased the burden on ordinary working people 
increases in departmental fees and charges. For example, in education, income from many areas is 

significantly from swimming classes, senior colleges and agricultural schools. Finally on this 
1995-96, commonwealth grants from the then Labor Government for recurrent spending 

more than was estimated in the 1995-96 Budget. 

ow to receipts of a capital nature. Asset sales are forecast to reach just under $670m in the current 
year. Obviously the vast bulk of this resulted from the sale of BankWest. Asset sales in 1996-97 

to be $173m. Interestingly the Government is also banking on receiving $197m in loan 
proposed over the next financial year - an increase of over 450 per cent in real terms. It 

from the budget papers that much of this will be from the Water Corporation and Westrail. When 
and capital receipts are added together, it can be seen that the Government received $866m 

e amount for which it had budgeted in 1995-96. That is not a bad windfall. In 1996-97 total 
will amount to $6.925b, an increase of around 6 per cent in real terms. 

to the funding programs for the major departments during the coming financial year. The area 
me most concern is the allocation that has been made for the provision of adequate health care 
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for the community. The reality is that health spending has changed very little from last year. Spending has 
increased from $1.18b to $1.27b, a 3.3 per cent increase in nominal terms, but only a 0.05 per cent increase 
in real terms. The Opposition is also extremely concerned about the budget forecasts, that in addition to a 
miserly increase in the real allocation to health care, 256 jobs will be wasted in the Health portfolio, most 
of them from our hospitals. We will be plunged into the same crisis in health care by the end of the coming 
[mancial year that we were at the beginning of this calendar year as a result of the Government's not 
getting its Health budget right. 

Mr Bloffwitch: Not unless we have a tum around in private health care! 

Mr McGINTY: The member for Geraldton should be aware that there is widespread community alarm 
about what is happening in the health area. The Government is privatising facilities and cutting jobs from 
government hospitals. The Government will suddenly find exactly what I said last year when the Budget 
was delivered; that is, that the Budget was unsustainable and the Government would need to inject more 
cash into our hospitals. That came true. The Premier found it necessary, because our hospitals were not 
going to see out the financial year and would have to close, to allocate an additional amount. The same 
thing is occurring again. The injection of funds into hospitals this year put back some of the money that 
had been taken out. It did not represent an exercise in largesse or in providing any room for growth in the 
hospital system. The fact that we will lose 256 jobs on the budget projections is evidence that the quality 
of health care will not improve under this Budget. It should be noted that the increases in the Health 
budget in 1996-97 and late in 1995-96 do not even restore what I regard to be the ill-considered and 
reckless reductions imposed by this Govemment over the two previous Budgets as part of its so-called 
public reform process. The fact that the Government had to tip $81m back into the health system in late 
1995 and early 1996 illustrates that the Government's savage cutbacks were totally unfounded and casts 
considerable doubt on the Government's extravagant claims about public sector savings as part of its so
called reform process. As I have already indicated, on these figures there is a danger that the crisis in our 
health care system that we have seen over the last two years will continue into the coming financial year. It 
is quite apparent that health care in this State has suffered as a result of three and a half years of the 
coalition Government. 

The Education budget has been increased by $82.7 million, a 7 per cent increase in nominal terms and a 4 
per cent increase in real terms. Again it is with great consternation that I note that 272 full time equivalent 
employees will be cut from the Education Department over 1996-97. Once again, particularly after a very 
bruising year in public education last year, it is obvious that our education system is no better off as a result 
of three and a half years of the coalition Government. 

The Opposition is pleased to see an increase of 5 per cent in real terms in the Budget for the Department 
for Family and Children's Services. It is also pleased to see an increase of some $43m or 10 per cent in 
real terms in the Police budget. It is particularly pleased to see the increase in funding to the Police Service 
given the extremely serious problem with crime in Western Australia in recent years. In a similar vein, the 
budget for Disability Services has been increased by $18m or 14.8 per cent in real terms. That is, again, a 
reflection of what I believe to be the correct priorities of any Government - to look after those people in the 
community who need a hand, rather than simply passing laws which amend the Stamp Act, the Land Tax 
Act and the like to provide some taxation benefits for the wealthy supporters of the Government. 

There is little room for error in this Budget. Increases in spending outlined in the Budget are predicated on 
increases in government revenue, which in tum assumes that the State's economy will grow at the rate of 
5.75 per cent next year and that inflation will remain low at 2.75 per cent. This leaves no room for error. 
If growth does not reach 5.75 per cent, revenues collected will fall short of the budget estimates. If 
inflation increases faster than the low estimate contained in the Budget, the value of government revenues 
will be eroded. If the Government's forecasts are not met, in reality the Government will not be able to 
deliver on the spending increases that it has promised. I say all of that while putting to one side the very 
likely significant cuts in grants to the States in the forthcoming Federal Budget. 

It is also important to note that progress in reducing state debt and the promised spending increases have 
come at a cost - the sale of state assets. The largest of these is BankWest, but there are others, such as the 
sale of FleetWest. Reduced borrowings means lower interest payments, which freezes up revenue for 
spending on other programs. The Opposition is strongly committed to a reduction in state debt. However, 
to reduce debt this Government has had to sell publicly-owned assets. It is important that I put on record 
the approach that the Labor Party in government would take to the Budget. It has a lO-point program 
which it sees as being very much at the core of Labor's approach to state budgeting. First, we would seek 
the restoration of the AAA credit rating as a top priority; second, we would also continue the reduction of 
net state debt as a government priority; third, we would seek to cap revenue as a proportion of gross state 
product at current levels; fourth, we would maintain the current account in surplus; fifth, we would adopt 
benchmarking of outlays by government departments and trading enterprises; sixth, we would reverse the 
decline in commonwealth funding, or do all we could to achieve that end result; seventh, we would ensure 
that there is open and transparent financial reporting, unlike some elements of this Budget; eighth, we 
would have six monthly economic and fiscal reporting for the whole of government; ninth, we would 
provide a full cost benefit analysis of major projects prior to commitments being made; and, tenth, we 
would empower the Auditor General to audit privatised government services. It is important in addressing 
the Budget that those matters be stated up front as the 10 principles of budgeting that would be adopted by 
the Labor Party. 
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the beginning of his speech to the Parliament last Thursday, the Treasurer made numerous references to 
Inc. I agree with the Treasurer's assessment that the final nail has been driven into the coffin of WA 
that it has been buried, and that it has become part of Western Australia's history. No-one on either 
of the House wants to return to those days. The Premier, in a remarkably political and partisan way, 
suggested that his major task would be to pin W A Inc around my neck. He was in the Parliament at 

time. He failed in his duty to the people of Western Australia. He did not measure up to the 
ctaUOIIS of the people. As someone who had a duty to make things accountable, I wish him well in his 

pin responsibility for that episode around my neck. I was not in this place at the time. More 
the Treasurer knows as well as I do, because he is without doubt the most poll driven 

this State, that W A Inc is, because of its antiquity, now receding in the minds of the people of 
It is there as an important matter from which to draw lessons about how we conduct ourselves in 
People have been prosecuted, inquiries have been conducted, and the public now regard it as an 

fortunate episode in our history, but as a matter of history. I will tell the Treasurer what the public are 
thlrlKlIllg about; that is, WA Inc has been overtaken by Wanneroo Inc. The people of Western 

are focusing on Liberal Party corruption, on the Treasurer's attempts to cover it up, the Fowler 
Mann reports which were never made public, and the fact that the Treasurer was dragged screaming 
reopening the Kyle inquiry and was also dragged screaming into conducting the royal commission. 
week, effectively on trial before the royal commission in the initial matters to be inquired into, is the 

Attorney General. The public mind is focused on those areas now and the Treasurer and his 
for Labour Relations are to be thanked for that, for the following simple reason. 

Deputy Premier has already acknowledged that 1995 was not a good year for this Government. The 
ernlmerlt, perhaps unwittingly, took people's minds off the past and focused them on the present and 

This Government frightened the people of Western Australia with the draconian industrial 
laws proposed by the Minister for Labour Relations and his jackbooted approach to them, the 

in our schools, the decline in educational standards and the funding crisis in the hospitals. These 
all occurred last year and, although the Treasurer did not intend to achieve this political result, they 
people's minds from the past with which they had been preoccupied to the present and the future. 

present and future are about this Government and its failure to deliver on what the royal commission 
the Commission on Government have recommended as a model system of government with 

as its hallmark. The polling of the Labor Party is telling me exactly the same as the 
s polling is telling the Treasurer; that is, the Treasurer might try to crank up something that 

a decade ago but people in Western Australia are today far more focused on what is happening in 
into Wanneroo and the Treasurer's failure to deliver in these important policy areas. I wish the 

the best of luck in trying to make me wear around my neck the W A Inc title, but I am sure he 
the Wanneroo Inc scandal of corruption in the Liberal Party like a crown of thorns or a 
in the lead-up to the next election. The Opposition will not allow the Government or the public 
Australia to forget that issue. 

supports the increased spending measures contained in this Budget. They are long 
after three harsh Budgets have been delivered by this Government. Asset sales and large one-off 
have been used to make this Budget appear better than it is. The Opposition is extremely 

at the lack of explanation for a number of entries and transactions which appear to be 
dubious. For a Government elected on a platform of accountability, this is not good enough. 

'UE,uU5'''''"'U these transactions, and the Government must explain them to the Parliament in this 

but most importantly, this Budget is based on the totally unrealistic assumption that specific 
grants to Western Australia will not be cut next year. The Treasurer has conceded that if grants are 
the spending programs must be revised. Given that cuts in specific purpose grants are all but 

this Budget is at best a stopgap measure. In three months' time the Government will be forced 
mini-Budget, a significant financial statement or perhaps a totally new Budget so that it can tell 

of Western Australia how it will continue to deliver the services the public demands and the 
needs, and which John Howard will cut. 

iHA,,,.,,,,,"unLL (Murray) [5.16 pm]: Forgive me for reminding the House that the electorate of 
the fastest growing country electorate in Western Australia and for reminding my colleagues 

how proud I am to be part of such a vibrant and exciting place. The Murray electorate surrounds 
of Mandurah, and about eight years ago the electorate of Murray was formed to cater for the 

population growth around Mandurah. However, the recent boom has caught out the Electoral 

Point o/Order 

. I draw your attention, Mr Acting Speaker (Mr Ainsworth), to the clock, which docs not 
to be running. 

SPEAKER: The member for Ashburton is obviously concerned that the member for Murray 
have sufficient time to speak about his electorate. 

Debate Resumed 

~"HU~l' I appreciate the teamwork from members opposite because once I start talking about the 
of Murray, I can go on for a week! All members will be aware that the specified number of 
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constituents in country electorates is 11 888. On 1 April 1996 Mandurah had 11 760 constituents, with a 
27.45 per cent change in enrolment over the past eight years. I compare that with the electorate of Murray 
which has 21 000 constituents, and a percentage rise over the past eight years of 125.9. The increase in 
population is phenomenal. When members hear those figures they will understand why I say Murray is the 
largest country electorate in Western Australia. 

I would like to make some comparisons between the electorate of Murray and its neighbour the electorate 
of Mandurah. Murray has one hospital at Pinjarra and another at Mandurah. The Mandurah hospital is an 
annexe put together by the previous Government as a vote catching exercise. It has been an absolute 
disaster. It has just 30 beds and should have been better thought out. There is no hospital at all in the 
Mandurah electorate. There are 4.5 secondary high schools in the Murray electorate and 0.5 of a high 
school in Mandurah. How are those figures arrived at? Half the students at the Mandurah Senior High 
School are from the centre of Mandurah and the remainder are from the expanding areas, south and north 
including Falcon and Madora in the Murray electorate. What is the situation with primary schools? Tru; 
Murray electorate has 10, and Mandurah has four. Murray has two football clubs, South Mandurah and 
Pinjarra, which play very well in the Peel region, and Mandurah has only one. Murray has four tennis 
clubs compared with one in Mandurah. 

The member for Avon has just entered the Chamber and he may challenge my next statement, because in a 
month or two his electorate may have a greyhound racing track. However, at the moment the electorate of 
Murray is the only electorate in Western Australia that can boast of having greyhound, racehorse and 
trotting tracks. These three venues are arguably the best provincial racetracks in Western Australia. 
Members well know of my passion for thoroughbreds. My horses, both gallopers and pacers, have won 
races at Pinjarra racecourse and trotting track. My colleagues may not know that I am now a partner in the 
ownership of a black bitch which has won a maiden trial and is due to race at Kanyana Park in a couple of 
weeks. The greyhound's name is Dawesville and if it wins, I humbly suggest the following headlines may 
appear in the newspapers: "Marshall wins with Dawesville" and "Dawesville and Marshall - Top 
Combination". I mention this to remind members that at the next election the electorate of Murray will be 
divided, and I will stand for the new seat of Dawesville. 

Mr Thomas: Have you been endorsed yet? 

Mr MARSHALL: I have been endorsed unopposed. The electorate of Murray has become too large. In its 
wisdom the Electoral Commission has endeavoured to spread more evenly the electorates of Mandurah, 
Murray and Wellington. The new Mandurah electorate will be virtually a north Mandurah electorate. It 
goes from the new bridge north to Madora, embraces Meadow Springs and part of Greenfields and reaches 
San Remo, which were formerly in the Murray electorate. The new Dawesville electorate will be almost 
south Mandurah. It will encompass everything south of the new bridge and embrace Halls Head, Erskine 
and Bridgewater, encompassing the area as far down as Lake Clifton and a little bit of the bypass 
population of Coodanup, Nairn, Greenfields and Riverside. It will be a very exciting electorate to 
represent. The new electorate of Murray-Wellington will comprise everything that was in the Murray 
electorate east of the Serpentine River such as Barragup, Furnissdale, Ravenswood and Yunderup. These 
new boundaries were set in February 1994 and statistics show that at 4 April 1996 Mandurah already has 
about 12453 constituents. Murray-Wellington has blossomed to 13 137 constituents. 

The new electorate of Dawesville already exceeds the average and has 13 676 constituents with a growth 
rate of 24.58 per cent. The figures show that Dawesville and Vasse are the country population boom areas 
of Western Australia. It is the boom areas that need most government assistance. A boom area requires 
forward planning for education, health, industry, recreation and public open space. In addition there must 
be financial assistance to meet the extra infrastructure that increased population demands. During the past 
three years, this Government, with assistance from the State Planning Commission, has not only completed 
a Peel regional strategy but also by Christmas will have completed the Peel regional plan. That plan will 
show what will happen over the next 20, 30 and 40 years in the Peel region. I am told that the achievement 
of completing a strategy and regional plan in one session of Government is the first in the history of any 
Western Australian Government. 

Once again the needs of Murray were recognised in the recently announced Budget. In 1996-97, $7.3m 
will be spent on capital works in the Murray electorate. One of the major budget items is $1.9m for the 
completion of stage 1 of the Peel T AFE college. Members may say, so what? It will be a history making 
accomplishment in my electorate to achieve tertiary education in Peel. It will be a magnificent 
achievement for education and the youth of our area. The first stage of the college will open in June. 
Quite a number of students are already enrolled. Some of the subjects will cover hospitality and mari~e 
topics so that when the students get their degree they can move into the Peel area to, I hope, gam 
employment. 

An amount of $2.7m has been allocated to the Gordon Road sewage treatment plant. I congratulate the 
Government for the wisdom of that decision. Septic tanks are a thing of the past. Mandurah is no longer a 
fishing village. Its surrounding areas are complemented by lovely waterways which are easily polluted. 
We must therefore get rid of septic tanks. This sewage treatment plant money is a priority. An amount of 
$3m was allocated to infill sewerage projects at Yunderup and Furnissdale; again, low lying areas close to 
the water table of the estuary. Another area that will be provided with deep sewerage is Falcon. I am 
interested in that area because my office is at Miami. As soon as it was known that deep sewerage was 
likely, a commercial shopping centre was planned for Miami. The two caravan parks sitting on low lying 
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will also be able to expand. Urban housing will be developed at Cox's Bay. In two years more 
extra houses will be built in the area as a result of deep sewerage being connected; thus 

the pristine land between the ocean and the estuary from the new bridge going south. 

of $l.3m has been allocated to expand and seal the road from Leslie Street to Dawesville. 
commence from both Mandurah and Bunbury. The increasing population and the demand for 
areas means that the roads must be safe and wider. In a few years a six-lane highway will be 
result the Old Coast Road may be renamed after one of the many pioneers in the area. It could 
Highway, for instance. An amount of $1.8m has been allocated to revamp the Pinjarra hospital 

of the new hospital in Mandurah which will have more than 115 beds. That will take the 
off the need for beds at the Pinjarra hospital. Some of those beds will be allocated to wards for the 

.of $1.3m has been allocated to the Peel Development Commission - a 39 per cent increase on 

Did anyone else get any money in the Budget? 

.... JJlH"~'"' ..... • As I said at the beginning of my speech, as one neighbour in a coastal port to another, 
'vu." ...... , .. is booming in the Murray and everyone wants to move there; it is the perfect place to live, 

close to the metropolitan area, therefore we must have the money for infrastructure. The Peel 
Commission obtained a 39 per cent increase in its financial allocation. Part of that money, 

will go towards planning for a Mandurah marina. Some of the money will be allocated to the 
of the Hotham Valley railway and for a museum of steam trains of that era. A museum at 

be a marvellous attraction. Money has been allocated to complete Peel Tourism House. 
are under way to see whether a zoo could be introduced at Peel, although it may be a bit 

~no:raelfl: The Hotham Valley train starts in my electorate. 

HALL: It does, but the museum will be in Pinjarra. Money has been allocated to investigate a 
sporting facility. Bunbury's wonderful sports facilities are the envy of everyone in the south 

growth in the Mandurah-Murray area highlights the need for a similar facility. The Murray 
nnrcl1i"IT the possibility of building a regional sporting facility somewhere near Ravenswood, and I 

that proposal. 

of $2.26m has been allocated for monitoring the Dawesville Channel which has had 
results. Water clarity and salinity levels are good and the nodularium has almost gone. The 

a great success but we must continue to monitor it. 

of $75 000 has been allocated towards continued marketing of the wonderful Forest Heritage 
Dwellingup. Not only has it attracted hundreds of tourists but also at the end of two years it will 
20 or 30 students a degree in arts specialising in fine woods. Some $97 000 has been allocated 

enterprise centre at Mandurah. A growing area requires employment. This money was 
to an appropriate cause which is doing a good job. I could carry on, but I must mention the funds 
for improvements to recreational and sporting facilities in Mandurah. 

and Football Club is given the new Western Australian Football League licence -
be announced on 1 June - more money will be needed to upgrade the Rushton Park 

Some the $56 000 allocated could be spent on a new scoreboard, turnstiles and changing rooms. 
"Peel Pirates", or whatever they will be called, will move into the W AFL competition with grand 

of $15 000 was allocated to top off a coastal management plan. Down our way are some of the 
in Western Australia and this coastal management plan is an environmental investment. It 
in conjunction with local government. A committee of 12 people will be nominated and 

of them wiIllook after different sections of the beaches; for instance, Madora to Mandurah 
one section and others will be Mandurah to Halls Head and my area, the three beaches of Avalon, 
and Rakoa Street beach. 

become coastal watchdogs. Across Dawesville Channel going south are the wonderful beaches 
Thicket, White Hill, Melros and the like. Someone will look after that section of the beaches as 

worry was that Dawesville Channel was trapping some of the sand and preventing the natural 
drift, thus stripping away some of the beaches. I am pleased to say that the bypass machine is 

the sand under the channel so that it gets on its way to the north, so the beaches have 
particularly Avalon and the tip of Falcon beach. It looks as though all the scientific 

at went into the Dawesville Channel has been justified. 

the allocation of $20 000 to complete the stromatolite viewing boardwalk at Lake Clifton. I 
vigorously over the past three years for this environmental area. The stromatolites are about 

years old and there are only about nine such groups throughout the world. There were some at 
but, whether due to the bore water or people walking over them, they died. We must keep the 

stromatolites alive and open to view by tourists. The boardwalk is being built. I looked at it 
. It extends about 150 metres into the lake and then goes alongside the stromatolites. When 
on the boardwalk looking at the water the stromatolites look like large rocks, but they are 

I~ 
I 
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breathing and 200 000 years old, and one gets a little emotional about where we are going and where we 
have been. The $20 000 is a wonderful addition to our budget so that we may finish off the railings and 
toilet and parking facilities. It will be about eight weeks before it is open and then the tourist buses will 
begin to visit Lake Clifton. 

In Mandurah we are building a cultural centre and, although it belongs to the Mandurah electorate, a lot of 
the Murray population will visit it. Some $11.8m was given in this Budget to complete the project. When 
it is finished the Mandurah cultural centre will be a showpiece for the area. 

I congratulate the Minister for Health, Hon Kevin Prince, for allocating $750000 of the $81m health 
service budget to boost the Peel health services. The population explosion in my area means that we need 
extra assistance for health funding. We have done pretty well. The Well Women's Clinic received 
$15000; the child and adolescent mental health program picked up $180000; oncology received $30000 
in extra funding; and the Be Active Every Day program received $22 500. They are only small amounts 
but they will promote activities that encourage people to stay healthy. The Falls in the Elderly program 
will receive $25 000. Everyone is aware that we have an enormous number of elderly people in our area, 
and to train people how not to fall is a good investment. 

The other day I went to the theatre at the Mandurah hospital and was privileged to see for the first time a 
$37 000 cystoscope brought into the hospital to treat prostate patients. In the Peel region 25 per cent of the 
population is aged over 50 years. The machine is vital for the area. The machine has a tentacle-like 
flexible arm with two eyes. One eye has a camera at the end of it and the other has a wide cable through it 
with a claw-like nipper. The tentacle is placed in the urethra and manoeuvred up the penis right up to the 
bladder. Do not flinch, member for Victoria Park! While the specialist is looking at the monitor the nurse, 
using the fine, claw-like nippers, is able to take a sample of the growth for biopsy. The machine is 
absolutely magnificent. This will mean that the patients will be able to go home sooner and recover more 
easily and so more beds will be available. The member for Mandurah and I, as member for Murray, made 
some pre-election promises: One was that we would guarantee that our areas would have a doctor in 
charge on a 24 hour emergency basis. I am pleased to say that with the extra funding during the year we 
were able to appoint Dr Peter Burke who is responsible for all emergency cases, medical administration 
matters and the coordination of the 24 hour emergency service for the Peel Health Service. Both the 
member for Mandurah and I are very proud of that achievement. 

I mention the marina for Mandurah. 

Dr Gallop: Are you up to date on the privati sed hospital for the Peel area? 

Mr MARSHALL: I have a lot of other things to say in my limited time, and I know that the member for 
Victoria Park will be speaking about health. I will answer him when he speaks. 

Dr Gallop: Is the contract signed and valid? 

Mr MARSHALL: I promised that there would be an enlarged hospital at Mandurah and that it would be 
started before the next election. I have never broken a promise in my life, and I do not intend to see that 
promise broken. I am the new breed of politician who keeps his promises. I can look in the mirror and 
say, "They do not make them like you every day. You are an honest person." The young whippersnappers 
on the other side went to university and just read books, and I sometimes wonder what they do. 

Dr Gallop: You are close to the action. 

Mr MARSHALL: Does the member for Victoria Park mind if I tell him about the marina in Mandurah? It 
will broaden his narrow education. The marina is a vital part of Mandurah's future infrastructure, because 
it will be good for not only the growing number of vessels, but also industry, tourism and employment. 
The task force has been working for four months on the preliminary plans for a marina in Mandurah. Four 
options are up for consideration. I like the one for a marina with 350 pens, with 20 pens for fishing boat 
repairs, which will bring the offshore yacht club, the sailing club and the sea rescue under one roof, as it 
were. It would have one of the greatest clubhouses in Western Australia with beautiful views of the Indian 
Ocean and the estuary. It would have plenty of room for banquets and entertainment and good bar 
facilities. 

What will happen in Mandurah in the future is breathtaking. Outstanding hospitality will be encouraged by 
245 residential short stay accommodation units. The Peninsula Hotel will be upgraded. There will be a 
200 bed resort hotel and 35 short stay chalets, and on top of all this a wide selection of restaurants. Many 
members may have travelled to Fisherman's Wharf in San Francisco. They know how exciting that is. 
They will not have to travel overseas again but can go to Mandurah for the same effect. There is little 
doubt that when the marina is built it will be the jewel of Western Australia's tourist industry. I get so 
excited when I talk about my electorate that I could continue doing so all day and all night. However, I 
will conclude with good and bad news. The bad news is that burglary, breaking and entering and 
associated violence is as bad in my electorate as in most parts of Western Australia. I know that the 
Premier will keep his promise and we will have 800 extra police by Christmas. Some of them will spill out 
into the country areas and law enforcement will be seen to be doing a better job. 

I agree with people in my community who say that sentences imposed for criminal offences are inadequate. 
Our police officers must feel that justice is being done. I want minimum sentences set with increasing 
severity for second and third offences. I know that members opposite relate to my comment as we all come 
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from humble upbringings. Australians save to own a car and a house, and it can be devastating if these are 
damaged. Many people do not have adequate insurance. If one is young and has the vigour, time and 
employment to recover such damage and make up ground, it is not so devastating. However, petty house 
robbery and vandalism - which may not seem significant to some people - can be demoralising for elderly 
people, particularly when it involves the loss forever of family heirlooms, treasured photographs and 
mementos. Young people who break and enter must understand what such actions mean to the elderly. 

Now to the good news: Mandurah has become such an exciting place for tourists that I can see it becoming 
the festival city of Western Australia. The success of the Mandurah Festival is well known. The member 
for Victoria Park is going t~ sleep, or is he sulking because he wants to talk only about health! 

Mr Brown: It is your riveting speech which is keeping him awake. 

Mr MARSHALL: I thank the member for Morley for coming into the Chamber to listen to my speech. 
The success of the annual Mandurah Festival, the boat show, the fishing contest, the festival of song and 
the Kanyana Carnival prove that Mandurah is seen to be the place for fun and relaxation. Dwellingup has 
its annual log-chopping event; the Pinjarra Rodeo is world class; the Fairbridge Arts Festival is a classic; 
and the Pinjarra racing and trotting cup days are very special, and they all complement the Mandurah 
promotion. 

New Orleans is known as the mardi gras city of the world, and regular promotions attract tourists from 
around the world to that city of jazz. Broome successfully runs its Mango Festival, racing round and 
Shinju Matsuri Festival to attract visitors. The time is right for a special committee to be formed in 
Mandurah to harness this tourist potential. This should comprise representatives from council, tourist, 
business and community groups and others to work towards regular, year-round promotions to attract 
people to Mandurah. 

Dr Gallop: Call it "Mandurah 2000'" 

Mr MARSHALL: The member should sit back and close his eyes and imagine this: A big opportunity 
exists for Mandurah to become the country and western city of Western Australia. This has not been done 
before. Imagine the best performers from around the country being attracted to Mandurah for one weekend 
a year. Each Friday about 500 ladies and a few men bootscoot Mandurah. Imagine 5 000 bootscooters by 
the foreshore! People would drive 50 minutes on the freeway from Victoria Park and from Lathlain to 
attend such an event. It would be very successful. 

In Maine, in the United States of America, the annual lobster chowder is a major attraction. Mandurah is 
renowned for its blue manna crabs, but where is the crab chowder and the crab festival? The opportunities 
for tourist promotion in my electorate are mind-boggling. However, Pinjarra must not be overlooked. The 
town's heritage venues and idyllic grass riverbanks would lend themselves perfectly to the promotion of a 
jazz festival similar to that at York. The tourist potential in my electorate is enormous, and my proposals 
would surely receive the backing of all community groups. If the potential were realised, Mandurah would 
be the festival city of Western Australia. In closing I congratulate the Premier and Treasurer for restoring 
financial credibility to our State, and thank him for recognising the needs of Murray in this year's Budget. 

DR GALLOP (Victoria Park - Deputy Leader of the Opposition) [5.45 pm]: I will not attempt to 
compete with the member for Murray in his fine support for the district in which he lives as a tourist 
attraction in Western Australia. Undoubtedly, it has such potential. However, bigger issues must be dealt 
with when considering the Budget. It is easy to applaud the Government when picking out items of 
expenditure from the Budget. With a Budget of about $6 billion, one can always pick out items and argue 
their benefit to particular constituents. However, it is more interesting to consider the approach of the 
Government in this Budget. Indeed, it is important to take a long term view. It is easy to assess a 
Government in relation to one Budget, but one must compare a Budget with earlier Budgets to understand 
the Government's intentions. Also, it is necessary to consider forward estimates to determine government 
predictions. When doing that, one finds that this is a classic pre-election Budget. One can conclude that 
the Budget represents not the fundamental thinking of the coalition, but short term ways to win a few votes 
before the next state election. I will illustrate that point later in my speech. 

One can isolate and analyse many areas relating to this Government's performance, but I shall focus on two 
such aspects in some preliminary comments. First, the Government is hostile towards accountability and 
other political reforms; and, secondly, the Government treats the public sector as an arena which should be 
plundered rather than as a set of institutions which should be protected and promoted. It is very sad that 
the Western Australian public sector is treated in this way. 

It is a huge disappointment that we are almost half way through 1996, and about eight months from the 
next election, yet very little has arisen from the work of the Royal Commission into Commercial Activities 
of Government and Other Matters. The Government wants to push back the work of the royal commission 
and the Commission on Government as far as possible. It believes the further back the reform agenda is 
pushed, the greater the reduction in public interest in those matters. The Government hopes that eventually 
support for the reform process will die. It has no commitment to these reforms - it believes they are stupid 
and are damaging to its interests. The Government understood that a head of steam was generated for these 
reforms, so it had to manage the situation but did not want to see the reforms implemented. First, it pushed 
back the Commission on Government as far as possible. Its expectation is that interest in issues will 
gradually diminish and that over time support for the reforms will die. That is the attitude the Government 



1528 [ASSEMBLY] 

takes towards the work of the royal commission and the Commission on Government. It is very 
disappointing. to the people of the State who thought that when the royal commission brought down its 
reports in 1992 we might be starting a new era in the State's history that would see the political system 
placed on a better foundation. Instead, the public has received a cynical response from the Government. 
At least I can say that the public has moved on regarding these issues and will regard the accountability 
reforms of this Government - or the lack thereof - as one of the issues for judgment at the next state 
election. The Opposition will be debating that point in the context of the election. 

Mr Cowan: We look forward to it. 

Dr GALLOP: The National Party is always keen to debate these matters because when we talk about 
political reform we are talking about the very existence of the National Party. If political reform occurred, 
the National Party's position in our society would be significantly reduced. 

Mr Cowan: You have been saying that for years. 

Dr GALLOP: We have not had the political reform yet. 

Mr Cowan: You have been saying that as an academic and now as a member of Parliament ever since I 
have been in this job - and that is more than 22 years. 

Dr GALLOP: I will ask the Deputy Premier a question and I hope that he will supply an honest answer: 
Why is he so hostile to the political reform process and, in particular, the electoral reform process? 

Mr Cowan: Even though it might be bitter for you to acknowledge it, you may have to acknowledge that 
the reform in the 1980s was instigated by the National Party. 

Dr GALLOP: It was not instigated by the National Party. It assisted with a number of reforms. National 
Party members are great believers in the old dictum that comrade Lenin had: Sometimes we must take one 
step back in order to move two steps forward. The National Party was keen to accommodate the Labor 
Party on proportional representation for the upper House, a more independent Electoral Commission, and 
the cessation of the parliamentary determined boundaries between the metropolitan and non-metropolitan 
areas. It went along with that to consolidate malapportionment. 

Mr Cowan: You are wrong again. 

Dr GALLOP: I am not wrong. 

Mr Cowan: We introduced those amendments. 

Dr GALLOP: The Electoral Reform Bill of 1986 was introduced by the Labor Government, then amended 
in the Legislative Council and returned to the Assembly. 

Mr Cowan: They were our amendments. 

Dr GALLOP: We have never denied the role of the National Party in that reform. However, the Deputy 
Premier should be more honest regarding his intentions in that respect. His intentions were to consolidate 
malapportionment by giving a little bit today. Whatever happens after the next election, there will be a 
more substantial reform of our electoral system than occurred in 1986-87. 

The second general issue I want to raise is the attitude the Government takes to the public sector. It 
disappoints me because the public sector has played such a key role in the development of our State. I am 
talking about not only economic development but also the social development of Western Australia. 
Historically, the State has been a great defender of the rights and interests of people wherever they live. A 
lot of the work of the State Government has been to ensure that wherever one lives in Western Australia, 
one has an equal chance and opportunity. I do not think the current Government does enough in that area. 
Given that the National Party claims to represent people in non-metropolitan areas, it has let people down 
on many important issues, the most obvious being the patient assisted travel scheme. Nevertheless, that is 
the role of the State. 

We have a new image of Western Australia. The State is now a marketplace; we want the private sector to 
get its share of the market action that has been created by contracting out and privatisation. In defence of 
their position, members opposite say that this is a new means to deliver the same end, but the mistake is 
that the ends and the means cannot be separated in that way. The new means - contracting out and 
privatisation - which has been created by the Government, as it says, to achieve old ends, will affect the 
ends themselves. The people who always claim that the end justifies the means are always incorrect. We 
cannot separate the ends and the means in that way. The means we choose to achieve an end influence the 
end itself. That is why the Government has it wrong. That is why the contracting out and privatisation 
process will diminish the quality of our public sector. 

Mr Bloffwitch: It is a direct result of the policies of the Federal Labor Government. 

Dr GALLOP: Perhaps my federal Labor colleagues had it wrong, and perhaps that is why they were beaten 
at the recent federal election. 

Contracting out and privatisation of the public sector are designed not just to shift profits to the private 
sector where no profits can currently be earned. They are also designed to bring new discipline to the work 
force because the Government wants to shift employees from the public sector to the private sector where 
the disciplines that apply will be different. 
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1 refer to an article from The Bulletin dated 23 April which was referred to me recently by my colleague the 
member for Perth. A book has been published by Anthony Sampson entitled Company Man: The Rise and 
Fall of Corporate Life. Anthony Sampson is a leading commentator on the industrialised, democratic, 
capitalist world. He has written The Sovereign State of ITT, The Seven Sisters and The Arms Bazaar. He is 
a mainstream liberal thinker. Considering the changes that have occurred in the ways Governments and 
corporations work he has concluded -

All through the whole world, particularly the Western world, you see the power of business has 
increased compared to government ... This is partly through privatisation, the collapse of 
nationalisation and . the reluctance of governments to try to run industries or fmancial 
organisations. In many ways corporations are much less accountable than governments. The boss 
of a big corporation has quite alarming powers to fire people in quite arbitrary ways, in a way that 
government could not or that nationalised. industries could not. 

The problem is that corporations don't have the long-term responsibility for stability and families 
that government used to have, so that has led to a much less secure existence for people. That 
insecurity is growing the whole time because companies don't want to be landed with the 
responsibilities for full employment or the old paternalistic responsibilities the corporate [world] 
used to have. 

The balance of power has shifted from Governments who regulate on behalf of the public interest and who 
intervene on behalf of the public interest, and in many jurisdictions we have sold out and shifted power to 
the private companies. That has resulted in increased insecurity and uncertainty in our community. That is 
reflected in so many ways in today's political system. Therefore, when I look at the prejudices of this 
Government I am entitled to be cynical about this Budget. In respect of education, disability services, and 
police, the Budget shows some increased interest in improving the role that the public sector can play. 
However putting that alongside the overall approach of the Government and the basic thrust towards 
policy, we should ask whether this new-found enthusiasm in the Budget will be sustained. I pose that 
question regarding this Budget. 

The overall political outcomes in any situation are always determined by the prejudices of the political 
actors rather than their public rhetoric. That is the most important point. It is what a person believes in his 
gut that determines his first response to a problem; it is a person's prejudices that ultImately determine the 
outcome. When considering the prejudices of this Government in regard to accountability and political 
reforms and as they relate to the public sector, I can conclude only that in the long term the Budget will 
represent but a minor phase in the history of the coalition Government, should it be re-elected. It will be 
seen simply as a pre-election Budget. 

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 pm 

Dr GALLOP: Budget Paper No 5, 19%-97 Economic and Financial Overview, has been largely prepared 
by the Treasury for the Government. When considering some of the underlying assumptions within the 
Budget - not only about what will happen next year, but also for the rest of this decade - some interesting 
implications can be drawn from the economic policies being pursued by this Government. Quite correctly 
the budget papers refer to what will be strong economic growth in Western Australia for the rest of this 
decade. The basis for this growth can be seen in the investment that is occurring in the economy and the 
export growth that will follow from that investment, particularly in the resources sector. It is predicted that 
Western Australia's economy will grow next year by 5.75 per cent; in 1997-98 by 6 per cent; in 1998-99 by 
5.25 per cent; and in 1999-2000 by 4.75 per cent. 

It is interesting, when we consider the economic strategy and policy of the coalition Government, that the 
Treasurer does not ask a simple question: Will that economic growth translate into full employment for 
Western Australian citizens? The answer to that question is no. In fact, if we consider the employment 
growth that will occur for the rest of this decade, we find that it is significantly behind the economic 
growth that will occur. Employment growth is projected to increase next year by 2.75 per cent; in 1997-98 
by 3 per cent; in 1998-1999 by 2.75 per cent and 1999-2000 by 2 per cent. Why is this? 

Western Australia is faced with the old problem that its strategies for economic development do not 
translate into full employment for the citizens of this State. That is because the economic growth is 
concentrated in capital intensive industrial projects of the resources sector. In other words, growth 
translates into jobs, but not enough jobs to bring down the rate of unemployment by anything but modest 
terms. That situation is exacerbated by population growth rates in Western Australia which are expected to 
be in the order of 2 to 3 per cent over the rest of the decade. 

Let us consider what this coalition Government is assuming about unemployment - one of the great social 
problems in Western Australia and in our nation. This is contained in the Treasury papers that have been 
presented with the' budget papers. For the rest of this decade - with all of this economic growth that is 
anticipated - the coalition Government assumes that the rate of unemployment in Western Australia will 
drop by only one-half of one per cent. The figures show the unemployment rate will be 7.25 per cent next 
year; in 1997-98 it will be 7 per cent; in 1998-99,6.75 per cent; and in 1999-2000,6.75 per cent. Despite 
all the economic growth that the Treasurer likes to talk about, there will be a fall in the unemployment rate 
of only 0.5 per cent. If that is not disturbing enough, even more disturbing is that the Government of 
Western Australia has integrated that rate of unemployment into its economic thinking. I argue for that 
proposition by referring to what the Government says about wages. Two factors will influence wages 
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growth: The first is the system of wage determination that exists and the relative bargaining power of the 
various players in the industrial scene; the second is the number of people presenting themselves for work 
at any point in time. In the first place this Government assumes that through its industrial relations 
policies, which it believes will radically reduce the power of the collective side of the work force - that is, 
the trade unions - and backed up by the policies of the national coalition Government which do the same 
thing, it will be much harder for labour to increase its share of the growth that will occur. Secondly, the 
coalition thinks that under the policies it is pursuing both nationally and in this State the rate of 
unemployment will not go down significantly. This is put clearly on page 45 of the Economic and 
Financial Overview which states -

The relatively subdued pace of employment growth in 1995-96 is likely to dampen wage demands 
over 1996-97. 

Here we have it: The Government is happy for that rate of unemployment to continue in Western 
Australia. That is because it is a useful discipline in the labour market, backed up by its industrial relations 
policies generally, to keep a lid on wages. Whether that succeeds through the whole economy remains to 
be seen, because some sectors of the economy experience shortages of labour, and they may engineer wage 
demands and increases that have a spin-off effect on the rest of the economy. Without a Federal Labor 
Government, which had an agreement with the unions on wages policy, it will be interesting to see how far 
that goes. 

I remind the Treasurer that Western Australia had a youth unemployment rate of 20.4 per cent as of March 
1996. It is lower than the national rate of 27 per cent, but it is still 20 per cent. One in five young Western 
Australians cannot get a job. What does this Treasurer do? He presents the budget papers in this House 
and he thinks we are all fools. We are looking at the projected rates for unemployment for the rest of this 
decade and the Treasurer expects that rate to stay at roughly what it is today. That is the complacency that 
exists at the core of this Government, and we will see it at the national level too. What policy does this 
Government have for unemployment? It will keep it at about 7 per cent. 

Mr Cowan: When did you ever get to 7 per cent? When was it last at 7 per cent? This is an interesting 
question. As an academic, you might be able to tell us. When was it last at 7 per cent? 

Dr GALLOP: The Government would like to see the unemployment rate stay at 7 per cent. It is the core 
planning in the budget papers. 

Mr Cowan: When was the unemployment rate last at 7 per cent in Western Australia? When was that? 

Dr GALLOP: That is not the issue I am raising; I am looking to the future. If a Labor Government were in 
power, it would be most unhappy with these projections and would be looking at policies to reverse them. 
The assumption in the Budget is continuing high rates of unemployment for Western Australian citizens. 

The second point I wish to make is about commonwealth grants. The estimated annual revenue for 1996-
97 indicates that 39 per cent of recurrent revenue is from the Commonwealth, and capital is only 5 per cent 
of the total - not such a significant part. The Treasurer has introduced this Budget on the assumption that 
commonwealth revenue will go up from $2.47b to $2.49b this year - a very modest increase. We know 
John Howard plans to take $8b froln the budget outlays. That must have a significant impact on the States. 
It is interesting that the Treasurer has very little to say about the impact this may have on the state Budget. 

Let us look at the health side of the equation as it relates to commonwealth grants. The Commonwealth 
contribution to our state health system is very significant. Indeed, it is most important that we now send a 
loud and clear message to John Howard that we cannot afford to have reductions in commonwealth 
contributions to our state health scheme. The Treasurer thinks he can get around this argument by saying 
in the budget speech that if specific purpose grants from the Commonwealth fall, so too will the State's 
contribution. -

I remind the Treasurer of the specific purpose grants to the health system of Western Australia that come 
from the Commonwealth Government. This Budget assumes grants for hospital funds of $503m; the home 
and community care program of $48m; dental health services of $10m; the blood transfusion service of 
$7m; the national mental health program of $2.5m; and the early detection of cancer in women program of 
$4m. These are tied grants to the States to the tune of $574.5m, and there are other programs as well. Is 
the :rreasurer saying that if the Commonwealth reduces its hospital grant, the Government will need to 
reduce its calculation as well? If the home and community care grant is reduced, will we also reduce our 
funding? The impact on health in Western Australia under that scenario will be very significant. 

Let us look just at hospital grants. We spend about $lb on our hospitals in Western Australia, down by 
OJ per cent in real terms in this Budget. The Commonwealth Government gives us about $500m under the 
Medicare Agreement, a specific purpose grant. If that grant is cut and the Treasurer says that we will have 
to cut the amount of money we spend from the state Budget, we will see major consequences for health 
care in Western Australia. 

How can the Premier say that should such a grant be reduced, corresponding cuts by the State will be 
forthcoming? We simply cannot afford to have any cutbacks in our health system, which has already been 
severely damaged under three years of a coalition Government. I point out that all of my comments about 
commonwealth grants to health are made in the context of a health allocation which will continue to pose 
problems for those working in the system. 
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Let us look at the facts relating to the 1996-97 Budget. The total health expenditure is up by 0.6 per cent in 
real tenns; total expenditure on hospitals is reduced by 0.3 per cent in real tenns; and over 363 staff will be 
taken from the hospitals as the contracting out policies continue. For all of this Government's talk about 
placing health expenditure on a stronger foundation, it is just keeping pace with inflation. In the hospital 
sector we will see a reduction in real tenns. 

The consequences of the impact of Western Australia's projected population growth are even more severe. 
Real per capita health spending next year is down by 1 per cent. Real per capita spending on the hospital 
sector is down by 2 per cent next year. The problems in the hospital sector will continue. The injection of 
$81m that occurred this year simply staved off a financial crisis in our hospitals; it did not put the hospitals 
back on a proper foundation. The same old story will continue: Tight budgets in hospitals. They may be 
even tighter when we see the federal Budget. A continuation of contracting out and privatisation will lead 
to staff cuts, declining quality in the delivery of services and the redirection of scarce health resources to 
consultants and others not directly related to the health care system. 

Mr Board: Do you believe the public health system is under greater pressure than it would have been? 

Dr GALLOP: I will come to that issue of greater pressure. The member is about to tell me that it is 
because of the declining number of people with health insurance. The forward estimates tell us this about 
health: The Budget assumes that the public health system is trying to cope with modem Western 
Australian society and all its complexities. In the next two years we will see a 0.01 per cent increase in 
expenditure; the year after a 0.03 per cent increase; then in 1998-99 a 1.7 per cent reduction; and in the last 
year of the decade a 1.9 per cent reduction. 

This Government has no interest in our public health system. Its perception of public health is to take 
money out, not to give money to the system so that people who work in it can provide a decent service. Its 
view of health is to take money out, shift some of the money to private contractors and, in general tenns, 
not to promote our public health system. The interests of this Government are towards private health 
insurance and the private hospital system. Those are its prejudices. As I said before, its prejudices 
detennine policies, not rhetoric. 

I will deal specifically with the argument of the Minister for Health that the declining rates of private 
health insurance are the core problem of the Western Australian health system. The Government 
continually argues that this is the major cause of demands on the Western Australian public health system. 
I have in front of me a document prepared by both the Commonwealth and State Governments last year. It 
was given to me by the former federal Health Minister and member for Fremantle, Dr Carmen Lawrence. 
It looked at the impact on our public hospital system of declining rates of health insurance. To do this four 
steps were taken: First, the numbers dropping out of private health insurance were estimated; secondly, the 
hospital utilisation rates by those persons were estimated; thirdly, the quantum of hospital services 
consumed by those persons was estimated; and, finally, the cost of the quantum of this hospital care was 
calculated. To do that we can either use a marginal cost system, by which we assume the capital and 
overall structure of the system and look at the marginal cost of the increased number of people presenting 
themselves at hospitals, or we can look just at the average cost of providing a health service for each 
patient, each bed day. Whichever calculation is taken will affect the result. It is interesting that we can 
take either a marginal cost approach or an average cost approach and we.can make different assumptions 
about the utilisation impact of declining rates of health insurance. 

Tonight I will indicate to the Parliament the range of results. I will not say that one of those calculations is 
better than the other. The study was done in 1993-94 over a 15 month period and I have converted that to a 
12 month period. Over that 12 month period about 28 000 people dropped out of private health insurance 
in this State. That figure accords with the sort of estimate the Government often uses. On a marginal cost 
basis - in other words, working out the extra consumables to pay for the new people who present 
themselves to the system -

Mr Board: Why did they drop out? 

Dr GALLOP: I am talking just about the impact on the public hospital system. First I will consider the 
marginal cost assumption. The impact for 12 months in Western Australia was between $1.6m on one 
estimate to $4m on the other. Let us consider average costs, which of course give a more favourable result 
from the point of view of the State's argument of the impact: It varies from $4m to $8m. Let us take the 
most favourable scenario from the State Government's point of view: What was the impact on our State's 
public hospitals of those 28 000 people leaving private health insurance in 1993-94? At most it was $8m. 
That represents 0.75 of 1 per cent of the hospital budget for that year, which was $1058m. This 
Government's health and budget policies are based on a myth. The myth is that the major impact on our 
State's public hospitals has come from declining rates of private health insurance. What a joke: 0.75 of 1 
per cent! The Minister for Health is on the air waves every day. Do members know what his real agenda 
is? It is to denigrate the public health system and to get people to shift over to private hospitals. It has 
nothing to do with promoting our State's public hospital system. I make it clear that the people on this side 
of the House believe in public hospitals and Medicare and will support those institutions. 

I will move to another issue of contemporary interest - Mt Henry Hospital. This issue has been on the 
agenda for nearly three years. The predecessors of the Minister for Health have decided to close Mt Henry 
and redistribute the functions to other institutions, one of which will be a private nursing home on the 
existing site with only 50 beds. 

....., 
I 
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Mr Bloffwitch interjected. 

Dr GALLOP: The trouble with the member for Geraldton is that he does not understand what motivates 
people on this side of the House. He does not understand that my grandfather became committed to the 
Australian Labor Party when the workers' homes were created by the Scaddan Government. From that 
point on he did not vote any other way because of government revenue committed to providing equal 
housing opportunities in Geraldton. Does the member know why that happened? It was because of the 
belief in the public sector. We on the Labor side of politics believe that of course people should have 
freedom of choice; we do not deny them that. 

Mr Bloffwitch: You want the Government to do everything. 

Dr GALLOP: No, we do not; we want freedom of choice. However, when people choose to go into the 
government system in health and education, it must be a first class system. That is the real freedom of 
choice, my friend. Let us consider Mt Henry Hospital. 

Mr Tubby: Have you been to the Amaroo nursing home? 

The SPEAKER: Order! 

Dr GALLOP: I have, and it is an excellent nursing home. Has the member for Roleystone been to some of 
the nursing homes in my electorate? They are a disgrace. 

Mr Tubby interjected. 

Dr GALLOP: That has not been denied. Some have gone happily, and some not so happily. That was 
never the issue. The member should listen to the argument. The Opposition's position was not that people 
should not have the freedom of choice to stay or leave Mt Henry; it was to maintain their right to have a 
choice - something former Minister Foss wanted to take off them. There are two questions about Mt 
Henry: The first is whether the residents of Mt Henry were put under undue pressure to make them shift to 
other institutions. Luckily there is a friends and supporters of Mt Henry group that advocates on behalf of 
the people there whenever the pressure goes on. This pressure went on recently, and Chum Taylor, Mary 
Isles and Derrick Forster from the group told the management of the hospital that that was not on. I am 
pleased that the Health Department has sent a letter to the hospital saying that people will not be put under 
such pressure. 

Mr Tubby: All you do is frighten people back into the comfort zone. They do not have a choice because 
they don't know anything different. 

Dr GALLOP: This is ridiculous. They have experienced Mt Henry and they want to stay there. 

Mr Tubby: Because they don't know anything different. 

Dr GALLOP: I thank the FUhrer very much for telling my friends at Mt Henry what they should choose. 
That is what the people at Mt Henry think of the member for Roleystone. He would understand why they 
think that. The more he says things like those he said tonight, the more they will think that about him. 

The second question is: Is it a good policy to close Mt Henry? In both senses the Government has failed. 
The first issue is that from time to time the residents of Mt Henry have been put under great pressure to 
shift. Only through the good work of the friends and supporters have their interests been protected. The 
second issue is whether it is a good policy. The Labor Party, the Australian Nursing Federation and others 
involved think that a much better policy would be to rebuild Mt Henry as a premier institution for aged and 
continuing care, supplementing and complementing the federally funded non-government nursing homes 
sector. The only debate then would be about how many beds would be required and what range of 
functions would exist. That would have been a useful debate. However, this Government was hellbent on 
privatising and closing Mt Henry to reduce the power of the Australian Nursing Federation and the 
arguments it has developed over the years about aged care. It cannot stand people having collective views 
and being able to see those views carried through in the system. When there is any collection of state 
government facilities that give some power to organised labour, the Government will try to take it away. 
As sure as eggs it will do it every time. That is what is being done at Mt Henry. 

Mr Tubby: You want to keep them all in the dark ages. 

Dr GALLOP: Has the member for Roleystone read the nursing federation's document on Mt Henry? 

Mr Tubby: No. 

Dr GALLOP: I will send him a copy tomorrow. It would in fact take Mt Henry into the twenty-first 
century as a premier institution. However, the Government's approach is to close it down and to shift it to 
different parts of the health system. It is to have a 24 bed restorative unit somewhere, a 20 place day 
hospital somewhere else, a new therapy block at Osborne Park, and a 50 bed nursing home on the site of 
Mt Henry. The Labor Party believes this is more expensive and less effective. I will not go into that 
argument again tonight. I stand in the Parliament tonight simply to ask the Government to consider 
seriously an offer that has been made to it by the friends and supporters of Mt Henry. At a meeting of that 
group last night, which I attended, the friends and supporters, including many of the patients, passed a 
resolution that despite their support for Mt Henry and their wish to see it stay in place and be rebuilt as it is, 
they understand that the Government has made a decision on it. They do not like it, but the Government 
has made that decision. 
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They now want to influence the decision. The request they have put to the Government is that, firstly, in 
the interests of the spirit of compromise in the community the proposed 50 bed nursing home be a 
government owned and managed facility so that the State Government continues to have an interest and 
involvement in aged care. They are concerned that when it is devolved to the non-government sector the 
State Government will lose interest in aged care matters and the group does not believe that is a good thing. 
Secondly, the group wants the site that is available for the new 50 bed nursing home to be expanded so that 
if more beds are required the space will be available. On behalf of the group I put its request to the 
Government. I understand the group has met with the Minister and has put a similar request to him. It 
must be kept as a government managed and operated nursing home. If that cannot be done it should at 
least be kept as a community based facility and the site should be extended to provide room for expansion 
in the future. 

The group wants to keep Mt Henry, including the restorative unit, the palliative care unit, the slow stream 
rehabilitation and the special care beds for those people who do not fit into the government sector. They 
want it rebuilt like the Princess Margaret Hospital for Children or the King Edward Memorial Hospital, Of 
course, the Government would not accept that. It has gone for the more expensive operation of dissipating 
the services provided by Mt Henry throughout the Western Australian health system. The aged of Western 
Australia will lose out from that action and it is an argument which the Opposition will take up in the 
election campaign. I hope the Government will consider the offer from that group in the spirit in which it 
is given. The group does not agree with the Government, but it is willing to work with it to achieve its 
objectives if the Government agrees with the two requests it has put to it. 

I return to the point at which I started. The prejudices of the coalition Government will ultimately 
determine outcomes in Western Australia. The pre-election elements of this Budget are simply pre
election elements. They will be gone when the Howard Budget comes down because it will undercut some 
of the assumptions in this Budget. Should the coalition Government be returned to office, the old 
prejudices about the public sector and the role it plays in society will come back into operation and the cost 
cutting, contracting out and privatisation will continue. Members should treat this Budget not in terms of 
the dollars attached to it, but the prejudices that this Government has displayed over the three years it has 
been in office. 

MR BROWN (Morley) [8.03 pm]: I am pleased to make a contribution to the budget debate. In 
opposition it is sometimes difficult to predict what a Budget will bring. However, this is a pre-election 
Budget and some members have been predicting what it will bring for a long time. It is perhaps apposite 
that I refer to page 11386 of Hansard, which records a debate on the third party motor vehicle insurance 
arrangements which the Government introduced in 1994. In Committee a debate took place between the 
Minister and me about the third party motor vehicle levy. We were debating exactly when the levy might 
be removed. It is instructive to read what was said at that time. The Hansard report reads -

Mr BROWN: .,. Currently, people come to me about the $50 levy week after week, and I tell 
them that the intention of the Government is to remove the levy in due course, as I understand it. 

Mr Kierath: In the year 200 1. 

Mr BROWN: I think it will be before that time. It will be removed sometime before 1997. 

Mr Kierath: You are not suggesting that it will be before the next election! 

Sometimes we complain about matters not being transparent, but the decision to remove the $50 levy prior 
to the next election has been transparent to anyone who has a modicum of political nous. I refer members 
to the Hansard of 22 August 1995 at page 6737. I put the following question to the Premier -

(1) Has the Premier discussed the prospect of the $50 levy on third party motor vehicle 
insurance being abolished prior to the next election. 

(2) If so, in what context has this prospect been raised? 

(3) Is it true that work -

(a) has been; 

(b) is under way; 

(c) is planned, 

on ways to remove the $50 levy prior to the next election. 

Like the answers to so many questions in this place, the answer to that does not really answer the question I 
asked. It is important to put in context the decisions that have been made by the Government in this 
Budget. 

I refer members to a survey which I conducted in my electorate to gauge people's views about the 
measures that the Government should be taking in the pre-election year. It has been known for some time 
that this year's Budget would be in considerable surplus and that as it was a pre-election year the 
Government would be looking to hand out largesse wherever possible to maximise its electoral prospects. 
There is no secret about that. The survey I conducted in my electorate gave people the opportunity to 
comment on where the resources should be applied. The survey included questions on taxes and charges, 
law and order, families and health. I considered it important to carry out a survey like this because it is one 
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thing for members of Parliament to come into this place and express their personal view or their party's 
view; however, it is another thing for them to come into this place and faithfully report the views of their 
electorate as best as they have been able to determine them by going to the electors and asking them to 
respond to a survey on certain matters. I will go through the results of that survey and the sorts of services 
that people in my electorate want the Government to provide. The fIrst issue that came out of the survey 
related to taxes and charges. Over 80 per cent of those who responded called for the abolition of the $50 
car registration levy. It is pleasing that that levy has been abolished, as many people predicted it would be, 
prior to 1997. However, there were concerns about the general effect of taxes and charges on the overall 
cost of living and particularly about the ability of families to meet their own family budget requirements. 
Just under 70 per cent of respondents to the survey supported the reintroduction of the 150 kilolitre free 
water allowance and just under 70 per cent supported the removal of the 4¢ per litre fuel levy . What came 
through in this survey, in answer to the questions on taxes and charges and from comments made by 
constituents, was that there was a real concern about living costs and the way in which increases in taxes 
and charges had impacted on people's ability to stretch the family budget to meet ever-increasing costs. 
Increases in the cost of living are becoming a real problem for young families and for seniors on limited 
incomes who are finding it very diffIcult to make ends meet 

Concern was also expressed about the necessity for both members of the family to be in the paid work 
force to ensure the family has sufficient incoming resources. Concern was raised by other constituents 
about the Government's role in ensuring that people have a decent standard of living. Those concerns 
related to, on the one hand, increases in taxes and charges and, on the other hand, to such things as the 
industrial relations system and low wages as a result of changes that the Government has made to that 
system. It was clear from the survey that there was real community concern about the ability of ordinary 
families to survive in this day and age and enjoy a reasonable standard of living given the two things that 
have happened; that is, significant increases in taxes and charges over the life of the Government, and 
changes to the industrial relations system, the workers' compensation arrangements and third party motor 
vehicle accident arrangements - all of which have made people more vulnerable to being paid lower 
incomes. 

Around 65 per cent of respondents expressed a concern about the effects of the high education costs on 
families and the need to reduce those costs so that they become bearable. Also, around 65 per cent of 
respondents expressed concern about the need to replace inadequate school and college facilities, and close 
to 70 per cent expressed a need for the Government to undertake proper school maintenance. In addition, 
around 55 per cent want reduced class sizes, and almost the same percentage want an upgrading in the 
technology available to schools. Approximately 45 per cent want vocational training expanded. 

Comments made by constituents on educational services include a need for government to increase 
educational standards in the school system generally. Constituents said that the Government should be 
ensuring that all children, irrespective of the wealth or otherwise of their parents, should have access to 
good quality education so that they are able to make the very best out of whatever life's chances may 
present to them. There were concerns about the need for government to provide resources for early 
intervention for those children that have learning difficulties. A number of other concerns were raised 
about our education system. 

Four questions relating to additiGalal police, the upgrading of technology for police and courts, crime 
prevention, and community policing were put to constituents. Almost 80 per cent of constituents supported 
the view that greater emphasis should be given to crime prevention. I noticed in the budget papers an 
allocation of half a million dollars this year for crime prevention, but compared with what is spent on crime 
prevention projects that operate successfully in other countries and in some States, that amount will not be 
nearly enough to have a signifIcant impact on the levels of crime that we are currently experiencing. That 
is most unfortunate because international research shows that effective crime prevention has substantially 
reduced the level of crime in local communities and a number of techniques and methods used by local 
communities have not been expensive. They have, in many instances, revolved around greater 
coordination of existing resources and greater cooperation by different government and private sector 
agencies. It is somewhat disappointing that such a small amount has been allocated when crime prevention 
has been talked about for so long and the benefIts from a successful crime prevention strategy could be 
very signifIcant. 

Just over 65 per cent of the constituents surveyed supported an allocation of additional police. About the 
same number supported additional funds being provided for community policing. More than 50 per cent 
supported an upgrade of technology for the police and the courts. Some people commented about law and 
order. It is fair to say that this is a major issue in the community. People called for signifIcant funds to be 
injected into crime prevention projects. They expressed the view that the Government should be attacking 
the causes of crime to make Western Australia a better place in which to live. People called for stronger, 
harsher penalties. Some constituents proposed the introduction of corporal and capital punishment. 

The next matter dealt with by the questionnaire related to families. About 70 per cent identifIed youth 
unemployment as a key issue. Constituents in my electorate considered that the Government should be 
injecting funds into employment opportunities for young people. That view was reflected in the comments 
made and the concern expressed about unemployment, continuing long term unemployment, and the need 
for additional measures to reduce unemployment, particularly youth unemployment. Those issues came 
through in the responses received from my electorate. 
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One strong view was that resources should be allocated to reduce hospital waiting lists, and that the number 
of public hospital beds should be upgraded and increased. In that respect it is important to note that just 
under 80 per cent supported the view that hospital waiting lists should be reduced, and slightly more than 
that number saw the need for an upgrade and increase in the number of public hospital beds. If anyone is 
under the misapprehension that the community supports getting rid of or privati sing public hospital beds, 
that is not a view shared by 80 per cent of the people who responded to this survey in my electorate. 

Constituents also commented on the general issue of privatisation. Without being asked a direct question 
regarding privatisation, a number of people raised that as a major concern. People have a real worry about 
government assets being, sold and what the lack of a significant asset base in this State might mean for 
future generations. 

Needless to say, the role of politicians came under scrutiny by a number of constituents. Some expressed 
the view that members of this House and the other place were extremely well paid and enjoyed all sorts of 
perks that were not available to people on the Government's minimum wage of $317 a week. Other strong 
views were expressed about the need for the Government to listen, to refer major decisions to the 
community, and to seek community input before decisions were made rather than predetermining matters 
and simply ramming them through Parliament. The community expressed a strong desire to be consulted 
about issues of concern. Equal concern was expressed about the level of accountability and credibility of 
members of Parliament. The desire was that we should operate with integrity and honesty and genuinely 
seek to make decisions which cater for the best interests of the community at large rather than some 
narrow, sectional interests that tend to ignore or sideline real community concern. 

A number of other issues were raised in the survey which time does not allow me to address in total. 
Suffice it to say, the survey indicates that people want to be consulted. They want us to take note of their 
views. They do not want the Government, irrespective of its political persuasion, to impose legislation or 
taxes and charges that people do not want. People want to be involved in the decision making process in 
the best possible way. That is a reflection of the fact that today, perhaps more than any other time, people 
who responded to the survey and other people to whom I spoke no longer accept the view that they must go 
to the ballot box every four years, cast a vote and hand over to the Government of the day, whoever it is, 
the right to make all the decisions on behalf of the public of Western Australia. People want and demand 
to be involved in decisions that will affect their wellbeing, their families and their standard of living. Every 
member of this Parliament - that is, every member who wishes to remain a member of this Parliament -
should take note of that significant point. 

In my remaining time I wish to deal with the budget allocation to the Department for Family and 
Children's Services. A number of important issues arise from that budget allocation, considering the past 
three coalition Government Budgets. The first outstanding point regarding this department's budget 
allocation is to emphasise that any allocation of money will not necessarily be used. Members should not 
think that any money allocated to a particular area of interest - whether child care or any other area - will 
be used. In the last three Budgets of the Court Government we have witnessed a fudging of the figures. I 
will outline how this fudging has occurred and why. One could take a cynical view that the budget figures 
have been fudged for the past three years for the purpose of producing a good news story in the glossies 
that are developed after the Budget. Last year all the glossies were sent to non-government organisations 
across the State outlining the alleged significant contribution that the Government made through the 
Department for Family and Children's Services. 

It is constructive to look at the record. Let us consider the record on capital expenditure. This Government 
was critical of the former Government for allocating funds for capital works, not using those funds and 
trying to get away with creating a false image, without having any intention of using the funds for the 
purpos~ specified. The coalition's policy papers in January 1993 stated that under a coalition Government 
any money allocated for certain projects would be used for those projects, and the figures would not be 
fudged. It is important to compare the promises with the performance of the coalition Government to 
ascertain how they measure up. 

I refer to the first coalition Government's Budget in 1993-94 and the amount allocated to capital works for 
the then Department for Community Development, the forerunner of the Department for Family and 
Children's Services. In the first Budget of the Court Government $11.5m was allocated to the Department 
for Community Development for various programs, including improvements to the computer network. I 
remember the speeches in this House in 1993 when it was stated that the Government was under great 
stress with the Budget; it was difficult to balance and the Government had done a wonderful job in finding 
$11.5m to allocate to that department for capital works. 

I looked at the 1994-95 budget papers to see how much of that allocation had been spent. Only $2.7m of 
the allocation of $l1.5m was spent, a shortfall or fudge of approximately $9m. In 1994-95, $9.5m was 
allocated to this department under the capital works budget. The Government said it was a difficult year 
but it thought it was doing well to allocate this amount. Of that allocation, only $2.5m was used - another 
fudge of $7m. Two years in a row the glossies were published indicating what a wonderful job the 
Government was doing. It made the promises but it did not perform. Last year government member after 
government member pointed to the huge increase in the budget for the Department for Family and 
Children'S Services. They said it was tremendous that the Government had allocated almost $15m in the 
capital works program; members opposite were purring with delight because they thought it was terrific. 
That was the promise; what was,the performance? This year's budget documents indicate that only $6m 
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was spent. What has happened? In each of the last three financial years, 1993-94, 1994-95 and 1995-96, 
the capital works budget for Family and Children's Services has been fudged by amounts between $7m and 
$9m. 
Mr C.J. Barnett: I can remember making an almost identical speech from that same place in the House 
some years ago. 

Mr BROWN: The Leader of the House is probably right in saying that, and I raise the matter because in 
the Government's policy document released in January 1993 it accused the former Government of fudging 
the figures. It pointed to the amounts allocated and compared them with the amounts spent I have 
checked those figures and the Leader of the House was correct in saying that not all the allocation was 
spent, but the difference between the amounts was nowhere near as grotesque as the figures to which I have 
referred; for example, only $6m spent from an allocation of almost $15m. Under the coalition, it happened 
three years in a row so it was not a mistake. One could excuse a new Government for making such a 
mistake in its first Budget -

Mr Bloffwitch: It does not mean it all had to be spent in one year. 

Mr BROWN: I agree with the member for Geraldton, but this Government allocates the amount in one 
year and deletes it the following year. The Government releases the glossy brochures showing, by the use 
of tables, the increased allocation and so on. However, in the Budget the following year the increase is 
lost. This is the greatest thimble and pea trick ever because amounts allocated disappear. This is the 
classic thimble and pea trick. Traditionally the pea is under one of the three thimbles but the Government 
started the game by putting the pea in its pocket. There is nothing to find and the Government continues to 
fudge the figures. 

Mr Cowan: Did you fall for it? Don't answer that, it was a joke. 

Mr BROWN: I will respond to that for the Hansard record; it is not a question of whether the Opposition 
falls for it -

Mr Cowan: I was trying to contribute to your vaudeville act. 

Mr BROWN: It is a question of whether the families and the children fell for it. This Government says it 
is an honest Government, not a Government of trickery. The people were told by this supposedly 
accountable and honest Government that it would allocate a certain amount, but for three years, without 
fail, the figures have been fudged. One could be a little cynical about that. 

The situation is even worse: The figures are fudged in relation to children and child care. In 1993-94 an 
allocation of $1.6m for child care was not used. In the capital works budget for 1993-94, $1 625000 was 
allocated for the introduction and expansion of the national childcare strategy. How much was spent on 
that after the promises had been made? Only $2 000. The following year $2.8m was allocated. 

Mr Bloffwitch: An increase. 

Mr BROWN: But the Government had not spent the amount from the previous year. 

Mr Bloffwitch: It is still an increase. 

Mr BROWN: How much was spent? Only $5 000. The following year the allocation was increased - of 
course the Government had not spent anything - to $4.3m. I am sure that some of the backbenchers would 
have put a reference to child care in their newsletters. The budget papers provided the other day by the 
Treasurer show an estimated expenditure of $16000 out of the $4.3m allocated. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Look at the money we save. 

Mr BROWN: Yes, but look at the cynicism. Money that was allocated over the three previous financial 
years to be put into child care has not been used. In this pre-election financial year it will be used. The 
growing demand has been there all the way along but the Government has ignored it and said it was more 
important to hold the money back and expend it in the pre-election year than to provide those child care 
places to meet that demand. One can see why people have a modicum of cynicism about the political 
process. One can understand that, when this is done in a pre-election year and the demand has been there 
for years. Members opposite may not know about the demand for after school places, long day care places, 
community centres and others. 

Mr Shave: Why would we not know? 

Mr BROWN: If members opposite do know, they had better explain to their constituents who ask how all 
those recognised needs have simply gone begging for the last three years, not because no money has been 
allocated - it has been set aside in the Budget - but because it has not been used. 

Mr Bloffwitch: Why not ask why it has not been spent? 

Mr BROWN: We have asked. The fact is that the money has not been spent. We see a great deal of 
cynicism. This is the greatest political trickery that one could ever see, and at whose expense? It is at the 
expense of young families. It is very important to put that on record. 

Mr Shave: Do you know that our spending on disability services went up this year? 

Mr BROWN: I am glad the member for Melville raised that. We will have some very interesting 
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discussions in the Estimates Committee. The staff level went down by two and not up at a time when the 
demand was growing. 

Mr Shave: Money will be going out onto the street to the people rather than to staff. 

Mr BROWN: We will go through that and talk about some of the contractors who are being employed and 
the contracts they are on when we come to the Estimates Committee. The member should come along and 
enlighten himself a bit. 

Towards the end of last year, two days after Parliament rose, the Ministry was revamped and the previous 
Minister was given the onerous task of Minister for Water Resources. The former Attorney General 
became Minister for Family and Children's Services. I decided I should congratulate the new Minister for 
Family and Children's Services on her appointment. I was not sure it was an elevation but, in any event, I 
thought it would be nice to congratulate her. I set out in a letter to the Minister some of the things I thought 
she should do. It was a bit of friendly advice for which no fee was charged. When one looks at the list 
maybe I should have charged a consultant's fee. I fIrst referred to removing the offensive provisions from 
the new funding contracts that all non-government organisations were expected to sign. It was very good 
advice because those things were going off track. We had dreadful agreements which non-government 
organisations were told to sign. The new Minister brought anew, enlightened approach. Ministers were 
obviously told that it was a pre-election year and that they had to be nice to everyone else, and so all of the 
agreements were changed. I do not know whether it happened because I advised the Minister that she 
should change them but, in any event, it occurred. The second point in the letter that I wrote to the 
Minister was that she should reinstate the funding previously provided to non-government peak 
organisations such as the Western Australian Council of Social Services, the Women's Refuge Group and 
the Youth Affairs Council. That has not happened. The Government defunded the Western Australian 
Council of Social Services and then provided funds to it; defunded the Women's Refuge Group and not-

Mrs Edwardes: You will be pleased to know that has been done. 

Mr BROWN: I am disappointed that the Youth Affairs Council has not been funded. 

Mrs Edwardes: You will be aware that has been transferred to the Premier. Discussions have been taking 
place. 

Mr BROWN: I am very pleased about that. It is recognised that the decisions to defund the Western 
Australian Council of Social Services, the Women's Refuge Group, the Youth Affairs Council and the 
Council to Homeless Persons were abysmal. At least it is being recognised that they were shameful 
decisions. Whether this is a thimble and pea trick of funding them for 12 months, getting over the election 
and then ripping off the money from them again -

Mr Shave: We would not do that. 

Mr BROWN: It would be interesting to see. 

Mrs Edwardes: The agreement with the Women's Refuge Group is until 1998 and is not for 12 months. 
The other matters are still under discussion. Agreement has not yet been reached on the funding, the period 
of time and the purpose for it, but discussions are taking place. 

Mr BROWN: I am very pleased that the Govemment has seen the wisdom of its poor decisions. 

Mrs Edwardes: I thought you would recognise that. It is not recognising a poor decision but the work that 
those organisations have been doing. 

Mr BROWN: I am very pleased about that. They have always been doing that work, and everyone who 
knows those organisations knows the good work that they do. Unfortunately, my time has expired and I 
cannot go through my other points, but I will at another time. 

[The member's time expired.] 

MR GRILL (Eyre) [8.49 pm]: I welcome the opportunity to make some remarks about the Government's 
economic performance. I have already made some analysis of the specifics of the Budget and made 
remarks to the media which were carried last week and this week. On this occasion I will deal with one of 
the overlying structural problems we have in Western Australia, which is set to become worse; that is, the 
question of employment and unemployment. I know government members will say that we in Western 
Australia are doing well in relative terms on unemployment because we have about the lowest level of 
unemployment amongst the States at the present time. However, I say to those who put forward that view 
that the present rate of unemployment is high by historical standards and it is something of which we 
cannot be proud. It is something we should do much more to remedy. All of us would understand clearly 
the negative social consequences of high unemployment. They affect the individual's self-esteem. They 
have an effect on crime and lawlessness within our community and also on poverty. People who are 
unemployed in almost every community, including our own, slowly slide into poverty. There are huge 
negative financial and fIscal consequences of high unemployment. The Howard Government is now 
grappling with the question of meeting social security payments and the impact on the budget defIcit of 
putting out of work in the near future a range of public servants from various federal departments. There 
are critical negative budgetary effects of high levels of unemployment. Presently Australia has an 
unemployment rate of around 8.5 per cent, moving towards 9 per cent. Western Australia has a rate of 
unemployment which has varied between about 7 per cent and 8.5 per cent over the past couple of years. 
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Currently it is somewhere just below 8 per cent and one of the best results in the nation. However, that is 
not something of which we can be proud. I do not believe it is something about which Ministers can feel 
smug or self-satisfied. 

Mr Cowan: What were the figures when you were in government? 

Mr GRILL: We certainly had rates of unemployment quite a bit lower than they are at the moment while 
we were in government. 

Mr Cowan: When? 

Mr GRILL: On a number of occasions. I will show the Minister the figures later. 

Mr Leahy: It was from 1988 to 1990. 

Mr GRILL: The member for Northern Rivers certainly has that right. When I was young and when the 
member I was just addressing was young, which was not all that long ago, the rate of unemployment in 
Australia was between 1 per cent and 2 per cent. When in the early 1970s that level rose to 3 per cent and 
4 per cent and later to astronomic figures, the Labor Government was critically alarmed about it. The 
member for Northern Rivers has just given me the reference which indicates that between 1988 and March 
1990, at least, the unemployment rate was well below 7 per cent and got down to just above 5 per cent. I 
do not need to tell members that that was during the period of a Labor Government. I stand by the remarks 
I made a few minutes ago. 

Mr Shave: How many people were on training schemes? 

Mr GRILL: There were not as many then as there are now. I will deal with that in a moment because I 
believe the real level of unemployment in Australia today is much higher than the 8.5 per cent in rough 
terms Australia-wide and much higher than the figure in Western Australia of just below 8 per cent. 
Another factor is that the boundaries between the employed and unemployed have become blurred. Once 
upon a time people either had a full time job or no job at all. These days people are more likely to find 
themselves in part time employment. It is a somewhat outdated notion that the social security system of 
Australia is a safety net slung under a fully employed work force. It is not that any longer because a large 
number of people are only partly employed. In fact, the social security system, although still maintaining 
its role as a safety net, now provides income support for people on low incomes. That policy was adopted 
initially by Labor regimes and I understand that it will be continued and endorsed by the incoming 
coalition regime. 

Over the years we have witnessed a huge blowout in the amount of money the Federal Government pays 
through social security payments and income support. At present the Federal Government outlays $35b per 
annum for those sorts of payments. That represents about 8 per cent of the gross domestic product. The 
number of people as a proportion of the population who rely on social security payments of one form or 
another is one in four. The percentage of persons dependent on social security has risen dramatically over 
the past couple of decades. In 1971 some 10 per cent of the population relied on these types of payments. 
In 1983 the figure increased to 26 per cent; that is around the figure we have today. It plateaued in 1983 
and has not changed much since that time. However, I do not think that it is a source of celebration in 
Australia that one in every four people is on some form of social security payment. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Neither do I, but the difficult thing is to distinguish between how much of that is the 
demand side of the labour market and how much is the supply side; in other words, changing attitudes, a 
greater willingness to apply for benefits and increased participation rates. 

Mr GRILL: That is true. I acknowledge that Western Australia has a high participation rate. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: Over time it has increased for Australia too. That is a good thing, but it does affect the 
balance. ' 

Mr GRILL: I will endeavour shortly to contrast what is occurring in Asia with what is occurring in 
Australia, and what is occurring in Asian countries with what is occurring in western developed countries. 
I believe we have lessons to learn from Asia and that the former Prime Minister was correct in 
endeavouring to learn some lessons from that part of the world. I do not know whether we have learned 
them well enough. Frankly, I think there is much more to be learned. 

I return to the theme I was on a minute ago; that is, when we talk about employment and unemployment in 
Australia today, we are talking about a nebulous concept because many people have only part time work. 
A sizeable number of people in Australia today are underemployed. 

Mr Shave: I agree with much of what you say. You talk about an unemployment rate in 1970 of 1 or 2 per 
cent and people having fixed full time jobs. I agree with that; however, you must also recognise that in the 
majority of families I come into contact with, the husband and wife work. 

Mr GRILL: The member for Melville is right. However, half the jobs that have been created since 1980 -
the former Federal Government was pleased about its job creation rate - are only part time jobs and they 
have gone to the people the member has just identified; to married women in the main and younger people 
between the ages of 15 and 19. There are special problems with regard to those people. Researchers Bob 
Gregory, whom some members would know - he was at the University of Western Australia for a while 
and was at the Australian National University a couple of years ago - and Tom Karmel have predicted that 
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there will be no full time work at all for 15 to 19 year olds after about the year 2000 or 2001. That is the 
trend at the moment, and they say that by the end of the century, there will be no full time jobs for those 
people. 

That is one end of the market The other end of the market is blue collar workers. Hugh Mackay, in his 
book Reinventing Australia, indicated that about 25 per cent of skilled blue collar workers had lost their 
jobs over the past decade, and those jobs had not been replaced. Skilled blue collar workers, who normally 
would be the breadwinners in our society, have lost their jobs, and their wives and children have picked up 
the part time jobs. Therefore, the participation rate has increased, as the Leader of the House said a while 
ago, and women and childr~h have been able to get jobs, but they are lower paid jobs and they do not really 
compensate for the fact that the major breadwinners have lost their jobs. That is why there has been such 
disillusionment among skilled blue collar workers across Australia over the past few years. 

I said a while ago that unemployment in Australia is a vague term and is masked by other factors. One of 
those factors is that many young people these days - in fact, about two-thirds of our teenagers - are full 
time students, and the classification of those people determines what the unemployment rate looks like. 
The Federal Government is likely to classify them in such a way that if they are in any sort of training 
scheme or education, they are taken out of the work force figures. We have masked unemployment by 
putting young people and older people into training schemes. My children have undergone these training 
schemes, and from my observations most of them are mickey mouse schemes that do not amount to 
anything at the end of the day. They do not impart to those children skills that will enable them to get a full 
time job. 

Mr Bloffwitch: My daughter did a bookkeeping-secretarial course, and she was able to get a reasonable 
job. I think there are examples like that, although a lot of those courses do not lead to anything. 

Mr GRILL: Yes, and the point I am making is that people who undergo those training schemes are out of 
the work force and do not show up in the unemployment figures. While in some cases training schemes are 
successful, in many cases they are not. Unemployment is also masked by part time work, as I have said, 
and by the way in which we classify social security recipients. Federal government departments have 
tended to classify people in a way which has taken them out of the work force. 

Another example is Aboriginal people. Aboriginal people who undergo Community Employment 
Development programs, like many of the Aboriginal people in the central desert, which I represent, are also 
taken out of the unemployment figures. Therefore, we have a very artificial figure, and the real 
unemployment rate in Australia today is very much higher than the 8 per cent or 9 per cent that is bandied 
around. 

That leads us to a problem. It has been demonstrated in Australia historically that we need to get the 
growth rate up to around 4 per cent before we start to tackle unemployment. In the 1950s and 1960s, when 
I was relatively young, the world's economy grew fairly quickly at around 5 per cent per annum, and 
Australia followed that trend line, and there was virtually no unemployment. However, in the 1970s the 
growth rate world wide fell to about 3 per cent or 4 per cent. However, in the developed world it fell to 
about 2 per cent, and Australia went down with that, and our unemployment rate went through the roof. 
Since the 1970s the developing countries have returned to mass unemployment. That has not been 
reflected in the Asian countries, which have maintained high growth rates of about 8 per cent during the 
1970s, 1980s and 1990s, and at the same time they have been able to keep down the unemployment rate. 

Mr Leahy: Many of them have substantial public sectors too, which we are cutting back on. 

Mr GRILL: That is right. The latest figures which I have been able to get are for 1994, when the 
unemployment rate was 1.6 per cent for Taiwan; 2.1 per cent for Singapore; 2.4 per cent for Korea; 1.5 per 
cent for Hong Kong; 2.4 per cent for China, although I understand that has increased recently; and 2.2 per 
cent for Japan. The unemployment rate for Japan is now slightly above 3 per cent, and many people have 
grave forebodings about the Japanese economy, but I wish we could achieve a 3 per cent unemployment 
rate, particularly during a time of recession. I suggest that the Asian countries are doing immensely better 
than we are. 

The inflation rate in the western world in the 1950s, 1960s and 1970s was around 2 per cent to 3 per cent, 
as it was in Australia, but in the 1970s it increased to 12 per cent in Australia; in the 1980s it reduced 
slightly, but it was still high at 9 per cent; and in the 1990s it is around 3 per cent to 4 per cent, and 
possibly a bit higher. 

We have a lot to learn from the Asian countries, but before I indicate what those lessons are, it is worth 
outlining the types of economies at which we are looking. In the industrialised western world, we have 
seen in the past two decades slow economic growth, high rates of inflation generally, until quite recently, 
slow productivity growth, and mass unemployment However, in the developing Asian countries and in the 
developed Asian countries, including Japan, we have seen high economic growth, low inflation rates, quick 
productivity growth and low unemployment. We have also seen declining income ineqUality. The policy 
in Singapore is to endeavour to push up wage rates. That applies also to Taiwan, South Korea, Hong Kong 
and Japan, and to the newly industrialised countries of Malaysia, Indonesia and Thailand, and possibly now 
even to China and the Philippines. 

In contrast, in Australia and the developed countries we have seen an increasing inequality of incomes 
between the rich and the poor, and that is the case in Australia today. In developing that argument, I will 
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look at the structural shifts in the patterns of trade around the world over the past few decades. Australia 
relies, by and large, on the sale of commodities for the major part of its export income. Over the past 30 
years, the price of those commodities has fallen in real terms almost year in, year out, so that the real price 
for the commodities that we have produced over that period has dechned not just slightly but dramatically. 
The view of most economic experts is that that decline will continue, mainly because of technological 
advances, raw material savings around the world, and a shift towards consumption services. 

Mercantile exports in the past decade or two have become more and more concentrated in manufactures. 
Only in the Middle East or Africa do we find that the exports of minerals and petroleum products 
predominate. In 1980, 56 per cent of the world's mercantile exports were made up of manufactures. In 
1992, which was the latest figure I could find, 73 per cent of mercantile exports of the world were made up 
of exports. In something like 12 years there has been a dramatic shift in the pattern of trade towards 
manufactured goods. Nearly three-quarters of the trade that goes on between countries today is in 
manufactured goods. We do not have a very large share of that market 

I have a list of the top 20 countries as at 1992 in terms of gross domestic product At the top of that list is 
Switzerland with a gross domestic product per capita in United States dollars of $36 000. Second on the 
list, which was interesting, was Japan with $28000 per capita GOP. Sixth was the United States with 
$23 000. I had to come down to 17 to find Australia with $17 000. That was about half the per capita GOP 
of Switzerland and very much lower than the per capita GOP of Japan. Just below Australia on the list was 
Singapore on $15730. I read in the newspaper about six months ago that Singapore had overtaken 
Australia in terms of GOP per head of population. 

Mr C.J. Barnett Which does not necessarily translate into living standards. 

Mr GRILL: No, but it is one of the most critical factors that should be taken into account. 

Mr CJ. Barnett It is a measure of economic performance, but ignores the cost of housing, lifestyle, a 
whole lot of factors. Most Australians, even if our GOP per capita is less than Singapore's, would opt for 
the Australian lifestyle. 

Mr GRILL: I concede the argument. Nevertheless, I put that forward as an indicator. There are growth 
areas within our economy. Certainly, the growth area over the past couple of decades has been the mining 
industry. However, we also have potential in mining equipment, minerals processing, processed foods, 
health services, educational services, environmental services, building and construction, and information 
technology. When I was Minister for Economic Development, we gave very substantial financial help to 
the Orbital Engine Co Pty Ltd. 

Mr Cowan: An amount of $25.83m. 

Mr GRILL: Ralph Sarich is an old friend of mine. The strange thing about the W A Inc period, as it has 
been called, is that he never figured in that. He and his company were probably the biggest beneficiary of 
that period, but he remained unsullied through that period. 

One thing that is interesting about Sarich's Orbital Engine Company is that it prospered in Western 
Australia where we do not have a car manufacturing industry, where one would not think we would have 
an engine producing industry and where we would not believe that we would be developing leading edge 
technology or intellectual property for sale around the world. That is exactly what Sarich did during that 
period and what his company is still doing today. 

I do not think that we can be too exclusive in the list of areas that can be fostered for further growth and 
further employment development. We must create the right sort of climate and give help where it appears 
it is needed. Returning to Asia for a minute, those Asian countries that have grown dramatically over the 
past two or three decades are without precedent around the world. We do not have a western precedent 
which matches those economies. I will try to relate some of that to Western Australia. The W A economy 
grew at a fast rate from about the mid-1980s onwards. It has grown at that fast rate, apart from the 1990-92 
recession, until the present. In 1981-82, the Western Australian gross domestic product made up about 8.5 
per cent of the national gross domestic product. 

Mr Shave: You seem to be missing an issue here when you talk about Asian countries. A lot of their 
astronomical growth has been due to a low wage base. You talk about these Asian countries trying to 
derive equality of income. Is it not true that a lot of the big corporations that have gone into developing 
technology in these countries have done so because they have had access to a cheap labour base? 

Mr GRILL: Initially that was true. However, as I have indicated, many of them have developed very 
sophisticated manufacturing industries and their real wealth is now generated by those manufacturing 
industries. The Japanese have much higher wage rates than we do. 

Mr Shave: Many of the Japanese companies have gone to Indonesia and other countries where they have 
had access to lower wages. 

Mr GRILL: That is one of the major points I want to make. They have had industry policies and we do not 
have an industry policy. They have pushed offshore those lesser technology industries or low wages 
industries. We have no such policy. We have no overall industry policy and we need to develop an 
industry policy. In many ways the member has hit upon the crux of my argument. I will get onto that. 

The Western Australian economy has not diversified much over the past two or three decades. It is still 
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dominated by primary industry and by the mining of metalliferous ores and the discovery and exploitation 
of petroleum resources. I do not know where that will take us in the longer term. It seems to me that our 
economy cannot rely on mining alone to sustain it in the long term. I do not know where the jobs will 
come from. The mining industry and the mining processing industry do not create many jobs - probably 
only about 30000 jobs - therefore, I do not know where those jobs will be created by the mining industry. 
It has been and I think it will continue to be a weakness of our. economy that over the past couple of 
decades we have not developed other industries to complement the mining industry and the primary 
industries. There do not appear to be plans in place in the Budget we are discussing tonight or in the 
Government's longer term strategy to develop those further industries. Western Australia has been a lucky 
State in the past couple of decades. Some people say Australia has been the lucky country. I think that 
remark by Home was made somewhat tongue in cheek. 

Western Australia has been very lucky in the past couple of decades. In 1976 the last goldmine in the 
eastern goldfields was due to close. It did not close because the currency was devalued and gold became 
worth about 17 per cent more than it had been prior to devaluation. After that the price of gold went up and 
the huge goldmining industry developed. That industry is the biggest in the State today but it is largely due 
to luck. That industry could have closed altogether and it went within a whisker of doing so. Australia will 
not have new mining industries worth $3b to $5b coming along every decade to pull it out of trouble. 

Western Australia has the biggest gas and petroleum industry in Australia. The production from the State's 
offshore resources now surpasses Bass Strait. New resources of that nature will not develop every decade 
either. This State has been lucky in the past couple of decades not just in the goldmining and petroleum 
industries, but also in other parts of the mining industry. Those industries have burgeoned. Those factors 
cannot be relied on to carry the State through to the future as they have done in the past; plans need to be 
made to diversify and develop other industries, and I am concerned that it is not being done. 

In 1983 as a new Minister I went to Singapore and found that country had learnt its lesson about 
diversification. That country was setting up sophisticated servicing and manufacturing industries. As 
Minister for Transport I visited the docks. I could not understand why they had so many new portainer 
cranes on the docks. When I questioned the need for so many, explaining that in FremantIe we had only 
two or three but had as much container cargo as Singapore, I was told that Singapore was to be the biggest 
transshipment port in the world. In due course Singapore did become the biggest transshipment port in the 
world, but it had planned to do so and knew how to go about it. It had put in place all the strategies 
necessary to ensure that it would happen. The Singaporeans also indicated that they hoped to take over a 
large part of the financial services industry which was dominated by Hong Kong in Asia in 1983. 
Singapore looked forward to the time when Hong Kong would be handed back to mainland China, and 
when some of the financial service industries which had made Hong Kong their home for many decades 
would be looking for some assurance and would diversify to other places. Singaporeans decided a long 
time before that that they would endeavour to capture that particular trade: They have, and they continue 
to capture that type of trade. 

Those types of policies do not seem to exist in Australia, nor do they exist in Western Australia. 
Australians seem to rely on their luck in finding gold or some other metal or finding another offshore field 
of gas or petroleum, and that cannot continue. Even if that does continue, because of the highly 
mechaniSed and technological nature of that activity, it will not employ many people. 

On 2 May 1995, I was hit by a headline in the The Australian Financial Review. The front page of that 
paper carried the headline "Why Asia's tigers are tearing stripes off us". The sub-headline reads -

Forget the hoopla and hype about Australia becoming a key service centre for Asia - precious little 
is happening. ROGER HOGAN reports on how Singapore is stealing the lead, while Australia is 
increasingly being seen as out of place ... and out of the race. 

The article states -

AUSTRALIA has fallen badly in the race for Asia's latest bonanza: the relocation of part of Hong 
Kong's vast $135 billion international funds management industry. 

Uncertainty over the British colony's future after 1997 has prompted fund managers there to look 
at fallback locations within Asia. And Australia - despite its skilled workforce, high-tech 
infrastructure and lifestyle - is not even on the map. 

Instead, they are looking at Singapore, whose Government has launched an aggressive bid to 
capture their business by inviting them to manage part of its $53 billion Central Provident Fund 
mandatory savings scheme. 

But there is far more at stake - for both Singapore and Australia - than a larger share of the global 
funds industry. 

For Singapore, the move is part of a wider strategy to become a broad-based services centre for 
the fast-expanding East Asia region. 

Singaporeans were planning that at least a decade ago but probably longer than that. In 1983 when I was 
there they were putting that in place. How did they go about it: Did they simply rely on market forces to 
bring those service industries to Singapore; were they seIling off Singapore Airlines as we were selling off 
Qantas and the Commonwealth Bank? They were not. Singapore Airlines was being expanded and all 
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banks, whether privately owned or Government owned, were retained. In 1989, Temasek, the investment 
arm of the Government - to which I was introduced by Ken Court - was looking at investing in Australia. 
It had funds of about $5b and were looking at projects of not less than $20m. 

Australia does not have that approach to planning; it does not have those arms of government; it has not 
fostered its service industries in the way that Singapore has. That is part of the reason that its gross 
domestic product per capita has fallen behind Singapore. The Leader of the House agrees that that is not 
all of the argument but it is part of it and a good trend indicator. Why has that situation occurred in 
Singapore? Singaporeans have planned and have put in place incentives for industries to relocate. 

Mr CJ. Barnett: Another point to consider is that of scale. I may be wrong, but the total GDP of 
Singapore is $US70b. Australia's GDP is over $4OOb. Australia is a very large country in the Asia-Pacific 
region. Essentially there are Japan and Australia, with China emerging in the middle. If one then looks at 
Singapore, Malaysia, Thailand, and the Philippines and adds them up, one has an economy that is just 
about as big as Australia's. I agree with much that the member says but I classify the member in a line of 
argument that I call the Australian apologist. In Australia there is a tendency not to recognise this country 
as a significant one, one that is far bigger than the countries we speak about with adulation. 

Mr GRILL: A number of federal Ministers have made the same point just as effectively, but it does not 
hide the fact that on a per capita basis we tend to fall behind. I still believe the fact that Singapore has 
shown such growth over the years has a lot to do with the fact that it has been prepared to adopt an industry 
policy. Where an industry policy has been adopted in Australia in the past we have tended to be successful. 
The moneys put into Sarich paid off; the moneys that the Federal Government put into BHP for the steel 
industry paid off. In 1982 BHP announced to the world that it would pull out of the steel industry and it 
was closing it down in Australia. It was a major rescue package, if I can call it that, by the Federal 
Government under Industry Minister Button which turned that around. It now has a very strong steel 
industry which is among the most efficient in the world. That was done as part of an industry policy, albeit 
one that was a bit hotchpotch; nonetheless, it paid off. The same can be said about other industry 
initiatives where we applied policy. The motor industry was one of them. I argue that we need an industry 
policy and that we need incentive. 

Mr Trenorden: Shouldn't an industry policy be more global than either The Broken Hill Proprietary Co 
Ltd or another industry such as Sarich? 

Mr GRILL: That is exactly the point I am endeavouring to make. Perhaps I did not make it as clearly as I 
could. That is why I used the word hotchpotch. It was applied in certain areas, but not applied across the 
board. Singapore, Japan and most of the other successful Asian countries have comprehensive industry 
policies. 

Mr Trenorden: Many of the American States do as well. 

Mr GRILL: We have had piecemeal industry policy. We all marvel at what has happened in Singapore 
and wonder why we have not attracted to Australia some of those financial service industries from Hong 
Kong and other places. 

Mr Cowan: We do and we have. 

Mr GRILL: Only at the margin. The member for Cockburn and I argued about this about nine month ago. 
At that time American Express International Inc was mooting whether it might move part of its operation 
from Hong Kong to an Australian capital. 

Mr Cowan: It has done it. 

Mr GRILL: It moved only a small part to Sydney. The great majority remained in Asia and a large part 
moved to Singapore. We have picked up small areas, very much at the margin, in terms of the potential 
market. If we contrast Western Australia, the comparisons are even more stark and disastrous. What have 
we done here? Service industries are closing down and moving away. 

Mr Cowan: Such as? 

Mr GRILL: When my father died a year or two ago, with my mother I had to take the insurance policies 
into the big Insurance companies to collect the payments. AMP General Insurance Ltd and The Colonial 
Mutual Life Assurance Society Ltd were like mausoleums. The work force that existed in previous years 
had gone. 

Mr Trenorden: AMP's actions in Western Australia have been disgraceful. 

Mr GRILL: Yes; the member for Avon is agreeing with me. That company went interstate. If we want to 
attract these service industries into Western Australia, as was the policy during the Burke Government, we 
must put in place some incentives. If I had more time I would have read the policies Singapore put in place 
for its financial service industries. Unfortunately we have sold off the two major financial institutions in 
Western Australia, the SGIO and BankWest. Where they will end up, no-one knows. The SGIO may go to 
FAl Insurance Group, GIO or myoid friend Danny Hill. BankWest has gone to the Bank of Scotland and 
we now pay more for mortgages here than they do in the Eastern States. We have much to learn from Asia. 
We need an industry policy and I do not believe this Budget will take us down that track. 

MR RIEBELING (Ashburton) [9.35 pm]: I echo the last few comments of the member for Eyre about 
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his disappointment in the way we go about attracting businesses here. I too was disappointed that we sold 
our bank. In future years we will rue that decision as it takes away an opportunity for us to attract 
businesses to Australia, such as cashing in on the changes that will occur in Hong Kong over the next few 
years. 

Mr Trenorden: Changes have already occurred. 

Mr RIEBELING: The exit of cash from Hong Kong over the past few years, as the member rightly said, 
does not appear to have flowed into this area but into Malaysia and Singapore. The sale of the old R & I 
Bank Ltd, BankWest, was ~mistake. 

I wish primarily to examine Homeswest as referred to in the capital works program and in the Treasurer's 
budget speech. In doing so I will examine the commitment of this Government to welfare housing over the 
past two years. It is not a happy picture. 

Mr Kierath: Will you tell the House about the waiting list? 

Mr RIEBELING: We will no doubt have much to talk about. As the Minister knows, his commitment to 
welfare housing in this State has been nothing short of appalling. His efforts with this Budget and the 
Treasurer's attempt to gloss over the actual figures is scandalous. By the end of this speech the actual 
figures will be on record. I hope the Minister will be able to explain this situation to the Western 
Australian people. However, in examining what a disastrous impact this Budget will have on welfare 
housing we need to examine the 1992-93 Budget. In that Budget approximately 2300 new units were 
allocated. Funding was also made available for the completion of a further 1 800 units under construction. 
The next year the numbers of new homes under construction or to be completed, were reduced by 
approximately 600 and approximately 300. In the following year another 200 were taken out of the total of 
new constructions. That took the figure down to 1 561 to be added to Homeswest rental stock -
remembering that it peaked at 2300. 

The following year the situation was even worse. Only 850 new housing units were built for the welfare 
housing market with a further 1 388 to be completed from the previous year. This year, even though in his 
speech the Premier foreshadowed $442.3m public housing expenditure, as he describes it, the real figure to 
be spent on welfare housing is far less than that. In fact the amount to be spent on the creation of new 
rental accommodation is $39.5m. The figure in the Budget obviously meant to indicate to the public that 
this Government had some sort of social conscience. Those figures indicate a reduction from 2 300 in 
1992-93 to 788 in 1996-97. The figure this year represents a 65 per cent reduction in the commitment of 
this Government to new rental accommodation in this State. 

A big problem in this Budget is that all these figures are based on estimates of how many houses will be 
built, how much will be spent and the like. I went through the previous Budget and had a look at the 
estimates of how many new houses would be started and finished. This year apparently 573 houses are 
under construction but not yet finished. We must remember that in 1995-96 the estimate was to build only 
850 houses. Therefore, about 250 new homes were constructed. In the year before some 1 388 houses 
were not completed. 

Mr Kierath: A group of houses each year is not completed. 

Mr RIEBELING: The Minister with a snarly look on his face might explain to me why in the 1994-95 
Budget the Government said that 1561 homes would be commenced but at the end of the year 1 388 were 
to be completed? Is that normal? 

Mr Kierath: It depends on how many were in transition at the beginning of the year. In anyone year a 
group of houses from the previous year is always being built. 

Mr RIEBELING: When one considers the small number being built each year, the large number should 
have some correlation. In 1993-94 the Government said that 1 753 new homes would be built. At the end 
of that year 1634 new homes were still to be completed. The year before was somewhat better. It was 
estimated that 2 300 new homes were to be built and only 1 491 were still to be completed at the end of the 
year. 

Mr Kierath: How many were there to be completed at the beginning of the year? You must add in how 
many were in the pipeline at the beginning of the year. 

Mr RIEBELING: I just went through all that. Perhaps the Minister was not listening. I am saying the 
number built each year compared with the number that are started is surprisingly low. The Minister will 
have an opportunity to respond. 

Mr Kierath: You must take the ones not completed in the year before and add them in. You are saying that 
only 300 were built in a year, but you must take how many there were in the previous year and add the two 
figures together. 

Mr RIEBELING: I understand that. 

Mr Omodei: You are suggesting that a whole lot of houses get started but are never finished. That is 
ridiculous. 

Mr RIEBELING: I am saying that the figures in these budget estimates are relatively flexible. 
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Mr Kierath: You were the president of a shire. Did you not bring work in the course of one year and 
change it over time? You know all about it You are trying to mislead us. 
Mr RIEBELING: At the end of the year we knew the exact situation. Here we have guesses about how 
many houses will be commenced in the year and how many will be completed. 
Mr Kierath: You know how many we intended to do and how many we completed. 
Mr RIEBELING: In my view that is not correct. We have seen a 65 per cent reduction in construction of 
new homes over the past four year period. Is that right? 
Mr Kierath: I do not think that figure is right. 

Mr RIEBELING: The Minister did not think that we were right about the health system but we were right 
about that as well. The clear truth of the matter is that Homeswest rental accommodation has been 
massively reduced. If one adds that to the situation we are witnessing in Kwinana, where an urban 
redevelopment project is under way, the number of Homeswest accommodation units leaving the market is 
increasing dramatically each year. Some 1 200 units of accommodation will be lost in the Karawara 
redevelopment. I cannot see in this Budget or in any other document a commitment from this Government 
to replace the Homeswest rental accommodation units that are being lost to the public of Western 
Australia. 
Mr Lewis interjected. 
Mr RIEBELING: It is not. I am talking about the coming year in the area of construction, which is clearly 
set out in the capital works program. The Premier mentioned it in his speech at pages 13 and 14. 

We have also witnessed in the past week or so the Minister for Housing bringing into this place a document 
referring to changes that are likely to occur in the area of the Government Employees Housing Authority. 
The changes the Minister is foreshadowing will have dire consequences for country areas. I am surprised 
the National Party has not jumped allover the current Minister to try to rescue the government workers that 
every country town requires to provide services for this Government. The document shows that the 
commitment to government housing will be wound back even more than it is currently and that the 
standard and cost of accommodation will be reduced in one area and massively increased in another area. 
Mr Trenorden: Where are you finding this wonderful information? It is contrary to what is happening. 
Mr RIEBELING: Has the member read the document? 
Mr Trenorden: Which document? 

Mr RIEBELING: The document the Minister provided was to okay the review on public housing. He said 
he would accept all but two of the recommendations. Has the member seen how that impacts on his 
electorate? 

Mr Trenorden: I had the Minister in my electorate a few days ago and we went through all of the services. 
My shires are absolutely delighted. 

Mr RIEBELING: I am not talking about the shires. Perhaps the member misunderstands who is affected 
by the Government Employees Housing Authority. 

Mr Trenorden: They will represent the people. 

Mr RIEBELING: Have you spoken to the government employees? 
Mr Trenorden: Yes. 

Mr RIEBELING: Are they happy with the destruction of the government employees housing stock? 

Mr Trenorden: No, but they are very unhappy about you people not giving it to them during 12 years in 
power. We are starting to give it to them. 

Mr RIEBELING: I am glad the member said that. The Minister is saying that he will put more money into 
it. 

Mr Trenorden: It is factual. I shall have more houses in my electorate in the next two years than in the 
past 10 years. 
Mr RIEBELING: How do you know what will be built during the next two years? 

Mr Trenorden: I have a program. 
Mr RIEBELING: Where is it? 

Mr Trenorden: In my office. Do you want to look at it? 
Mr RIEBELING: Is it in the Budget? 

Mr Trenorden: I presume it is. I have a program of houses in my electorate. 

Mr RIEBELING: Is that for the next two years for GEHA housing? 

Mr Trenorden: Yes. 
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Mr RIEBELING: I thought we worked on an annual and not a biennial Budget 

Mr Trenorden: The work is not undertaken on an annual basis. It is on an allocation basis. 

Mr RIEBELING: That is a very interesting comment. No doubt the member has glanced through the 
Government's Budget for 1996-97 and seen the commitment of the Government to the Government 
Employees Housing Authority. Has he looked at it? 

Mr Trenorden: I have not seen all of it I am interested in my area. 

Mr RIEBELING: I can tell the member that $2m has been taken from the Budget for government 
employees' housing. The Government estimates a $1Om revenue from sales and it will put into the 
Government Employees Housing Authority $14.4m. That will provide a total of 50 new units and 30 
remaining units to be completed, which represents 80 houses throughout the State. I do not know how 
many projects the member will receive in his electorate -

Mr Trenorden: It is working under the new private enterprise scheme. It is not in the Budget for next year, 
and the Budget would not reflect those figures. If private enterprises provide the buildings, it will not be a 
capital item. 

Mr RIEBELING: That is not what is said in this report 

Mr Trenorden: The Minister made an announcement to the Parliament a week ago. 

Mr RIEBELING: Absolutely, yet we received the Budget a day or so later indicating that it was wrong. It 
stipulated a reduction of $2m from the previous year in the provision of new housing for government 
employees. 

Mr Trenorden: That shows how bright you are in economic matters. It shows how you could not handle 
economic matters when in government. 

Mr RIEBELING: As the member for Avon is an economic marvel, he will know all about it! I suggest 
that he read the budget papers in relation to government employee housing, and then read the summary of 
the report indicating what should happen with such housing. This Government has a reduced commitment 
to government employee housing, about which people working in country areas are very concerned. 

Mr Trenorden: Talk to people in your electorate. Mine are getting a better deal. 

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Day): Order! The member for Ashburton has the call. 

Mr Trenorden: He is giving you protection. 

Mr RIEBELING: I do not need protection from the member. A comment made prior to the summary and 
the recommendations in the report is a matter of concern. It relates to the description of "attractive 
locations". It states that accommodation is provided in various attractive locations and demand for 
postings means that a housing subsidy or initiative is not required. Major towns in the State are concerned 
about that reference. Who will determine whether a town is attractive? Such a decision should be based on 
whether housing is affordable for government employees in that location. Many people may think that 
Broome is an attractive location, yet the cost of rental accommodation is such in that town that most 
government employees cannot afford to live there without massive subsidies. Karratha is another glaring 
example of a town which may be considered to be attractive - indeed, it is a great place to live - but it has 
an expensive private rental market We have been waiting for years for the Government to implement one 
of its many announced projects in this regard. Maybe it will happen one day. 

Mr Lewis: Come on! 

Mr RIEBELING: Name one. 

Mr Lewis interjected. 

Mr RIEBELING: That was in Hedland, not Karratha. Absolutely no project is up and running in Karratha. 
Once a week south west newspapers indicate that a Karratha building project has been announced or re
announced - some have been announced six times - and people believe that Karratha is booming. 
However, it is in one of its biggest slumps ever as a result of this Government. I hope that the Government 
is successful in attracting at least one project to the area. If that happens, rent in Karratha will rise to $400 
or $450 per week. 

Mr Lewis: Like when you were in government. 

Mr RIEBELING: That is right, and how did we respond? 

Mr Lewis: You did nothing. 

Mr RIEBELING: We provided 850 units of Homeswest accommodation for people who could not afford 
the private market. The Government now has about 530 units of accommodation in that town, which faces 
the same rental conditions as those under the previous Government, and the Government will not be able to 
respond adequately. If the Minister is content with that situation, he will be pleased by this Budget as it 
will result in a continuation in the downward spiral of rental accommodation available throughout the 
State. 

The report's recommendations regarding the Government Employees Housing Authority clearly imply that 
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the value of GEHA housing throughout the State is too high and must be reduced to the "book value". My 
reading of this indicates that some $170m of stock will be removed over a number of years. The report's 
authors also suggest the use of private sector real estate agents to manage GEHA properties. That would be 
a backward step in country areas where a structure which is doing quite a good job is already in place to 
deal with problems associated with GEHA accommodation. 

The limited amount of money provided by this and the previous Government - I take no joy from this fact -
to GEHA maintenance and capital works has caused problems. If GEHA homes are not built, the services 
upon which country areas rely are not in place. Infrastructure is part of the services required in country 
areas. The Government refuses to acknowledge that it must provide services to country regions and, until 
it does, the rundown in country infrastructure will continue. 

Apparently, changes will be made in the standards applying to GEHA accommodation. Since GEHA was 
established, its policy has been to build accommodation to a standard, and government employees are 
aware of its housing standard before moving to an area. That standard was delivered. For instance, 
Karratha three-bedroom accommodation was much smaller than other facilities, but contained ducted air
conditioning. That standard has served government employees well in the Pilbara, and will continue to do 
so for many years to come. 

The report recommends an inquiry into government agency changing procedures for accommodation, and 
how government employees pay for their accommodation. In other words, it suggests an inquiry into the 
rent paid by government employees, which invariably leads to a rent rise; I have never seen a government 
agency undertake an inquiry into rental levels, and then reduce rent. If the Minister for Housing ever 
returns, I hope he will answer some questions. The Minister for Planning, as a businessman, could explain 
how these proposals would impact upon fringe benefits tax. I understand that government agencies are 
exempt from paying fringe benefits tax because they pay an agreed realistic rent. I understand that under 
this policy, government departments will have to pay market rents, and government employees will 
continue to pay a lower amount of rent, so government agencies will be stuck with the bill for fringe 
benefits tax on the difference between the actual rent paid and the amount that is paid by tenants. I hope 
the Minister for Housing will be able to answer that in due course. I am sure he considered that when he 
looked at this report; if he did not, he is a dill. However, one agency in the town of Kalgoorlie - the Police 
Department - will have to pay $lm this financial year for the increase in rents. The massive increase in the 
rents paid by government departments will mean that those government departments will have to make a 
fmancial decision about whether it is viable for them to keep agencies in those towns. It is difficult enough 
to justify the provision of government services in many towns, and people in Perth may say that this added 
burden will not be a consideration, but that financial obligation will become one of the areas which 
government departments will examine closely when they decide whether to establish or continue an agency 
in a country town. 

The changes to the Government Employees Housing Authority have the potential to cause huge problems 
for country regions, and people in this place must realise that the vast majority of the wealth of this State 
comes from country and regIOnal Western Australia and that it is a backward move to expect country and 
regional Western Australia to suffer continually from a reduction in the services that are provided and a 
sale of the infrastructure that provides those services. I am sure country people will be outraged when they 
find that their local police station will lose one officer, or their court house will close down. All of those 
things niggle away at the benefits of being a part of this great State. 

I cannot see in the Budget any allocation for the implementation of this government employees' housing 
policy. If the Minister were serious about introducing it, at the very least the other government agencies 
would have to find extra money to fund their operations in country areas, I suggest to the tune of millions 
of dollars for each agency. The Minister for Resources Development may know whether there is an 
allocation in the Budget for the changes to GEHA that have been envisaged. 

Mr C.J. Barnett: I do not know. 

Mr RIEBELING: I tum now to Aboriginal housing. That area was not given sufficient priority by the 
former Labor Government, and as a result of that lack of commitment to new accommodation, there is 
massive overcrowding. It is unfortunate that that downward trend in the provision of accommodation units 
has continued in this Budget. In this Budget, there is an allocation of $5.4m to complete 91 
accommodation units. Last year, there was an allocation to complete 110 accommodation units; in the 
previous year, there was an allocation to complete 160 accommodation units; and in the year before that, 
there was an allocation to complete 231 accommodation units. Therefore, in the same four year period in 
which we have seen a decrease in Homeswest rental accommodation of some 1 300 units, we have seen a 
reduction in Aboriginal housing of 140 units. 

It is true that $6m has been allocated in this Budget for maintenance. However, the lack of money that has 
been allocated to maintenance over the years means that this will not be a huge benefit to Aboriginal 
people. I am sure they will accept that $6m gleefully, but the Government should not state proudly that it 
has put another $6m into Aboriginal housing when all it has done is try to catch up on the huge backlog of 
maintenance that is required for Aboriginal housing. I have visited numerous Aboriginal communities and 
families within the towns of Karratha and Wickham. The Homeswest accommodation which is occupied 
by Aboriginal people is, in the main, maintained appallingly. I have seen letters dated two years ago which 
have been written to Homeswest, asking for simple maintenance to be carried out - things which people in 
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the metropolitan area take for granted, such as the repair of collapsed fencing. In the Pilbara, it is a major battle to get Homeswest to respond to minor maintenance matters. 
The amount of money allocated in the Budget to maintain housing units, not only for Aboriginal people but for the whole gamut of Homeswest tenants, is being reduced each year. One person in my electorate had the audacity to complain about the fact that his house needed to be repainted. I should not say "audacity", because the Homeswest staff do as good a job as they can with the limited money available to them. However, the house which this person was offered was clearly in need of repainting, because it had not been painted for 11 or 12 years, so the person said, "Before I move into it, what are the chances of getting someone to whack a coat of paint over it?" The tenant was told, "We do not have enough money to pay for your house to be repainted. However, we will not mind if you go to Bunnings, buy your own paint and brushes, and paint the house yourself." The tenant was told not only that he had to paint his house himself, but also that if he did not do a tradesman-like job, when he left that accommodation he would be billed to have it repainted, even though Homeswest did not have the money to paint the house in the first place. This tenant was not offered a job as a painter. He was offered a job as a handyman. I think that had Homeswest tried legally to recover any money from that tenant, it would have failed, because it, as the owner, had authorised that tenant to paint the house. Many people do not know what are their legal rights. This handyman-repair type situation has occurred on numerous occasions throughout the Pilbara. It is the brainchild of a regional manager who decided that his maintenance money would go a lot further if he did not employ tradespeople to do the repairs. That may save the authorities money and fix the problems in many cases. However, when those repairs involve painting a house and the replacement of doors, windows, and flywires, Homeswest has an obligation when spending taxpayers' money to ensure that not only is it getting the best deal, but also the work is being carried out to the highest possible standard at aU times. 

Another problem is maintenance in country areas. Most of the country members in this place will know that the amount of money being spent on maintenance of Homeswest properties has fallen to a ridiculous level and must be addressed urgently. Homeswest in Esperance has endeavoured to address the problem in a different way. It has decided, as it does not have sufficient money to repair certain homes that have fallen into a state of disrepair and cannot be rented out, to put those houses onto the private market to rent out as they are. Homeswest will receive a far lower rental than it is currently charging. Substandard accommodation will be rented out to the general public because Homeswest does not have sufficient money to carry out repairs. I asked a question on notice of the Minister for Housing about 13 Queen Street, Esperance and I listed a number of its faults. The Minister has confirmed that some of these problems exist, and provided me with a property condition report. Even taken in its best light this property report indicates that this house should not have been rented out. It is an embarrassment to this State that it allows homes owned by Homeswest to be rented out when they are in such a state of disrepair as are a number of Homeswest properties in Queen Street, Esperance. I understand that this is a predominantly Homeswest area that is currently going through an estate improvement program. Homeswest hopes to reduce the concentration of Homeswest properties to one in 12. Homeswest either renovates the houses and sells them to the private market or it demolishes the houses and sells the blocks into the private sector. As a result of that we lose a number of Homeswest accommodation units. That type of redevelopment does not concern me; it is the right way to go as long as the number of units of accommodation is maintained. However, if Homeswest continually demolishes accommodation without replacing it, we are heading for a crisis in public accommodation. This Budget reflects that crisis. We are heading for a disaster and that is not too far away. 

I visited the Kwinana development, which is controlled by Satterley Real Estate in a professional manner. However, the follow-up maintenance by Homeswest is not being conducted as professionally as that done by the private company. Homeswest approaches a tenant of a house that is earmarked for reconstruction and then resale in the private market. From comments of tenants who have decided that they do not want to be part of that program it would appear that Homeswest says to the tenant whose house is falling to pieces because it has not had any maintenance for a number of years that the tenant can either stay, or Homeswest will move the tenant to nice new accommodation so the house will be demolished and the block sold. If the tenants say that they are not interested in moving, Homeswest does not spend the $14 OOO-odd dollars which is spent by the private companies renovating the accommodation. Homeswest does nothing and that tenant is then penalised for choosing to stay in the accommodation in that area. 
Another area of estate improvement that is being considered at the moment is Karawara. The Minister has stated on a number of occasions that what will happen in Karawara will be similar to the development in K winana. I ask the Minister whether it is correct that the Karawara development is budgeted for in this financial year? 

Mr Kierath: You will find out. It has not been finalised yet. It will be part of the estate development program. 

Mr RIEBELING: No allocation is made in the budget papers. 
Mr Kierath: Homeswest is not part of consolidated fund. 
Mr RIEBELING: I can only work off the capital works program. 
Mr Kierath: That information has been provided, but some other parts of the Budget are still being decided on right now. It is simple. 
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Mr RIEBELING: The big difference between what is occurring in Karawara and K winana is that the units 
of accommodation in K winana are not being bulldozed except in those cases where the houses cannot be 
restored. In Kwinana after the properties have been restored the houses are sold, so the accommodation 
units remain. In Karawara bulldozers will come in and demolish those units of accommodation and, 
following subdivision into a private estate, the blocks will be sold on the private market. I do not know 
whether the Minister at the end of the day will keep one in 12 of those blocks for public housing. I would 
think not. Has that been decided? 

Mr Kierath: We are reducing our level dramatically. 

Mr RIEBELING: It is my understanding that when that whole strip is redeveloped no blocks will be 
retained by Homeswest, because other properties on the edges will still maintain the one in 12 ratio. 

Mr Kierath: We take the whole area. 

Mr RIEBELING: Basically, that strip will not contain any Homeswest accommodation. The best option 
would be for Curtin University to have access to those high rise apartments. However, I am still acquiring 
information about that particular development and whether those offers to purchase have been dealt with 
properly. When that information comes to me, I will no doubt speak to the Minister again. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Bloffwitch. 

BILLS (2) - RETURNED 

1. Iron Ore Beneficiation (BHP) Agreement Bill 

2. Iron Ore - Direct Reduced Iron (BHP) Agreement Bill 

Bills returned from the Council without amendment. 

WITNESS PROTECTION (WESTERN AUSTRALIA) BILL 

Message - Appropriations 

Message from the Lieutenant Governor and Deputy of the Governor received and read recommending 
appropriations for the purposes of the Bill. 

Report 

Report of Committee adopted. 

Third Reading 

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading. 

MR WIESE (Wagin - Minister for Police) [10.21 pm): I move-

That the Bill be now read a third time. 

MR CATANIA (Balcatta) [10.22 pm]: From the outset the Opposition said that it would support this 
Bill. It is an important Bill because it is required by the Police Service in this State to obtain information to 
help in the detection of criminal activities, and to ensure that activity is addressed and the perpetrators are 
apprehended. This Bill formed part of an agreement with the Federal Government of the time that all 
States should have legislation mirroring the federal Act, such legislation to be adopted by the middle of 
April 1996. 

By having state legislation in place that mirrored its federal counterpart, whenever a witness needed 
protection, or the identity of the witness needed to be changed, or when any federal department - I gave the 
example of the Australian Taxation Office - needed to assist the State authorities, there would be an 
agreement between the state and federal authorities to enable the witness protection plan and the identity 
changes to be occur. For example, the state authorities could receive the cooperation of the federal 
authorities with the change in the tax file number of an individual, if necessary. 

This State Government left the introduction of this legislation until the last moment. Of course, 18 April 
1996 has passed, yet we are still debating the legislation. This is an example of the Government's 
commitment - or lack of it - to law and order and the consideration it gives to the Police Department. The 
police requested the witness protection program be put into operation as soon as possible to enable them to 
obtain information from witnesses and offer them some protection, even to the extent of changing identity. 

Mr Bloffwitch: You know that we are adopting a national scheme and all the other States are conforming. 

Mr CATANIA: Yes. I am saying that we are adopting it far too late and it should have been adopted over 
a month ago. 

Mr Bloffwitch: Better debated late than never debated. 

Mr CATANIA: If we take that line, the Government can say that about all sorts of other things. The 
legislation that was presented was amended by the Opposition. The Government also amended it on the 
advice of the Chief Justice who saw a number of flaws in it. In line with the agreement, it should have 
mirrored the federal legislation; it should have adopted the provisions in that legislation. The legislation 
we are now debating is somewhat different from the federal legislation. Although it mirrors some 
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provisions of the federal legislation, the changes that have been made to some parts have left us with a weaker piece of legislation. The Opposition placed many amendments on the Notice Paper to bring this Bill into line with the federal legislation. 
Mr Wiese: Are you aware that the Commonwealth Government has approved of the changes and the Bill we are putting before the Parliament? 
Mr CATANIA: I am aware of that; however, I come back to the comments made by the member for Geraldton: The Federal Government is probably saying that it is better to have some legislation rather than none and it is better to have legislation now, rather than later. 
Mr Bloffwitch: I travelled to all of the police forces around Australia as part of a committee looking at this issue, telephone tapping and other matters. We were given a strong recommendation that along with DNA testing and telephone tapping, witness protection was essential. 
Mr CATANIA: I am agreeing. I am saying that our legislation lacks various provisions which are contained in the federal legislation. 
Mr Wiese: Are you aware that the Federal Government is now proposing to change some of its legislation because of the weakness in it? 
Mr CATANIA: The legislation proposed by this Government is not stronger than the federal legislation; it is weaker. 

Mr Wiese: It is stronger. 
Mr CATANIA: I disagree. We have suggested that provisions should be included in the Bill dealing with information being provided about witnesses who seek protection. The Government has agreed with that inclusion; however, it does not want them in the main body of the legislation, but in the regulations. The schedules we proposed that are present in the federal legislation should be in the body of the legislation. Those provisions insist that information about the witness be part of the application, such that when a person seeks protection, the Commissioner of Police, who has the authority to approve the protection, has all the information required to enable him to make a proper judgment. In other words, as I have said many times in Committee, this accountability provision should be part of the main body of the legislation. It is not good enough, and it lacks sophistication, if those schedules are placed in the regulations. The strength of the legislation will be seen if all the accountability provisions are part of the main body of the legislation. That is where the Opposition's criticism lies. It is concerned that, under the main provisions of the Bill, those disclosures are not required. The Opposition suggested two schedules be mcluded: A schedule to provide information about the person seeking protection, and a schedule that enabled the collation of information that would allow a better exrupination of the result of the witness protection plan over the year it was in force. It would enable the collation of information which might suggest further changes to ensure the Act could be amended to make it stronger. 

Although the Opposition suggested a number of amendments, they were mainly accountability provisions rather than changes to the spirit and intent of the Bill. We sought to add accountability provisions which did not exist in the Bill presented by the Minister. That lack of accountability provisions raises a number of concerns about dangers that have been highlighted in the New South Wales royal commission. For example, criminals have obtained protection as a result of the police using the protection program to their own advantage. 

Mr Wiese: Are you sure you are right? 
Mr CA TANIA: Certainly there were indications in the royal commission that protection was given, but not under the witness protection program. 
Mr Wiese: What you are saying is grossly incorrect. 
Mr CATANIA: Is there a formal program in Western Australia today by Statute? 
Mr Wiese: There is a formal program in Western Australia, although not by Statute. 
Mr CATANIA: It is part of a police procedure, but it is not a formal program. 
Mr Wiese: Yes it is. The police have had the agreement of the Commonwealth and produced new identities. Until the Commonwealth adopted its legislation in the same way as we are now, witness protection worked with the States under a formal process. 
Mr CATANIA: Until this Bill goes through both Houses we do not have a formal program today. 
Mr Wiese: Yes, we do. 
Mr CATANIA: What the Minister calls formal is vitally different from what actually is formal. 
Mr Wiese: That is not right. The only time a formal program will not be in place will be from 18 April, when the initial agreements and arrangements expired, until this legislation is passed. A formal process of witness protection has been in place allover Australia with assistance and cooperation between the Commonwealth and the States. 
Mr CATANIA: The formal witness protection program comes into operation in this State at the proclamation of this Bill. 
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Mr Wiese: A new formal program. 

Mr CATANIA: Legislative authority can exist only when an Act or Bill is passed by this House and the 
other place. 

Mr Wiese: It did not need legislation. 

Mr CATANIA: I beg to differ. An agreement with the federal authorities is not the same as legislative 
authority given by the Western Australian Parliament The Minister must agree with that. 

Mr Wiese: The member for Balcatta sat in that chair when the advisers were in here. I passed the advice 
on to him that something like 12 persons in Western Australia were under the witness protection program. 

Mr CATANIA: It is an agreement between the Minister and the federal authorities until a program is 
established by this Bill becoming an Act. The Minister should revise his view of what is a formal 
agreement. We will agree to disagree about what is a formal agreement. 

The applicants who are recommended by police to be in the witness protection program should be assessed. 
This Bill does not have any of those accountability procedures. Although the Minister has promised that he 
will include those procedures in the regulations, it would have been better to include them in the main body 
of the Bill as evidence that the Bill has strength and contains a procedure that must be followed. 

As I stated, the second schedule we would like to have included was to enable the collation of information 
and assessment of whether the witness protection program was cost effective. It was a mistake to refuse 
that amendment. There was no need to refuse schedule 3, as we called it, because it was a matter of 
housekeeping and would have enabled the publication and collation of information without revelation of 
witnesses' identities. When a person becomes part of the witness protection program he is given a 
completely new identity. He receives a false birth certificate and tax file number, and a completely new 
start in life. In order to attract that - as we pointed out to the Government - a procedure should be 
established by which the Commissioner of Police can judge whether that person deserves protection. 
Bearing in mind, as we stated, that the Opposition supports the Bill, we thought those amendments would 
make the Bill much stronger. I think the Minister has erred in not agreeing to them. It is a very important 
Bill which puts in place a program which, without that accountability, can be misused by the police as a 
tool to trade-off for information - as a means rather than an end. 

The Opposition has a problem with the program. It is important that the witness protection program is 
adapted to operate properly. The Minister stated that in Western Australia only 12 people are under the 
program. Obviously, witness protection is not being dished out freely. This Bill should be framed in such 
a way that it is respected by the police so that they do not use it as a tool. The public of Western Australia 
must be assured that the legislation will not be used to give protection to those people who do not deserve 
it. It has been recently revealed that paedophiles in New South Wales have been given witness protection 
and in some cases new identities. A prominent paedophile who escaped prosecution and is living in 
another part of the world has been the subject of debate in the New South Wales royal commission. I 
sincerely hope that protection of this kind will not be forthcoming in this State. 

I again ask the Minister, when the program is in operation, to consider the possibility of amending the 
legislation in the way that the Opposition suggested. If this were done, the legislation would be 
strengthened and would include the necessary procedures to ensure that the right people were attracted to 
witness protection. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 

Report of Committee adopted. 

DOG AMENDMENT BILL 

Report 

Third Reading 

Leave granted to proceed forthwith to the third reading. 

MR OMODEI (Warren - Minister for Local Government) [10.43 pm]: I move -

That the Bill be now read a third time. 

MR MARLBOROUGH (Peel) [10.44 pm]: I take this opportunity to try to convince the Minister to 
amend the legislation in the way outlined by the Opposition in the Committee debate. To bring the Dog 
Act into line with the wishes of the community, dangerous dogs wandering the street out of control must be 
apprehended and a proper system of dog registration must be put in place. 

Currently, the Government has no idea of the number of dogs in each municipality. I recall the member for 
Kalgoorlie advising the House last week that her research indicated that 1100 dogs were registered in 
Kalgoorlie while the local authority understood that more than 11 000 dogs were in the area. It is an 
outrageous situation. While there is the anomaly that the number of registered dogs and the actual number 
of dogs in a local authority are so far apart and nothing is done to rectify the process by which that anomaly 
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came about, the Government will not be in a position to put in place the appropriate legislation to come to 
grips with the registration of dogs or to recognise the severity of the problems caused by unruly and 
unwanted animals. 

Last Thursday the Opposition spent considerable time trying to convince the Minister of the basic 
requirements of a process by which the exact number of dogs in a local authority could be determined. As 
soon as the difference between the number of dogs and the number of registered dogs in each of the 142 
municipalities is known the Government will be in a position to recognise the size of the job ahead of it. 
Throughout his speech the Minister made numerous references to statistics and said there was no need for 
them. 

Mr Omodei: I said that the statistics were freely available from local authorities and would be forthcoming 
upon request. I said the object of the Bill was to address the issue of dangerous dogs. 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: I recall the Minister's saying by way of interjection that there was no need for 
statistics. However, he did make the point that the statistics were freely available from local authorities. 

The Minister fails to recognise that the figures from the local council are totally inaccurate. Processes are 
not in place by which local authorities are encouraged to ensure that all dogs are registered. The figures 
from Kalgoorlie simply highlight the discrepancy between what are the figures before the Department of 
Local Government and the accurate figures. The system in place is not regulated and it does not give local 
authorities any incentive to put in place a proper process of registration. 

The Government should be responsible for putting in place an education program to ensure that local 
authorities realise that it is important for a process of registration to be implemented. The education 
program should outline that dogs present a unique problem to the community. Some unique skills are 
required by rangers who are responsible for the apprehension of straying dogs. Under the new legislation 
they will be responsible for entering property to take control of a dog which attacks somebody on the 
property. An education program would, of course, cost money. Rather than simply talk about the way that 
the world should revolve around the Western Australian Dog Act, in opposition I went to see the models 
operating in other States and, in the main, they have been one step ahead of us in recognising the severity 
of the problem. 

Mr Omodei: Some States do not have dog legislation. 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: That is true, but some States do not have the Minister opposite; we have dog 
legislation and the Minister opposite so we must do the best we can in Western Australia! 

I knew that interstate models would need to be shaped to suit our unique situation in this State. Rightly or 
wrongly, I thought that the South Australian model had much merit. I encouraged the Minister to look 
positively at that model and to produce in this Parliament the report of the South Australian inquiry into 
this matter. As I indicated last week, a thorough inquiry is being undertaken, and the 117 municipalities in 
South Australia - as with the 142 such bodies in Western Australia - expressed many different views and 
priorities. Like Western Australia, South Australia has a large rural sector and a large area of the State is 
unpopulated with the majority of people living in its capital. With the differing views expressed, it was 
necessary to put some basics in place. 

It was recognised that registration under the local government system alone did not work, and it was 
necessary to look at a central process so registration figures could be delivered to a central department 
which, on an annual basis under legislation, would advise the Minister in writing of these figures for 
delivery to Parliament. Also, the board's role was to educate local government and the community at 
large - a job requiring finance. In South Australia 20 per cent of the metropolitan registration fee was 
taken -

Mr Omodei: What was the registration fee? 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: I am not sure; it was about $60 or $70 annually. 

Mr Omodei: When you are in government, will you increase the registration fee to that amount? 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: We may have to when considering the size of the problem. The Minister's Bill is 
based on guesstimates, not facts. The Minister has no idea of the problem and the number of dogs 
unregistered. This State has some of the finest animal behaviour experts in Australia, and when one talks 
to experts at Murdoch University who have conducted studies into dog attacks, and looks at the records 
compiled -

Mr Omodei: It was a report on dog attacks on livestock conducted in 1991. 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: The Murdoch report which I used as an example concerned livestock attacks, and 
was conducted in 1991. - that is true. Nevertheless, I do not know why the Minister ignores the advice from 
these experts. 

Mr Omodei: The Labor Party was in government in 1991. 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: What does that mean? 

Mr Omodei: Why didn't you do anything about it? 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: I admit that we were not totally perfect in government, but we were not far off the 
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mark. We all have failings, and ours were minor. Governments of all persuasions have not given this 

matter priority, and an excuse has always been found for avoiding the issue. Who wants to argue about 

what should be done with a lovely cat or dog? The subject is not politically popular. If one argues for a 

reduction in the number of dogs, for locking them up or for getting rid of them, one does not win votes. 

Smart politicians realise that the best way to handle the matter is to leave it alone, and both sides of the 

Parliament have done that in the past. 

Mr Omodei: That is not the case. We have amending legislation in the Parliament right now. 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: It does not do anything. 

Mr Omodei: That is rubbish, and you know it. 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: The legislation does nothing. I would like to say that the Minister has done an 

excellent job by increasing penalties, and that the problem is now solved in Western Australia, but 

unfortunately the added penalties do not change the fundamental problem. 

Mr Omodei: You hinge your entire argument on a management board. You have not argued the Bill 

before the House at all. 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: It is true that I have spent some time discussing the management board. When I 

looked at the South Australian model, a demonstrable change in attitude and resulting figures could be seen 

in the 10 months in which the legislation had been in force. In South Australia, $20 is taken from the 

registration fee in the metropolitan area. Those funds are placed in the coffers of the dog and cat board, 

which will commence operation on 1 July this year, and $250000 of the $500 000 collected will be spent 

on community and local government education. Half the money will immediately be directed to educating 

the populace on dogs most suitable for certain environments, how many dogs they should have, and how 

they should take care of them. Interestingly, no money will be spent through the Minister's Bill on 

changing attitudes within local government and the community. Also, funding from the $500 000 collected 

in South Australia will be directed to local government authorities to upgrade and build necessary holding 

pounds. In that case, local government does not need to find such finance in its budget. 

Mr Omodei: Why would the board be involved in building pounds, which are conducted by councils? 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: Other States have leapt 10 years ahead of us in recognising this as a community 

problem and in tackling it properly. If we police the dog problem - as we should, if we have proper 

registration figures which more directly reflect the number of problems - we will start to get closer to the 

level of attacks and incidents that the experts tell us we have in Western Australia. 

As the Minister knows, the official figure for all dog attacks last year on livestock, other dogs, and humans 

was around 3 400 in this State. The experts tell me that that figure does not reflect anywhere near the true 

number of attacks, and that there were around 5 000 dog attacks on humans and 15 000 on livestock and 

other animals last year. I am told that the reason for the discrepancy between our figures and those 

produced by local government is that the basis of the recording of attacks is wrong. Often, two examples 

are used. On the one hand, Kalamunda council has entered a proper program of education; therefore, it is a 

proper program of recording the potential size of the problem and it is resourced properly. In doing that, 

the council has put in place a process to record every attack brought to its attention. 

Mr Omodei: I think that has been done without management. 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: If every council did that, I would not be standing here arguing. Unfortunately, 

there are 142 councils and Kalamunda is the only one that has introduced such a program under the 

voluntary system referred to by the Minister. On the other hand, the experts tell me that the Armadale 

council does not record an attack unless it carries out a prosecution. If that is true, and I am told by the 

experts that it is, and the situation is repeated throughout the State, the figure of 3 500 attacks per annum is 

ludicrous because the method of recording attacks is not in place. It is an ad hoc arrangement. 

To back up its central board, South Australia has put in place a system of checks and balances - an audit of 

local government. Annually, local government must report to the dog and cat board regarding registration 

numbers, the education process, the number of attacks, and how much money has been spent on dog 

control. Additionally, and most importantly, as part of the South Australian Government's recognition of 

the problem, it has set up a 12 month T AFE course to train rangers. Under the dog and cat Act each local 

government authority must have at least one qualified dog manager. That person can obtain certification of 

competency in dog management if he passes the T AFE course. South Australia has recognised that it is not 

good enough to have rangers who have myriad day to day duties, have as a simple addition the role of 

capturing wandering dogs which have attacked people. South Australia has recognised that as well as 

taking those dogs from the street we should spend some time educating people who have had their dogs 

taken from them. People should be educated about dog behaviour in general; and we should educate 

elected councillors so that they can make sure that the dog problem receives the priority it deserves. I do 

not think we are asking too much of the Minister to recognise that we should look for guidance to a model 

elsewhere in Australia. 

Mr Omodei: Is that in Kalamunda? 

Mr MARLBOROUGH: I suggest that South Australia provides that opportunity. The only model of which 

I am aware in this State currently is the one at Kalarnunda and that could be replicated throughout local 
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government within 12 months. The South Australian model has done that. It has not waited for a council 
to give the issue priority or to make a decision in isolation without support - and hope for the best. South 
Australia has given direction and support. Local government needs support at a time when we are placing 
in the Local Government Bill greateNesponsibility for local government and, in many instances, added 
costs. When it comes to planning issues we now want five year plans in advance, we want local 
government to pay for environmental studies when necessary. On planning issues we will ask local 
government to advertise in the local media regarding changes to planning proposals to allow the 
community some input. They are all steps in the right direction. 

I use that example to indicate that, at a time when local government is asked to do a lot more than before, 
when many of the things it is asked to do cost money, it must have the support of the State Government in 
recognising that the dog problem is not simply a problem for local government. At the state level we have 
a responsibility not simply to pass legislation and to handball it to local government. Our responsibility is 
to acknowledge what is necessary to put in place to assist local government, to recognise whether we need 
a program to educate rangers through a TAPE program, and if we need a method to raise money directly 
from dog registration fees that will be returned to the community in the form of education programs. 

I hope to be able to show to the Minister next week, before the Bill returns from the upper House, some of 
the education programs and material the South Australian dog and cat board has already distributed to the 
community. It has already embarked on two programs, one costing $350 000 to print material to be sent to 
every household in South Australia. That is part of the process of educating the community about how to 
look after animals, and to make sure animals are not aggressive or neglected. That will be an ongoing 
process in South Australia. Unfortunately our Minister has not made that quantum leap. He has not 
recognised that people are demanding far more than words of a Government. They are demanding more 
than platitudes - those that will make the Minister for Planning wake up! 

They are seeking far more than that from the Government I thought that in the past three and a half years 
the Minister for Local Government would have recognised the change in community attitude; and that 
doctors at Princess Margaret Hospital are serious when they say that there are too many dog attacks; that 
the parents of children who have been savaged by these animals are serious when they say they want a 
Government that protects their children in backyards and streets; that the community is serious when it says 
that although they have a special place in their hearts for dogs and cats they recognise that from time to 
time there will be certain breeds and situations where people and dogs will be in conflict and they want 
Governments to put in place a process by which dog attacks can be minimised. 

Unfortunately, this Bill will have a bandaid effect. I will watch closely how local government performs 
with these new powers. I guarantee the Minis.ter that I will be the first one to jump to my feet in 12 
months' time and tell him whether I am wrong or he is right. I would like nothing better than to see better 
dog and cat controls so that people are protected from the attacks of savage dogs, from being frightened to 
walk down the street and from tragedies such as the death of a citizen in Wanneroo from a dog attack. 
Unfortunately, I do not think I will be in a position to apologise and say I am wrong, because I am dealing 
with a Minister who refuses to get even the basics right. The member for Scarborough, who sits behind the 
Minister for Local Government, with his teaching background would know that if he had to teach a class of 
students who were like the Minister and did not get the basics right he would have one helluva job on his 
hands. That is where the Minister for Local Government is at the moment. We cannot teach the Minister 
anything. He will blunder through life tripping over. We will have to catch him every now and again, put 
him back on his feet, dust him down, tidy him up and straighten his tie. The end result will be no different. 
The Minister is not taking us anywhere. He will not succeed with this legislation. 

MR OMODEI (Warren - Minister for Local Government) [11.12 pm]: I would like the day to arrive in 
this place where the member for Peel is serious. Although he gives the impression of being serious, it is 
obvious that again the member opposite has not read the legislation. It is no wonder his arguments make 
no sense whatever. Even though we have almost completed this Bill, which by the way is not a complete 
review of the Dog Act but an amendment to the Dog Act following a review in 1987, he would note that its 
aim is to ensure we have control over dangerous dogs, to declare dangerous dogs and to put in place a 
facility to control those dangerous dogs and update the penalties. We are trying to do all of the things to 
which the member for Peel referred to make the community safe. Since the member for Peel started 
debating this Bill last week his arguments have ranged from killing all cats and getting rid of big dogs, to 
this week their holding a warm and fuzzy place in the member's heart. 

Many dogs in Western Australia are unregistered. I encourage the member for Peel to go out to his mate 
Jack Marks at the City of Vincent and look at the dog pound at the old depot, which is known as the doggy 
Hilton. Local government is putting in place many measures. The member for Peel gives the impression 
that local government in Western Australia has no paraphernalia in place on dog issues. Every single local 
government in Western Australia has paraphernalia on dogs: How many dogs residents can own; what 
kind of facility; and how they should look after those animals. I agree that not enough work is carried out 
in the registration of dogs. That is one reason for this legislation, to which I hope the member for Peel will 
agree. I ask the member for Peel to read the Dog Act. Part III of the Act relates to the registration of dogs. 
Sections 14 and 15 provide for registration periods and fees; section 16 provides for a registration 
procedure; section 17 provides for the refusal and cancellation of registration; section 18 for registration 
tags; section 19 for a refund of fee on cancellation; section 20 for offences relating to registration etc; and it 
goes on. 
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Mr Marlborough: The Shire of Kalgoorlie-Boulder has 11 000 unregistered dogs. 

Mr OMODEI: The Act states that a council shall maintain a register in relation to the district of the 
council. The council is the registration authority. The Act states that the council shall do all of those 
things. I agree with the member for Peel that councils are not doing enough; however, this amendment Bill 
provides increased penalties and provisions to declare and to seize dangerous dogs, and to put the onus of 
the liability on to the owner. The current Act states that it is not an offence if the owner has shown proof 
he has kept that dog in his yard That onus will change and the liability will be on the owner. I could go on 
for quite a while about this legislation, but I can see Mr Acting Speaker (Dr Hames), shaking his head 
vigorously. I thank members opposite for their contribution to the legislation. This is an amendment to the 
dog legislation to allow dangerous dogs to be identified and penalties to be raised so we can address this 
serious issue of dog attacks in this State. We require a complete review of the Dog Act, but let us first 
consider the effect of this amendment Bill before we undertake that review. This legislation will go a long 
way to addressing the issue of dog attacks in Western Australia. I thank members opposite and commend 
the Bill which has gone part of the way to resolving this issue. 

Question put and passed . 

. Bill read a third time and transmitted to the Council. 

House adjourned at 11.17 pm 



[Tuesday, 7 May 1996] 

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 

DISABILITY SERVICES COMMISSION - PERSONS REGISTERED; 
DISABILITIES 

1555 

162. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Disability Services: 

(1) How many individuals are registered with the Disability Services Commission? 

(2) How m~y of those people have a -

(a) intellectual disability; 

(b) developmental disability; 

(c) physical disability; 

(d) sensory disability; 

(e) psychiatric disability? 

(3) What is the age range of each category of person? 
Mr MINSON replied: 

(1) There are 8 755 people registered with the Disability Services Commission. All have an 
intellectual disability, but not all receive a service from the DSC. The number of people 
receiving funded or provided services from the DSC is 10 510. 

(2) Within each of the categories for "main disabling condition" used by the Disability 
Services Commission, the numbers of people receiving funded or provided services are _ 

intellectuaVIearning disability 5 955 
physical disability 2919 
sensory disability 328 
psychiatric disability 184 
acquired brain injury 148 
neurological 108 
unknown/unspecified 868 
TOTAL 10510 

Note -

(i) Some 75 per cent of people receiving services have multiple disabilities. 
(ii) People accessing multiple services and/or receiving services from multiple 

agencies have, where possible, been counted once only. 
(iii) Does not include people who received only advocacy, information or print 

disability services. 
(3) The number of people receiving Disability Services Commission funded or provided 

services by age groupings are -

Intel- Acquired Main 
Age lectuaV Phys- Psych- Neuro- brain injury disabling 
group learning ical Sensory iatric logical injury condition not Total 

specified 
Ot04 461 226 7 0 7 8 *2 711 
5 to 14 1471 762 21 5 30 19 391 2699 
15 to 24 1288 419 15 28 22 46 94 1912 
25 to 34 1004 367 20 59 19 26 50 1545 
35 to 44 789 383 28 50 11 18 23 1302 
45 to 54 383 324 35 17 10 16 30 815 
55 to 64 150 200 41 7 5 1 24 428 
65 to 74 54 104 61 1 3 1 18 242 
75+ 12 35 35 0 1 0 9 92 
Age 
unknown/ 343 99 65 17 0 13 227 764 unspecified 
TOTAL 5955 2919 328 184 108 148 868 **10 510 
Note: *Difficulties exist in the accurate diagnosis of disabling conditions for children under 

four. It is likely that these two children can be diagnosed as having autistic tendencies. 

**The figure 10 510 is significantly lower than that reported in the 1994-95 annual 
report. Improved methodology has reduced the degree of "double counting" as people 
use multiple agencies. The same methodology as employed in the 1994-95 annual 
report would have generated a total of 13 867 as at December 1995. 
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DISABILITY SERVICES COMMISSION - MILDRED CREAK CENTRE, SALE 

167. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Disability Services: 

(1) Has the Mildred Creak Centre been sold? 

(2) If not, is it to be sold? 

(3) Have the services been contracted to another agency from government? 

(4) If so, which agency? 

(5) Why? 

(6) At what cost? 

(7) What are the functions of the agency in regard to autistic children and their families? 

(8) How do the functions differ from those which previously applied? 

(9) What age group is catered for? 

(10) What funding has been provided to Mildred Creak in -

(a) 1993-94; 

(b) 1994-95; 

(c) 1995-96? 

(11) What numbers of clients were catered for in each of those years? 

(12) Can all people who need the kind of services provided at Mildred Creak be assured of 
receiving them? 

(13) Is there a waiting list, and if so, how many names are on it? 

(14) What diagnostic and early intervention programs are available at the Centre? 

(15) Where is the centre of last resort for the respite care and other services for children with 
autism? 

Mr MINSON replied: 

(1) No. 

(2) The Mildred Creak Centre is located in two buildings on the Hillview site which is 
owned by the Health Department of Western Australia. It is understood that the Health 
Department intends to relocate services provided on the site which will eventually result 
in the site being sold. 

(3) 

(4)-(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

(9) 

(10) 

In 1994 the Disability Services Commission reviewed the Mildred Creak Centre to 
investigate which services could be tendered to the non-government sector. It was 
considered feasible to tender the respite service to an appropriate organisation without 
compromising service quality. Tenders have recently been sought. 

Refer to (3). 

The new service has been tendered for $211 000 excluding the building. The DSC, 
Homeswest and the Lotteries Commission of W A are collaborating to provide a suitable 
building(s). 

Mildred Creak Centre currently operates four intervention programs: Early intervention 
for preschool age children and their families; family support for school age children and 
their families; consultancy to schools for children attending preschool and school 
facilities; and respite. In addition Mildred Creak provides the major diagnostic service 
for children. 

The diagnostic service has more staff time allocated to enable the greatly increased 
numbers of referrals to be processed. The increase has been due to population increase 
and the worldwide redefining of autism. 

Mildred Creak services cater for children up to and including 18 years of age and their 
families. 

1993-94 
1994-95 
1995-96 

Funding 

$462000 
$487000 
$519300 

Number eligible 
Early 

intervention 

14 
28 
40 

School age 

79 
98 

122 

(11) Refer to (10). 



(12) 

(13) 

(14) 

(15) 
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Additional funding has been provided on an annual basis since 1993-94 with an increase 
in both specialist and generically available services. 

There is no formal waiting list for early intervention services, but there are currently 12 
preschoolers and 30 school age children waiting to be assessed by the diagnostic panel. 

Mildred Creak has a diagnostic panel consisting of a paediatrician, clinical psychologist, 
speech pathologist and social worker, who provide the diagnostic service and early 
intervention support. Early intervention support is provided directly by Mildred Creak 
staff and by their support of existing service providers; for example, Disability Services 
Commission early intervention services. 

Mildred Creak is currently the centre of last resort. It provides a high level of diagnostic 
expertise and has developed a process to minimise the waiting period and to provide 
services to the most urgent clients. In the past several years, however, the rate of 
referrals has trebled with the result that considerable resources are being channelled into 
diagnostic services. 

LAND CONSERV AnON DISTRICT COMMITTEES - ADMINISTRATION 
GRANT 

208. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Primary Industry: 
On what date will the administration grant available to land conservation district committees be 
doubled to $500 per year? 

Mr HOUSE replied: 
Land conservation district committees can already apply for an extra $250 within the current 
financial year. This was a recommendation of the recent Landcare review which was 
implemented immediately. From 1 July 1996 the grant will be increased to $500. 

LANDCARE - FUNDING 

210. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Primary Industry: 

By what means will the Minister ensure that increased Landcare funding will be targeted towards 
implementing land care works? 

Mr HOUSE replied: 

The approach taken by Agriculture Western Australia will be much more focused on providing 
services to farmers to assist in the implementation of works. After ongoing discussions with the 
federal coalition, the incoming Government has agreed to target more national Landcare program 
money on implementation. The criteria established for the state revegetation scheme and the 
remnant vegetation protection scheme are such that direct incentives are provided for on the 
ground works. 

AGRICULTURE WESTERN AUSTRALIA - SUSTAINABLE FARMING 
SYSTEMS, INNOVATIVE RESEARCH FUNDING 

21l. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Primary Industry: 

How much, in dollar terms, has the Agriculture Department increased its support for innovative 
research for sustainable farming systems? 

Mr HOUSE replied: 

The Department of Agriculture has been undergoing a restructure, and is now known as 
Agriculture Western Australia. A new sustainable rural development program has been 
established, and funding for the new program is currently being considered for the 1996-97 budget 
allocation. 

AGRICULTURE WESTERN AUSTRALIA - SUSTAINABLE FARMING 
SYSTEMS, TECHNICAL ASSISTANCE FUNDING 

212. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Primary Industry: 

How much, in dollar terms, has the Agriculture Department increased its support for technical 
assistance for sustainable farming systems? 

Mr HOUSE replied: 

The Department of Agriculture has been undergoing a restructure, and is now known as 
Agriculture Western Australia. A new sustainable rural development program has been 
established, and funding for the new program is currently being considered for the 1996-97 budget 
allocation. 
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NATIONAL LANDCARE PROGRAM - STEPS TO ENSURE RJNDING 
SCHEMES ARE AMALGAMATED 

213. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Primary Industry: 

What steps has the Minister taken to ensure funding schemes under the national Landcare program 
are amalgamated? 

Mr HOUSE replied: 

The national Landcare program is a commonwealth program and this issue has been 
communicated to the Federal Government at the ministerial and agency levels. A submission has 
been made to the Senate Standing Committee on Rural and Regional Affairs, and discussions 
already held with the incoming Government. 

NATIONAL LANDCARE PROGRAM - STEPS TO ENSURE APPLICATION 
FORMS ARE SIMPLIFIED 

214. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Primary Industry: 

What steps has the Minister taken to ensure application forms under the national Landcare 
program are simplified? 

Mr HOUSE replied: 

Under two regional initiatives - for the Swan-Avon, and the Blackwood catchments - a simplified 
application form is now in place for the national Landcare program. Further discussions will be 
held with the new Federal Government with a view to refinements for other programs. 

NATIONAL LAND CARE PROGRAM - STEPS TO ENSURE DEADLINES FOR 
DIFFERENT SCHEMES ARE HARMONISED 

215. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Primary Industry: 

What steps has the Minister taken to ensure deadlines for the different schemes under the national 
land care program are harmonised? 

Mr HOUSE replied: 

The national Landcare program deadlines in Western Australia have recently been synchronised. 
The state funded programs - the remnant vegetation protection scheme, state revegetation scheme, 
regional enterprise scheme - all have a common closing date for 1996-97. 

SURVEYS - OF AGRICULTURAL AREA TO ASSESS HYDROLOGY, 
SALINITY AND RELATED ISSUES 

216. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Primary Industry: 

(1) On what date will the Government commence a technical survey of the agricultural area 
to assess hydrology, salinity and related issues? 

(2) 

(3) 

Mr HOUSE 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

What is the expected cost of the survey? 

What is the source of the funds to be expended on the survey? 

replied: 

The assessment of hydrology, salinity and related issues is an ongoing process, with the 
costs integral to the relevant programs. Negotiations on surveys of two catchments will 
commence with the Federal Government and in addition the recently completed airborne 
geophysical survey data project at Broomehill will be evaluated by Agriculture Western 
Australia. 

About $5 per hectare. 

It is anticipated that the pilot surveys will involve national Landcare program, 
consolidated funds and landholder contributions. 

PRISONS - MASTON, BRETT 

330. Mr BROWN to the Minister representing the Minister for Justice: 

(1) Further to question on notice 3328 of 1995, was Mr Maston's name on the high security 
prison list operating within maximum security prisons immediately prior to the time he 
was escorted to Fremantle Hospital from which he made his escape? 

(2) Is it operational procedure and practice that high security prisoners be escorted by an 
armed escort? 

(3) At the time Maston made his escape from Fremantle Hospital, was he escorted by an 
armed escort? 

(4) If not, why not? 
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(5) Prior to the time Maston made his escape from the Fremantle Hospital, had there been 
occasion where he had been escorted outside of the prison? 

(6) Were the escort arrangements on any of those previous occasions the normal escort 
arrangements associated with escorting high security prisoners? 

Mr MINSON replied: 

(1) No. 

(2) Yes. 

(3) No. 

(4) Maston was not a high security prisoner. 
(5) Yes. 

(6) No. 

FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT - GOVERNMENT AGENCIES OR 
DEPARTMENTS REQUESTED TO ADVISE MINISTER'S OFFICE OF ANY REQUESTS 

410. Mr KOBELKE to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Commerce and Trade; Regional 
Development; Small Business: 

(1) Has the Minister requested any agency or department within any of the Minister's 
portfolios to advise the Minister's office of any requests under the Freedom of 
Information Act 1992? 

(2) If yes, which department, or agency, was involved? 

(3) What was the subject matter covered by the request? 

(4) What is the reason for the request? 

(5) Is such a referral provided for in the FOI Act 1992? 

(6) Does the Minister's office play any role in drafting or approving responses to requests 
under the FOI Act 1992? 

(7) If yes to (6) above, what is that role? 
Mr COW AN replied: 

(1)-(5) Only one agency within my portfolios has been requested to advise my office of 
applications received under the FOI Act 1992. That agency is the Department of 
Commerce and Trade. Other agencies may advise my office of the receipt of an FOI 
application but there is no formal requirement to do so. In the case of the Department of 
Commerce and Trade my office is advised of the nature of applications and documents 
to be released. 

(6)-(7) Only in those instances where an application is made directly to my office. 

OLD EDWARD MILLEN HOME, ALBANY HIGHWAY - OWNERSHIP; ON 
STATE HERITAGE REGISTER 

433. Mr PENDAL to the Minister for Services: 

(1) Does the State own the old Edward Millen home in Albany Highway, at the comer of 
Hillview Terrace? 

(2) If so, what is intended for the building once it ceases its present health function? 

(3) Is the building on the State Heritage register? 
Mr PRINCE replied: 

(1) Yes. 

(2) Options are being considered for the future use of the building once it ceases its present 
function. No decision has yet been reached. 

(3) Yes. 

HOSPITALS - SIR CHARLES GAIRDNER 
Wards G51. G73. Beds Closure 

495. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health: 

(1) Will Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital be closing 60 beds in wards G51 and G73? 
(2) If yes -

(a) to where will the beds be shifted; 

(b) why have the beds been closed? 
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Mr PRINCE replied: 

(1) No, neither ward G51 nor G73 will be closed. Current unused beds have been 
consolidated to enable the oncology ward to move from B 10 to G73. This is a strategic 
move to allow these beds to be adjacent to an area suitable for bone marrow 
transplantation which has just commenced at the hospital. Beds currently in ward G73 
have been reallocated to other wards. Ward BI0 will remain empty. In addition 17 more 
beds are remaining unused in G block. 

(2) These beds are not needed because the length of stay of patients in hospital has reduced, 
and more patients are being treated as day patients. This rearrangement does not reduce 
the numbers of patients coming through the hospital. That is, no services have been 
reduced. 

HEALTH DEPARTMENT - SCHOLARSHIP FOR ABORIGINAL HEALTH 
WORKERS, ESTABLISHED AS A MEMORIAL FOR JEAN COLLARD 

591. Dr WATSON to the Minister for Health: 

(1) Is a Health Department scholarship for Aboriginal Health Workers still to be established 
as a memorial for long serving health worker Jean Collard? 

(2) If so, when does the Minister expect to announce it? 

(3) If not, will another form of memorial be established? 

(4) If so, what kind? 

(5) If not, why not? 

Mr PRINCE replied: 

(1) A bursary in the name of the late Jean Collard has not been established. There is no 
documentation available that verifies this commitment. However, a number of officers 
and others have a recollection of this undertaking. The naming of awards of this nature 
requires careful consideration and discussion, and these are ongoing. 

(2)-(5) Not applicable. 

SCHOOLS - BASSENDEAN PRIMARY 
Air-conditioning in Detached Classrooms Funding 

610. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Education: 

(1) Will the Government provide funds to enable the Bassendean Primary School to 
aircondition its two detached classrooms? 

.(2) If not, why not? 

(3) Is the Minister/department aware that children and staff suffer great discomfort and 
sometimes distress on hot days in these classrooms? 

(4) Is the Minister aware that the heat-wave earlier this year made intensive school work 
almost impossible after midday? 

(5) If so, when will the funds be provided for this purpose? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 

(1)-(2) The Education Department advises that the two detached classrooms at Bassendean 
Primary School are being air-cooled by the Parents and Citizens Association and the 
school. 

(3)-(4) The Education Department endeavours to address the effects of high temperatures on 
students and teachers by recommending to principals and teachers that they modify 
normal classroom activities during periods of prolonged high temperatures. Parents also 
have the option where the temperature has exceeded 40'C for two consecutive days and 
the forecast for the third day by the Bureau of Meteorology indicates that the temperature 
will again exceed 40'C, to keep their children home. 

(5) Not applicable. 

FINANCIAL COUNSELLING SERVICES - RURAL, FUNDING 

613. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Primary Industry: 

(1) Did the Minister issue a media statement on 8 March 1996 saying 'Primary Industry 
Minister Monty House has granted nearly $150000 to rural financial counselling 
services in Western Australia over the past 12 months'? 

(2) Are the funds provided for the counselling services provided by the Commonwealth or 
State Government or both? 



(3) 

(4) 

Mr HOUSE 
(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 
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If so, what is the Commonwealth and State contribution to the $150 000 referred to in the 
media statement? 

Was the rural counselling service an initiative of the former Labor Commonwealth 
Government? 

replied: 

Yes. 

The total,funds are provided by the State and Commonwealth Governments, various local 
governments, banking institutions, rural businesses and local communities. 

The $150000 referred to in the statement is all from the State Government. The 
commonwealth contribution is over and above this amount and in the past 12 months 
totalled some $461264. 

Yes, it commenced in 1986. 

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT - PUBLIC SECTOR MANAGEMENT ACT; 
MINIMUM STANDARDS IN HUMAN RESOURCE MANAGEMENT, FOR ALL 

EMPLOYEES 
642. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Education: 

(1) Does the Public Sector Management Act apply to teachers and others employed by the 
Education Department and if so, from what date does it apply? 

(2) Is there a legal requirement under this Act for the Commissioner of Public Sector 
Standards to set minimum standards in Human Resource Management for all employees 
of the Education Department and if so, is there any date by which such minimum 
standards are required to be set? 

(3) Have minimum standards in Human Resource Management been set for the Education 
Department and if so, as of what date where they established? 

(4) Who, if anyone, was involved in negotiations with the Education Department for the 
establishment of minimum standards in Human Resource Management and what 
processes where involved in setting about to establish these minimum standards? 

(5) If the Education Department has yet to establish minimum standards in Human ResourCe 
Management, by what date is it anticipated that such minimum standards will be 
established and operative? 

(6) Has the Education Department informed its employees of the minimum standards in 
Human Resource Management which are to apply to them? 

(7) If so, then when were employees informed and by what means was this information 
conveyed to them? 

(8) Have regulations relating to the breach of such public sector standards been developed to 
provide a way for individual employees to lodge a grievance against an alleged breach of 
these standards? 

(9) If so, when were such regulations established? 

(10) If such regulations are not yet in place by what date is it envisaged that they will be? 

(11) Is it the Chief Executive Officer's responsibility to develop and implement internal 
grievance processes for the Education Department for the purpose of dealing with any 
alleged breach of the minimum Human Resource Management standards? 

(12) Have such grievance processes been established and if so, when did this occur? 

(13) Have employees of the Education Department been informed of these grievance 
processes and if so, when did this occur and by what means? 

(14) What mechanisms, if any, have been established to refer grievances not satisfactorily 
resolved within the Education Department to the Commissioner for Public Sector 
Standards? 

(15) If such mechanisms have not been established, by what date is it expected that they will 
be? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 

(1) Yes, since the date of commencement of the Act in 1994. 

(2) Yes, but there was no date by which such standards were required to be set. 

(3) Yes, they were published in the Government Gazette on 1 September 1995 but with 
operative dates of 1 March 1996, for performance management, and 1 January 1996, for 
all other standards. 

-, 
I 
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(4) They were established by the Public Sector Standards Commissioner following 
consultation with public sector agencies, including the Education Department. 

(5) Not applicable. 

(6) Yes. 

(7) A circular about the gazetted standards was sent to all district offices, for distribution to 
all schools, in the last school term of 1995. Detailed information about the standards 
applying to recruitment, selection and appointment and transfers, and the procedures to 
be followed in the event of a grievance occurring, was distributed to all schools in 
February 1996. 

(8) Yes. 

(9) The regulations were made in October 1995, but with an operative date of 1 January 
1996. 

(10) Not applicable. 

(11) Yes. 

(12) Yes, in January 1996. 

(13) Detailed information about all of the public sector standards in human resources 
management, and the procedures to be followed internally and externally in the event of a 
grievance occurring, is expected to be distributed to all schools in the latter part of April 
1996. 

(14) Grievance procedures have been established in accordance with the provisions of the 
Public Sector Management (Review Procedures) Regulations 1995. 

(15) Not applicable. 

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT - COPYRIGHT MATERIAL IN SCHOOLS, 
BUDGET ALLOCATION 

643. Mr KOBELKE to the Minister for Education: 

(1) In the current financial year, what is the budget allocation made by the Education 
Department to cover copyright obligations for any photocopying or reproduction of 
copyright material in government schools? 

(2) . In the current financial year, what payments have already been made for these purposes? 

(3) What were the payments to cover copyright obligations made from the budget of the 
Education Department or ministry in each of the last five financial years? 

(4) Will the Minister provide the Education Department's policy relating to the requirements 
for the fulfilment of copyright? 

Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 

(1) $820 000. 

(2) Payments to date for 1995-96 are $869 419. 

(3) Past payments for copyright licence fees for school copying are -

1990-91 $604 847 
1991-92 $586 948 
1992-93 $683 164 
1993-94 $756 761 
1994-95 $816209 

(4) Yes. The Education Department's policy on copyright use in government schools is 
outlined in the publication titled "Copyright: A Guide for Teachers in Government 
Schools", a copy of which is tabled. [See paper No 217.J 

NON-ENGLISH SPEAKING BACKGROUND ETHNIC GROUPS - EQUITY 
STRATEGIES 

Government Departments and Instrumentalities 
705. Mrs ROBERTS to the Minister for Labour Relations; Lands; Housing: 

What equity strategies have been initiated by departments and other instrumentalities which are 
within the Minister's responsibility which aim to the achieve equitable outcomes for non-English 
speaking background ethnic groups which are disadvantaged as distinct from merely achieving 
equitable access? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

The Department of Productivity and Labour Relations has, as part of its disabilities services plan a 
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list of all departmental staff who have foreign language skills who are available to assist people 
from a non-English speaking background. In addition, the department prints workplace 
information brochures in the 15 most prevalent foreign languages. 

WorkCover Western Australia has provided, in conjunction with the Trades and Labor Council, a 
guide to the workers' compensation system in various languages. In addition, interpreter services 
are provided on the telephone and in person at the Conciliation and Review Directorate and 
WorkCover when required. These services are arranged by and paid for by WorkCover. 

W orkSafe Western Australia has not established programs directed at the achievement of 
equitable outcomes for disadvantaged groups beyond initiatives designed to ensure equality of 
access. The department uses interpreter services whenever necessary in its operations. 

The Department of Registrar - Western Australia does not have any particular strategies for non
English speaking background and ethnic groups. The department uses the appropriate interpreter 
services for court and conference proceedings when required. 

Commissioner of Workplace Agreements - Correspondence from the commissioner's office 
includes the text of 12 languages spoken by people of non-English speaking background advising 
them that the information in the correspondence is important and that they should have it 
translated. An interpreter is provided if requested. Interpreters from the translating and 
interpreter service are used where necessary when dealing with people of non-English speaking 
backgrounds for the purpose of registering workplace agreements. 

Homeswest - Provision of housing for migrants and refugees; introduction of a customer service 
charter to ensure all customers are treated fairly; comprehensive housing policies; and interpreter 
service for customers. 

Rural Housing Authority and Industrial and Commercial Employees Housing Authority -
Introduction of a customer service charter to ensure all customers are treated fairly; and access to 
interpreter services when required. 

The Department of Land Administration has on public record the following documents - Equal 
Employment Opportunity Yearly Report 1994-95, submitted August 1995; and EEO Management 
Plan 1994-95, submitted August 1995. Copies of these documents are available and provide full 
details of the Department of Land Administration equity strategies for non-English speaking 
background ethnic groups which are disadvantaged. The department is also in the process of 
developing a diversity plan which will incorporate strategies to achieve equitable outcomes for 
non-English speaking background ethnic groups which are disadvantaged. This document will 
supplement DOLA's EEO management plan 1994-95. 

MENTAL HEALTH - DRAFT MENTAL HEALTH PLAN 

735. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health: 

(1) Has the draft mental health plan been completed? 

(2) If yes -

(a) when will it be released for public scrutiny; 

(b) are any of its recommendations forming the basis for current Government 
decision making? 

Mr PRINCE replied: 

(1) Yes. 

(2) (a) 

(b) 

The plan is being printed and it is expected to be available shortly. 

Yes. 

HOMESWEST - FENCING CONTRACTORS, LOCKRIDGE 

780. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Housing: 

(1) How many different fencing contractors has Homeswest used in Lockridge in the last 
twelve months? 

(2) Has each of the contracts Homeswest has entered into resulted in the contractor providing 
the -

(a) specified materials; 

(b) appropriate standard of work and workmanship? 

(3) If not, have there been any examples of where this has not occurred? 

(4) If so, what are those examples? 
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Mr KIERA TH replied: 

(1) Three. 

(2) (a) Yes. 

(b) All work will be completed to approved specifications. 

(3)-(4) Not applicable. 

HOMESWEST - PLACEMENT CRITERIA 
"The West Australian" Article 22 February 1996 

781. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Housing: 

(1) Is the Minister aware of an article that appeared in The West Australian on 22 February 
1996 which reported a Homeswest comment that "People were placed in certain suburbs 
or houses because of their history of antisocial behaviour and not because of their ethnic 
background"? 

(2) Did The West Australian accurately quote Homeswest sources? 

(3) If not, in what respect is The West Australian article incorrect? 

(4) Was incorrect or wrong information given to The West Australian? 

(5) If so, what was the nature of the wrong or incorrect information provided? 

(6) If not, exactly what information was provided to The West Australian in this respect? 

(7) Has Homeswest policy on the placement of tenants in Ashfield changed since -

(a) 1 January 1996; 

(b) 21 February 1996? 

(8) If so, what is the precise nature of the change? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

(1)-(5) See answer to question 289, Wednesday, 20 March 1996. 

(6) [See paper No 218.] 

(7)-(8) See answer to question 289, Wednesday, 20 March 1996. 

HOMESWEST - TENANT TERMINATION NOTICES AND EVICTION ORDER 

792. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Housing: 

(1) How many tenant termination notices were issued by Homeswest in the 1995 calendar 
year? 

(2) How many tenant notices of termination were issued by Homeswest in the 1994-95 
financial year? 

(3) How many applications for eviction orders did Homeswest make to the court in each 
quarter from the quarter commencing I January 1995 to 31 March 1995? 

(4) How many eviction orders were obtained from Homeswest each quarter from the quarter 
1 January 1995 to 31 March 1995? 

(5) In relation to (I), (2), (3) and (4), what were the number of Aboriginal people who were 
served with a termination notice, court application or eviction order in each of the periods 
mentioned? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

(1) 4485. 

(2) 4507. 

(3) January 1995 - March 1995 301 
April 1995 - June 1995 248 
July 1995 - September 1995 197 
October 1995 - December 1995 242 

(4) January 1995 - March 1995 15 
April 1995 - June 1995 18 
July 1995 - September 1995 39 
October 1995 - December 1995 29 

(5) Homeswest does not keep statistics based upon ethnicity. 
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STRATA TITLE COMPANIES - REGISTRATION OF BY-LAWS AND 
AMENDMENTS TO BY-LAWS 

Cost 

806. Mr BROWN to the Minister for Lands: 

(1) What is the cost of strata title companies/owners registering by-laws? 

(2) What is the cost of registering amendments to by-laws? 

(3) How have the costs been calculated? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

1565 

(1) The standard by-laws which apply to a strata company on registration of the strata plan 
are contained in the schedules to the Strata Titles Act 1966 or 1985 and are not required 
to be separately registered on the strata plan. There is no cost for registering these by
laws. 

(2) $62 is charged for each notification of change of by-laws, including management 
statements. 

(3) The fee has been current since 10 August 1992, and is based on the standard fee charged 
by the Department of Land Administration for registering documents relating to land 
transactions. The fee is calculated as part of the consolidated fees submission for DOLA 
which takes into account the following matters -

the business operations of the Department of Land Administration and any 
changes to those operations; 

the computer system and other technology utilised by the Department of Land 
Administration and any advancements in that technology; 

the inclusion or adjustment of costs by external agencies; 

the implementation of public sector reform initiatives; and 

to incorporate costs for services and accrual accounting provisions. 

LAND - WALPOLE LOT 650 
40 Metre Restriction Zone 

838. Mr RIEBELING to the Minister for Lands: 

(1) In relation to Walpole Lot 650 File No 3079/984, dated 10 August 1992, pages 137 and 
138, was an instruction issued by the Regional Manager of the Department of Land 
Administration, Mr D. Smith, that "at no point must the boundary be closer than 40 
metres to the high water mark on any wetland area"? 

(2) Is any part of Lot 650 within the 40 metre restricted zone, and if so, in length, how much 
of the boundary that faces the wetland is within the 40 metre restriction? 

(3) What instruction was given and by whom to disregard the directions of Mr D. Smith? 

(4) Has any development work commenced on Lot 650, and if so, how much of the 
development is within the 40 metre restriction zone? 

(5) Has any development work occurred on Lot 650 without the proper approvals? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

(1) Yes. 

(2) Not to the department's knowledge. If the member has information to the contrary, the 
department will have the survey checked to ensure compliance with survey instructions. 

(3) No instruction was given in this regard. 

(4) Development work has commenced and is understood to be at least 40 metres above the 
high water mark of any wetland area. 

(5) Not known. This part of the question should be referred to local government in the fIrst 
instance. 

HOMESWEST - 13 QUEEN STREET, ESPERANCE 
Transfer to Private Rental Market 

839. Mr RIEBELING to the Minister for Housing: 

(1) In relation to housing in Esperance and 13 Queen Street, Esperance, was the property 
transferred to the private rental market? 

(2) If so, why? 
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(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 
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Is the property managed by Wesfarmers? 

If so, what is the commission? 

Was the property in an acceptable state of repair when it was transferred to Wesfarmers? 

Is the following an accurate reflection of the damage that was present when the new 
tenants moved in -

(a) kitchen area - large hole in wall; 

(b) kitchen in dirty condition; 

(c) all walls marked and dirty; 

(d) back door heavily marked; 

(e) front door screen missing; 

(1) living room - holes in wall; 

(g) living room carpet dirty and smelly; 

(h) bedroom 1 - flyscreen missing, carpet dirty and smelly; 

(i) bedroom 2 - walls dirty, carpet dirty; 

U) bedroom 3 - walls dirty and marked, carpet dirty and smelly; 

(k) bathroom - six holes in wall, bath cracked; 

(1) toilet - wall cracked? 

(7) What action is being taken to bring the property up to an acceptable level of repair? 

(8) How many other properties in Esperance are in need of urgent maintenance? 

(9) What amount of money was allocated to the Esperance Homeswest office for repairs and 
maintenance in the budget for 1995-96? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

(1) Yes. 

(2) To prevent the property being vandalised and earn an income while its future utility is 
being determined. 

(3) Yes. 

(4) Six per cent of gross rent. 

(5) Yes. 

(6) (a) No. Refer to property condition report. 

(b) No. Paint work stained, but in reasonable condition. Refer to property 
condition report. 

(c) Chips and staining. Refer to property condition report. 

(d) Yes. Refer to property condition report. 

(e) Flywire missing. Refer to property condition report. 

(1) Nail holes only. Refer to property condition report. 

(g) Stained, but clean. Refer to property condition report. 

(h) Flyscreen missing, carpet stained, but clean. Refer to property condition report. 

(i) Paint work stain, carpet stained, but clean. Refer to property condition report. 

G) Paint work stained, carpet stained, but clean. Refer to property condition report. 

(k) Nail holes, crack to wall sheeting above bath. Refer to property condition 
report. 

(1) Yes. Refer to property condition report. 

[See paper No 219.] 

(7) Although some minor maintenance items are noted, the rent charged reflects the 
condition of the property. The agent is negotiating with the tenant to discuss any urgent 
maintenance issues. 

(8) None, all urgent maintenance is undertaken upon tenant request. 

(9) $197 147. 
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HOMESWEST - CONSmUCTION OR PURCHASE OF ADDITIONAL RENTAL 
PROPERTIES 

840. Mr RIEBELING to the Minister for Housing: 
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(1) How many Homeswest properties were constructed or purchased in the State to add to 
Homeswest rental stocks in the following years -

(a) 1 July 1992 to 30 June 1993; 

(b) 1 July 1993 to 30 June 1994; 

(c) 1 July 1994 to 30 June 1995? 

(2) What is the expected number of Homeswest houses completed and expected to be 
completed, that will add to Homeswest rental stocks in the year ending 30 June 19%? 

(3) In the building program for this year, how many homes are to be built for Homeswest 
rental? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

(1) Remote 
Comm- Abor-

Wise- unity iginai 
Rental Sale choice housing villages Total 

(a) 1992-93 
Commencements 1888 6 336 91 41 2362 
Completions 2137 10 142 80 80 2449 

(b) 1993-94 
Commencements 1416 2 246 155 87 1906 
Completions 1437 8 258 92 67 1862 

(c) 1994-95 
Commencements 1374 3 115 94 13 1599 
Completions 1667 2 234 108 56 2067 

(2)-(3) 1995-96 
Commencements 947 9 61 140 41 1198 
Completions 1247 10 63 140 25 1485 

Note: (1) The above figures include all Homeswest capital works construction programs. 

(2) 1995-96 reflects third quarter budget review figures. 

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES HOUSING AUTHORITY - KALGOORLIE-
BOULDER PROPERTIES 

931. Ms ANWYL to the Minister for Housing: 

(1) What was the cost of the Coopers Lybrand review of the Government Employees 
Housing Authority? 

(2) How many GEHA properties are there in Kalgoorlie-Boulder? 

(3) Which companies or businesses lease them? 

(4) Is it intended to sell proper properties? 

(5) What is the value of GEHA properties in Kalgoorlie-Boulder? 

(6) Is it intended to-

(a) amalgamate the GEHA, Industrial and Commercial Employees' Authority and 
Rural Housing Authority to become a division of Homeswest; 

(b) amalgamate ICEA, RHA into Homeswest and leave GEHA as a separate 
authority; 

(c) amalgamate ICEA, RHA and GEHA as an authority separate from Homeswest? 

(7) If no to (6) above, what is the proposal? 

(8) With. reference to the Minister's statement to the Parliament on 30 April 1996, which 
three of 15 recommendations have not been accepted? 

(9) Has the Minister obtained any costing from individual Government agencies of the cost 
to each of paying market rental subsidies to its employees? 

(10) If so, what is the annual cost to -

(a) . the Police Department; 
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(b) 

(c) 

(d) 
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the Family and Community Services Department; 

Justice Ministry; 

the Education Ministry, 

in Kalgoorlie-Boulder? 

(11) Do the above costings include an allowance for fringe benefits tax? 

(12) Given that GEHA has a statutory responsibility to provide "adequate and suitable 
housing accommodation" for Government employees, does the Minister consider that all 
Kalgoorlie-Boulder GEHA homes should be provided with airconditioning? 

(13) Does the. Minister support the imposition of a charge for the use of furniture in shared 
accommodation - paragraph 233? 

(14) Does the Minister support the removal of existing arrangements for the supply of 
furniture in major centres - see paragraph 234? 

(15) How many accommodation units were requested in Kalgoorlie-Boulder for the years 
ending 30 June 1995 and 1996? 

(16) Were those requests satisfied by GEHA stock, and if not, what provisions were made? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

(1) The cost of the review was $20 000 which was paid by Homeswest. 

(2) The Government Employees Housing Authority currently controls 372 properties in 
Kalgoorlie and Boulder. 

(3) The authority currently leases 58 properties from private owners and real estate agents in 
Kalgoorlie-Boulder. I am not prepared to provide details of individual contracts as the 
information must remain confidentIal. 

(4) Ifby "proper" the member means properties owned by the authority, the answer is yes. 

(5) The estimated value of properties owned by the authority in Kalgoorlie-Boulder is $46m. 

(6) No. 

(7) It is intended to amalgamate the Rural Housing Authority and Industrial and Commercial 
Employees Housing Authority into a separate statutory authority and to leave the 
Government Employees Housing Authority as a separate statutory authority. 

(8) The three recommendations contained in the executive summary of the Coopers and 
Lybrand report that were not adopted are-

(9) 

(10) 

(11) 

(12) 

(i) Formation of policies in respect of housing entitlements and setting of 
guidelines by the Office of Public Sector Management. 

(ii) Amalgamation of the Government Employees Housing Authority, Rural 
Housing Authority and Industrial and Commercial Employees Housing 
Authority. 

(iii) Housing standards developed by the Office of Public Sector Management 

Yes. The cost of individual agencies was calculated by the authority and provided to 
departments. Funding will be provided to departments according to the authority's 
assessment within each department's budget. 

The annual cost for 1996-97 in Kalgoorlie-Boulder for the following departments is -

(i) Police Department $701 000 
(ii) Family and Children's Services . $48000 
(iii) Ministry of Justice $347000 
(iv) Education Department $1090000 

The above costs do not include an allowance for fringe benefits tax. FBT presently paid 
by agencies does not change under the new arrangement 

Present government ~licy as determined by the previous Government provides for the 
provision of aircondltioning to government employees' accommodation in areas where 
the relative strain index exceeds 0.3 at 3.00 pm each day for more than 50 days per 
annum. The relative strain index figures for Kalgoorlie-Boulder do not meet these 
criteria. 

(13)-(14) 
No change is anticipated in the present system of providing or charging for furniture. 

(15) As part of annual department requests for additional accommodation, 11 and nine units 
were requested in Kalgoorlie-Boulder in 1995 and 1996, respectively. . 
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(16) There are no outstanding unsatisfied requirements for accommodation in Kalgoorlie
Boulder. Requests were either satisfied from existing stock or by new leases. Eight new 
single bedroom units are currently in th~ process of construction and will be completed 
towards the end of 1996. 

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES HOUSING AUTHORITY - REINTRODUCTION 
OF SALE OF HOMES 

Kalgoorlie-Boulder Properties 

932. Ms ANWYL to the Minister for Housing: 

(1) When is lit proposed to reintroduce sale of Government Employees Housing Authority 
homes? . 

(2) Will current tenants have priority? 

(3) Have any GEHA properties in Kalgoorlie-Boulder been sold during 1996? 

(4) If so, what were-

(a) the addresses of properties sold -
(b) the sale price of each; and 
(c) identity of selling agents? 

(5) What level of contribution to rental will be sought from employees - paragraph 190)? 

Mr KIERA TH replied: 

(1) Sale of Government Employees Housing Authority properties was reinstated by the then 
Minister for Housing in 1994. 

(2) Every government employee occupying a single detached house that is owned in fee 
simple by the authority can apply to purchase the property they occupy. There are, 
however, some properties which have special features and which the authority does not 
intend selling. 

(3) Yes. 

(4) I am not prepared to give the address or details of individual properties as this needs to 
remain confidential. However, five improved properties have been sold in Kalgoorlie
Boulder in 1996 on the open market by auction or by private treaty shortly after auction 
which has grossed $622 500 for the authority which will be utilised to build 
accommodation in smaller towns and localities where private leases are not available and 
to repay the authority's loans. 

(5) From I July 1996, rents for employee tenants will no longer be determined by the 
authority. The Government has decided to establish an independent body to determine 
rents in conjunction with employing departments. It is not intended that employee tenant 
rents will rise out of proportion to what they are at present. 

. QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

FIREARMS - NATIONAL UNIFORM LEGISLATION 
Minister's Views 

166. Mr McGINTY to the Premier: 

In light of the Premier's latest claim this morning that he will not stand in the way of uniform national gun 
laws if all States reach agreement at Friday's gun law reform summit, and in light of the statement by the 
Minister for Police a few minutes ago that he is prepared to accept uniform gun laws only if there is a 
consensus at Friday's meeting, I ask-

(1) Will the Premier now unequivocally support the Prime Minister's call for a ban on all 
semiautomatic and automatic firearms, given that the majority of States already support this 
proposal? 

(2) Is it true that the Minister for Police plans to go to Friday's meeting opposing a ban on all 
semiautomatics despite support for the move by 87 per cent of Western Australians? 

(3) Given that this is a life and death matter, when will the Premier show leadership and seize the 
moment? 

Mr COURT replied: 

The Leader of the Opposition apparently did not hear the statement the Minister for Police just read out 
The Minister made it very clear that at the meeting on Friday. this Government will support the Prime 
Minister's proposals. He must take into account the concerns that may be raised by all the States because 
uniform legislation is not possible without agreement from all the States. As I said on radio this morning, 
Western Australia will present the least of the problems in coming to that uniform arrangement because it 

""" I 
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already has the toughest gun laws in Australia. I hope members opposite listened to the Minister's 
statement; he wants to meet members of the Opposition and the Independents before he leaves to attend the 
meeting so that their concerns can be taken into account. I hope commonsense will prevail and that a good 
set of uniform gun laws will emerge on Friday. 

POLICE - BUNBURY,FOOTPATROLS 

167. Mr OSBORNE to the Minister for Police: 

(1) Is the Minister aware that the Police Department has recently increased foot patrols in the central 
business district of Bunbury on Thursday, Friday and Saturday evenings? 

(2) Will this increase lead to a reduction of strength in other areas of police operations in Bunbury? 

Mr WIESE replied: 

(1)-(2) I am aware that foot patrols have been increased in the Bunbury CBD. That increase has been 
sought by the business people in that community for some time. I am very pleased that the Police 
Service has decided to increase those foot patrols in the CBD on Thursday, Friday and Saturday 
evenings. It is part of police initiatives aimed at addressing some of the law and order problems 
that have occurred in the CBD. 

Mr D.L. Smith interjected. 

The SPEAKER: The member for Mitchell, order! 

Mr WIESE: The Police Department has been able to take this initiative due to some of the budgetary 
savings from some management changes and initiatives introduced during the 1995-96 financial year. 

Mr Catania: You have not paid any overtime or increased wages and the savings have resulted in the 
increases. 

Mr WIESE: The member for Balcatta is aware that that is nonsense. If the member for Balcatta had a 
briefing with the Police Commissioner and heard some of the facts relating to how and what changes were 
being made within this Police Service, he would be in a position to make sensible comments on some of 
the issues the Police Service is implementing. 

Mr Catania interjected. 

Mr WIESE: Those savings are now being utilised to target specific law and order issues. I can assure the 
member for Bunbury that those proposals will not have any impact on normal police operations. 

FIREARMS - NATIONAL UNIFORM LEGISLATION 
Exclusion of Low-Powered Semiautomatic Firearms 

168. Mr CATANIA to the Minister for Police: 

Will the Minister explain why he thinks low-powered semiautomatic firearms should be excluded from the 
Prime Minister's proposed national ban? 

Mr WIESE replied: 

Members opposite seem to be having a few hearing problems this afternoon. I have already very clearly 
indicated -

Mr Catania interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! I will not allow the member for Balcatta to ask a question and then make 
repetitive comments through the Minister's reply. We have already had much of this today. My 
predecessor used to have problems with Thursdays; it seems the disease has spread to Tuesdays. I ask 
members to cooperate. I regard these matters as most important to our whole community, including the 
question just asked. The member should not interrupt the answer. 

Mr WIESE: Thank you, Mr Speaker. I am very pleased that you also have noticed the hearing problems 
among members opposite. In the statement I just made, I clearly indicated that if the consensus arising 
from the discussions that take place in Canberra on Friday - . 

Mr DL Smith interjected. 

The SPEAKER: The member for Mitchell, order! 

Mr WIESE: - is that to achieve uniform firearms legislation Australia-wide this State must agree to a ban 
on all low powered semiautomatic rifles, that is the position I have outlined we will take. Those matters 
must be fully discussed and I am sure that will occur at that conference on Friday, which is the appropriate 
forum for them to be discussed. 

UNIONS - TRANSPORT WORKERS UNION 
Statewide Strike Threat 

169. Dr HAMES to the Minister for Labour Relations: 

Can the Minister inform the House of any organisation in his area of responsibility which is actively 
advocating that its members break the law? 
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Mr KIERATH replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. The Transport Workers Union has threatened to 
arrange a statewide strike if the Industrial Magistrate's Court enforces an imposed fine. To refresh the 
memories of those opposite, last year a TWU official was found guilty of coercing drivers into joining the 
union. Tony Cooke commented at the time that the law was making criminals out of union officials who 
were simply doing their jobs. At that time a truck driver had his face punched and his truck rammed as he 
went about his normal business. If members opposite think that "official" and "criminal" are 
interchangeable, they have some real problems. The TWU and the 1LC may think that is okay but 
obviously the court does not A $1 500 fine is very substantial and serves to indicate to the TWU that no 
longer is it above the law. It can no longer rely on its political mates. We must make sure that the law is 
applied without fear or favour. It is disgraceful when members of the trade union movement and members 
opposite support a strike because somebody has been found guilty of breaking the law and a fine has been 
imposed. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! 

Mr KIERA TH: I calion the Leader of the Opposition to ensure that he supports the law being applied 
without fear or favour. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! I formally call to order the member for Peel. 

FIREARMS - NATIONAL UNIFORM LEGISLATION 
National Party's Policy 

170. Dr GALLOP to the Deputy Premier: 

I refer to the Prime Minister's push for a ban on all semiautomatic weapons with no exemptions, a position 
supported by the Federal Government, the federal Leader of the National Party, the federal and state 
Opposition, the majority of State and Territory Governments, the Western Australian Commissioner of 
Police and 87 per cent of all Western Australians and ask -

(1) Is it National Party policy to impose a ban on all semiautomatic weapons? 

(2) If not, why will his National Party colleague, the Minister for Police, not attend the proposed 
national summit unequivocally supporting such a ban? 

Mr COWAN replied: 

(1)-(2) I have been here since question time began. I can recall at least three occasions when my 
colleague the Minister for Police said that he would be going with an open mind to the ministerial 
council to represent the Western Australian Government and the people of Western Australia. In 
addition, he said unequivocally that in the interests of all Western Australians there would be no 
question about this State's supporting uniform gun laws, and if those laws contained a requirement 
agreed to by all States that semiautomatic weapons should be banned, we would agree to it. 

Several members interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! 

Mr COW AN: I also want to take up the issue that was raised about the federal Leader of the National 
Party, the Deputy Prime Minister. He has already made it clear nationally, both on radio and I think also in 
a statement to the printed media, which we have not yet seen, that people's concerns about the application 
of a ban on semiautomatic weapons, particularly on pastoral or agricultural properties, would clearly need 
to be addressed. No solution was provided, but the fact remains the issue must be addressed, and it will be. 

VIOLENCE - FILMS, VIDEOS AND VIDEO GAMES 
Prime Minister's Task Force - Western Australia's Response 

171. Mr BLAIKIE to the Premier: 

The Prime Minister has established a task force headed by the federal communications Minister to consider 
the level of violence in films, videos and video games. Does the Premier support the move, and will the 
Western Australian Government make any submissions on the matter? 

Mr COURT replied: 

The State Government will certainly make submissions. 

Dr Gallop interjected. 

The SPEAKER: Order! I give the Deputy Leader of the Opposition a warning. 

Mr COURT: After the massacre in Tasmania a lot of comment was made on the level of violence children 
see on television. It has been estimated that in the United States by the time a child completes primary 
school he or she will have seen on television 8000 murders and 100 000 acts of violence. In March this 
year I wrote to the Prime Minister expressing concern about this matter. I put forward a positive 
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recommendation about technology that has been developed in the United States - the V chip. This chip is 
installed in television sets. The networks agree to a rating system and a family can program out from that 
television acts of violence. Provision of the V chip has been included in legislation in the United States 
and it is proposed that the V chip be implemented in the United Kingdom. I believe it is a good way to use 
technology to address this sort of issue in our society. This Government will ask the Federal Government 
to assess this technology to see whether it can be applied in Australia. 

FIREARMS - HEALTH DEPARTMENT DISCUSSION PAPER 
"Firearm Violence and Ownership - A Public Health Perspective" 

172. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health: 

I refer the Minister to a Health Department discussion paper entitled "Firearm Violence and Ownership - a 
Public Health Perspective". 

(1) Why was the report not released for public discussion, given that it was completed in August last 
year? 

(2) Does the Minister agree with the report's finding that the principal consequence of firearms is an 
increased level of violence? 

(3) Does the Minister agree also with the finding that the availability of a gun directly increases the 
chance that the weapon will be used in a suicide and, that if a gun is not available, another suicide 
method will not be used? 

(4) Why has the Government hidden this report which calls for urgent action to amend Western 
Australia's gun laws? 

(5) Is it because the Government is embarrassed by its own lack of action on this matter? 

Mr PRINCE replied: 

(1)-(5) I was aware of the report because it was brought to my attention six weeks ago or thereabouts. I 
was not aware of it prior to that, obviously because I was not the Minister last year when it was 
prepared. I understood that it had been sent to the police. I cannot answer the questions on why it 
has not been made public. 

Mr McGinty: We've made it public for you. 

Mr PRINCE: That is fine. I have some information on suicide alone. Within the metropolitan area only, 
of suicides in 1993-94, 73 were by carbon monoxide poisoning - obviously through a motor vehicle; 61 
were by hanging; 50 were by overdose; 32 were by firearm; nine were by jumping; eight were by 
drowning; and 20 were by other causes. Those figures indicate that in the metropolitan area firearms are 
not the way in which suicides are predominantly carried out. Of homicides statewide, eight were by knife 
and five were by firearm. 

Mr Ripper: What about the country figures? 

Mr PRINCE: I do not have the figures before me for that. I understand that in the country there is a 
proportionately higher rate of suicide by firearms. In February this year the Health Department and the 
police commissioned a market research company to carry out telephone surveys to gather the attitudes of 
Western Australians towards firearms and their beliefs, attitudes, knowledge and so on. The results of the 
survey are still being tabulated, but subject to the tragedy at Port Arthur I have been given some interim 
results. One of the questions was, "Do you support or oppose putting restrictions on gun ownership?" The 
total level of support was 92 per cent; the level of support among gun owners was 91 per cent; and the level 
of support among non-gun owners was 93 per cent. 

Dr Gallop: What is the level of support in the National Party? 

Mr PRINCE: This subject is far too serious for that sort of trite remark. 

Dr Gallop: We have had enough in this Parliament of the Liberal rump opposite holding up social 
progress. 

The SPEAKER: I formally call to order for the third time the Deputy Leader of the Opposition. I am sure 
he appreciates the effect of that if he continues to interject. 

Dr Gallop: Members opposite are interjecting all the time. 

The SPEAKER: Order! The Deputy Leader of the Opposition queries whether interjections are being 
heard. It is impossible for me to hear other interjections when he interjects. 

Mr PRINCE: The survey included the question, "Would you support or oppose the idea that people who 
want to own a gun should have to attend and pass a firearm training course?:' The total level of support for 
that question was 98 per cent; the level of support among gun owners was 99 per cent; and the level of 
support among non-gun owners 98 per cent. Virtually everybody supports the idea that people who want ~ 
own a ~n should attend and pass a firearm training course. Another question was, "Are there certaIn 
people In society who should be prevented from owning guns?" The total level of support was 98 per cent; 
the level of support among gun owners was 99 per cent; and the level of support among non-gun ow~ers 
was 97 per cent. I repeat that these are only some of the initial tabulated results of the research. It certamly 
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bears out that prior to the Port Arthur tragedy the level of awareness of gun ownership among the public 
was high. In addition, the level of support for both restrictive laws on firearm ownership and frrearm 
training was high. The age at which people can own frrearms was also canvassed in the survey. The 
general level of support is somewhere between 19 and 22 years of age. All of these issues had high support 
in the community prior to the tragedy at Port Arthur. It is from that base that the Government and the 
Minister for Police have been working. 

Dr GaUop: It was August 1995. 

Mr PRINCE: I realise the report came into existence in August 1995. It has not been hidden or buried; it 
has been used. ' 

Mr McGinty: It has not been released. 

The SPEAKER: Order! I ask the Minister to draw his answer to a conclusion. 

Mr PRINCE: It and other information which the Government has properly and correctly gathered is being 
used to formulate policy and firearm laws. The report is certainly part of the information which has been 
and will be used for that purpose. 

LOCAL GOVERNME~rr - ELECTIONS,4 MAY 
Low Voter Turnout 

173. Mr DAY to the Minister for Local Government: 
In view of the somewhat disappointing turnout at the local government elections last Saturday, 4 May, will 
the Minister outline the measures taken by the Government to ensure a higher turnout in 1997? 

Mr OMODEI replied: 

The 9 per cent turnout of voters in the local government elections in the metropolitan area and 17 per cent 
in the country was disappointing. A number of unique factors caused the low turnout of voters this year. 
Firstly, there were no mayoral elections, apart from in Carnarvon. Mayoral elections are usually high 
profile events. Secondly, there was a large number of vacancies for one year terms only because of the 
four by two introduction of four year terms. Thirdly, 45 per cent of the candidates were elected unopposed 
this year. 

The Opposition is calling for compulsory voting. However, when it was in government five Ministers for 
Local Government chose not to introduce legislation for compulsory voting. The Opposition is totally 
oblivious of the changes which are proposed in the new Local Government Act. For example, the 
Government has proposed that elections be conducted by postal vote. Of course, the experience with the 
Perth City Council and the three new towns gave us a true indication of what can happen with a 60 per cent 
election turnout. At the same time, greater access to early, absentee and postal votes will arise through this 
proposal, along with a move to four-year terms with half the council facing an election every two years. 
Those moves will ensure that big elections are held next year with an increase in the number of mayoral 
elections. 

The Opposition suggests voting in local government elections should be compulsory in Western Australia -
the turnout is only about 60 per cent in States with such compulsory voting - so that people who do not vote 
are fined. That is an absolute nonsense. We want people in this State to vote in local government elections 
because they are interested in ensuring that local government represents their aims and ambitions. That 
would not occur if compulsory voting were introduced. . 

Mr Marlborough: How will they do that with 5 per cent of people voting? 

Mr OMODEI: The member for Peel spoke in this House last week about local government and taking 
away control over dogs and cats. He now suddenly advocates compulsory voting. The member should 
make his position clear in the community in the run up to the State election because many people disagree 
with him, including the local government industry. Between now and next May, I will be talking to the 
Western Australian Municipal Association to ensure a strategy is in place to promote local government 
elections, and to ensure that we do not have compulsory voting. 

GAS - FIXED CHARGE 
Amount of Increase 

174. Mr THOMAS to the Minister for Energy: 

I refer to the Premier's claim that the introduction of a "minor" fixed charge for gas, combined with a very 
small reduction in tariff for the first 10 units used each day, would add only 40¢ a year to every 
householder's costs. 

(1) Was his claim that the change would result in only a 40¢ a year increase wrong? 

(2) Is it a fact that the Government is introducing from 1 July a brand new $7.50 quarterly fixed 
charge on all gas consumers; that is, $30 a year for tens of thousands of consumers? 

(3) Did the Premier in making his claim deliberately mislead people by attempting to average out 
costs across all households even though only one-third use gas? 
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Mr C.J. BARNETT replied: 

(1)-(3) In no way did the Premier mislead or conceal the increase in the fixed charge on gas. The matter 
was made clear in a press release by the Premier on Budget day, and it was made clear to the 
media - as they can verify - at a press conference. On the following day, I released the full detail 
of the complicated change in the pricing structure. 

Undoubtedly, there is an increase in gas charges; however, this is the first increase since 1991, and 
there is no increase in electricity prices. The average increase across all 360 000 householders for 
gas is 1.8 per cent, or $4.72 a year. The impact is to change the structure of the tariff; namely, to 
reduce the price on the frrst 10 units of gas by 12 per cent and to introduce a fixed charge. It 
cancels out. The figure is $4.72 across all households on a strict numerical average. If one takes a 
typical household - the basis of the Budget calculations which, presumably, comprises a man, a 
woman and a couple of children - based on typical consumption, the increase would be 40¢ a year. 

Mrs Hallahan: It is misleading. 

Mr CJ. BARNETT: It is not misleading. The other way of considering it is that of 360 000 AlintaGas 
customers, 201 000 customers will face an increase of 40¢. More will be paid by people with a gas 
connection who use very little gas, and 7 per cent of all users, or 25 000 householders, are in that category. 
For many such people the only gas appliance is an outdoor barbecue, and they should feel some impact and 
make some contribution. 

FISHERIES - SHARK 
Draft Management Plan - Effect on Bunbury Fishermen 

175. Mr OSBORNE to the Minister for Fisheries: 

Certain recommendations of the west coast shark fisheries draft management plan will pose problems for 
demersal gill net fishermen who operate out of Bunbury; specifically, the abolition of the 19 nautical mile 
buffer between the south coast and west coast fisheries will have the effect of excluding from this fishery 
Bunbury fishermen, some of whose families have operated out of Bunbury since 1904. Will the Minister 
allow the necessary time for recommendations to be developed which will take into account the claims of 
Bunbury fishermen? 

Mr HOUSE replied: 

The west coast shark fisheries working group has made a series of recommendations to me, which I am in 
the process of considering. Part of that consideration will be to allow time for public comment, and I will 
meet tonight with the member for Bunbury and the member for Mitchell and some representatives of that 
fishery to discuss those issues. I am prepared to allow that proper process to take its full course and to 
listen to the views of those people because, as the member for Bunbury said, their livelihoods may be 
affected by this decision. However, underlying all fisheries decisions is the fact that we must have a 
sustainable fishery, and I do not think anyone argues about that. In addition, the legislation provides for an 
independent appeal process if any of those fishermen feel aggrieved about any decision that I might make. 
Obviously, a number of avenues are open to the fishermen involved, and I am prepared to listen to their 
case, as I will do tonight. 

HOSPITALS - JOONDALUP HOSPITAL 
Privatisation - Criticism by Member for Wanneroo 

176. Dr GALLOP to the Minister for Health: 

I refer to the Minister's colleague the member for Wanneroo's public criticism of the Joondalup Hospital 
privatisation. Is the member for Wanneroo wrong when he says that "in common with many residents, the 
Joondalup Business Association and the Wanneroo Chamber of Commerce, I feel disappointed that we are 
going to lose out on this issue"? Is it the Minister who is wrong, or is it his colleague the member for 
Wanneroo and the vast majority of the residents of the northern suburbs who oppose the privatisation of 
this hospital? 

Mr PRINCE replied: 

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition asserted that the vast majority of the residents of the northern 
suburbs oppose this privatisation. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition keeps making assertions, but he 
has yet to be found right with respect to any of them. 

The member for Wanneroo is as entitled to his opinion as the Deputy Leader of the Opposition is to his. 
He thinks that the people in that area will miss out. I do not agree, because they will get a public hospital 
that they need desperately, and that the Deputy Leader of the Opposition did not deliver. The growth in 
that area has not increased just in the last few years; for some considerable time, there has been an 
overwhelming need for a substantially increased public hospital in that area. The amount of money that the 
Deputy Leader of the Opposition lost when he was a Minister would have built eight hospitals. 


