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

EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR OF NURSING AND MIDWIFERY SERVICES, PRINCESS MARGARET
HOSPITAL FOR CHILDREN AND KING EDWARD MEMORIAL HOSPITAL FOR WOMEN

Petition
Dr Constable presented the following petition bearing the signatures of 452 persons -

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

We, the undersigned wish to express our opposition to the decision taken by the Metropolitan Health Services
Board to abolish the position of Executive Director of Nursing and Midwifery Services at Princess Margaret and
King Edward Memorial Hospitals. The loss of this leadership role at executive level is seen as detrimental to the
profession of nursing and midwifery in Western Australia. We ask that this decision be reviewed and that the
position is re-instated at Princess Margaret and King Edward Memorial Hospitals forthwith.

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

[See petition No 234.]
VACATION SWIMMING CLASSES
Petition
Mrs Hodson-Thomas presented the following petition bearing the signatures of 39 persons -

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

We, the undersigned petitioners, call on the Minister for Education to abandon plans to contract out vacation
swimming classes as it could risk:

the current high standard of teaching
the affordability of classes
the availability of classes, particularly in country areas

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

[See petition No 235.]
RAIL FREIGHT SYSTEM BILL 1999
Appropriations
Message from the Governor received and read recommending appropriations for the purposes of the Bill.

[Questions without notice taken.]

QUESTION ON NOTICE 2235

MR RIEBELING (Burrup) [2.44 pm]: I rise under Standing Order No 110 to ask when I will receive answers to a series
of questions on notice. When will question on notice 2235 addressed to the Premier, Treasurer and Minister for Public
Sector Management and Federal Affairs on 10 March 1999, be answered?

MR COURT (Nedlands - Premier) [2.44 pm]: There is one outstanding question to which an answer was sent this morning.
The member might have it today. If he does not have it, I will follow it through.

QUESTION ON NOTICE 2236

MR RIEBELING (Burrup) [2.45 pm]: Further to question on notice 2236, which I asked on 10 March 1999, will the
Deputy Premier advise when the question will be answered?

MR COWAN (Merredin - Deputy Premier) [2.45 pm]: The advice from my office is that the question has been answered.
Mr Riebeling: It is still on the Notice Paper.
Mr COWAN: Notwithstanding the fact it is on the Notice Paper, I have been advised that the question has been answered.
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QUESTION ON NOTICE 2237

MR RIEBELING (Burrup) [2.46 pm]: Further to question on notice 2237, which was asked on 10 March 1999, will the
Minister representing the Attorney General advise when the question will be answered?

MR PRINCE (Albany - Minister for Police) [2.46 pm]: I am not in a position to advise the member. I will chase this up
with the Attorney General's office this afternoon and, as soon as I can, I will let him know when he may expect the answer.

QUESTION ON NOTICE 2238

MR RIEBELING (Burrup) [2.47 pm]: When will the Minister for Resources Development, Energy and Education answer
question on notice 2238, which was asked on 10 March 1999?

MR BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the House) [2.47 pm]: [ will check that. My understanding is that the question has
been answered. Indeed, as Leader of the House, I advise that eight questions to my knowledge have not been answered.
I think all the others have been answered. I think also that many of the questions to which the member for Burrup has
referred have been answered.

Mr Riebeling: Perhaps the Leader of the House will be able to tell me when I will get them, if that is the case. I have about
20 other questions on notice to go through.

Mr BARNETT: The advice I have been given is that questions on notice 1952, 1976, 2060, 2081, 2087, 2103, 2240 and
2253 have not been answered. By implication, all the others have been answered. Perhaps they are in the system
somewhere. As to the eight which have not been answered, we will undertake to answer them as soon as possible.

The SPEAKER: Rather than ask about each question on his long list, it might be appropriate for the member for Burrup
to allow ministers to sort out the matter today so that tomorrow the member can pursue the questions and check which ones
have been answered and which have not. That course of action will assist the House.

QUESTION ON NOTICE 1949

MR KOBELKE (Nollamara) [2.48 pm]: I asked question on notice 1949 on 9 March, over three months ago. I have yet
to receive an answer. Will the Premier tell me why no answer has been received and how much longer I am likely to wait
before I receive an answer?

MR COURT (Nedlands - Premier) [2.48 pm]: The Leader of the House has just read out the numbers of the eight
unanswered questions. I am advised that the member's question has been answered.

QUESTIONS ON NOTICE 1952, 2087 and 2103

MR BROWN (Bassendean) [2.49 pm]: I also rise under Standing Order No 110 to ask the Parliamentary Secretary to the
Minister for Tourism when questions 1952, 2087 and 2103 will be answered. Parts of the questions deal with the impact
of the goods and services tax on tourism. I understand that the Minister for Tourism is in a bit of a quandary about whether
he will answer them, but it has been three months since he was given the opportunity to do so.

MR BRADSHAW (Murray-Wellington - Parliamentary Secretary) [2.49 pm]: 1 was aware of this question being
unanswered this morning. I have made inquiries to which I have not yet had a response. I will do my best to have those
questions answered as soon as possible.

The SPEAKER: The Clerk has advised me that a series of letters have been received. Answers are given on sitting days.
The answers may be available for distribution tomorrow, so members should relax and wait until then.

Mr Brown: We will wait 24 hours.
DRUG TREATMENT PROGRAMS
Matter of Public Interest

THE SPEAKER (Mr Strickland): Today I received a letter from the member for Fremantle seeking to debate as a matter
of public interest the following motion -

That this House notes with concern the State Government's abject failure to deal with the ongoing crisis in Western
Australia caused by illicit drug abuse which is resulting in the deaths of dozens of young people and thousands of
other innocent West Australians becoming the victims of drug-related crime.

The House calls upon the Government to fund drug treatment programs which have helped thousands of young
people escape from the scourge of heroin addiction.

If sufficient members agree to this motion, I will allow it.
[At least five members rose in their places.]

The SPEAKER: The matter shall proceed on the usual basis, with half an hour allocated to members on my left, halfan hour
to members on my right, and five minutes to the Independent members, should they seek the call.

MR McGINTY (Fremantle) [2.51 pm]: I move the motion.

It is clear that this State Government is interested more in political point scoring and posturing than in helping people who
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have a heroin addiction. It is clear that this Government has lost its way, its will to govern, and its capacity to make hard
decisions. This Government is drifting aimlessly, is avoiding the difficult issues, and is interested only in media-friendly
opportunities. With regard to the drug issue, the Government is engaging in the sabre-rattling rhetoric of the extreme right,
while the drug problem is exploding around us. The supply of drugs is increasing. Young people in Western Australia are
becoming addicted to drugs, and are ruining their lives and dying in increasing numbers. However, the Premier, the Minister
for Health, and the Minister for Family and Children's Services, who is responsible for the state drug strategy, are sitting on
their hands and doing nothing, while at the same time talking about being tough on drugs and decrying the harm minimisation
policies that have served this country well for the past decade or so.

I turn now to the effect on heroin addicts in this State of the Government's indecision about the drug issue. I refer first to
the naltrexone program that has been run by Dr George O'Neil in Subiaco for the past two years, which has helped many
drug addicts to beat the scourge of heroin addiction. However, tomorrow, Dr O'Neil will close his doors to those heroin
addicts who cannot afford to pay for treatment, which is just about every heroin addict in this State who seeks treatment.
As most members of this House are aware, Dr O'Neil has championed the use of naltrexone in this State for rapid heroin
detoxification, followed by abstinence from heroin use. This week, Dr O'Neil celebrates the second anniversary of the first
time that he treated a patient with naltrexone. Over the past two years, Dr O'Neil has treated 1 500 individuals on 2 400
occasions. In an average week in his clinic in Subiaco, he detoxifies 40 heroin addicts and places them on naltrexone. An
observational, not a clinical, trial based on urine analysis and testing for the presence of both naltrexone and opiates in 948
of his patients showed that after six months, 72 per cent of his patients had successfully beaten heroin addiction and were
clean during those tests. That is a remarkable achievement when we consider the problems that are associated with heroin
addiction. A comparable survey of people on the methadone program showed that 46 per cent of people were free from
heroin, although methadone still showed up as being present.

Only 8 per cent of participants in the much vaunted Swiss heroin trial looked to abstinence for their future. That is the end
result of the people who had been clean in that trial. Dr George O'Neil provides not only medical treatment but also the
necessary community support. The Church of Christ in Subiaco, and I understand in more recent times in Willetton and
Tuart Hill, provides the community support which is vital if a former addict is to break away from heroin, the medical
treatment and the peer group influences in the heroin subculture. The church provides friendship, meals and jobs to heroin
addicts. Dr O'Neil has recently demonstrated the importance of providing the post-medical treatment community support
necessary to enable people to break away from that heroin subculture by establishing a telephone carer system based on
volunteers, many of whom are parents of people who have died from heroin overdoses or have otherwise been the victims
of heroin. A number of these people volunteer through the Church of Christ. The telephone carer system enables the
volunteers to keep in touch with addicts once they have undergone the naltrexone treatment at Dr O'Neil's clinic and to
provide them with whatever support and assistance necessary for them to keep clean.

I was not aware until recently of the involvement of the farming community in this project. Dr O'Neil has forged links with
farmers throughout the State. These farmers are prepared to take three or four young, relatively able-bodied drug addicts
from the naltrexone program onto their farms and provide that community support. Farms in the Meekatharra, Dalwallinu,
Northam and York areas are participating in this worthwhile project. The farmers take these young addicts onto their farms,
feed them, provide them with some work and generally look after them. This sort of community support has been very
important in supplementing the medical treatment provided by Dr O'Neil.

It is interesting that Dr O'Neil has done all of this on his own, with no help at all from the Government. In considering the
motion before the House, it is important to look at how the Government has treated Dr O'Neil. A question was asked in this
House on 14 October 1997 of the then Minister for Health, the member for Albany. It related specifically to Dr George
O'Neil and the naltrexone program. The minister gave quite a long answer to the question from my friend the member for
Joondalup, so I will edit it to the bare essentials. It states -

Dr George O'Neil has treated a number of patients and the numbers have been growing significantly. He has
approached the department and has met with me and the Minister responsible for the drug strategy. He has put
forward that his treatment should be converted into a trial . . . This trial that will be borne out of Dr O'Neil's work
will get underway now . . . Recently the Government agreed to provide funding of $180 000 through the Health
Department to support a formal trial of naltrexone in this State. That funding is available so long as Dr O'Neil's
program converts to a proper trial process. The money will fund the trial.

I am a humble Presbyterian, but that says that the Government will provide $180 000 to Dr George O'Neil for a naltrexone
program. That is not the case. The Government has broken its promise to him. In this House it promised him $180 000,
and then reneged on the deal. The Government has given him only $60 000. Of the amount which in this place the minister
promised to Dr O'Neil, there is a shortfall of $120 000. All members are aware that Dr O'Neil has since been feeling
considerably aggrieved, because what was promised by the Minister for Health has not been delivered to him.

Mr Day: I do not think you have done your research very well, because we have not promised him that.
Mr McGINTY: Is the minister saying that he did not promise $180 000 to Dr O'Neil?

Mr Day: There was $180 000 promised to be made available to use for conducting a proper clinical trial into naltrexone,
not necessarily for him personally. Nevertheless, we are very keen to make it available to him.

Mr McGINTY: Irepeat that, in part, the letter stated -

This trial that will be borne out of Dr O'Neil's work will now get underway . . . That funding is available so long
as Dr O'Neil's program converts to a proper trial process. The money will fund the trial.
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Mr Day: Yes - a trial. Do you understand what a trial is?

Mr McGINTY: A dishonesty comes from people putting propositions like that to this House. It is intellectually and
factually dishonest for the minister to try to say that he never promised Dr O'Neil $180 000. The minister should tell him
that. The minister should not try to argue the point in here. Dr O'Neil will say that the minister is not telling the truth, and
with considerable justification.

Mr Day: We have promised it for a trial. Why doesn't the member understand what a trial is?

Mr McGINTY: That promise was reneged on. As I have said, only $60 000 was given to Dr O'Neil. He relied on the word
of this Government. He is perhaps a little wiser now because, having relied on the promise the Government gave him, he
is now out of pocket to that extent.

Dr Gallop: Itis a bit like the school cleaners: If they had an enterprise bargaining agreement, they would keep their jobs.

Mr McGINTY: That is not to mention the workers at the Midland workshops. We can go on with a whole list of broken
promises. This is a promise to a Western Australian who has done a tremendous amount of good work, albeit somewhat
controversial. For the Government to lie to him - that is what happened to him; that is how he feels about it - is completely
unacceptable.

Today a further $50 000 was advanced to Dr George O'Neil to get under way with a trial which will run over the next year
or two. On this analysis, there is still a shortfall of $70 000 in what the Government promised to him in October 1997. Most
importantly, we have a blanket refusal from this Government to provide any financial support whatsoever to the treatment
that Dr George O'Neil is providing to those 40 addicts, who come to his clinic in Subiaco each week. As a result, tomorrow
he will be forced to close his doors to those people. We hear so much about the Government being tough on drugs, but when
there is an opportunity to inject money to help individuals get off heroin and give them a chance to rebuild their lives, it does
not want to know about it. The Government is all rhetoric and no substance when it comes to things that really count.

Last night many members will have seen a Four Corners program dealing with this heroin addiction scourge. It dealt with
four treatments in particular case studies: The first was someone who found God - that person failed; the second was on the
methadone program - that person failed; the third was a long-term addict doing it tough on the streets who went cold turkey -
he was expected to fail; and the fourth was undergoing treatment in the Sydney naltrexone clinic - the only one of the four
who succeeded in beating the heroin addiction. I urge members who did not see that television program to watch it and then
look at what this Government could be doing for heroin addicts in Western Australia in exactly the same process, pioneered
and undertaken by Dr O'Neil. They should bear this in mind: The Government has not offered one cent of assistance to the
treatment Dr George O'Neil offers to heroin addicts.

The broken promise and the payments of $60 000 and $50 000 to undertake a trial must be looked at as being independent
of'this fact. The Four Corners program showed that the naltrexone clinic in Sydney charged $6 900 to put a heroin addict
onto that program in that State. It boasted a success rate of 90 per cent, a remarkable success rate for that private clinic.
It is available only to people who can afford $6 900. George O'Neil, as members would except from a good Christian man,
has opened his doors and his arms to all people, regardless of their financial means. He has said, "I will offer you treatment
in this State." By its inactivity, the Government is saying, "If you are rich and come from an upper-middle class family, we
will allow you to have the naltrexone treatment; but if you do not, if you are poor or are indigent, it's bad luck, and you have
to put up with your addiction." It seems to be this Government's policy to make health services available on the basis of the
size of a person's wallet, and that is completely unacceptable.

Dr George O'Neil asks his patients to contribute $2 600, approximately one-third of the cost charged by the private clinic
in Sydney. Surely that is a tremendous investment for the Government of this State to make to offset part of the cost of that
treatment. The wall has gone up. There is a stony silence when Dr O'Neil says that he cannot afford to continue to provide
this treatment program from his own pocket, with the volunteers and the staff, all of whom are making a contribution. It
should be a community responsibility; in other words, a government responsibility. He is saying that the Government is
not measuring up in its approach to this issue.

Most heroin addicts cannot afford to pay $2 600, or even what is now being required by the board of management of the
Australian medical procedures foundation which oversees his work. It is now requiring a 10 per cent up-front deposit. If
heroin addicts who are desperate enough to seek this treatment have $260 in their pockets, they will spend it to buy five
packets of heroin on their way to the clinic. The experience at Dr O'Neil's clinic is that they will not go into the clinic with
that money in their pocket. It can get money out of these people to pay for these things only once they have been dried out
and put on naltrexone, not when their addiction is running rampant through them. In fact, only 16 per cent of the patients
of Dr O'Neil's clinic pay the fee of $2 600. That is suggesting the State is expecting Dr George O'Neil to continue to pay
out of his pocket for 84 per cent of the patients he has treated. The State is saying that it has no responsibility for it! I do
not accept that. It is an outrageous proposition. If the Government would stop rattling the sabre, and stop talking about its
being tough on drugs and do something to help people, it would be applauded by the broader community.

Notwithstanding the generosity of Dr George O'Neil and the amount of resources he has invested in trying to solve the drug
problem, the project is in financial jeopardy, and he has been directed by the board to not continue to treat those who cannot
afford to pay. Itis a very sad day for Western Australia. He said that last Wednesday 23 people went through the clinic,
and only one of those could afford to pay the up-front 10 per cent deposit for the cost of the treatment; in other words, he
would have turned away 22 of those people he detoxified last Wednesday, because of the mean-spiritedness and lack of
vision by the Government. For two years Dr O'Neil has subsidised this treatment financially, and there has been an army
of volunteers working with him. He has adopted the very principled policy that he will not turn away anybody who needs
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treatment. Surely the Hippocratic oath is all about giving people that sort of treatment? On 11 June 1999 - last week - he
was forced to write to the Premier. I will take a few minutes to read into the Hansard record relevant extracts from that
letter, because it is quite long. He thanks the minister for his assurance that funding will be made available for further
clinical trials related to naltrexone; that is, the $50 000 to which I have already referred. He then states -

The further research will validate work we have already done but if you do not join us immediately with funding
support patients will be refused treatments and die in the Perth Community. We have maintained the service for
two years and we are treating 40 patients a week where we have promised treatment whether the patient can pay
or not.

We have notified you repeatedly that our family cannot continue to underwrite this. My accountants and lawyers
now refuse to let me spend anymore of our own funds and the Directors of the Perth Naltrexone Service decided
last night that patients would no longer be treated if they could not pay 10% of the $2,600 fee that we charge before
we treat them. Unfortunately they are all out of money at this stage.

I expect to see patients being turned away from next Wednesday.

That is tomorrow; tomorrow a scandal will occur in Perth when patients who cannot afford treatment are turned away
because of this Government's policies. He continues -

It will be very hard for me stand silently by and see young West Australians refused treatment . . .

Naltrexone used before seven days detox is recognised by the 3,000 families treated and the Community will
recognise that if your Government stands by and allows those patients requiring this treatment to die, that you will
not be remembered for positive leadership. West Australia runs the risk of going back from 46 detoxs of heroin
per week to 6, which is what your Government pays for. Two days ago we treated 23 patients including some as
young as 14 years of age which your Government refuses to pay for and the patients also fail to pay for. From the
patients a total of $600 was collected for treatments that would normally be invoiced in the Eastern States at $5000
per treatment.

The Board decision based on Wednesday's type of clinic, now means that we will be only allowed to treat one of
those 23 people instead of the whole 23. This situation is appalling to me personally and I hold you responsible
as someone who could have prevented this. We can refuse to pay our staff which we have done, but we cannot
persuade the overseas companies to supply us drugs without us being able to pay for them any longer.

I am disappointed by the situation and believe you should act to stop this happening. . . .
Dr George O'Neil.
P.S. You are my local member.

That letter speaks clearly enough of the problem. I predict that if a person has $260 in his pocket and a raging heroin
addiction, he will spend it on heroin on the way to the clinic. I am advised that when told they are likely to be turned away
from tomorrow, some addicts have said they will contemplate suicide. However, the more common reaction will be that
they will go back to heroin. Does this Government care? If it does, it should demonstrate that caring.

Another case study involves a woman called Michelle who comes from Perth's northern suburbs. This woman has three
young children and has been on the methadone program for 15 years. She has been working hard to come off the program;
she has her daily dose down from 80 milligrams to 30 mg. That costs her $4 a day or $120 a month, which is an enormous
amount for someone on a disability support pension.

That situation has developed over the past eight months. Methadone was free in this State nine months ago. Initially when
the Government devolved responsibility to the community clinics, the price of methadone was $1 a day. A little later it was
$2 a day and it is now $4. What was a free service with the Government helping people to beat an addiction by providing
methadone has now changed so that the cost is borne by the patient. This woman told me that in the past, drug dealers took
all her money, and now the Government takes it through the chemists from whom she purchases her methadone. She is still
broke and cannot afford to continue taking it at the price the Government has imposed.

Mr Day: She can go to the central drug unit and get it for nothing.

Mr McGINTY: She cannot. She told me that everyone except the desperate drug addicts in this State are "heavily
discouraged" from going anywhere near that clinic because it cannot cope. It escapes me why this Government cannot do
something to help these people from whom it is now taking money.

It is clear that either this Government has been of no assistance to heroin addicts, and therefore the broader community, or
it has made it more difficult for them to seek treatment. I call upon the Premier and the Minister for Health to get serious,
to stop the sabre rattling and to do something to help the addicts and the community in the fight against drugs.

MR DAY (Darling Range - Minister for Health) [3.14 pm]: I completely oppose the motion. It is a display of gross
sensationalism by the member for Fremantle and the Opposition.

Mr McGinty: George O'Neil is shutting the doors of his clinic. That is sensational and it is your fault. If you were to stop
sitting on your hands you might stop people dying.

Mr DAY: It is time that the Opposition did a bit of decent research into this issue and gained an understanding of the very
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serious legal and clinical issues involved. The member has come into this place because he was sent a copy of a letter from
Dr George O'Neil to the Premier dated last Friday that he thinks is manna from heaven.

Several members interjected.
Mr DAY: That is the only thing that has prompted his interest in this issue.

Mr McGinty: I was a member of a select committee for a year in this place. It has been a matter of considerable concern
to me. A cousin's child died of a heroin addiction, so the minister should not dare tell me that I have no interest in this
matter.

Mr DAY: I am referring to the member's specific interest in this aspect of naltrexone and its use by Dr George O'Neil.
Mr McGinty: If you had been touched by heroin, you might have a different attitude.

Mr DAY: The important point about the use of naltrexone is whether it works. It may well work; I hope it does. However,
there is no clear evidence at this stage indicating that it works in a safe or effective manner, particularly when used for rapid
detoxification, as Dr O'Neil uses it.

The Government respects the work he is doing and the commitment he has shown to dealing with the problem of heroin
addiction in this State. If through his work we can show that naltrexone is safe as a pharmacological agent for rapid
detoxification, that will be very good. This Government has done everything it can to establish an environment and system
in which he can get assistance in his work. However, if what he is doing is to be supported by taxpayers' money, it must be
done in the context of a clinical trial.

Ms MacTiernan: Tell us what you have done.
Mr DAY: The member should listen.

Naltrexone was approved towards the end of last year by the Therapeutic Goods Administration as an appropriate
pharmacological agent for the maintenance of alcohol detoxification and it is also accepted as an adjunct therapy for the
maintenance of heroin detoxification. However, to my knowledge it has not been accepted by any reputable body as an agent
of choice in rapid detoxification. As I said, we hope that it is useful when compared with all the other agents which are
available at the moment.

There are two forms of detoxification using naltrexone. One is rapid detoxification, which I understand is the form used
by Dr O'Neil, which extends over about 48 hours; and the other is ultrarapid detoxification, which I understand is done under
a general anaesthetic. To my knowledge, that is not done in Western Australia but, as the member for Fremantle indicated,
it is being practised in Sydney and also in Israel. However, before Governments can make funds available for the use of
drugs or any other procedure to provide treatment to patients in whatever area, we must be satisfied there is clear evidence,
based on the advice of reputable scientific and medical authorities, as to the safety and efficacy of whatever drug or
procedure is being used. There are two aspects to that: The first relates to the responsible use of taxpayers' money.
Obviously we cannot simply throw taxpayers' money at something unless it is a well-established and safe procedure.

Dr Gallop: How is taxpayers' money being used now? What are the results of the use of taxpayers' money now? Tell us
how many people have died in the past 12 months.

Mr DAY: Certainly fewer than in the previous 12 months.
Dr Gallop: Where is your money going at the moment? The performance of your Government in this area is useless.

Mr DAY: There is also a legal issue. If action were taken by someone who suffered as a result of the improper use of
medication, the Government would be open to legal challenge if it provided funding for treatment which was not proven.

Dr Gallop: Are you saying there is improper use of this medication at that clinic?

Mr DAY: No, I gave an example. I said the Government would be open to legal challenge if action were taken in a case
where the safe use of a medication or procedure had not been proven. However, over the past two years the Government
has made it clear to Dr O'Neil that we are keen to assist in providing funds for the work he is undertaking. Indeed, he and
I have had two meetings in the time I have been Minister for Health, and discussions took place between my predecessor,
the member for Albany, and Dr O'Neil for the same purpose; namely, we want to make funds available to him to provide
naltrexone to people in the context of a properly constituted clinical trial. My first meeting with Dr O'Neil was, I think, in
December of last year, and the outcome of that discussion was that he would work together with the Health Department and
people from the WA Alcohol and Drug Authority, as it was then known, in order to put together a proper clinical trial. For
that to be done, it was necessary to have supervision by a reputable scientific or medical authority. The Government can
simply not provide that sort of oversight. We are entirely dependent on a reputable educational institution, for example, to
provide that sort of oversight and supervision. It took some time to identify somebody who was willing and able to do this.
I am pleased that Professor Assen Jablensky of the Department of Psychiatry and Behavioural Science at the University of
Western Australia has come forward and expressed a willingness to cooperate with Dr O'Neil in the conduct of a proper
clinical trial.

Mr Marlborough: Therefore, the money can be paid over tomorrow.

Mr DAY: The member should just wait and listen. As I said, since about September 1997 the Government has been keen
to make funds available to Dr O'Neil for that purpose. However, it involves the proper assessment of patients when they
come through the door, and putting in place proper controls and supervision.
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Mr McGowan: Have you ever been there to have a look?
Mr DAY: No, I have not been there, but I have certainly heard a lot about it.

During 1997 or 1998, $60 000 was made available to Dr O'Neil's Australian Medical Procedures Research Foundation to
assist with a clinical trial. An additional $20 000 was made available to the Department of Psychiatry at the University of
Western Australia to assist with the assessment of that trial. Therefore, $80 000 has already been made available. 1did not
hear any reference to that in the comments from the member for Fremantle.

I again met with Dr O'Neil about two weeks ago when we went through the issues involved. The point was again made to
him that for further funds to be made available, he needed to have an acceptable trial set up, and as soon as that was done
we would straightaway hand over the money. Dr O'Neil was to meet with Professor Jablensky following that meeting, and
both of them were to meet with the Commissioner of Health to review the situation and ensure that an appropriate time frame
was in place. As I said, Dr O'Neil sent a letter to the Premier towards the end of last week in which he appealed again for
funds to be made available, notwithstanding the understanding that he no doubt had following our meeting about two weeks
ago during which the clear advice was given to him about what was necessary to make the funds available. To make those
funds available, the Government is entirely dependent on a reputable scientific authority working in partnership with Dr
O'Neil.

Dr Gallop: The one thing you have been concerned about all along is publicity and that the people might actually learn about
this little crisis that is going on. That is the one issue about which you have been concerned; that is the one issue you have
been constantly raising with Dr O'Neil: "Don't go public. Don't tell the people about the crisis." That is the way your
Government treats the drug problem in this State. It covers it up and puts it under the carpet.

Mr DAY: That is absolute rubbish.
Dr Gallop: It is not rubbish.

Mr DAY: I have been totally forthcoming with the public of Western Australia about this issue. However, quite clearly,
if Dr O'Neil wants funds to assist in his program, we need to debate in a constructive way the details of how a trial will be
conducted, and the way to achieve that is not through a public debate. There has been absolutely no desire whatsoever by
this Government for this issue not to be debated in general terms in the public arena.

Mr Marlborough: Why don't you meet your own guidelines? Why don't you this evening go down to the surgery and sort
it out?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order, member for Peel!

Mr DAY: A further meeting was held last Friday between the Commissioner of Health, Alan Bansemer, and Dr O'Neil.
It was made clear yet again that if a commitment was given to conduct his activities within the context of a properly
constituted clinical trial, a further $50 000 would be made available. T am pleased that a commitment of sorts has been given
by Dr O'Neil that the funds which are being made available will be used for that purpose, and a cheque for $50 000 has
therefore been made available to his organisation today. The cheque was written out last week, but following the
commitment which was given, it was handed over to the organisation today.

Dr Gallop: What is your long-term strategy? What will you do when he cannot take people tomorrow who do not have the
means?

Mr DAY: I will come to that, if the Leader of the Opposition wants me to. In the unlikely event that that occurred, we have
contingencies in place to deal with the patients through Next Step Specialist Drug and Alcohol Services.

Dr Gallop: Will you give them a free taxi ride from one place to the other?

Mr DAY: We will deal with the issue in an appropriate, serious and substantial way, not through grandstanding, as the
Leader of the Opposition is seeking to do.

Dr Gallop: How many people died last year?

Mr DAY: Too many.

Dr Gallop: Your Government is presiding over it.

Mr DAY: This Government is doing everything it can, and it is not putting all its eggs into one basket.
Dr Gallop: People who have meetings with you say it is like swimming in porridge - you're useless!
Mr DAY: Has the Leader of the Opposition been to one of the meetings? No!

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Osborne: You look stressed.

Dr Gallop: You picked it in one! I am very stressed about the problem in the community!

Mr Osborne: Watch your back.

Dr Gallop: People are dying and your Government is presiding over it!
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Mr DAY: We are doing everything we can to reduce the rate of deaths, as we have done over the past couple of years.
Substantial progress has been made. We will not put all our eggs in one basket, be it naltrexone or any other form of
treatment. It was made clear to Dr O'Neil that in addition to the $80 000 previously made available, and the $50 000 handed
over today, further funds are available if necessary to assist in the conduct of a proper clinical trial in the use of naltrexone
for rapid detoxification. Itable a copy of the letter from the Commissioner of Health to Dr O'Neil sent today along with the
cheque for $50 000.

[See paper No 1020.]

Mr DAY: We are by no means putting all our eggs in one basket. A great deal of research is being carried out around
Australia and the rest of the world into finding the best possible treatment for heroin addiction. In particular, I am advised,
following a recent discussion I had with Dr Alison Ritter, the head of research at Turning Point Alcohol and Drug Centre
Inc in Victoria, that the drug buprenorphine shows much promise. We are considering conducting a trial in this State into
the possible use of that form of medication as well. For various pharmacological reasons, it appears to be as promising as
naltrexone, if not more so.

The methadone program in this State has been in operation for many years. Although it was denigrated by the Opposition
to a large extent, it is a proven form of treatment with thorough evaluation and assessment over many years. Unlike the
situation a couple of years ago, no waiting list exists for methadone treatment in this State following the provision of
additional funding. The Government is taking its responsibility seriously. It will do whatever it can to reduce the impact
on our society of heroin addiction.

The Next Step organisation is planning to further expand naltrexone use to outpatient services, particularly in the assessment
ofresidential detoxification induction and, if necessary, moving onto naltrexone therapy. This involves follow-up treatment
through naltrexone prescription and dispensing, including the provision of free naltrexone to patients of limited means. The
reasonable option was to make naltrexone available for the purpose of maintenance through Next Step at no cost to people
who cannot afford it. It is a significant initiative of this Government, the Health Department and Next Step.

I am also advised that the number of beds available for residential detoxification prior to naltrexone therapy is being
expanded; therefore, 21 beds will be provided for a 17-client occupancy by July. That is an increase on the current situation.
In addition, a further use-specific service will be provided through outpatient services for the 12 to 18 years age group to
operate from the Next Step facility in East Perth. That is another important development which will involve a purpose-built,
four-bed unit attached to the Next Step facility.

A great deal is being done. We cannot simply place all our eggs in one basket; the Government is not doing so, but is
looking at further trials of not only naltrexone, but also buprenorphine. Also, access to the methadone program has expanded
over the last couple of years. The Opposition's comments and arguments do not stand up. The Government has made it clear
to Dr O'Neil that it wants to do all it reasonably can to assist him in his important work within the framework of a proper
clinical trial. The provision of an additional $50 000 today further demonstrates the good faith shown by this Government.

MR PRINCE (Albany - Minister for Police) [3.35 pm]: I add to the debate, partly because I was Minister for Health for
two and a half years, partly because I attended the Ministerial Council on Drugs Strategy last week in Sydney - I have
attended a number of these councils - and partly as a result of the limited nature of the debate raised by the Opposition.

In 1995 the Premier of this State raised the issue of drug abuse in our society, and appointed a task force to investigate the
matter. No-one else to that point had had the courage to do so, either in this State or elsewhere in Australia. This was a well-
researched task force. People travelled all over the State and spoke to many community groups. I know, as I attended
meetings in my electorate. The task force looked at expert information, conducted excellent research and produced a good
report which, in large part, is in the process of being implemented. No-one else took on this matter as a political subject
before this Government so acted. This approach is now being adopted by the Federal Government, and full marks to it, as
late as it is. The task force produced a series of recommendations which can be applied from the law enforcement and
treatment points of view, as well as other actions one can bring to bear to deal with the problem. One cannot deal with this
issue in isolation. Naltrexone is not a silver bullet or a wonder drug - it does not cure everything. This alternative
pharmacotherapy was not available generally in Australia two and a half or three years ago; however, it is now available in
a limited form as approved by the Therapeutic Goods Administration. The Federal Government has decided it can be used
in a limited way. It is not approved for general treatment, although it probably should be. As I have said before, when
general practitioners are able throughout the State to administer naltrexone, within a proper support network for addicted
persons - which is at least as important as the drug itself - its use can undoubtedly be extended.

In the meantime, Dr O'Neil pushes the boundaries. That is fine. I have no question as to the bona fides of his desire to help,
cure and heal people. He has pushed the boundaries. Naltrexone is being trialled elsewhere, as is buprenorphine and slow
release morphine and tincture opium in South Australia. Buprenorphine was the subject of a trial result recently published
in the eastern States. We have managed to get methadone into society with GPs being trained in that area.

I distinctly recall launching on 14 August 1997 the opiate overdose project, in which this Government funded a group of
ex-users to deal with people on the streets who were overdosing to teach them how not to kill themselves. On the same day,
as part of that initiative, St John Ambulance launched a program to tell people who were associated with addicts, and addicts,
that when someone collapses, they should give mouth-to-mouth resuscitation and then ring for an ambulance. The police
undertook not to attend such scenes. If they were called, they would go. Otherwise, they would not be called by the
ambulance officers. Narcan is now carried by ambulance officers. The difficulty in the past was not that the Government
did not want Narcan in ambulances, but that officers refused to use it. They now carry it.
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These initiatives all happened in the last three years. Every State in this country, except Western Australia, has an increasing
death rate from heroin overdose. One death is too many. This State has been measurably successful in turning the situation
around although not to the extent we would like or as needs to be achieved in the future. The Government started on this
process in 1995, and it has and is achieving - it will continue to achieve. I sat in the Ministerial Council on Drugs Strategy
last Thursday and determined that the other States are not as far progressed as Western Australia; they are still wringing their
hands or trying to pretend that it does not happen, or saying that somebody else must do something about it or that the
Federal Government must fund this and that. Western Australia has continued not to be timid; it has gone out and done what
it can and what it does well.

Cautioning trials for cannabis use are presently under way in two police districts. Results are as yet equivocal and we will
wait until the end of the year when the trials have run for an appropriate time to consider them. That is simply the police
officer exercising a discretion to charge or not to charge, which police officers have always had, especially for minor
offences. It is a system whereby if the police choose not to charge, the person goes to education classes. Ifthe person does
not go to education classes, he gets charged. Other States are talking about the same thing for heroin dealing. It has even
been tried in Victoria; it does not work.

Mr Carpenter: Who says it does not work? They say it is working well.

Mr PRINCE: The member for Willagee should have come to the meeting last Thursday. Drug courts are something that
have been touted as one of the ways of fixing this problem. Drug courts exist in some form or other in some States in the
United States and, to a very limited extent, in New South Wales. We have evaluated that idea. We are working up a way
of dealing with those people who are addicted to narcotics in such a way that they are recidivist offenders. Eighty per cent
of first-time offenders hit the courts once and never come back; of the remaining 20 per cent, another 10 per cent of them
come back a second time and that is it. It is the 10 per cent or thereabouts who come back over and over again who are the
problem. Ifwe are to have a drug court in this State, it is my view, from working with the Attorney General and others, that
it should be used for those recidivist offenders who have the hardest time trying to control their addiction; in the same way
that what we are talking about from a health and medical view deals with those people.

Those are a few of the things that the Government has done and is doing right now. To criticise this Government for inaction
and timidity is so totally, hypocritically wrong as to be almost laughable. This motion should be thrown out of the House.

MR BAKER (Joondalup) [3.42 pm]: I wish to use the remaining four minutes or so left to government speakers in response
to this motion to raise a couple of salient features. I am surprised that members opposite would run with this motion in this
Chamber and seek to rely on the good name of Dr George O'Neil and in some way, directly or indirectly, suggest that he
supports the Labor Party's policy on how government should respond to the consumption of illicit drugs in the community.
In reality, that is the issue which is at the heart of this motion: How should a responsible - the member opposite can laugh -

Dr Gallop: You are demeaning yourself by saying that.

Mr BAKER: How should a responsible but compassionate Government respond to the use, consumption and possession
of illicit drugs in the broader community? That is the issue: Should the Government continue to prohibit the consumption,
possession, use, sale and supply of illicit drugs, and at the same time provide appropriate harm minimisation strategies, or
should it do as the Labor Party advocates and progressively decriminalise and legalise the issue so that at the end of the day,
by using clever semantics and changing definitions, the drug problem is overcome because it has been defined out of
existence?

It is very interesting that in this debate the Labor Party once again attempts to use the very good name of Dr George O'Neil
for political purposes. It would be very interesting if we could hear from Dr O'Neil during this debate to learn of his views,
particularly on the Labor Party's policies of heroin trials, providing heroin to heroin users, and decriminalising the simple
possession of cannabis and allowing adults to cultivate up to five plants per adult in a household. Dr O'Neil has recently
written to me on these two issues -

Dear Chris,

This is to confirm that I am opposed to heroin trials as we really have not used Naltrexone and other treatments in
this country efficiently or provided a service to hundreds of people willing to give up heroin.

I am opposed to young people using marijuana as it interferes with short term memory and motivation and
predisposes them to a series of drugs being used. In fifteen hundred heroin patients in Perth there are almost none
who do not start on marijuana.

Thank you for communicating this information to your colleagues. Thank you for continuing to give our
programme support and encouragement at a time when it has been difficult for patients, politicians and parents
struggling to find solutions in Western Australia.

That is the reality of what Dr O'Neil thinks of the Labor Party's policies; the two issues that clearly differentiate the State
Government's response to the illicit drug problem as opposed to what members opposite would do. If members opposite
want to use Dr O'Neil's good name in this Chamber, they should tell the House and the public the full story of what he thinks
of the Labor Party's illicit drug policy. I am sure they will not; they will keep that a secret.

At the end of the dayi, it is clear that the Labor Party is concerned about its own policy on illicit drugs. It is trying to make
the way in which the Government has responded to the illicit drug problem, particularly in relation to the funding of the
naltrexone trial or treatment program, the issue. That is the smokescreen. The real issue is the Labor Party's policy in this
area. It is well aware that it went far too far at its last state conference to arrive at these two whacko proposals.
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MR PENDAL (South Perth) [3.46 pm]: I also think that we could be doing much more to tackle the heroin problem. I will
make three brief points in the five minutes that are available to Independent members. It is fortuitous in one respect that
the Minister for Resources Development is here. 1 will repeat a point that [ have made before: We are told that something
in the order of 80 per cent of the heroin which arrives in Australia and which goes onto the street for sale comes from South-
East Asian ports. It is no coincidence that that happens to be the part of the world in which Western Australia and Australia
have their widest economic clout. I believe the time has come when we should be using that economic clout that we
undoubtedly have in South-East Asia to put some greater pressure on the Governments in the region to increase surveillance
of the outflow of narcotics leaving the region. That outflow, I repeat, ultimately forms 80 per cent of the narcotics imports
coming into Australia. In other words, if we have huge clout at the trade and the economic levels, and when something is
as serious as this, we should be using that clout.

Secondly, I express again my concern and sadness that the Government has not advanced on the amendment that was moved
by me in the sentencing law debate in this House last December. I moved an amendment which received the support of the
Opposition and was backed by the Government, specifically the Leader of the House, in principle; that is, we would create
a specific mechanism to allow courts to suspend sentences in the case of heroin-related crimes, provided the offender agreed
to go on to something such as the naltrexone treatment program with Dr George O'Neil, or for that matter any other reputable
treatment program. It is tragic that something that was universally accepted by this House in December last year still has
not been acted upon by the Government. I suspect there was a sense of injury on the part of the Attorney General at the time
that someone had beaten him at his own game. Therefore, in agreeing with the Opposition motion I say that the Government
has not done enough in that regard to bring in a specific sentencing option of the kind that I referred to, and of the kind that
I moved in this place last December. If we are losing about 70 or 80 people on the streets to heroin each year - we may have
lost another 40 people this year unnecessarily - it behoves the Government to explain why it was prepared to gamble with
the lives of those young people by not taking up the offer that was given on that occasion.

Thirdly, I am yet to be convinced that police resources are being used properly in this dreadful, tragic scenario. Some time
ago I drew attention to the fact that in recent years the arrest rate for heroin users, vis-a-vis the drug pushers, has been at a
ratio of 2:1. That suggests that the emphasis again is on the wrong people. We are told that police resources are strapped
to the limit. I see no evidence of police resources being strapped the limit when I look at the sorts of resources that are
thrown into random breath testing, Multanovas and other forms of revenue raising in this State. Why do we do that? We
do it because it is the easy option. The time and expertise of police personnel could be put to far more effective use in
combating the scourge of heroin. That is another matter the Government has failed to address fully. I acknowledge that it
has addressed some issues, but it has failed to address the question of proper police resources. I support the motion because
the Government could be doing a lot more with the Governments of South-East Asia to stop the flow of this dreadful narcotic
into Australia. The fact that we have never had a response to that sentencing option is another indication that the
Government has failed.

MR CARPENTER (Willagee) [3.51 pm]: We are not quite halfway through the calendar year and the latest figure available
from the Government - I think this figure is a few days old - is that there have been 39 overdose deaths in Western Australia
so far this year. Last year there were around 78 overdose deaths in Western Australia. We are on track to match or increase
that figure this year. The Government refuses to concede that there is a major crisis in the use of illicit drugs in the
community. The Government refuses to acknowledge it because it is locked into its position by ideology. Many members
on the government side of the Chamber know that they are inhibited in the approach they are taking to this problem because
of'ideology. Ifall politicians were taken out of the picture and health experts around Australia and around the world were
asked the question, there would be differences. However, there would be a fairly genuine consensus of what should be
happening in this area. Politicians and political parties are inhibiting the medical fraternity from dealing with this problem,
which is killing dozens of young Western Australians. It is doing more than killing young Western Australians; it is making
tens of thousands of Western Australian people innocent victims of crime. Figures provided by the Select Committee into
the Misuse of Drugs Act 1981 indicated that 70 to 80 per cent of crime is in some way drug related. That figure is repeated
by the police and by people all around the nation.

A couple of weeks ago the member for Albany spoke about the prostitution problem and tried to explain why the number
of prostitutes working the streets in Perth had increased from about 500 a few years ago to about 3 000 now. He said that
he was told by the vice squad that 80 per cent of those prostitutes had a narcotic addiction. If we drop the scales of political
positioning from our eyes and look at what is going on in the community, it is clear for everyone to see. Dozens of young
people are killing themselves with drug overdoses, thousands of young people, especially young men, are turning to crime
to feed their habits and thousands of young women are turning to prostitution to feed their habits, and this Government
refuses to explore all of the available options. That is the basic problem that the Government has created for itself. It is not
necessarily the Government's fault that the streets of Perth and Australia are awash with heroin. Itis coming in from overseas
at a rate that people cannot stop. We can make all sorts of efforts to pressure Governments of other countries to take action,
but we cannot force them to do so. Heroin is coming onto the streets of Australia and we must deal with the repercussions
of what happens when it gets here. Governments can adopt a whole armoury of strategies. This Government is refusing to
adopt some of those strategies. People on this side of the Chamber genuinely are not critical of the actions that the
Government is taking. We, people like Dr O'Neil and other people working in the field are critical of what the Government
is not doing. The Government is not doing all it could. It is not doing it because of political ideology, and that is a tragedy.
Members of Parliament can stand in this place and blame the Opposition's policies for the problem, which is a bizarre tactic,
yet at the same time - probably tonight - another young Western Australian will die of an overdose and certainly dozens of
Western Australian people will become the victims of crime tonight because of the drug issue.

The member for Albany talked about the Government's leading the way across the nation with its strategies. It would be
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good if that were true, but, sadly, it is not true. On 8 February the New South Wales Government - bearing in mind that Bob
Carr is as conservative on this issue as some of the people in this Government - put a trial drug court in place in the western
suburbs of Sydney to give people committing crimes because of drug problems an alternative to going to prison - an
alternative that might break the cycle of crime in which they find themselves. The Victorian Government, led by Jeff
Kennett, has introduced the marijuana cautioning system, which this Government commendably emulated sometime later.
It has also initiated a trial of cautioning for drugs other than marijuana, which this Government - until I inadvertently made
it public a couple of weeks ago - had committed itself to doing, but not publicly. The minister responsible made the tragic
error of denying it in this Parliament and getting the public servant involved to put out a statement also denying it when three
or four days earlier he had told a packed room that that was the Government's strategy. It is worth trying. Ifit helps to break
the cycle of crime for some people who are opioid dependent, it is worth trying. If it saves lives, it is worth trying. The
naltrexone program is not supported universally in the medical fraternity; nor are Dr O'Neil's views about heroin prescription
trials. There is some evidence that it saves lives, and it could be saving many lives. Rather than attacking us for bringing
this problem raised by Dr O'Neil to the fore, the Government should be thinking about why it has not done an analysis of
the success of his program. It is a tragedy that the Government has done nothing to analyse the success of a trial which
claims to save dozens of lives. That is the problem; the Government has done nothing.

When the Estimates Committee was held in this Parliament, I asked Alan Piper from the Ministry of Justice what analysis
had been done to determine how many prisoners in Western Australia had a drug problem, and he said none. However, the
minister responsible says in this Chamber that 80 per cent of crime is drug related. The Government is not doing enough.
The members on that side of the Chamber know it; their constituents are saying it. I have been to the meetings which have
been organised by the Dalkeith branch of the Liberal Party and they are concerned about this issue and about the
Government's inactivity. It is time the Government took action and stopped the rhetoric.

Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (21)
Ms Anwyl Mr Graham Mr McGinty Mr Ripper
Mr Brown Mr Grill Mr McGowan Mrs Roberts
Mr Carpenter Mr Kobelke Ms McHale Mr Thomas
Dr Constable Ms MacTiernan Mr Pendal Ms Warnock
Dr Edwards Mr Marlborough Mr Riebeling Mr Cunningham (7Teller)
Dr Gallop
Noes (27)
Mr Ainsworth Mr Da Mr MacLean Mr Prince
Mr Baker Mrs Edwardes Mr Marshall Mr Shave
Mr Barnett Dr Hames Mr Masters Mr Tubby
Mr Board Mrs Holmes Mr McNee Mrs van de Klashorst
Mr Bradshaw Mr House Mr Minson Mr Wiese
Mr Court Mr Johnson Mr Nicholls Mr Osborne (Teller)
Mr Cowan Mr Kierath Mr Omodei

Question thus negatived.
TRANSPORT CO-ORDINATION AMENDMENT BILL
Report
MR OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood - Minister for Local Government) [4.03 pm]: I move -
That the report of the Committee be adopted.

MS MacTIERNAN (Armadale) [4.04 pm]: I was telling the member for Vasse that he should not leave the Chamber
because his Transport Co-ordination Amendment Bill is about to come on. As Liberal Party spokesperson on Transport,
it would be most important for the member to be present.

Mr Bradshaw: He is not the spokesperson for Transport.

Ms MacTIERNAN: He is. We now know that the Liberal Party spokesperson on Transport is a far more important
spokesperson than the National Party spokesperson on Transport matters, aka the Minister for Transport. We know this
because we have seen on three separate occasions the Liberal Party spokesperson on Transport, the member for Vasse, being
able to roll quite effectively the Minister for Transport on legislation and on this very Bill that we are now debating. We
saw the spectacle of Liberal Party led members causing the shaky coalition Government to vote against its own legislation -
a truly extraordinary feat.

We are coming into contact with a steady stream of people who have decided that they will not waste their time seeing the
Minister for Transport on important Transport issues; they will go to the revolting backbench with the member for Vasse
at its helm and seek audiences with that notorious committee. Whether they are mothers who have lost children in utility
accidents, proprietors of bus companies or owners of driving schools, people have decided that there is no point in bothering
to make representations to the Minister for Transport. The member for Vasse, the Liberal Party spokesperson on Transport,
wields the power.

Mr Johnson: You are being mischievous.
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Ms MacTIERNAN: I am not. Members of the National Party have even contacted their constituents and said that it is all
okay because Bernie Masters has said that he will support the legislation. It is an absolute farce. 1 am surprised that the
member for Vasse has signed off, as I understand it, on the bus safety standards that formerly were part of this Bill that we
are now debating. We have not seen the standards reintroduced into this legislation.

Mr Omodei: The shame about Hansard is that it cannot describe the look on your face.

Ms MacTIERNAN: Itis alook of complete amazement and bemusement at this shambles that is allegedly running Transport
in this State. I agree with the Minister for Local Government that I probably do have quite a shocked look on my face,
because this is a really shocking situation. Members will recall the absurd saga that went on when the Minister for Local
Government, faithfully representing the Minister for Transport, told us that we would still have bus safety standards in this
legislation and that there would be a simple amendment to exempt school buses. He told us that at 5.30 pm one Tuesday
and by 7.00 pm the situation had changed and the bus safety standards were completely removed from the legislation.

We contacted the industry, which had been negotiating with the Government for some six years - or should I say negotiating
with the National Party side of the Government. It did not realise there are two sections of the Government with whom it
must negotiate. We alerted the industry to the fact that the Liberal Party spokesperson on Transport had decided that this
legislation was to be withdrawn. The industry thereafter contacted the Government - that is, the member for Vasse - and
had this matter reconsidered. I understand from my discussions with the coach industry - that is, representatives of the bus
and coach association - that the member for Vasse and his trusty team of revolting backbenchers indicated after the meeting
that they would support the introduction of the bus standards on which so much hard work had been done. That was
embarrassing for the de jure Minister for Transport and National Party spokesperson on Transport but not the de facto
spokesperson. The Minister for Transport decided that it would be too embarrassing to put these safety standards and bus
standards back into the legislation. However, through his bureaucrats, because he would not meet with the industry himself -
no doubt he was too humiliated by the situation which had befallen him - the minister indicated that the Government would
put up another piece of legislation and have it through the Parliament by the end of the year. That is complete and utter
nonsense. Members know that the Minister for Transport's track record of introducing legislation to this House, let alone
getting Bills through it, is very poor. We are still waiting for the fulfilment of promises about heavy haulage licensing dating
back to 1993.

The Opposition will not be supporting the third reading of this Bill because of the disgraceful situation which has evolved.
This set of standards was six years in the making and received government and cabinet endorsement. The standards were
introduced into the Parliament and in the process of debate in this place they were unceremoniously withdrawn by the
minister without any consultation with the affected parties who were waiting for a group of toey backbenchers to
second-guess the cabinet decision.

The Government continues to operate the Transport portfolio in this way and the public will condemn it for that. The
Government has already made itself a laughing- stock by reducing the credibility of the Minister for Transport to zero. Its
actions are affecting the general credibility of Government. I will not cry crocodile tears about that, but it is very alarming
that public safety in three areas will be placed in jeopardy as a result of this. Coach operators have been allowed to avoid
the rigorous standards originally proposed by the industry in this legislation and if there is a bus accident - as there was in
the eastern States, which led to the adoption of these standards around Australia - the blood will fall not only on the hands
of the members for Vasse and Murray-Wellington and the rest of the mongrel mob but also on the hands -

Government members interjected.

Ms MacTIERNAN: I withdraw that comment but I will not withdraw my statement that if there is a bus accident arising
out of a bus being in poor condition, that backbench committee and the Cabinet which was so weak-kneed as to allow those
members to get away with this will have blood on their hands. If another child is killed in a ute roll-over, the blood of that
child will be on the hands of those backbenchers and the weak Cabinet. If road train or truck accidents are caused by
inexperienced drivers because this backbench group has rejected the introduction of a new classification system, it and the
weak-kneed Cabinet will have the blood of those victims on their hands. The Government is playing a very dangerous game
with real potential for lives to be threatened through the irresponsible handling of the Transport portfolio by two rival
ministers who are battling it out with each other.

MR OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood - Minister for Local Government) [4.15 pm]: I cannot let some of the member for
Armadale's comments go unchallenged. The member for Armadale needs a new needle; the record has been stuck in this
debate from the second reading speech, through the committee stage and again today. We have just heard a repetition of
what we heard throughout the debate on this Bill. The coalition party room is a very democratic structure; people can argue
and make their views known. It decided that the Government would not proceed with the omnibus operator standards and
that the industry would be self-regulating and assisted in that by the Department of Transport. The member for Armadale's
comment about the blood of accident victims being on the hands of members of this side of the House is another nonsensical
comment. The member for Armadale knows full well that the safety standards for school buses, omnibuses and coaches are
covered under the Road Traffic Act.

Mr Pendal interjected.

Mr OMODEI: The members for Armadale and South Perth can seize on those comments if they like. As for backbenchers
meeting with people from the community, I thought that was what members of Parliament did. Is the member for Armadale
suggesting that members of Parliament cannot meet members of the community who have an interest in an issue?

Ms MacTiernan: I will answer your interjection if you answer mine.
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Mr OMODEI: That is how ridiculous this debate gets. I will continue to meet my constituents on a range of issues in my
electorate, in the city or anywhere else; it does not matter whose portfolio an issue involves, from the Premier down. The
member for Armadale's arguments about the member for Vasse meeting interest groups in the community are farcical; they
are nonsense. It is time we got on with this legislation. If members have ever seen an example of tedious repetition, it has
been during debate on the Transport Co-ordination Amendment Bill. It is about time we got on with the business of
legislating in this place.

Question put and passed.

MR OMODEI (Warren-Blackwood - Minister for Local Government) [4.17 pm]: Iseek leave to proceed forthwith to the
third reading.

Leave not granted.
REVENUE LAWS AMENDMENT (TAXATION) BILL 1999
Second Reading
Resumed from 3 June.

MR BARNETT (Cottesloe - Leader of the House) [4.18 pm]: This Bill is part of the budget process. It is important that
the Government progress the passage of this and the other Bills listed on the Notice Paper, the Revenue Laws Amendment
(Assessment) Bill and the Acts Amendment and Repeal (Financial Sector Reform) Bill this week. We also hope to deal with
the Loan Bill. That will allow this package of measures to be passed. This is important legislation and traditionally the
taxation and revenue collection Bills in the budget receive prompt debate and bipartisan support regardless of whether people
enjoy making changes to taxation. What else would members like to know about it?

Mr Cunningham: That's excellent so far.

Mr BARNETT: Taxation is an important issue at the moment. One of the key issues is taxation reform at a federal level,
and that is progressing. While that is happening, it is also important to address taxation issues in this State. I welcome the
opportunity to make these few brief remarks.

DR GALLOP (Victoria Park - Leader of the Opposition) [4.20 pm]: This Bill seeks to implement a number of budget
announcements and also make other amendments to state taxes. First, I will comment on the major impact of State
Government revenue for the future. I refer to the goods and services tax package, the so-called Howard-Lees package,
announced two weeks ago. Since then there has been mounting evidence that the Australian people simply do not want a
goods and services tax. Of course, they did not want John Howard's GST, and they do not want the Howard-Lees GST
either. Our view is that the Government of Western Australia should join with these people in opposing that package. On
the day it was announced, we had a few fighting words from the Premier, but since then we have heard very little. It seems
that he is sitting back and accepting a very regressive tax and, more importantly from a Western Australian viewpoint, a very
centralist tax. He is accepting that, even though it will be bad for the State of Western Australia. The Treasury's preliminary
analysis says so; and it is exactly that - a preliminary analysis with little detail. It shows numerous problems with the new
package negotiated between the federal coalition Government and the Australian Democrats in Canberra. The analysis states
that Western Australia will need to retain inefficient and regressive state taxes. We will have not only the current set of state
taxes, which according to the Treasury's advice to the Government is inefficient and regressive, but also a new, regressive,
inefficient goods and services tax on top of that. This will lead to significant compliance costs for small business which,
under a coalition Government, will have to spend time and money collecting the goods and services tax. The Treasury
analysis also claims there will be increased complexity and commonwealth bureaucratic interference in a number of areas.

Mr Bloffwitch interjected.

Dr GALLOP: The trouble with the member for Geraldton is that he is a true believer in all of this indirect tax.
Mr Bloffwitch: Tam.

Dr GALLOP: People like him are a problem. Despite the facts, he still believes in it.

Mr Bloffwitch: I do, and it will be reality, let me tell you.

Dr GALLOP: The numbers are dropping day by day.

Mr Bloffwitch: Two.

Dr GALLOP: That is fine. Let us see what happens when the final punch comes. The Opposition has always maintained
that the GST is a centralist package, that Western Australia would be even more vulnerable to the whims of the Federal
Government than is the case with the current situation. The Howard-Lees compromise confirms that. Not only was that tax
package negotiated with no consultation with the States, but also it gives the Commonwealth even more control over state
affairs. The Premier has no-one to blame for this but himself, because he accepted this package in the first place.

I will now raise a very interesting point. The Treasury analysis also claims the State will have substantially less growth
revenue from the new tax arrangement. Unfortunately the Treasurer has not given any detail, but the Opposition has
undertaken its own analysis. We have had a look at the current system, projected that into the future, and compared it with
the new system proposed by the Howard-Lees compromise, and projected that into the future. It is obvious that under the
Howard-Lees compromise, less revenue will come from the goods and services tax because of the changes that were made.
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Let us look at what this package means, compared with the State's prospects over the next few years. When we compare
the revenue Western Australia would receive under the current system with what it would receive under the Howard-Lees
tax package, it is clear that Western Australian state finances will take a battering. The Opposition analysis shows that under
the Howard-Lees tax package, Western Australian finances would be $400m worse off'in the first year, and would continue
to be worse off in the foreseeable future.

Mr Johnson: Can we see your analysis?

Dr GALLOP: Members opposite have seen it. I put it out last week. We understand that for accepting the package, John
Howard has offered $201m compensation in the first year, $28m-odd in 2001-02 and $66m in 2002-03; in other words, the
Commonwealth has accepted that under the new regime it negotiated with the Australian Democrats, it will have to add to
the compensation to the States. We can draw only one conclusion as to what that means for Western Australia - it is
inadequate. Even when taking into consideration this compensation, Western Australian finances will be worse off to the
tune of over $200m each year for the first four years.

The Government has provided no alternative detailed analysis to disprove these figures. We can only assume we are on the
right track. Whichever way we look at it, the Howard-Lees compromise package is bad news for Western Australia. As
it did during the federal election campaign, the Opposition has prepared an analysis of this issue. Members will recall that
when we did that previously, the Government said we were wrong; however, our analysis was proved to be right. When it
negotiated the issue earlier this year, the Commonwealth had to provide more money for the gap. We now claim there will
be a continuing gap, and that will impact negatively on the finances of this State.

This Bill seeks to implement rate adjustments announced in this year's budget. The first amendment relates to changes to
the land tax scale. The State Revenue Department predicts that average land values will increase by 7 per cent in 1999-2000.
This Bill seeks to amend the land tax scales to reduce the increase caused by bracket creep, where increased land values push
land tax payers into higher tax brackets. The result is that, although 46 per cent of all land tax payers will receive no increase
or a decrease in their bills, the majority will still have to pay more land tax in the 1999-2000 year than in previous years.
Again, the adjustments to the land tax scales to counter bracket creep kick in only for land values over a prescribed amount;
this year it is $100 000. A number of those who pay land tax on properties with values of less than $100 000 will be faced
with significant increases in their land tax assessments.

Despite the rhetoric in the second reading speech, this Government will enjoy massive revenue growth from land tax
collections in the next year. In 1999-2000 land tax collections are expected to be $194m, an increase of $16m, or 9 per cent,
from the previous year. Even adjusting for inflation, the increase is 7 per cent. The significant increase in collections
follows from record revenue growth since the coalition Government came into office. Land tax collections totalled $128m
in 1992-93. In 1999-2000 the figure is expected to be $194m, a massive increase of 52 per cent. Even adjusted to real
terms, the increase has been significant. Since 1992-93 land tax collections have increased by 38 per cent in real terms.

This Bill also seeks to amend the Stamp Act to replace the current flat rate of 3 per cent on the issue and transfer of motor
vehicle licences to new owners, with a sliding-rate scale. Under the new scale, stamp duty on licences issued or transfers
of vehicles valued at up to $15 000 will be reduced from 3 per cent to 2.5 per cent of the market value of the vehicle. It is
pleasing to see the new scale will favour those purchasing vehicles costing less than $15 000; however, the stamp duty
changes will also bring additional revenue to the Government. The new stamp duty scales are expected to raise an additional
$21.9m in 1999-2000 and an additional $25m in 2000-2001. Revenue from stamp duty on motor vehicle licences will
increase from $138min 1998-99 to $162.6min 1999-2000, an increase of 17.8 per cent, or 15.2 per cent in real terms. Since
1992-93, revenue from stamp duty on motor vehicle licences has increased by 84.6 per cent, or 67.6 per cent in real terms.
This massive increase in stamp duty revenue reflects the general record revenue growth enjoyed by the Government since
coming into office.

Since 1992-93, State taxation revenue has increased by 56 per cent in real terms. Now the community is asking where the
money is going. The Government continues to pursue its own pet projects while ignoring the needs of the community. The
Government has focused its attention on issues like the belltower and the convention centre. Meanwhile, it tries to blackmail
the community by telling it that it can only get a railway to the southern suburbs if some public assets are sold. These are
the misplaced priorities of government in Western Australia today.

The Revenue Laws Amendment (Assessment) Bill seeks to make changes to the Stamp Act 1921, the Managed Investments
Act 1998 and the Road Traffic Act 1974. The first amendment seeks to amend the Stamp Act to provide for the imposition
of nominal duty of $20 upon the transfer of property, motor vehicle licences and other instruments when that transfer is
required as a result of commonwealth legislation. The Commonwealth's Managed Investments Act came into operation on
1 July 1998 and changed the way managed funds are regulated. As part of these changes, managed funds are required to
consolidate their operating structures which will result in a number of transactions, including the transfer of property. This
legislation ensures that when these transactions take place, stamp duty concessions will be available. The Opposition
understands that all the other States or Territories have either introduced, or are in the process of introducing, such
legislation.

The other amendment proposed by this Bill is to change the motor vehicle licensing provisions of the Stamp Act and Road
Traffic Act to support new invoicing arrangements. These new arrangements will be administered by the Department of
Transport and are necessary to accommodate the Government's new vehicle immobiliser scheme. The Opposition
understands that these invoicing arrangements will also allow for greater flexibility for the payment of licence fees. Payment
will now be able to be made by telephone, by mail or at a post office.
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I again compliment the State Revenue Department for providing a very descriptive explanatory memorandum for this
legislation and for offering briefings to the Opposition on the proposed amendments.

MR COURT (Nedlands - Treasurer) [4.33 pm]: I thank the Leader of the Opposition for his comments. We meant to move
for a cognate debate on these two Bills before debate started. However, I thank the Leader of the Opposition for his support.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time, proceeded through remaining stages without debate, and transmitted to the Council.
REVENUE LAWS AMENDMENT (ASSESSMENT) BILL 1999

Second Reading

Resumed from 3 June.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time, proceeded through remaining stages without debate, and transmitted to the Council.

ACTS AMENDMENT AND REPEAL (FINANCIAL SECTOR REFORM) BILL 1999

Second Reading

Resumed from 3 June.

DR GALLOP (Victoria Park - Leader of the Opposition) [4.35 pm]: This Bill seeks to wind up the Western Australian
Financial Institutions Authority and to transfer the supervision and regulation of credit unions, permanent building societies
and friendly societies from the State to the Commonwealth. We understand that all Australian governments have agreed
to pass the legislation necessary to facilitate this transfer of power by 1 July 1999. We also understand that terminating
building societies will remain the responsibility of the State.

Over the past two decades we have seen significant changes in the financial sector industry. Back in the 1980s, the then
Labor Government led the way with many reforms. Labor lifted restrictions on outward investment by Australian companies,
it floated the Australian dollar and abolished exchange controls. Labor also introduced an extensive program of liberalising
foreign investment restrictions in 1989 and worked to open the Australian financial system to foreign banks. These reforms
contributed to a fundamental shift in the way the Australian financial sector operates. In June 1996, the Federal Treasury
established an inquiry into Australia's financial system, otherwise known as the Wallis inquiry. This inquiry was charged
with providing an assessment of the fallout of deregulation of the Australian financial system since the early 1980s.
Recommendations were aimed at ensuring that the regulatory arrangement would ensure an efficient, responsive, competitive
and flexible financial system to underpin stronger economic performance consistent with financial stability, prudence,
integrity and fairness. In 1997, the Wallis inquiry made a series of recommendations on financial safety. One of its key
recommendations was in respect of the regulatory environment in which both banks and non-bank financial institutions
operate. In this respect the inquiry reported that -

On balance, the Inquiry finds the case for amalgamating regulation of all deposit taking institutions under one
regulatory authority to be compelling. If non-bank DTIs are to be an effective source of competition for the banks
in the retail market, it is fundamental that they be able to operate on a national basis and to compete on the same
regulatory footing as banks.

The Federal Government accepted this recommendation and progressively introduced legislation to facilitate the change.

The States and Territories too are required to introduce legislation to repeal the State regulatory bodies and to transfer the
regulatory powers to the Commonwealth. The initial commonwealth legislation established two new financial system
regulators: The Australian Prudential Regulation Authority and the Australian Securities and Investments Commission.
The Australian Prudential Regulation Authority will provide prudential regulation of superannuation, insurance and all
deposit-taking institutions, including credit unions, building societies and friendly societies. The Australian Prudential
Regulation Authority commenced operations on 1 July 1998. The Australian Securities and Investments Commission has
responsibility for market integrity and consumer protection across the financial system, including investment, insurance and
superannuation products.

It was originally intended to transfer the non-bank financial institutions to APRA by 31 December 1998, but the
Commonwealth did not introduce its legislation effecting this transfer until March of this year. The Commonwealth has just
recently passed legislation to give effect to the transfer. The Financial Sector (Transfer of Business) Bill 1999 and the
Financial Sector Reform (Amendments and Transitional Provisions) Bill (No 1) 1999 were passed on 27 May. Victoria,
New South Wales, South Australia and the Northern Territory have all passed legislation that will transfer the State
regulatory regime to the Commonwealth. Apparently all the other jurisdictions are on track to achieve a 1 July result.
Western Australia is one of the last jurisdictions to introduce legislation into the Parliament to give effect to this transfer.

The Government's performance in presenting this Bill to Parliament is indicative of its handling of its legislative program.
This Bill was only second read in this Parliament on 3 June, even though the State Government wants to have the legislation
in place by 1 July. The State Government has again dragged its feet in presenting legislation to this Parliament. It is
indicative of this do-nothing Government. While the Government has been tardy in its introduction of the legislation,
industry bodies have been very vocal in trying to ensure a 1 July start date. The Opposition has received correspondence
from the Australian Bankers' Association, the Credit Union Services Corporation and the Australian Association of
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Permanent Building Societies, all expressing strong support for the legislation. Luke Lawler, Senior Adviser, Public Affairs
from the Credit Union Services Corporation, wrote -

State and Commonwealth officials and the credit union, building society and friendly society industries have been
working hard to achieve the 1 July start date. It is in everyone's interests to avoid any slippage, particularly due
to the need for implementation of the transfer to be bedded down in time to avoid hampering preparations for Y2K.

Mr Larkey, Executive Director of the Australian Association of Permanent Building Societies, wrote -

We are very supportive of the transition of the prudential and corporate regulation of building societies from the
jurisdictions of the States and Territories to federal arena. We are also very supportive of the 1 July 1999 transfer
date.

The Australian Bankers' Association has also been strongly supportive of the legislation. Tony Aveling, the chief executive,
wrote -

On behalf of our members, [ am writing to advise that we strongly support the urgent passage of the WA Financial
Sector Reform legislation and the suspension of the relevant standing orders that will be necessary to achieve this.

The Legislative Assembly Standing Committee on Uniform Legislation and Intergovernmental Agreements reported on this
matter in May 1999. The report on financial sector reform made the following recommendation -

That appropriate legislative amendments be enacted for the purposes of achieving the arrangements for the transfer
of regulatory responsibility for certain financial institutions from Western Australia to the Commonwealth.

Given the strong support this legislation has from the industry groups concerned, and the recommendation made by the
standing committee of this Parliament, the Opposition lends its general support to the Bill. It will also support any
government move in the upper House to ensure that this legislation is passed by 1 July 1999. Nevertheless, I take this
opportunity to clarify a number of issues, and raise some concerns on the matter.

The new regulatory environment is aimed at increasing the competitive pressure between banks and non-bank financial
institutions. It was claimed in the second reading speech that "With increased competitive pressure introduced into the
banking or deposit-taking environment, this should provide for increased choice, improved services and lower cost products
and services". "Should" is the key word in that statement. The key test of this legislation is whether real benefits pass on
to the customers and the community in general. The banking industry has been the subject of much public criticism of late.
Action taken by the major banks has included: Closing branches in country towns; continually increasing fees and charges
while enjoying increased profits; and discouraging at every opportunity any personal contact with clients. All of these have
caused resentment within the community. Non-bank financial institutions have in some way benefited from this resentment,
and have had the opportunity to capitalise on customer dissatisfaction with the banking industry. The nature and structure
of many of these institutions have allowed them to offer different services and to capture some markets neglected by the
major banks.

The CreditCare program run in regional Australia is an example. Under that program, credit unions have stepped into
country towns when the last bank pulled out. This program has been highly successful in Queensland and New South Wales,
while in Western Australia Paraburdoo has benefited from the program. I sincerely trust that with the creation of a new level
playing field - where banks and most other financial institutions are regulated in a similar fashion - the diversity and choice
offered by the different institutions are not eroded. I would hate this legislation to result in non-bank financial institutions
offering the same service and products as banks, compromising genuine choice for the community. It is one thing to have
a level playing field, and another to lose choice. Industry groups, however, are confident that this will not be the case, and
that the proposed change will bring genuine benefit to customers. The changing regulations will result in non-bank financial
institutions being able to offer an increased number of services, services which they cannot currently provide in their own
right. Non-bank financial institutions also hope to benefit from a change in the public's perception of their institutions as
less safe than banks. We all know that that perception is not backed up by the reality but now that we shall have a common
regulatory environment, I am sure it will assist non-bank financial institutions to make a claim for customers in the
marketplace. Many people believe that banks operate under much stricter control than do other types of financial
institutions. This new regulatory environment, in which all financial institutions will be regulated in the same manner, will
help to address these concerns.

I now move to some of the details in the Bill. The Opposition understands that the transfer of regulatory responsibility from
the State to the Commonwealth will not result in reduced physical presence in Western Australia; that is, an office of the
Australian Prudential Regulation Authority will exist in Perth. I sincerely hope that this local presence will continue, and
that the Commonwealth Government will not decide next year to close the States' offices, simply as a cost-cutting exercise.
The Opposition also understands that the Bill requires the transfer of staff from the Western Australian Financial Institutions
Authority to the Australian Prudential Regulation Authority on terms and conditions no less favourable than those currently
applying. The Opposition seeks a further commitment from the State Government that these changes will not lead to job
losses, or declining working conditions for the Western Australian Financial Institutions Authority staff.

I also seek clarification of the regulatory environment for terminating building societies. I understand that terminating
building societies will not fall under the APRA body. The question remains as to which body will continue to regulate this
part of the industry.

The Opposition is disappointed that the coalition Government did not introduce this legislation into the Parliament earlier.
The Government's actions have led to unnecessary anxiety and uncertainty for the financial sector and the wider community.
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This could have been avoided if the Government had managed its legislative program effectively. The Opposition, however,
supports the Bill and will support government action to have this legislation passed by 30 June 1999. We believe it is
worthwhile reform, which has the potential to provide benefits to customers and the community as a whole. We will monitor
the situation to ensure that the level playing field that will apply will not undermine the real choice people have about the
sorts of financial institutions they can use.

MR COURT (Nedlands - Treasurer) [4.48 pm]: I thank the Leader of the Opposition for his cooperation in assisting us
to get this legislation through the Parliament by 30 June. He asked for assurances on two questions. First, the agreement
guarantees that staff who are transferred will be employed under terms and conditions which are no less than their current
conditions. That guarantee is written into the agreement. The Leader of the Opposition also asked about the position of
terminating building societies. They will remain under the control of Homeswest. If we wanted a long debate, we could
look at the history of building societies, credit unions and so on over the past couple of decades. This area has caused many
problems and concerns. It was a credit to the States that in the last amendments to regulatory powers, they were prepared
to put in place a cooperative scheme, but it has now become appropriate for it to become a national regulatory scheme. I
thank the Opposition for helping this legislation to be passed by the required date.

Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time, proceeded through remaining stages without debate, and transmitted to the Council.
PLANNING LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL
Council's Amendments
Amendments made by the Council now considered.
Committee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Ms McHale) in the Chair; Mr Kierath (Minister for Planning) in charge of the Bill.

The amendments made by the Council were as follows -

No 1
Clause 2, page 2, line 7 - To delete the words "is, or days as are respectively,".
No 2
Clause 5, page 3, line 15 to page 5, line 17 - To delete the clause.
No 3
Clause 6, page 5, line 18 to page 7, line 20 - To delete the clause.
No 4
Clause 11, page 11, lines 19 to 24 - To delete paragraph (a).
No 5

Clause 12, page 12, lines 10 to 17 - To delete the clause.
Mr KIERATH: I move -
That amendment No 1 made by the Council be not agreed to.

Dr EDWARDS: The Opposition opposes the motion that amendment No 1 be not agreed to. The amendment refers to
clause 2 and aims to delete the words which would allow parts of this Bill to be proclaimed at different dates. The whole
reason behind message No 60 is that in the other Chamber the Labor Party and other parties combined to oppose the clause
of'the Bill that would deal with giving a new right of appeal if a local government refused to initiate a town planning scheme.
Members will be aware from the debate in this and the other Chamber that we on this side of the Chamber oppose that
notion. We believe amendment No 1 is necessary as it takes away from the minister the option of implementing parts of
this Bill at different times. We were particularly affronted about a year ago when the minister suggested that the legislation
would include the right of appeal but it would not necessarily be proclaimed for a year if local government behaved properly.
We believe the Government is either a legislator that brings in legislation and tries to have it passed or it is not a legislator,
does not bring in legislation and tries to resolve it through other measures. With this amendment we take away that option
from the minister, which is consistent with our general thrust of not agreeing with the new appeal right that the minister is
trying to introduce.

Question put and passed; the Council's amendment not agreed to.
Mr KIERATH: I move -
That amendment No 2 made by the Council be not agreed to.

Dr EDWARDS: Again on this side of the Chamber we disagree with the minister's motion to disagree with amendment No
2. This amendment seeks to delete clause 5. Clause 5 is at the heart of the Bill and we object to the part that deals with the
new appeal right. It is not worth going over the arguments in any detail again but we on this side believe local government
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has a valuable role to play in planning and that role must be protected if we are to have true and proper orderly planning that
is responsive to community needs. As was said at the time of the debate, other mechanisms are available if people truly
believe corruption or something untoward is occurring.

Mr Kierath: Are you suggesting we use the other mechanisms?

Dr EDWARDS: These were some of the arguments put to the Opposition. If people truly believe there is corruption, they
should take their information to the Anti-Corruption Commission or follow other avenues of complaint now available to
them. We believe this appeal right is unnecessary. The minister launched the planning peer review panel, which has not
had adequate time to educate local government so that planning could be improved. We must delete this clause to take away
that totally unnecessary appeal right.

Question put and passed; the Council's amendment not agreed to.
Mr KIERATH: I move -
That amendment No 3 made by the Council be not agreed to.

Dr EDWARDS: I oppose the motion. If this amendment is passed, it will allow the minister to enforce an appeal tribunal
decision if an aggrieved person complains under the new appeal system and the tribunal makes a determination that goes
against the local government decision. Consistent with our whole theme, the Australian Labor Party does not believe this
provision is necessary. We are concerned that this clause is in the Bill but we have not yet seen the promised appeals
legislation that has been on the drawing board since the last election.

Mr Kierath: With a bit of luck it will be here next week.

Dr EDWARDS: With a bit of luck, touch wood! For the very valid planning reasons that we do not support the notion of
the new appeal right, we cannot support this motion.

Question put and passed; the Council's amendment not agreed to.
Mr KIERATH: I move -
That amendment No 4 made by the Council be not agreed to.

Dr EDWARDS: We will be opposing amendments Nos 4 and 5. These are basically machinery-type amendments that flow
from the amendments to the body of the Bill made in the upper House.

Question put and passed; the Council's amendment not agreed to.
Mr KIERATH: I move -
That amendment No 5 made by the Council be not agreed to.
Question put and passed; the Council's amendment not agreed to.
Report
MR KIERATH (Riverton - Minister for Planning) [4.59 pm]: | move -
That the report of the Committee be adopted.

Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (32)

Mr Ainsworth Mr Da Mr MacLean Mr Prince

Mr Baker Mrs Edwardes Mr Marshall Mr Shave

Mr Barnett Dr Hames Mr Masters Mr Trenorden

Mr Bloffwitch Mrs Hodson-Thomas Mr McNee Mr Tubby

Mr Board Mrs Holmes Mr Minson Dr Turnbull

Dr Constable Mr House Mr Nicholls Mrs van de Klashorst

Mr Court Mr Johnson Mr Omodei Mr Wiese

Mr Cowan Mr Kierath Mr Pendal Mr Osborne (Teller)
Noes (18)

Ms Anwyl ] )

Mr Brown Mr Grill Mr McGinty Mrs Roberts

Mr Carpenter Mr Kobelke Mr McGowan Mr Thomas

Dr Edwards Ms MacTiernan Mr Riebeling Ms Warnock

Elr C(i}allﬁp Mr Marlborough Mr Ripper Mr Cunningham (7eller)

r Graham

Question thus passed.
Report adopted.

A committee consisting of Mr Osborne, Dr Edwards and Mr Kierath (Minister for Planning) drew up the following reasons
for not agreeing to amendments Nos 1 to 5 made by the Council -
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Reasons for disagreeing to certain Legislative Council amendments -
The Legislative Council has amended the Bill by deleting clauses 5, 6, 11(a) and 12 and amending Clause 2.

Clauses 5, 6, 11(a) and 12 establish a right of appeal against discretionary decisions of local government with
respect to amending a town planning scheme.

Amendment 1
Clause 2

Clause 2 has been amended to delete words that would have enabled the delay in proclamation of part of the Act.
This clause enables the Government to delay the implementation of the appeal provisions and thereby afford the
opportunity for the Planning Peer Review Panel to prove its success or otherwise.

Amendment 2
Clause 5

Clause 5 provides for a landowner to request a local government to prepare an amendment to rezone that person's
land and establishes that where such an application is refused or delayed or where an unreasonable requirement
is imposed the applicant may appeal to the Town Planning Appeal Tribunal.

This clause provides for decisions to be reviewed by an impartial party. All other planning decisions made by local
government are subject to review.

It is a fact that unreasonable demands have been placed upon landowners in the past but the absence of an appeal
right has been of great frustration to landowners and has resulted in acceptance of inconsistent and onerous
conditions.

Planning issues should be assessed upon their planning merit. The fact that the appeal is specifically to the Town
Planning Appeal Tribunal will provide comfort to local government, as the determination would be based on
planning merit.

The appeal affords the opportunity for an amendment to be formulated and advertised, it does not pre-empt its
outcome, which, rightly, is the result of a process of public advertising and consideration of submissions by the
local government and the Minister for Planning.

Amendment 3
Clause 6

Clause 6 empowers the Minister for Planning to enforce decisions of the Town Planning Appeal Tribunal where
the local government has continued to defy the determination in respect of the need to prepare an amendment to
a town planning scheme. This clause is necessary to give effect to clause 5.

Amendment 4
Clause 11(a)

Clause 11(a) clarifies that the appeal right allowed under clause 5 is included within the definition of "appeal"
under section 37 of the Act.

Amendment 5
Clause 12

Clause 12 is required to reflect the exceptional situation established under clause 5 whereby an appeal against a
local government decision in respect of an amendment is restricted to the Town Planning Appeal Tribunal in
contrast to other planning appeals which may be made to the Minister for Planning or the tribunal. This clause is
required to qualify section 39 by establishing that appeals against local government decisions on amendments are
exclusively to the Town Planning Appeal Tribunal.

MR KIERATH (Riverton - Minister for Planning) [5.15 pm]: I move -
That the reasons be adopted.

DR EDWARDS (Maylands) [5.15 pm]: We disagree with this report. Obviously we supported the amendments that were
made in the other place; however, because of the numbers, we were forced to be on the committee of reasons. I will not go
through the amendments, because most of the arguments were put earlier this evening. However, we take exception to two
facts. Firstly, the minister stated in the report that unreasonable demands have been placed upon landowners in the past and
there should be an appeal right. That has not been adequately demonstrated to us. We believe there are other ways of
solving these types of problems that have not been investigated, and that much better paths can be gone down than the path
the minister is trying to take. We also wonder why the minister is sending this matter back to the other House. We will not
change our minds, and we assume the other parties will not change their minds. The minister will hold up a Bill that contains
two other important sections that local government needs to have implemented as soon as possible. I refer in particular to
the head of power for planning fees, and the section that deals with regional planning. I hope this matter can be dealt with
as quickly as possible. We oppose the report.
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Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (30)
Mr Ainsworth Mr Da Mr Masters Mr Shave
Mr Baker Mrs Edwardes Mr McNee Mr Trenorden
Mr Barnett Mrs Hodson-Thomas Mr Minson Mr Tubby
Mr Bloffwitch Mr House Mr Nicholls Dr Turnbull
Mr Board Mr Johnson Mr Omodei Mrs van de Klashorst
Dr Constable Mr Kierath Mr Pendal Mr Wiese
Mr Court Mr MacLean Mr Prince Mr Osborne (Teller)
Mr Cowan Mr Marshall
Noes (19)
Ms Anwyl Mr Graham Mr McGinty Mrs Roberts
Mr Brown Mr Grill Mr McGowan Mr Thomas
Mr Carpenter Mr Kobelke Ms McHale Ms Warnock
Dr Edwards Ms MacTiernan Mr Riebeling Mr Cunningham (Teller)
Dr Gallop Mr Marlborough Mr Ripper

Question thus passed; reasons adopted and a message accordingly returned to the Council.
LOAN BILL 1999
Second Reading
Resumed from 3 June.

DR TURNBULL (Collie) [5.20 pm]: I rise to continue my remarks on the attraction and retention of nurses, doctors and
allied health professionals in country areas. This issue has two very important components: The current situation; and the
future and how we can attract more young people into nursing, allied health and doctoring.

I will address first the desirable factors and a National Party policy designed to attract young people to the country. We
should attract people while they are secondary students, just before they go into the tertiary system. The cost of tertiary
education has recently increased and this policy would involve higher education contribution scheme payment forgiveness.
Each year a person spent working in the country would be deducted from the period he or she would be required to make
HECS payments. Some people might say that that is a stupid idea and that we cannot do it. However, it is currently done
to attract tertiary-trained people into the armed services.

This is a good scheme because when young people start work they face many costs, particularly in the country. Ifthey earn
a reasonably high income while working in the country, they must pay those costs in addition to their HECS payment. The
HECS payment forgiveness would come at a time when they really need it.

A doctor who wishes to train as a general practitioner has already finished six years of university training and he must then
commit to another four to five years of postgraduate training. His salary at that time is not very high and the additional
HECS payment is very noticeable. If the HECS payment is forgiven in return for promising to go to the country, the person
making such a commitment during postgraduate training would continue to focus on that commitment. Many young people
go through university thinking they will go to the country to give back something for the costly education they have received.
As time goes on, they get married and start fitting into city life. During postgraduate training, which can be four years, that
commitment starts to wane. I have seen many young people who were enthusiastic and prepared to say early in their training
that they would go to the country but who subsequently found it all too hard.

Those who make the commitment to go to the country would be forgiven payments while they stayed, but if they did not
honour that commitment they would then be required to make the payments. They would be forgiven the HECS payment
only while they stayed in the country.

This scheme would not relate only to doctors, but also to nurses and allied health professionals. Allied health professionals
are in very short supply. Physiotherapists, podiatrists, speech therapists, dieticians, community health nurses and community
health workers could also be offered this relief from repaying their HECS fees during their postgraduate training and when
they go to the country. That would be a tangible benefit. I am not talking about thousands of dollars, but it would come at
a time in their lives when they need those funds. That would be a very good way to attract young people, particularly those
inyears 11 and 12. If they made that commitment they would have all those years of reinforcement while they did their
training. For a medical student, that is 10 years, which is a very long time to maintain such a commitment. Many young
and enthusiastic people give up, take the easy way out and stay in the city or go overseas to have other experiences.

Once these people go to the country we must provide attractive working conditions. We are currently dealing with nurses
having time off when they need to cope with family commitments. The few city people who go to the country to work from
time to time need to return to the city and at a time that suits them. [ am pleased that the Health Department and the Minister
for Health have recently informed the country health services that they can negotiate with nurses about a flexible rostering
system that will allow them to have time off when it suits them. That is a very important move forward in negotiations for
country nurses.

Of course, allied health professionals, nurses and doctors in the country face issues such as housing. It is very important
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that there be suitable housing for people in the country. The old nurses' quarters are not attractive to nurses and allied health
professionals nowadays. They want units, duplexes and triplexes and we must provide them. This does not apply only in
the north west and the mining and pastoral areas; this affects all country areas. This is an issue in the south west, Collie,
Boyup Brook and Boddington.

We must also allow for adequate training. If nurses, health professionals or doctors go to the country, they feel cut off from
ongoing training. Funds must be included in country health service budgets to enable nurses, doctors and allied health
professionals to attend training courses. They need a full day to travel; there is no point in telling them they can have four
hours to attend a conference, because they cannot get there and back in that time. These issues must be factored into country
health service budgets.

In conclusion, I clearly emphasise that the budgetary processes must include necessary factors to try to overcome some of
the disadvantages of working in a country health service, and to make such work more attractive to staff.

DR GALLOP (Victoria Park - Leader of the Opposition) [5.30 pm]: As the Opposition understands this Bill, it seeks the
authority for the State Government to borrow money so it can assume responsibility for debt raised on its behalf in the past
by the Commonwealth. Under the 1927 commonwealth-state financial agreement, the Commonwealth undertook to borrow
money on behalf of State Governments. The importance of these borrowings has diminished over time as state authorities
have undertaken increased borrowings in their own right. At an Australian Loan Council meeting held in June 1990, the
States agreed to assume responsibility for refinancing their financial agreement debt as it matured each year between 1990-91
and 2005-06.

The Bill seeks authorisation to raise loans up to $260m for the purpose of the redemption of maturing financial agreement
debt. However, the second reading speech provides no detail as to the level of loans to mature in 1999-2000. Although the
speech states that the current balance of the authorisation as at 30 June 1999 for redemption of maturing financial agreement
debt is estimated to be $10.1m, no mention is made of the level of commonwealth debt expected to mature in 1999-2000.
I take the opportunity to ask the Treasurer to outline the amount of financial agreement debt to mature in 1998-99. What
is the amount of financial agreement debt expected to mature in 1999-2000? What is the balance of financial agreement
debt? It is a concern that the second reading speech does not contain this detail. As is the case in most second reading
speeches on finance Bills introduced by this Government, there is a lack of detail.

Such Loan Acts were introduced in 1991, 1995 and 1997. It is interesting to look at previous debate on these Bills. When
the Loan (Financial Agreement) Bill was discussed in 1991, the member for Nedlands took time to talk about taxes and
charges. In 1991 he claimed that the "whole area of state taxes and charges is one on which we need to concentrate". He
said -

On 24 May the Australian Bureau of Statistics brought out its latest figures on taxation revenue in Australia and
I spent some time going through them. By contacting the bureau I was able to obtain the 1984-85 statistics in
today's . . . dollars terms to have a comparison with what has taken place since 1984. It is interesting to note that
since 1984 Western Australia's taxes and charges have increased by 20 per cent in real terms . . .

After these comments, the member for Cottesloe chipped in to say, "The irony of that is that they are now looking at a
deficit." Is that not interesting? Let us look at the Government's performance on taxes and charges.

Since 1992-93, state tax revenue, as defined by the ABS, has increased by 56 per cent in real terms. The in his analysis
compared 1984-85 to 1989-90. When we undertake a comparable exercise for 1994-95 to 1999-2000, state taxation has
increased by 26 per cent in real terms. This is significantly higher than the 20 per cent referred to by the current Treasurer
in 1991. Itis nice to know that the comments of the member for Cottesloe are timeless. Yes, member for Cottesloe, we have
arecord revenue growth, and we still have a deficit. The current Treasurer did not stop there in the 1991 debate. He spoke
about specific increases in motor vehicle registration charges, payroll tax and a number of other state taxes, and their impact
on ordinary families.

Let us consider the Premier and Treasurer's record since coming to government. Payroll tax collection has increased by
$292m since he assumed office, which is an increase of 56 per cent. Land tax collection has increased by $443m, which
is an increase of 76 per cent. Stamp duty collection has increased by $262m, which is an increase of 90 per cent. Taxes on
motor vehicles have increased by $195m, which is also 90 per cent. Then we have the big election promise of a social
dividend for Western Australians. What did Western Australian families receive for that promise? Nothing but higher taxes
and charges, including huge jumps in motor vehicle registration fees and relentless increases in public transport costs. A
typical household is paying an extra $427 a year in state taxes and charges since that promise was made. We all know that
the Premier and Treasurer tried to salvage the concept of a social dividend last year by redefining it as a debt-free future for
Western Australia. Nevertheless, he abandoned that concept by increasing debt in next year's budget.

This state budget saw an increase in total public sector debt of approximately $800m in 1999-2000, which was an increase
from $5 008m in 1998-99 to $5 800m in 1999-2000. This followed an increase of $314m between 1988-89 and 1997-98.
Across the general government sector, net debt increased by $400m in 1997-98, and by $449m in 1998-99, and it is expected
to increase by $509m in 1999-2000. The Premier was asked to explain the massive debt increase in the budget Estimates
Committee hearings. The Treasurer was asked why general government net debt is expected to increase by $509m while
capital outlays are expected to increase by only $156.9m in 1999-2000. His initial response was to attribute the increased
net debt to increased funding on health and education. In other words, the Premier claimed that the increase in net debt was
partly due to increased recurrent funding for health and education. When pressed on the issue, he continued to fumble
around and give his usual nonsensical answers. We would like to know the truth. Is the Premier closer to being able to
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explain why net debt is increasing by $509m across the general government sector while capital outlays are increasing by
only $157m? Is this increase in net debt partly due to increased recurrent expenditure?

The Premier was also asked to confirm that the general government sector was expected to run a deficit of $638m in the
1999-2000 year. I asked the Premier a question: In the general sector, outlined in table 2 on page 226, is there a budget
estimate deficit of $638m for 1999-2000? The answer was as follows: "The Leader of the Opposition is quoting from the
budget figures." Heaven forbid that the Leader of the Opposition should quote from the Government's budget figures in a
debate on the budget! What a pity that the Premier is not more conversant with the budget figures and what they mean. It
clearly shows the Premier's approach to discussing the financial health of our State. He does not provide answers. He either
does not know or simply wishes to misconstrue reality in the answers he provides.

Since the 1999-2000 budget was brought down, the Premier has been unable to face reality. Under his leadership, there is
arecord general government deficit. Even under accrual terms, there is a general government and consolidated fund deficit.
The Government has enjoyed massive revenue growth, sold $4b worth of public assets, watched public services erode and
delivered a deficit to the public of Western Australia. However, what is worse for Western Australia is that at this time of
financial vulnerability, the State Government must accept a new taxation package which will greatly affect the financial
future of this State. The GST is a regressive centralist tax which will harm not only Western Australians at the checkout,
but also the financial future of the Government and its taxpayers. The Howard-Lees package will be a financial disaster for
fixed and low income earners, and a compliance nightmare for small business, and has the potential to greatly affect state
government revenue and state development.

These are all issues the Premier has helped to create and is now helpless to stop. Why? It is because he has embraced the
centralist and regressive GST. He knew that by accepting such a package last year he was simply handing power from the
State to the Commonwealth. He willingly did so to look after John Howard's political interests. Now he can do nothing but
accept it. When the compromise package was released, we heard a lot of huffing and puffing from the Premier. That has
now gone from a whimper to complete silence. His posturing as the determined defender of the State lasted all of 24 hours,
but as we saw in the House recently, he is already on the way to another capitulation.

My last comments relate to the Loan Allocation allocations. The Australian Loan Allocation oversees state, territory and
commonwealth government public sector borrowings and uses a system of Loan Allocation allocations. Loan Allocation
allocations are based on net borrowings as indicated by government deficit or surplus position. Page 231 of the Economic
and Fiscal Overview shows the budgeted loan allocation for 1998-99, the estimated actual loan allocation for 1998-99 and
the budget deficit for 1999-2000. This table shows a massive increase in the loan allocation from a budgeted figure of
$374.2m in 1998-99 to an estimated outcome of $760m. The 1999-2000 figure has also increased to $851.8m. These
allocations have had to increase to service the increasing deficits that the Government is running across its activities.

In conclusion, let me ask again about some of the details not contained in this Bill. In particular, we are seeking the amount
of financial agreement debt which will mature in 1998-99; the amount of the financial debt which is expected to mature in
1999-2000; and the current balance of the financial agreement debt. For once we live in hope that the Premier will provide
a real answer to those questions.

MS McHALE (Thornlie) [5.41 pm]: My contribution to this debate will relate to matters in my electorate, particularly to
education, and the impact of the budget on my shadow portfolios of the Arts and Heritage. They arise out of what we learnt
during the Estimates Committee. I will canvass a number of related issues during my remarks if I have time.

Last year the Government committed to provide $100m for computers in schools; $80m for government schools and $20m
for private schools. This time last year I placed on record the current state of affairs in my schools with regard to technology.
In my previous speech I indicated briefly that on the whole, the schools in my electorate said that the money was coming
through for the hardware, and they were generally happy with the funding for the hardware, but that they had a number of
concerns about the management of the funds and the software. Since I brought that to the attention of the House, I have
some additional information which I would also like to put on record, and perhaps seek a response from the Minister for
Education because this is an issue affecting all schools in all electorates. It relates particularly to the purchasing of software.
As I understand it, a number of my schools had independently, but in the context of the money coming from government
for technology and computers in schools, bought software because obviously the schools needed the software at that time.
Unbeknown to the schools, the Education Department had been negotiating with Microsoft for a licence to use its products.
The perception of the schools is this: They feel they will be paying twice for the software because the schools have
purchased the software, not knowing that negotiations were taking place with Microsoft, and the cost of the licence with
Microsoft is coming out of the allocation to schools for computing funding. The schools are saying that had they been fully
aware of the negotiations, they may not have purchased the software. No indication was given of any contract for any licence
becoming available. It appears that schools may not benefit to the extent that they thought they would benefit from the
allocation of funding because they have already purchased the software. I hope that if schools find themselves in this
situation, some adjustment will be made to the allocation from the computing funding, which is something I would like the
minister to consider.

Concern has also been expressed about the difficulty that some schools have faced when developing the technology plan
that they were required to develop, and also purchasing the equipment. Teachers were expected to assess technical needs
when they may not be experienced or qualified to do so. They felt that it would be easy for something to be excluded in the
development of the technology plan that would be required to run the new systems. If that is the case, the onus is on the
school to find the money for the additional equipment. The message from the schools is that in terms of the overall
commitment, the money for the hardware was very satisfactory, and I have commended the Government for the commitment
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to technology. However, some refining of the management of the exercise should take place to ensure that the money is best
spent. I hope the minister will take heed of this feedback from the schools and consider making some adjustments to the
process of managing the fund.

I wish to put on record a number of other matters of concern in schools, the first one being security. Although I was not able
during the Estimates Committee to explore with the minister the funding available for security, it is important to put on
record that the concerns schools have about security are ever increasing. At least two of my schools have submitted to the
Education Department requests for funding for security fencing. Although I feel that putting a fence around a school is
detrimental, in concept anyway, to the notion that the school is very much part of the community, however, it is indicative
of'the fear and the real experiences that schools have suffered from vandalism, theft and so on. These two schools have been
waiting for about three years to be informed of, or to be granted, funding for security. That is of great concern to the school
community. I hope that when the department has finalised its deliberations on how it will spend the maintenance funding,
the provision of security at those two schools will be seriously considered. Another question of maintenance and capital
works relates to Yale Primary School. The parents and citizens association has raised with me the appalling state of the boys'
toilets. Apparently, whether it is winter or summer, these toilets give off on extremely awful odour.

Mr McGowan: It smells like a toilet.

Ms McHALE: It smells like an awful toilet that has not been cleaned for months. It is interesting that it is the boys' toilets,
not the girls' toilets. I am not sure what that says about the standard of the toilets. The Deputy Premier is giving me one
of those knowing looks. If he would like to visit the school in my electorate, I am sure they would be happy to give him a
tour, but I will keep my distance.

Mr Cowan: I will take your word for it.

Ms McHALE: Iam glad the Deputy Premier will take my word for it because it is not a pleasant experience. These are the
types of real concerns that are raised with me, and I hope the department will have the money in its budget, or the will to
find it, to rectify an obviously revolting situation at the school. It is not fair for the boys to suffer that problem, and it is not
only the boys who suffer, it is also the rest of the school community. The toilets stink regardless of whether one is inside
or outside. It is not very pleasant at all.

I will make a number of remarks about the effect of the budget on the Arts portfolio. It is clear there has been a real
reduction in the allocation of funds and the availability of funding to the arts industry. It is a sad and sorry state of affairs.
It is also indicative that no savings have been made by the establishment of the Ministry for Culture and the Arts. It was
clear during the Estimates Committee that the ministry was unable to quantify the supposed savings that were to be derived
by establishing the Ministry for Culture and the Arts, nor was it able to quantify in dollar terms the money that was to have
been freed up and reinvested in delivering the arts and art services. The Ministry for Culture and the Arts has been operating
for 18 months, but we have not seen the anticipated savings and reinvestment in the arts industry; instead we have seen an
increase in the cost of running the bureaucracy. That is not a desirable outcome. The Minister for the Arts proposed that
money and people's time would be freed up. However, it is clear the trend is in the opposite direction and the effect of that
will be dire. The effect of no real increase in funding will lead possibly to the closure of some of our established arts
companies. We know from public debate that the Western Australian Ballet Company experienced significant financial
difficulties late last year. There is talk now that it will close because funding has not been increased for that company or
any other major company. If that happened, it would be very sad for the cultural fabric of our State.

I will also reflect on the budget of the Heritage portfolio. As we move out of the twentieth century into the next millennium,
and we focus on our history, cultural heritage and future, it is ironic that there is a significant cut to the Heritage budget.
It is estimated in the budget papers that there will be a 30 per cent reduction in the number of buildings that will be assessed
in the 1999-2000 financial year. The projected figures indicate that instead of about 125 heritage buildings being assessed,
only about 90 will be assessed. That means a significant number of our heritage buildings that are yet to be assessed and
listed on the state heritage list could fall through the net because of the reduction in funding. I predict that we will see an
increase in the number of heritage buildings being demolished. That is an appalling state of affairs, and it is an indictment
ofthe Government's commitment to preserving our heritage. I am most concerned about the significant reduction in funding
and what it will mean to preserving our social and industrial heritage. At a critical time in our history, it makes no sense to
cut back on preservation and assessment of our heritage when we want to take it with us into the future.

Another area of the Heritage Council's budget which has been cut is education. Unless we educate building owners, local
councils and community members about the importance of heritage and what can constitute heritage buildings, inadvertently
or even deliberately, again we lose parts of our history which clearly are irreplaceable, and we will lose forever that
reflection of our history and identity. We and future generations are the losers. We must raise our voices and indicate that
the Government has let down the community insofar as it is not preserving and protecting our heritage to the extent that it
should.

I also put on record two matters of great concern to me that were highlighted again during the Estimates Committee. The
first matter is the parlous state of funding to women's health centres and, in particular, the Government's management of
postnatal depression. One of the submissions to the Government came from the Western Australian Council of Social
Service, which indicated that a serious injection of funding into women's health centres was required. Many of those centres
have not had an increase for a number of years, and they are at the forefront of dealing with women's health and, in
particular, postnatal depression. The minister indicated that the incidence of postnatal depression in our community is
between 10 and 20 per cent. That is a significant proportion of women who have live births. One in five women are
suffering significant postnatal depression, yet the agencies which are on the ground to assist these women to deal with
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postnatal depression in its earlier stages, rather than let it get hold of them and cause problems later on, are not being funded
adequately. That is a shameful situation. The minister was unable to indicate whether an increase would be granted, which
suggests that there will not be an increase. I fear for the women who go to health centres in terms of the services they need
and the services that will be delivered.

My last comment relates to retention rates for Aboriginal children, particularly the appalling downward trend for Aboriginal
boys. Figures just released by the minister indicate clearly that the system is failing Aboriginal children, particularly boys.
There has been a 6 per cent reduction in retention rates for all Aboriginal boys who start year 1 and finish year 12, and the
figure is currently 12 per cent. In 1993 the figure was 18 per cent. Clearly something is going wrong. We see the effect
of that in the law and order figures and the truancy rates, and it is a parlous state of affairs.

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.00 pm

MR McGOWAN (Rockingham) [7.00 pm]: I will take the opportunity presented by this Bill to speak at length about a
matter of considerable importance to my electorate of Rockingham, the State and, indeed, the security of our nation. It has
to do with defence forces in my electorate. This was brought into considerable focus yesterday by HMAS Farncomb sinking
the former HMAS Torrens off the Western Australian coast. [ will say a few words about the Collins-class submarines, the
role they play and my support for the project and the men and women who work in those submarines. I will also say a few
words about a project that I have in mind for other former ships and submarines to be sunk as dive wrecks off our coast.
In that context I do not include the former HMAS Torrens.

Yesterday for the first time since 1986, to the best of my recollection, an Australian submarine fired a war shot at a ship.
On that previous occasion one of our Oberon-class submarines fired a mark-48 torpedo, which is the same class of torpedo
that was used yesterday, at an old collier by the name of Colac off the coast of New South Wales. On that occasion the result
for the collier was pretty much the same as that for former HMAS Torrens. What happened yesterday certainly proved the
effectiveness of our submarines and of their torpedoes. I would like to think it was a very useful exercise on the part of the
Navy and a fitting finale for the former HMAS Torrens through its being put to some use by the Navy for proving the
effectiveness of our submarines.

All of our submarines will be based at HMAS Stirling, Garden Island, in my electorate of Rockingham. The six Collins-class
submarines, some of which are still to be constructed, will all be home-ported in Western Australia. I think that the original
plan was for one to be permanently situated off the east coast of Australia. The three new submarines that have arrived
already are HMAS Collins, HMAS Farncomb and HMAS Waller. The other day HMAS Otama home-ported at HMAS
Stirling. The Otama is the last of the Oberon-class submarines. I think she has only another 18 months of service, which
she will serve out at Stirling.

These submarines have quite a history. The Otama, which of course is the last of her class in our Navy at least, was one of
six Oberon-class submarines which we purchased from the United Kingdom in the 1960s and early 1970s. I think the Otama
was launched in about 1973 and the other five Oberon-class submarines were launched in the late 1960s. They were
constructed at Greenock in Scotland. The whole of their design was based on the most advanced German U-boat that was
designed in 1944. The hull design was so good that many submarine designs were based upon it. The O-boats served our
country well as operational submarines. I do not think they ever performed any roles in a warlike situation. However, the
time eventually arrived, as with all submarines, when they got paid off. As I have indicated, there is only one left, and that
is Otama.

I want to congratulate the Navy on the effectiveness of HMAS Farncomb yesterday. It was a very good example of what
our Collins-class submarines are capable of. The project was signed by the then defence minister in 1987. It is a very
ambitious program which has received a great deal of criticism generally from people who are very ill-informed about the
matter and just look for a subject with which to get into politicians, the Government, the military and Australia's ability to
do things in this country. Most of that unwarranted criticism has come from ill-informed commentators or disgruntled ex-
naval officers who are looking for their five minutes of fame on television.

When Australia originally undertook to build the Collins-class submarines, there were various other contenders for the
project. There were other designs but I think the three principal contenders were a British designed Upholder-class
submarine, a German design and a Swedish designed Kockums type 471 submarine, which was the one we eventually
decided on. It was designed in Sweden but completely manufactured here in Australia. This was a very ambitious project.
In reality, it was probably the most ambitious engineering, construction and software project ever to be undertaken in the
history of this country, and as such it was bound to experience problems and hiccups. Two of those submarines are now
operating. The third submarine, HMAS Waller, will be commissioned in July. The fourth submarine, HMAS Dechaineaux,
will be commissioned later this year and is in Adelaide, where it is being constructed.

I am very proud of the fact that those submarines are being made in Australia. It was believed by some people when we
decided upon this deal, and it is also believed by the people who have criticised this decision subsequently, that these
submarines could not be built in Australia. In my view, that is an ill-conceived view of the world, and it reflects a mentality
that probably should no longer exist. This submarine project is worth $5.5b. One criticism of the submarine design is that
Australia should have a lot of smaller submarines rather than these big and powerful Collins-class submarines. However,
Australia's coastline is almost 23 000 kilometres long, and we need powerful, ocean-going submarines that can cover large
areas of the ocean, can be deployed for long periods of time and have a large range. The Collins-class submarines meet
those requirements.

These submarines will be the largest conventional submarines in operation in this day and age. They will not be the largest
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conventional submarines ever built, because during the Second World War, the Japanese Navy operated a submarine that
was roughly the size of an aircraft carrier and had a deck from which planes could take off. The range of these submarines
is in excess of 9 000 nautical miles, on one tank of fuel. They can dive to in excess of 180 metres. Their displacement when
submerged is 3 350 tonnes, and when surfaced is 3 050 tonnes. They are 78 metres in length. They are powered by three
Hedemora 18 cylinder diesels. They can do a phenomenal speed, for a conventional submarine, of 20 knots under the water
and 10 knots on the surface. Their armament is spectacular. They have six torpedo tubes, each of which can fire either a
mark-48 torpedo, which is a formidable weapon, or an encapsulated harpoon anti-ship missile. Those capabilities are
spectacular for a conventional submarine. I am informed that their software packaging and sonar equipment is as good as
any operated by any navy in the world, including the United States Navy, although the US Navy no longer operates
conventional submarines, nor does the Royal Navy. These submarines are worth in excess of $600m each. They have
incredible capabilities.

The training for these submarines is done at HMAS Stirling, which is the submarine headquarters and has a submarine school
and a submarine escape training facility. The crew, many of whom are my friends, are flown between Perth and Adelaide,
where the trials on the new submarines are being conducted. The crew members undergo intensive training, involving all
sorts of engineering, computer and software training. It is beyond me to explain it, because I do not understand it, but they
constantly undergo courses to ensure that when they go to sea, they are capable of operating these very expensive
submarines. The captain of HMAS Farncomb, which yesterday sank the decommissioned Torrens, is Lieutenant
Commander Greg Sammut. He is 32 years old and is remarkably young to be a submarine commander in peacetime. What
he does not know about submarines probably no-one knows. He is responsible for 42 lives when that boat goes to sea.
HMAS Farncomb can travel at a speed of 20 knots under the water, which is around 35 to 40 kilometres an hour, and go
away to sea for up to four months. All of the people in charge of these submarines have spectacular abilities, training and
discipline.

I went on a tour of HMAS Waller when it was home-ported at HMAS Stirling a few weeks ago. I have been on some
Oberon-class submarines, but I have never been on a Collins-class submarine. I was amazed by the capabilities of that
submarine. The crew conditions on the Collins-class submarines are far better than on the Oberon-class submarines. The
Collins-class submarines have 42 crew, comprising six officers and 36 sailors. The Oberon-class submarines have in excess
of 70 crew, so the crew have to do what is known as "hot-bunking", whereby when one crew member gets out of bed, another
one gets into the same bed, so the bed is still warm. The crew on the Collins-class submarines can have a daily shower when
at sea, because the submarines are designed to manufacture sufficient quantities of water, and the showers are also a bit more
accessible than are the showers on the old "O" boats, on which the crew shower only once a week.

The Collins-class submarines are spectacular. The control room contains the sonar and weapons software, which are
computer controlled. The submarine is driven by what I would describe as a joystick, such as can be found in a video arcade,
but it is capable of driving a 3 000 tonne machine at 20 knots under the sea. These new submarines have female crew
members, and from my experience on board HMAS Waller, no-one appears to have any complaints about that. A lot of the
equipment is mounted on rubber so that it does not make a noise and is more shock absorbent in battle conditions.

Some of the complaints about these submarines were aired on Four Corners a couple of weeks ago. Those people had an
agenda to knock this project. I have the utmost confidence in the people who crew these submarines. I have seen these
people in training and in operation. These people are steely-eyed and confidence-inspiring in the way in which they operate.
Some criticism was made today of the sinking of the Torrens. The sinking of the Torrens was an excellent use of a
submarine and an excellent training exercise to show what our submarines can do. Some criticism has come from embittered
former naval officers. The best analogy I can draw is between the Collins-class submarine and what was known as the TFX
fighter jet, as the F111 fighter bomber was known before it came into active service. The F111 was ordered by the Menzies
Government in the 1950s. The purchase was subject to criticism from the then Opposition, members of the public and within
the Government because the jets took a long time to arrive and were beset by technical problems. The jets arrived 12 years
late. Since its purchase, the F111 has been widely acknowledged as the one of the best fighter bombers in the world. When
it is retired from service, the F111 will have had an operational life in excess of 50 years from the time it was first flown for
the Royal Air Force. The initial criticisms about time delays and technical problems have now been forgotten and the F111
is now widely admired. It allows replacement of electronic warfare and control packages to update it.

Similarly, the Collins-class submarine has been criticised. It was not as far behind schedule as the F111 but it has
experienced a few hiccups. I do not deny that there have been problems but I have every confidence that the Navy and the
Australian Submarine Corporation will sort them out. They are determined to get this submarine up to operational capacity
and to make it the best conventional submarine in the world. I am convinced that they will succeed in doing that. I suggest
that in a couple of years' time the criticisms will have been forgotten and we will know that we have the best submarine in
the world.

Our biggest defence asset, apart from stable government and good relations with our neighbours, is the air-sea gap. It means
we are fairly secure from any sort of attack. That gap will be patrolled by this very effective submarine, which can deal with
multiple targets at any time while remaining quiet and unnoticed. We also have a highly competent and capable surface fleet.
We also have an air force which is capable of dealing with any threats to this air-sea gap. One does not need to be a student
of defence to know that the air-sea gap is our principal defence weapon. Provided we have equipment to deal with the gap
and patrol it effectively, we should be secure into the future.

I'mentioned the crews of these submarines. They are intensely well trained. The commanding officers must pass the perisher
course which used to be conducted in the United Kingdom and is now run in the Netherlands. Officers who fail that course
are unable to command a submarine. Therefore, we know that those who pass this intense training know what they are doing.
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Many of our older submarine officers have served in the North Atlantic with the Americans and the Royal Navy, and some
of them served when the world was dealing with the threat of the Soviet Union in that area. The crew members are very
good. They are tested by being taken through the submarine to explain every single gauge and piece of equipment and what
they would do in an emergency, and how to fix the equipment or shut it down. That is only a rudimentary explanation of
the assessment process. These crews spend long periods away from home, up to six months at a time. We have some late
nights in Parliament and get a bit grumpy about that. We have done all-night sessions here, attended functions until all hours
and worked on weekends, but these men and women leave home for four or five months at a time to live in a metal shell
under the ocean for weeks on end. If members think we have it tough, they should think about that. I cannot imagine any
tougher environment to live in. It is a credit to these people that they do it so stoically and enthusiastically. In return they
receive, in my view, poor remuneration. The average submariner is paid a certain wage depending on his rank as an officer
or rate as a sailor. On top of that he receives a submarine service allowance. For a qualified submariner serving at sea with
more than eight years' service, that allowance is $18 750 on top of his normal salary. A submarine-trained person serving
at sea with four to eight years' service receives $18 200. A person with less than four years' service receives an allowance
of $17 200. A trainee at sea receives $12 000 on top of his base pay, and a person who is submarine qualified and not
serving at sea receives $5 000 on top of his base pay. That is grossly inadequate. These people might work up to 18 hours
a day for four months at a time. Their base salary might be $30 000 to $35 000 and they receive an allowance of $18 000,
which takes them to about $50 000 a year for that work, the separation from their families and the fortune they spend calling
home from overseas. It is not enough money for what they do. They do not do this work for the money but because they
love it; these people like their jobs. However, they should be paid a lot better.

I will conclude by clarifying some things which have appeared in the media today. I would like to see a dive wreck park
established off the coast of Rockingham on the west side of Garden Island in a 20 metre basin inside the five fathom bank.
That site is ideal for the Perth diving and recreational market. I would like to see HMAS Moresby sunk there and the former
HMAS Orion made safe and sunk in that area as an attraction for the diving and tourism markets. I have never indicated
that I did not want the Navy to sink the Torrens in the way it did. The Torrens was for the Navy to deal with as it wanted,
and it dealt with it effectively. However, these other vessels have been decommissioned for several years and I would like
to see them used effectively in producing some enjoyment and jobs in my community. The Rockingham community would
benefit by up to $2m a year from these two vessels being placed on that site.

I would like to see it as the start of something bigger, with more ships being sunk in that spot. It is an environmentally
attractive option. It would mean habitats would start where none has existed before, and it would put Perth on the map. The
wreck of HMAS Swan off Dunsborough is good, but it is a long way from the Perth market. The site I have selected is
shallow enough so that even if people are not divers and are merely snorkellers, they can swim over the area and see the
magnificent ship and submarine on the ocean floor. I suggest this site over any other in the metropolitan area for two very
simple reasons: First, it is out of the way of any shipping lanes; secondly, the site is in close proximity to the historic home
of not only the Royal Australian Navy in this State, Garden Island, but also these two ships. In summary, that is the project
I am pushing. I have no criticism of the Navy for what it has done. I would like to see this project come to fruition for the
people of not only Rockingham, but Western Australia.

MR NICHOLLS (Mandurah) [7.31 pm]: I would like to contribute to the debate by focusing on some capital works
undertaken in the Mandurah area. As members may be aware, for many years there have been calls for government capital
works programs to be undertaken in Mandurah. Over the past six years or so commitments have been made to a number
of projects which have been completed and have added to or benefited the Mandurah community. One project which has
been foreshadowed is the Mandurah ocean marina, an issue which has been prominent in the Mandurah community for many
decades. The area known as Dolphin Pool has been the subject of numerous prospective development projects and ideas.
With the joint help of the Deputy Premier, the local council and a number of local organisations, the construction of the
Mandurah ocean marina at Dolphin Pool is a real prospect and one which will provide a definite benefit to the Mandurah
community and the surrounding region.

Other projects that are currently foreshadowed or for which funds have been committed include the senior campus to be built
at the Mandurah TAFE college site. It will provide a state-of-the-art facility for year 11 and year 12 students. I look forward
to it with great anticipation because it will be of major benefit to the young people in the Mandurah area. I hope this model
will be followed in other electorates around Western Australia to provide additional benefits for young people going through
those important years of study. Funds have also been committed for Halls Head Middle School. This will alleviate much
of the pressure from Mandurah Senior High School, in particular. It has suffered for a number of years because of the
inadequate buildings and limitation on space. It has been "demountable city" for over a decade to my knowledge. That
detracts from its ability to provide an ideal environment in which to study and excel.

The Peel technical and further education facility extension is another major commitment to the community. Members may
not be aware that in 1998 or in early 1999, if my memory serves me right, the then Minister for Education visited Mandurah
to open a new TAFE annexe, which comprised two rooms at the local SkillShare building. At the time I believed the
commitment was in reaction to the community's desire to see TAFE facilities provided locally. It did not allow for the
growth in the TAFE demand that was required locally, but at least it provided a start. To the credit of people, such as Kay
Wilson and others, involved in training, the Department of Training and the ministers that have followed since that time,
we saw the TAFE facility move to an annexe which provided more options for study. We then saw a commitment to the
new Peel TAFE college under this Government. It was a real commitment to training young people and adult students in
the Mandurah area. The demand for technical and further education services and training has been such that the next stage
of the facility has been brought on. My understanding is that the stage has come on earlier - the minister may indicate
whether that is correct - than originally planned.
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Mr Kierath: Yes.

Mr NICHOLLS: That is an indication of the needs within the local area and also the commitment by the Department of
Training and the minister to meet those needs. As a local member, it is often my desire to see more facilities and support
given to young people, in particular, who are trying to break into employment; however, employment opportunities must
also be provided. That is probably the biggest challenge we face in our community. I say, quite categorically, that that
challenge does not rest solely at the feet of government. The people of Mandurah and the surrounding region must recognise
that the community at large must embrace opportunities and be prepared to seek compromises to achieve employment
opportunities, rather than simply sitting back and demanding that government or government agencies fix the problem.

The Government has an important role to play when it comes to providing infrastructure for such employment generation.
One example I highlight is the need for light industrial and commercial land to be zoned in this area. 1 commend the
Minister for Planning and his people in the Ministry for Planning for heeding the calls from local government agencies and
local members of the community for more land to be zoned in that way. As part of the regional structure plan that I hope
will come before the House by the end of this year, we should see a large amount of land, which abuts the Serpentine River
in the Murray shire, zoned as commercial or light industrial, and that will provide a real opportunity for more employment
generation there.

Another issue that is vitally important when talking about public works is the freeway extension. Members of this House,
former and present Ministers for Transport and other ministers are probably sick and tired of hearing me talk about the need
for the extension, and hearing what may sound like a broken record. The extension of the Kwinana freeway to Mandurah
is an essential part of the infrastructure needed for employment creation, particularly in commercial or clean industrial
development. A number of government agencies, including the Peel Development Commission and the local council, and
anumber of community organisations, the chamber of commerce being notably one, have worked tirelessly for the extension
of the freeway. Although I applaud the Government's move to remove the traffic lights from the freeway, provide the
flyovers and extend the Kwinana Freeway to Foley Road, which will connect with Safety Bay Road, I make a request to the
Government and this House; that is, that the priority for the extension of the Kwinana Freeway not be put aside and not be
simply left because of the capital works program that we have embraced.

There is no doubt that the capital works program that the Government is now undertaking, which will include the widening
of'the Narrows Bridge, will enhance the transport options for people in my electorate and those south of the river. However,
it is important that as development progresses and as the need for more efficient transport corridors impacts on businesses
and residents alike, planning be put in place and funding be provided to extend the Kwinana Freeway all the way through
to Mandurah. If T had my way, we would commit to a program of road development which would see the Kwinana Freeway
extended to Mandurah and connected to the planned Peel deviation. That would provide a major transport corridor from
Perth to Bunbury, bypassing Mandurah, and give a cost-efficient option to many primary producers to transport their produce
from their farms to the port at Bunbury, the container port at Fremantle more importantly, or the airport. Currently, many
of those producers face additional costs simply because of the inadequate transport corridors that are in place. As more and
more vehicles use the roads, there will be greater expense and more delays, not to mention the road safety issues about which
we continually hear. Those are some of the capital works programs that are important. I commend the Government for its
commitment to those programs, and I commend those programs to this House as a major advance for the people of Mandurah
and the surrounding region.

Some of the issues which I will now raise deal with specific services that I want to see addressed. The first issue is the
express bus service from Mandurah to Perth which is known as the 107, which has been one of the most successful public
transport initiatives that has been introduced since I have been a member of Parliament. It has been so successful that
whenever an additional service is introduced, it becomes overloaded and people are left behind because the demand cannot
be met. I am sure members of this House have become a little tired of hearing my continual requests that additional funds
be made available so that bus services can be increased. However, I stress that public transport from Mandurah to Perth is
not taken for granted. The people of Mandurah find it difficult to get around. We have a limited internal bus service, and
it does not provide an adequate connection with the public transport service between Mandurah and the metropolitan area.
If a very good service were provided, people would leave their cars and use it. That is something this Government has been
trying to do for a long time, and it is one of its goals in trying to shift the reliance on private vehicles to public transport.

Therefore, [ urge the Government, and in particular the Minister for Transport, to seriously consider the option of purchasing
another double-decker bus, as was previously done, to add passenger capacity. Double-decker buses accommodate
approximately 64 or 65 passengers whereas the normal coaches that are used accommodate approximately 44 or 45
passengers. Therefore, we could carry more passengers for almost the same cost with a double-decker bus and provide a
better quality service. The double-decker buses that are being suggested are not new; they are second-hand buses from the
east coast. However, I understand they will be more than adequate for our needs for up to 10 years, at which time either the
Mercedes-Benz buses that are being sourced can be provided or we can consider alternatives.

I stress this is not an issue that we can put on the backburner for three years and say that we will get to it. I ask members
to put themselves in the position of the people who stand at the bus stop at six o'clock in the morning, particularly on the
cold and wet mornings that we have experienced recently, only to discover that the bus is full and it drives straight past.
These people then have to find alternative means of getting to work. We have a responsibility to try to resolve that problem.
The solution definitely in the short term is to provide double-decker buses. They are available or able to be sourced from
the eastern States at a cost that is attractive or at least manageable.

I refer now to the transport of patients from Mandurah to health services in the metropolitan area. I will not digress or cover
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what I intend to raise later this week in my grievance to the Minister for Health. Suffice to say that when frail, aged people
who are not able to drive, who do not have transport options and who need to get to health services are told that they must
be prepared to pay up to $80 for transport to the health service and return, we are missing the point. If we are talking about
providing services for the betterment of our community, I cannot accept that we should force frail, aged pensioners to pay
up to $80 simply to get to a health service that they need. Ifthey can access the service locally and they choose of their own
accord to go to the metropolitan area rather than use the service locally, that is their right to choose and a payment should
be imposed. However, when they do not have the option to access that service and their health requires that they access the
service for their quality of life, as a Government we should be providing transport. I will continue to pursue that option with
the Minister for Health, even though I know that he is in a difficult position because of the budgetary situation. However,
it is an issue that is fundamental to the quality of life of many residents of Mandurah.

Another issue relates to transportation from central Mandurah to the hospital. This Government in its wisdom has built a
magnificent, new hospital building in Mandurah. It will provide much needed services to the community. However, again,
many of those people who do not have their own transport and who are frail, aged and sick and who are unable to get
themselves to the hospital need access to transport services, as do their partners and their families who wish to visit them
if they are required to remain in hospital. We have a limited service, but there is an urgent need for a better service. I again
urge the Minister for Transport to consider this issue and also, if possible, to provide some options that we may explore, even
if it be in conjunction with other services that are provided. I have been working in conjunction with the local agencies that
provide transport services, such as St John Ambulance Australia, the Silver Chain Nursing Association, the Red Cross, and
home and community care services. They are working together, and we all want to make a difference to the community,
but there is a need for the Government to provide resources where it is unable to provide those services within the constraints
placed on many community agencies.

I now refer to damage caused to schools. I note that in the media recently there has been discussion about School Watch
and ways of reducing the damage done to schools. On a number of occasions Mandurah Primary School has been
vandalised, as have other schools in the Mandurah area. 1 am very concerned that little activity has taken place to identify
the culprits and, even when those culprits are caught, little effort is made to get some recompense. That is heartbreaking
for those involved with the school, particularly when much of the damage is wanton vandalism. It is not that the offenders
want to raise funds or steal items because they have a drug habit or some other excuse; most of the damage is done just for
the sake of destroying property. We need to address that, although I must confess that I do not have the answers. 1believe
people in the local community want to play an active role, and it is a matter of formulating a strategy that will be effective.

I now refer to another service that I believe is worthy of praise. I have a personal interest in this service, which I support,
and I am its patron. I refer to the Mandurah disability sport and recreation service which provides respite care to people with
disabilities in the community. It does this by caring for people with disabilities during the day and also by holding camps
so that the carers, usually their parents, can gain some respite to do their shopping, relax or do other things. The group
operates on a shoestring budget and it needs between $10 000 and $20 000 a year to operate. I have made a request to the
Minister for Disability Services, although I know he is in a very difficult situation and has heavy demands on his funding.
I urge the minister and the Government to recognise the benefits provided by this group, for very few funds, and the value
of respite care for carers. It is a very valuable service to the community. I will approach the minister again personally and
formally request him to consider this. I bring it to the attention of the House because the Government should provide
resources to community groups which can provide these services with very few funds and very cost effectively.

The last point I raise is about attitudes to road safety. I draw the attention of the House to an article which appeared in the
Sunday Times this week under the heading "Call for law to get tough". The newspaper purports to have carried out a survey,
the results of which suggest that Western Australians want the police "to get tough and cut the State's mounting road toll".
The article states -

They want more traffic police, tougher penalties for law-breakers and more speed cameras, a Times poll has
revealed.

I had a closer look at the survey and it appears that it is the result of only 153 responses from the Western Australian
population, which is absolutely pathetic. Secondly, this article and this type of research suggests that the Western Australian
community wants more police on the roads, more Multanovas and tougher penalties, but I am sure it is not representative
of the views of the people in my electorate. The word in my electorate is that people want more police off traffic duties and
catching offenders breaking into houses and harming people. The community does not want police redirected from those
duties, and placed behind trees trying to catch people driving a couple of kilometres above the speed limit. The article
reports a comment by Assistant Police Commissioner Mel Hay - I assume it is correct - as follows -

It is good news that we have public support for more speed cameras and tougher legislation.

I want to send a clear message to Assistant Police Commissioner Mel Hay that that is not the message I am getting in my
electorate. I believe he would be far better removing police from traffic duty; the priority is to stop people breaking into
houses, pinching handbags and beating up old people. I do not have a problem with Multanovas, but I have a problem with
the way in which they are apparently being applied. I have always understood that the legislation intended that they be
located in major accident black spots, in order to reduce the potential harm to road users. It is my belief that they are nothing
more than revenue raisers. They are not located at the black spots. I recall making a comment previously in this House
suggesting that there was only one common point between the 20 highest accident black spots and the 20 most common
places for the location of a Multanova. The justification for the introduction of Multanovas was to reduce speed on the
roads. As I came along the Kwinana Freeway to Parliament today, I saw an operator setting up a camera beside a light pole
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so that it could not be seen. I regularly see the sign notifying people that they have passed a Multanova, as required under
the legislation, turned around so that people cannot see it. We are not seeing any efforts to educate people on road safety,
but rather efforts to raise funds. I stress that I am one of those who would like the speed limit raised on the freeways further
down south, so that people are not fined when travelling over the current speed limit on a safe road in dry conditions where
there is absolutely no risk.

On the other side of the equation there are other road safety problems, one of which I will highlight. There is a pedestrian
crossing south of the Pinjarra Road-Mandurah bypass intersection, between the lights and the new bridge. It is on a curve
in the road, there are trees around it, and the speed limit in that area is 90 kilometres an hour. Children as young as five years
of age must use that pedestrian crossing to go to school on the other side of that dual carriageway. I have raised this matter
with Main Roads and asked whether an overpass could be constructed. I was advised that an overpass is not preferred, and
that the pedestrian crossing will be shifted further south to solve the problem. With the traffic load on that road, it will not
be long before some unfortunate person is hit by a vehicle, and then some unfortunate driver will be hung, drawn and
quartered because he has run over a child, or hurt or killed somebody. Some action should be taken before that happens.
If Main Roads wants to locate that pedestrian crossing in that very unsafe place - a crossing needs to be in place but it should
be an overpass. Alternatively I urge it and the Minister for Transport to install pedestrian lights and a crossing. The
pedestrians can operate the lights and the traffic can be stopped while they cross the road.

Although I know it all costs money, the reality is that it is unreasonable to reduce the speed limit to 60 kilometres an hour
in that location in order to say that it is safe for young children and elderly people to cross. However, on the other side of
the equation it is totally unsafe to leave the crossing where it is or to shift it a few metres further south because the
department's view is that it does not have enough money to construct a safe crossing, or overpasses are no good because
people will not use them. If we have the resources to spend millions of dollars on other programs, such as upgrading the
roads or employing police officers to drive up and down the roads trying to catch drivers doing a few kilometres over the
speed limit, we have the resources to make this crossing and crossings like it safe for young children and elderly people to
use.

I finish on that note because I believe it is of absolute importance that this type of unsafe crossing be addressed as part of
road safety and not the rubbish that my friend - and I do call him a friend - Grant Dorrington often speaks out against; that
is, motorists driving a few kilometres over the speed limit being socially unacceptable. The point I make to him and many
other people involved in this industry is that motorists actually want to participate in road safety but, when they see situations
such as this pedestrian crossing left unattended or Multanovas hidden in the bush, their attitude is that it has nothing to do
with safety and everything to do with revenue.

MR RIEBELING (Burrup) [8.01 pm]: I find myself strangely agreeing with the last speaker, especially on the issue of
Multanovas and where they are placed as far as being revenue collectors rather than a deterrent for dangerous driving. It
is amazing that they are positioned in many instances inside D-restriction zones at a 70 kilometre point when one has just
driven from an 80 or 90 kilometres zone, rather than in higher speed zones. Some of the positions of the Multanovas in the
southern corridor are designed so that people spend half their time ensuring they are in the right speed zones. Some of the
speed zones along the areas in front of Kwinana defy logic. There are 90, 80 and 70 kilometre zones in dual carriageways
where the conditions of the roads appear to be exactly the same. Many people have great difficulty in knowing which speed
zone they are in from the surrounding terrain. I was not going to mention the Multanovas; however, the last member
prompted my interest in that subject.

I mention briefly my disappointment that a number of issues have not been addressed in the budget documents. It is
disappointing to many people in my region that some of the urgent needs have not been addressed. I will go through a
couple of them. I thank the Minister for Education for the advice that he will visit Tom Price.

Mr Barnett: Are you coming to Tom Price with me?

Mr RIEBELING: No. I mentioned that Friday was the only day I could not attend and that is the day the minister is going.
However, I thank the minister for going. I have advised numerous people in Tom Price of the joyous occasion and I have
no doubt that they will take the opportunity to show the minister the problems.

Mr Barnett: I will give your apologies at the school.

Mr RIEBELING: I have already done that. There is no need for the minister to look after my interests; I am more than
capable of looking after my own interests in the area. However, it is a good thing for the minister to take the time to witness
firsthand the two education issues in Tom Price which were not, but which should have been, addressed in the budget. One
of the issues is the Tom Price gymnasium. I have said a couple of times in this place that Tom Price has the only senior high
school in the State, other than Margaret River, without a gymnasium attached to the school. In Margaret River [ understand
there is access to one, but in Tom Price there is no gymnasium in the town of the type that the school could make use of.
It is disappointing that probably the hottest part of the State has the last senior high school in the State to have an enclosed,
airconditioned gymnasium. Most people would think, on looking at the weather patterns, that schools like Tom Price would
be the first of the schools to receive that sort of protection from the elements; however, that is not the case.

The other issue, the North Tom Price Primary School, is also a glaring example of government neglect - including Labor
Governments - in that a verandah was built around the primary school for the kids to leave their bags on, to line up on and
to leave their lunches and the like in an enclosed area. However, in Tom Price the enclosed area is not quite enclosed; it
has a wooden slat board cover that, when it rains, offers no protection from the elements. I have given the Minister for
Education a copy of a video of that protection in a storm. Has the minister been able to look at the video on Tom Price?
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Mr Barnett: No, I have not.

Mr RIEBELING: Before the minister goes to Tom Price in July, I am sure he will have the opportunity to see what happens
to the North Tom Price Primary School kids when it rains. Ibelieve the minister will be able to have some impact on those
two issues. I understand that the construction of a gymnasium is probably too big an item to be added to the budget.
However, the renovations or alterations to the North Tom Price Primary School may be able to be met under the maintenance
budget of the Education Department in this financial year. That is what is hoped will be achieved out of the minister's visit.

It is also disappointing to the people of Karratha that other deficient areas have not been tackled seriously in the budget, such
as the provision of a permanent doctor at the Nickol Bay Hospital, an area that has been wanting for at least 10 years. From
the time I was in local government, there has been a major call for a doctor to be based at the Nickol Bay Hospital. Ateach
election since my election to this place, both sides of politics have promised to place a doctor in the Nickol Bay Hospital
and the minute the election is over that desire dissolves until the next election. At each budget, of course, people in my area
look for the "doctor decision" to be implemented but as yet that has not occurred.

The member for Riverton, when he was the Minister for Health, massively cut the budget for the patient assisted travel
scheme by about $1.5m. The then minister said that the patient assisted travel scheme had been adjusted so that the extra
$1.5m that was saved by the cuts he made, would be put towards the employment of more specialists in the country areas
rather than the reverse situation. That should have been implemented, because more specialists in country areas would
reduce the call on the patient assisted travel scheme. However, we did not see any improvement in the number of specialist
services. All we saw was the patient assisted travel scheme being wound back, access to specialist services by people living
in the north being reduced substantially and no huge improvement in the specialist services, except for natural improvements
as a result of processes implemented many years ago. Progressively, more specialists have come to the area, but the
provision of services has not been accelerated since $1.5m was taken from the system.

Mr Bloffwitch: There has been an increase in Geraldton. Extra funding has been injected and extra operations have
occurred. Iam surprised to hear that Karratha has not gone the same way.

Mr RIEBELING: No doubt the member for Geraldton is surprised. To be brutally blunt, most people in my area think that
Geraldton is in the south. It is not that far from here.

Mr Bloffwitch: You are right. The fact that we are catered for means that we are in the south. The Government looks at
it the same way.

Mr RIEBELING: I am talking about people in remote areas who need to access services that people in the south west take
for granted. This Minister for Health says that orthodontic services are not considered to be specialist services, and that
people can have that treatment when they reach adulthood even though it is more difficult. No parent in Western Australia
would accept that decision, other than the Minister for Health. He is the only one who thinks it is reasonable that people
should wait until they have reached adulthood before they have correctional orthodontic treatment. Many young people
requiring orthodontic treatment do not seek it simply because of their appearance. Many people consider that the service
should be available as a matter of urgency through our health system.

We have approached the minister time and again, and occasionally we have been successful in a PATS claim for people
accessing specialist dental surgery in Perth. In a recent case a two year old child did not qualify under the PAT scheme but
would have qualified if she had been more sick. The response to the application was that if the child developed blood-
poisoning she would qualify for the scheme. If the problem were allowed to run its course she would have become that sick.
Fortunately, we managed to convince the minister of the stupidity of that requirement and the child accessed the specialist
services. We should not have to undergo the stress of convincing the minister that people in remote areas must have access
to treatment that people in the metropolitan area take for granted. Yet again the Government has failed to address the
problems it created by changing the PAT scheme. Unless a specialist service is available locally, the changes do not benefit
people in remote areas.

Due to changes to airline scheduling in the north, such as Qantas withdrawing from a number of linking towns, the ability
for people in inland towns to access specialist services in the coastal Pilbara region has decreased dramatically. Through
necessity, the cost of the PAT scheme in my area will increase substantially in the next year. Through no fault of the
Government's but due to the airline changing its schedules, people in Tom Price and Paraburdoo will not be able to access
the services of specialists who go to Port Hedland. That will exacerbate the problem.

Some other matters that should have been addressed in this budget relate once again to Homeswest stock in Karratha. Even
though Homeswest officers try their very hardest to respond to the needs of the community, the office has no ability to
respond to any demand for housing stock. People have been on the Homeswest list for two or three years. The problem of
course has developed as a result of both this Government and the previous Government selling Homeswest stock to a point
at which the stock has reduced by about 400 houses since 1992.

Mr Barnett: But there has been a big improvement in the quality of the Homeswest stock.

Mr RIEBELING: I do not think that is correct in relation to the rebuilding program. The building program in Karratha has
been very small compared with the number of houses sold. Much of the stock sold was not old stock; it was in Millars Well
and Pegs Creek. The older stock at Bulgarra has not been sold as easily. Homeswest has not sold some of the old stock it
wanted to sell; nonetheless, it has got rid of much old stock and everyone agrees with that. The initial aim of selling old
stock in Karratha was that for every two houses sold, one would be put back into the system. That was guaranteed to the
then shire president. I know that because I was the shire president at the time. That guarantee was not fulfilled. We sold
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400 houses and now we have 50, which has created an inability for Homeswest to respond to people's needs. I feel sorry
for the officers who work in Homeswest because they have a hell of a time telling people that they are unable to respond
to the needs of the community. I highlight the young mother who has three little children and who lives in a transportable
box - it was designed to be an office - at the back of a house. It is considered to be adequate housing, not because anyone
really believes it; but because there is nowhere else in the Karratha area to house them.

I refer now to the state of the road between Wickham and Karratha, to which I referred briefly some time ago. I understand
that the construction of three bridges is budgeted for in the next financial year. That road, especially as Robe River is now
extensively contracting out, is used for workers to travel to the major population base and to Robe River, and a small group
of people travelling in the reverse direction because housing is cheaper in Wickham.

Mr Barnett: Which section of the road?
Mr RIEBELING: I am referring to the section between Roebourne and Karratha.
Mr Barnett: Are you referring to the main highway?

Mr RIEBELING: Yes. It floods in three places. Main Roads is designing three bridges. I agree that we could have
beautiful bridges, but the road should be built up and culverts developed, which would be a cheaper solution. Main Roads
agreed that would be much cheaper but said it wants to repair the road correctly. It floods only two or three times a year,
so surely the culvert solution would be adequate. However, because Main Roads wants to build proper bridges which cost
a great deal of money, nothing can be done this year.

The other people who travel on that road are students. There has been a huge increase in children from Wickham travelling
to Catholic schools, mainly in Karratha, so much so that it is likely that next year Wickham High School will close. 1 was
somewhat dismayed that none of the 26 kids who attended the grade 7 graduation to which I went last year intended to go
to Wickham High School the following year. The parents have decided that they do not wish to support that school, and
it will probably close at the end of this year. That highlights the need to fix that road. At least twice in the past six months,
rain has flooded that road, and children who had been bussed to Karratha to attend the primary schools had to be billeted
in Karratha overnight, a long way from their parents, which caused a lot of distress to both the parents and the children. St
Luke's College is very concerned about that matter. I hope the Government will look at building a culvert on that road rather
than a bridge. A bridge is probably a better solution, but it will be very expensive and will be an overkill when the road is
flooded only three or four times a year.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Barnett (Leader of the House).

ENERGY COORDINATION AMENDMENT BILL
Council's Amendments
Amendments made by the Council now considered.
Committee
The Deputy Chairman of Committees (Ms McHale) in the Chair; Mr Barnett (Minister for Energy) in charge of the Bill.

The amendments made by the Council were as follows -

No 1
Clause'S,.page 3, lines 6 to § - To delete "from the flange, joint or other point at which the system connects to a
transmission system".
No 2
Clause 5, page 3, lines 15 to 25 - To delete the lines.
No 3
Clause 5, page 3, lines 26 and 27 - To delete "licence granted for the purposes of section 111" and substitute
"distribution licence or trading licence”.
No 4
Clause 5, page 4, after line 3 - To insert the following words -
"small use customer" means a customer whose consumption of gas is less than 1 terajoule per year;
No 5

Clause 5, page 4, lines 4 and 5 - To delete "means transportation or sale;" and substitute -
means -
(a) the transportation of gas through a distribution system; or

(b) the sale to small use customers of gas transported through a distribution system;
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No 6
Clause 5, page 4, lines 8 to 15 - To delete the lines and substitute the following lines -
"trading licence" means a licence having the classification referred to in section 11D (1) (b).
No 7
Clause 7, page 6, lines 10 to 12 - To delete the lines.
No 8
Clause 7, page 6, line 20 - To insert after the word "sell" the words "to small use customers".
No 9
Clause 7, page 6, line 21 - To delete "transmission or".
No 10
Clause 7, page 7, lines 14 to 22 - To delete the lines.
No 11
Clause 7, page 8, lines 1 to 8 - To delete the lines.
No 12
Clause 7, page 8, lines 10 to 14 - To delete the lines and substitute the following lines -
11G. (1) A person must not in a supply area or part of a supply area -
(a) construct, alter or operate a distribution system; or
(b) transport gas through a distribution system,

except under the authority of a distribution licence granted by the Coordinator that applies to that area or
that part of that area.

Penalty: ~ $100 000 and a daily penalty of $5 000.

2) A person must not in a supply area or part of a supply area sell to small use customers
gas transported through a distribution system except under the authority of a trading
licence granted by the Coordinator that applies to that area or that part of that area.

Penalty: ~ $100 000 and a daily penalty of $5 000.
No 13
Clause 7, page 8, after line 17 - To insert the following new subclauses -

2) The Governor must not make an order under subsection (1) unless he or she is satisfied that it
would not be contrary to the public interest to do so.

3) The Governor, in determining whether the making of the order would not be contrary to the
public interest, may take into account one or more of the following matters -

(a) environmental considerations;

(b) social welfare and equity considerations, including community service obligations;
(c) economic and regional development, including employment and investment growth;
(d) the interests of gas customers generally or of a class of gas customers;

(e) the interests of any licensee, or applicant for a licence, in respect of the supply area or
part of a supply area to which the order, if made, would apply;

) the importance of competition in gas industry markets;
(2) any other matter that he or she considers relevant.
No 14

Clause 7, page 8, lines 24 and 25 - To delete "section 7 of the Energy Coordination Amendment Act 1997 ("'the
commencement')" and substitute "an order under section 11A".

No 15
Clause 7, page 9, line 1 - To delete "the" and substitute "that".
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Clause 7, page 9, line 5 - To insert after "commencement" the words "of the relevant order".

Clause 7, page 9, line 9 - To insert after "commencement" the words "of the relevant order".

Clause 7, page 9, lines 13 and 14 - To delete "appeal against the refusal” and substitute "an application for review
of the decision".

Clause 7, page 9, lines 15 and 16 - To delete "appeal being brought or an appeal is brought" and substitute
"application being made or an application is made".

Clause 7, page 9, line 19 - To delete "appeal" and substitute "application".

Clause 7, page 9, lines 24 to 27 - To delete the lines.

Clause 7, page 10, lines 1 to 3 - To delete the lines.

Clause 7, page 10, after line 4 - To insert the following -
Restriction on operation of this Division and Division 8

11J. This Division and Division 8 have effect subject to sections 90 and 92 of the Gas Pipelines
Access (Western Australia) Act 1998.

Coordinator to consider public interest

11K. (1) The Coordinator must not exercise a power conferred by this Division unless he or she
is satisfied that it would not be contrary to the public interest to do so.

2) The Coordinator, in determining whether the exercise of the power would not be
contrary to the public interest, may take into account one or more of the matters
referred to in section 11H (3).

Clause 7, page 10, line 13 - To insert after "applicant”" the following words "in the gas industry in the State".
Clause 7, page 10, lines 14 to 17 - To delete the lines and substitute the following lines -

(b) in the case of an application for a trading licence -

(1) the methods or principles that the applicant proposes to apply in determining its prices
or charges; and

(i1) the terms and conditions of any proposed standard customer contract between the
applicant and any purchaser of gas from the applicant;

Clause 7, page 10, line 19 - To insert after "gas;" the following word "and".

Clause 7, page 10, lines 20 to 26 - To delete the lines.

Clause 7, page 11, line 5 - To delete "to supply gas; and" and substitute "for the transportation of gas.".

Clause 7, page 11, lines 6 to 9 - To delete the lines.

Clause 7, page 11, lines 14 to 30 - To delete the lines.
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Clause 7, page 12, lines 11 to 14 - To delete the lines and substitute the following lines -

4 Subject to subsection (3), the terms and conditions of a licence must be substantially similar to
the terms and conditions of any other licence with the same classification under section 11D (1)
that applies in the same supply area or part of a supply area.

Clause 7, page 12, lines 16 and 17 - To delete "with regulations made under section 15 of the Gas Standards Act
1972" and substitute -

with -
(a) the Gas Pipelines Access (Western Australia) Law; or

(b) regulations made under section 15 of the Gas Standards Act 1972.

Clause 7, page 13, lines 3 and 4 - To delete "exceed 10 years from the day of grant or renewal of the licence." and
substitute -

exceed -
(a) in the case of a distribution licence, 21 years from the date of its grant or renewal; or

(b) in the case of a trading licence, 10 years from the date of its grant or renewal.

Clause 7, page 13, line 18 - To delete "a".

Clause 7, page 13, line 19 - To delete "fee" and substitute "fees".

Clause 7, page 13, lines 21 to 26 - To delete the lines.

Clause 7, page 14, lines 1 to 3 - To delete the lines.

Clause 7, page 14, after line 17 - To insert the following new section -
Decisions as to grant, renewal or transfer

11S. (1) Subject to section 11K, the Coordinator must grant, renew or approve the transfer of
a licence if he or she is satisfied that the applicant -

(a) has, and is likely to retain; or

(b) will acquire within a reasonable time after the grant, renewal or transfer, and
is then likely to retain,

the financial and technical resources to undertake the activities authorized, or to be
authorized, by the licence.

2) The Coordinator must take all reasonable steps to make a decision in respect of an
application for —

(a) the grant or renewal of a licence; or
(b) approval to transfer a licence,

within 90 days after the application is made.

Clause 7, page 14, after line 23 - To insert the following paragraph -

(a) the date of the grant, renewal or transfer;

Clause 7, page 15, after line 4 - To insert the following subclause -
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3) The Coordinator must ensure that written notice of a decision to refuse to grant, renew, or
approve the transfer of, a licence, together with a statement of the reasons for the decision, is
given to the applicant within 14 days after the decision is made.

Clause 7, page 15, after line 18 - To insert the following new subclause -

2) Without limiting subsection (1) or sections 90 and 92 of the Gas Pipelines Access (Western
Australia) Act 1998, alicence has effect subject to the Gas Pipelines Access (Western Australia)
Law.

Clause 7, page 15, line 22 - To delete "If the licence specifies a" and substitute "A licence must specify the".

Clause 7, page 15, line 23 - To insert after "determination," the words "including the manner in which an
amendment is to be notified to the licensee, and".

Clause 7, page 16, line 2 - To delete "under subsection (4) or".

Clause 7, page 16, lines 6 and 7 - To delete the lines.

Clause 7, page 16, lines 16 to 26 and page 17, lines 1 to 7 - To delete the lines.

Clause 7, page 17, line 20 - To delete "to the provisions of" and substitute "to -".

Clause 7, page 17, lines 21 to 24 - To delete the lines and substitute the following lines -

(a) the provisions of section 48 of the Energy Corporations (Powers) Act 1979 that apply to a
licensee by operation of section 11Z0; and

(b) any contractual rights that the licensee may have to interrupt, suspend or restrict the supply of
gas,

and does not limit those provisions or rights.

Clause 7, page 18, line 23 - To delete ", where applicable,".

Clause 7, page 18, lines 24 and 25 - To delete "in relation to the supply of gas." and substitute "to the extent that
those standards apply to the supply of gas by the licensee.".

Clause 7, page 21, lines 4 and 5 - To delete "has failed to comply with the condition imposed by section 11X or
is otherwise" and substitute "is".

Clause 7, page 21, lines 19 and 20 - To delete ", other than that imposed by section 11X".

Clause 7, page 22, after line 17 - To insert the following new subclause -

(5) If -
(a) a distribution licence is cancelled under this section; and
(b) regulations of the kind referred to in subsection (4) (a) are made,

Division 9 applies, with all necessary changes, for the purpose of enabling gas to be supplied
after the cancellation, as if references in that Division to a licensee were references to the person
in whom the assets, rights and interests of the former licensee are vested under the regulations.
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Clause 7, page 22, lines 19 to 22 - To delete the lines and substitute the following lines -

11ZF. (1) Following the cancellation of a distribution licence under section 11ZE, the former
licensee —

(a) is to ensure that any distribution system constructed or operated by
the former licensee under the licence is left in a safe condition; and

(b) is not to remove any part of such a system except with the approval
of the Minister.

Clause 7, page 22, line 28 - To insert before "premises" the words "land or".
Clause 7, page 23, line 13 - To delete "section 11ZC" and substitute "sections 11ZB, 11ZD and 11ZF".

Clause 7, page 23, after line 15 - To insert the following new subsection -
(1) In this section -

"Board" means the Western Australian Gas Review Board established by the Gas Pipelines
Access (Western Australia) Act 1998.

Clause 7, page 23, line 16 - To delete "who is aggrieved" and substitute "adversely affected".

Clause 7, page 24, line 2 - To delete "appeal to the Minister against" and substitute "apply to the Board for a review
of".

Clause 7, page 24, line 3 - To delete "30" and substitute "14".

Clause 7, page 24, lines 5 to 20 - To delete the lines and substitute the following lines -

3) The Board must make its determination on the review within 90 days after receiving the
application for review.

@) The Board may extend, or further extend, the period referred to in subsection (3) by a period of
30 days if it considers that the matter cannot be dealt with properly without the extension either
because of its complexity or because of other special circumstances.

&) If the Board extends the period, it must, before the end of the period, notify the applicant of the
extension and the reasons for it.

(6) An application under this section does not operate to stay the decision unless the Board
otherwise determines.

@) On the application of a party to proceedings under this section, the Board may conduct the
proceedings in the absence of the public.

(8) The Board may require the Coordinator to give information and other assistance, and to make
reports, as specified by the Board.

9) In proceedings under this section, the Board may make an order affirming, or setting aside or
varying immediately or as from a specified future date, the decision under review and, for the
purposes of the review, may exercise the same powers with respect to the subject matter of the
decision as may be exercised with respect to that subject matter by the Coordinator.

(10) The Board may make such orders (if any) as to costs in respect of a proceeding as it thinks fit.

a1 The Board may refuse to review a decision if it considers that the application for review is trivial
or vexatious.

(12) A determination by the Board on the review of a decision has the same effect as if it were made
by the Coordinator.

(13) A reference in Part 6, Division 2 of the Gas Pipelines Access (Western Australia) Act 1998 to
proceedings before the Board includes a reference to proceedings under this section.
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Clause 7, page 24, line 23 - To insert after "may" the words ", subject to section 11ZE (5),".

Clause 7, page 25, lines 1 to 7 - To delete the lines.

Clause 7, page 25, lines 13 and 14 - To delete the lines.

Clause 7, page 26, lines 4 and 5 - To delete "the Land Acquisition Act" and substitute "Part 9 of the Land
Administration Act 1997".

Clause 7, page 26, lines 17 and 18 - To delete "land in the Land Acquisition Act includes an interest in land or"
and substitute "an interest in land in Part 9 of the Land Administration Act 1997 includes an".

Clause 7, page 26, line 20 - To delete "the Land Acquisition Act" and substitute "Part 9 of the Land Administration
Act 1997".

Clause 7, page 26, line 24 - To delete "The Land Acquisition Act" and substitute "Part 9 of the Land
Administration Act 1997".

Clause 7, page 27, lines 3 and 4 - To delete "the Land Acquisition Act" and substitute "Parts 9 and 10 of the Land
Administration Act 1997".

Clause 7, page 27, line 8 - To delete "Land Acquisition Act" and substitute "Land Administration Act 1997".

Clause 7, page 27, lines 23 to 27 - To delete the lines and substitute the following lines -
Part 1 of Schedule 2 includes -

(a) the holder of a distribution licence;
(b) any transferee of a distribution licence under section 11R; and
() any person in whom the assets, rights and interests of a former holder of a distribution licence

are vested under regulations referred to in section 11ZE (4).

Clause 7, page 28, lines 1 to 3 - To delete the lines and substitute the following lines -

2) A reference to a corporation in a provision of the Energy Corporations (Powers) Act 1979
referred to in Part 2 of Schedule 2 includes -

(a) the holder of a trading licence;
(b) any transferee of a trading licence under section 11R; and

() any person in whom the assets, rights and interests of a former holder of a trading
licence are vested under regulations referred to in section 11ZE (4).

Clause 7, page 28, line 4 - To delete the words "referred to in subsection (1)".

Clause 7, page 28, line 5 - To insert after "made" the words "under section 26".

Clause 7, page 28, lines 6 to 9 - To delete the lines and substitute the following lines -

(a) restrict the operation of, or add a further requirement to, a prescribed provision in relation to a
licensee or class of licensees;
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No 76
Clause 7, page 28, line 11 - To insert after "any thing" the words "authorized by a prescribed provision".
No 77
Clause 7, page 28, line 14 - To insert after "any thing" the words "authorized by a prescribed provision".
No 78
Clause 7, page 28, line 16 - To insert after "any thing" the words "authorized by a prescribed provision".
No 79
Clause 7, page 28, after line 16 - To insert the following -
4 In subsection (3) -
"licensee" includes a person referred to in subsection (1) (c) or (2) (c);
"prescribed provision" means a provision of the Energy Corporations (Powers) Act 1979
No 80 referred to in Part 1 or 2 of Schedule 2.
Clause 7, page 28, lines 17 to 26 and page 29, lines 1 to 6 - To delete the lines.
No 81
Clause 8, page 29, line 17 - To insert after "type" the words -
, other than agreements relating to the provision of access to gas distribution capacity that are covered by
the Gas Pipelines Access (Western Australia) Law.
No 82
Clause 8, page 29, lines 21 to 24 - To delete the lines.
No 83
Clause 8, page 29, line 30 - To insert after "business" the words "in the gas industry in the State".
No 84
Clause 8, page 30, line 1 - To insert before "specifying" the words "if the licence is a trading licence,".
No 85
Clause 8, page 30, line 5 - To delete "amendment or".
No 86
Clause 8, page 30, line 22 - To insert before "specifying" the words "if the licence is a trading licence,".
No 87
Clause 8, page 30, after line 31 - To insert the following lines -
)] if the licence is a trading licence, specifying standards of customer service to be applied in
supplying gas under the authority of the licence;
No 88
Clause 8, page 32, after line 4 - To insert the following -
Part 1 - Provisions applicable in relation to distribution licences
No &9
Clause 8, page 32, after line 14 - To insert the following -
Part 2 - Provisions applicable in relation to trading licences
s.4()_ s.43 s. 67
itationo 0k o
apparatus”) . 4% s. 79
s. 4 (%g s. 66 s.84(2) & (3)
No 90

Clause 9, page 33, after line 21 - To insert the following -
3) The Gas Pipelines Access (Western Australia) Act 1998* is amended in section 8 (1) -
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(a) by deleting "or" after paragraph (a);
(b) by deleting the full stop at the end of paragraph (b) and substituting the following -

n "

; or ; and
() by inserting after paragraph (b) the following paragraph -

" () a system for which a licence is in force under Part 2A of the Energy
Coordination Act 1994.

[*  Act No. 65 of 1998.]

No 91
Clause 9, page 33, after line 32 - To insert the following -
(5) The Petroleum Pipelines Act 1969* is amended in section 4 (1) in the definition of
"pipeline" by inserting after paragraph (d) the following paragraph -
" (da) a pipeline that is part of a distribution system as defined in the Energy
Coordination Act 1994,
;j" Reprinted as at 19 February 1992.
or subsequent amendments see 1997 Index to Legislation of Western Australia, Table 1, p. 177.]
No 92

New clause 7, page 4, after line 26 -To insert the following new clause -

Section 10 amended

7. Section 10 of the principal Act is amended by inserting after subsection (1) the following
subsection -
" (1a) The Minister must not under subsection (1) direct the Coordinator with

respect to the performance of the Coordinator's functions under Part 2A
in respect of a particular person or a particular application. ",

Mr BARNETT: I move -
That amendments Nos 1 to 92 made by the Council be agreed to.

This Bill has had a long parliamentary passage, commencing in 1997. The legislation relates to the gas industry and
to the licensing of transmission, distribution and gas trading activities. It also addresses third-party access to transmission
and distribution pipelines. The Bill passed through this Chamber and was then debated in the Legislative Council. The
Legislative Council then referred the Bill to the Legislation Committee, which proposed a number of amendments which
were agreed to by the Government in that place. During that period, further discussion and consultation took place with
the Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia and the Chamber of Minerals and Energy of Western
Australia, which resulted in further amendments being made. Also during the period, changes were made to other
legislation with regard to the gas pipelines access rules, as laid out in the national access code, and some of those
changes were incorporated in this legislation so that it would be compatible with that code. We now have a piece of
legislation that has had a significant amount of amendment, some by opposition members in the upper House, some by
the Government, and some by the passage of time with other associated legislation. Many of the amendments are of a
technical nature and tidy up and clarify various aspects of the Bill. The legislation is now consistent with the general
licensing arrangements that operate in other States. However, the legislation is probably less prescriptive in nature and
in that sense is a more light-handed form of regulation. The Legislative Council committee made 18 recommendations.
That process was added to by subsequent events. I acknowledge those members of the upper House who contributed
towards improving the legislation. I also thank the Office of Energy, the Chamber of Commerce and Industry and the
Chamber of Minerals and Energy for their contributions.

The following major amendments are proposed: The coverage of transmission systems will be deleted; trading licences
will be limited to small use customers, which will now be defined as those who consume less than one terajoule of gas
per annum; the power of the Governor to exempt a person from holding a licence will be made more definitive by the
inclusion of objective criteria; the transitional provisions relating to the need for existing market operators to obtain a
licence will apply from the date on which supply areas are constituted; the Bill will be made consistent with the Gas
Pipelines Access (Western Australia) Act 1998, with access arrangements to pipeline services now covered under that
Act and not the amendment Bill; the public interest test for the grant of a licence will be made more definitive by the
inclusion of objective criteria; licence conditions will be substantially the same for similar licence types within a
particular supply area; licence terms will be amended to 21 years for a distribution licence and 10 years for a trading
licence; the ability of the Coordinator of Energy to reduce licence fees will be deleted; the holder of a distribution licence
which has had its licence cancelled will not be permitted to remove any part of the distribution system without the prior
approval of the Minister for Energy; and the appeal mechanism for licensing matters will be changed from the Minister
for Energy to the Gas Review Board established under the provisions of the Gas Pipelines Access (Western Australia)
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Act. That summarises what will be achieved by those 92 amendments, which reflect those changes, plus the
consequential amendments.

Mr GRILL: We will not object to any of these amendments, for the reason that we were largely responsible for the Bill
being amended. The minister is correct; the legislation did pass through this House and went to the other Chamber,
where it was dissected by my colleague Hon Mark Nevill, who did a critique of the Bill of some length and dimension,
and with considerable insight.

The Bill was designed to put in place a scheme for the licensing of gas distribution within designated areas called "supply
areas". The Coordinator of Energy was responsible for administering that scheme and for granting licences. One of the
catalysts for the legislation was the distribution system in Kalgoorlie-Boulder, which was going out to tender at the time.
There were four tenderers, one of which was AlintaGas, which was ultimately awarded the contract. The irony is that
time has shown that the provisions of this legislation were not necessary for that process.

This amended Bill is much reduced in scope from the original Bill. I have a copy of the amended Bill showing the
deletions and additions. Itis a very different piece of legislation from that which went through this House two years ago.

The problems that our colleague Hon Mark Nevill saw with the legislation were also picked up by the Standing
Committee on Legislation in the upper House. It was Hon Mark Nevill's view that, firstly, the legislation had not been
put in place with sufficient consultation with the industry generally, the Mines Department, the Department of Resources
Development and other parties, and the minister has conceded that. Much more consultation with industry and others
has resulted from that observation.

Secondly - this is very important - the Bill as it was first drafted was anti-competitive. It cut down dramatically the level
of possible competition within this industry in the development of primary and secondary gas markets. The legislation
was also over prescriptive - that has been acknowledged by the minister to some degree - and it allowed for far too much
regulation.

In addition, the legislation did not contemplate the adoption of the national gas access code. I know that some four or
five months later the minister announced that we would be adopting that code.

Mr Barnett: In fairness, the national gas access code was evolving during that time.

Mr GRILL: It was to some degree, but it had been accepted by other States. I argued publicly that we should adopt that
code and put in place a truly independent regulator. The minister knows that the industry was very concerned about the
fact that we were not embracing a fully independent regulator. This legislation was set up in such a way that the
Coordinator of Energy, who was the chief adviser to the minister, would be the de facto regulator in this State. Industry
was concerned about that. It is to the Government's credit that it has recognised that and has amended the legislation.

Mr BARNETT: Iagree with much of what the member is saying. I publicly acknowledge that Hon Mark Nevill played
a very constructive role in this. I am not sure I entirely agree with the interpretation about the access codes, and I would
like to hear more.

Mr GRILL: Ireassert that this Bill did not contemplate the adoption of the national gas access code. I say that because
a number of provisions in the original Bill were contrary to the national gas access code. They have been removed as
a result of activities in the other place. It is now appreciated that the Gas Pipelines Access (Western Australia) Act,
which embraces the national gas access code, has superseded the original Bill in many respects.

It was clear to any reasonable observer in the gas industry in this State that it was essential to have an independent
regulator, and we have moved down that track. We have not accepted the Australian Competition and Consumer
Commission as that regulator; a regulator will be appointed in this State. While some other States have accepted the
ACCC in that role - the Opposition would have preferred that and made it clear when we debated the Gas Pipelines
Access (Western Australia) Bill - we now have an independent regulator. I understand that a decision has been made
that the regulator will be the former chief executive officer of Main Roads, Ken Michael. Given his qualifications and
experience, that is probably a good appointment.

Whether we will in due course revert and pick up the ACCC as the regulator is something that only time will tell. The
minister has conceded that that is a possibility as time goes on and the Gas Pipelines Access (Western Australia) Act
makes provision -

Mr Barnett: I said that if we have interstate transmission lines, we will accept that.
Mr GRILL: That is down the track.

This Bill has been amended to remove reference to transmission pipelines and third-party access. These matters are now
dealt with by the Gas Pipelines Access (Western Australia) Act. As the minister said, the legislation is now consistent
with the national gas access code.

The original Bill gave special privileges to AlintaGas. I will not go through all the areas in which those privileges were
granted, but they were liberally granted throughout the legislation. That set up a differential between the state-owned
AlintaGas on the one hand and possible private operators on the other hand. That problem has also been removed in
this second version of the legislation.

As I stated, under the original legislation, the Office of Energy might well have become a full-blown regulator. That
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is no longer the case. The Opposition believes that the Office of the Coordinator of Energy has a legitimate role in
advising the minister and performing other duties, but it should never become a full-blown regulator within this State.
The appeal provisions in the original Bill were inappropriate, if not improper, in the sense that appeals from the
Coordinator of Energy's decisions would have gone directly to the minister. In many respects that has the perception
of being an appeal from Caesar to Caesar. That amendment has made this legislation better in many respects.

Mr BARNETT: The member's last comments were a fair assessment. When the Office of Energy was established in
1995, it was probably in my mind that it would be both a policy adviser and a regulator. That was the thinking given
that those functions and electricity and gas had been subsumed in what was then the State Energy Commission. The
approach was to split it and have the electricity and gas operations as commercial entities and the Office of Energy as
the independent adviser-cum-regulator. Events moved on and we are now in a position with developments both within
the State and particularly nationally whereby the regulatory role has become truly independent.

This legislation relates to the licensing of distribution areas and was introduced in 1997 to deal specifically with the
distribution of gas within Kalgoorlie following the construction of the goldfields gas pipeline. The national access code
does not relate to licensing; therefore, it is a separate exercise. Also, while the national access code was being developed
in 1997, this process was not complete. Although other jurisdictions may have committed to the code, they had not
adopted it. Indeed, not all jurisdictions around Australia had agreed to the code at that stage, and certainly had not
legislated it into place. We proceeded ahead of the game because of the circumstance of Kalgoorlie. As a result of
events, delays and debate in the upper House and other legislation, including the adoption of a national access code,
events have caught up with the legislation.

The member is right: It is significantly changed and is now consistent with the national code. It proceeded because of
Kalgoorlie. I do not think there is anything right or wrong about that. If it had gone through without amendment, we
would be here amending the original Bill to make it consistent with the code. It is evolution which has taken time.
However, it ultimately allowed Kalgoorlie to take place. Ironically, it ended up with AlintaGas being the proponent and
the project could have proceeded without that measure. Nevertheless, we needed such legislation to give confidence
that the Kalgoorlie exercise was an open and competitive process, which it was. It happened that AlintaGas won on
commercial grounds in a very fair contest.

Mr GRILL: The original Bill contained provision for appeals from the Coordinator of Energy to the minister. The new
Bill will have an appeal mechanism whereby the WA gas review board will be established, and decisions to be made
by the Coordinator of Energy can be appealed to the WA gas review board. That will be at arm's length from the
coordinator, and certainly from the minister. It will be a more open and accountable process.

These matters were all proposed by Hon Mark Nevill. He could see problems more clearly in this legislation than
perhaps we did in this House and perhaps even some people advising the minister. The new WA gas review board will
be able to review decisions of the Coordinator of Energy, such as the non-grant renewal or transfer of licences, licence
conditions and licence amendments. We agree with that process. The Coordinator of Energy under the original
legislation was to have considerable discretion in the way he was to exercised a number of his powers. The new Bill
reduces fairly heavily that level of discretion. Remaining discretion has been rather heavily circumscribed. In making
decisions, it will also be incumbent on the coordinator to take into account certain objective criteria. Whereas the
discretion under the original legislation was open, the discretion to be exercised by the coordinator must be exercised
in accordance with certain criteria, which is an improvement.

Two types of licences will be involved; namely, distribution and trading licences. I understand that initially one form
of licence was to be involved. Those two licences are pretty well defined under the legislation. The trading licences
would be for small customers.

Mr Barnett: There were to be three licences originally - transmission, distribution and trading. The transmission is out
because of national access. Distribution and trading will remain.

Mr GRILL: There will always be distribution and trading licences. I take that correction. Also I understand that the
power of the Coordinator of Energy to waive or reduce licence fees has been deleted, and a new annual fee structure will
be put in place. That is more open and accountable. The Bill has been amended to provide for non-discriminatory
licence conditions within supply areas. Also, I understand that emergency powers have been granted to holders of
licences to deal with certain situations. That matter was also averted to by Hon Mark Nevill in the other place.

A host of amendments are listed on 16 pages of the Notice Paper which were thoroughly canvassed in the upper House.
Mr Barnett: Many of them are consequential on the major amendments.

Mr GRILL: Yes. To go through them all would be difficult. I am glad we will not proceed on that basis. The
Opposition supports the legislation. I give credit to Hon Mark Nevill, who did a magnificent job on this legislation.
His work is reflected in better legislation before us.

Mr RIPPER: I do not pretend an expertise on this issue which I do not have. I have come into debate on this Bill at a
late stage, but I can make some comments. First, it seems to be an example of the benefits of bicameralism. We might
from time to time not see the other place as improving legislation developed here. However, there seems to be bipartisan
agreement that the changes to the Bill supported by the upper House should be supported here.

Mr Barnett: I thought the Labor Party had an enlightened policy of one House of Parliament.
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Mr RIPPER: The Labor Party used to have that policy but has become increasingly convinced of the benefits of
bicameralism in recent years.

I join the member for Eyre in paying tribute to the work of Hon Mark Nevill. Clearly, his initiative and the committee
on which he served played a key role in all these amendments. A direct and indirect role is involved. A significant
number of amendments result from the work of the committee on which Hon Mark Nevill served. Also, further
amendments relate to further consultation on which the Government has embarked with various interested parties as a
result of the upper House debate on the legislation.

I am taken by the way in which the amendments improve the checks and balances within the legislation and constrain
the exercise of discretion. For example, the Bill contains a power to exempt an entity from the need to be licensed under
proposed section 111. I notice that one of the amendments the upper House has suggested, and we support here, is that
the power to exempt must be based on public interest grounds. An extensive list of public interest grounds is provided.
In addition, a new provision requires the coordinator to exercise powers in accordance with the public interest, and refers
back to the same list of public interest considerations which apply to the power to exempt an entity from the need to
obtain a licence. My colleague the member for Eyre has referred to the requirement in the legislation for equivalent
licence conditions to be offered to different suppliers within the same supply area. He used the term "non-
discriminatory"; however, that seems to be a matter of commercial justice which we can all support now that it has been
pointed out to us by our colleagues in the upper House.

Finally, the minister is in the somewhat unusual position of being dependent on the Office of Energy for policy advice,
being responsible for a major gas utility and, in the original legislation, was to be the appeal mechanism. Obviously
conflicts of interest arise in those three different responsibilities. It is good that the legislation will now include an
independent appeals mechanism whereby people who are disgruntled with the decisions of the coordinator do not have
to appeal to the minister who is the person responsible to Parliament for the work of the coordinator, and can appeal
instead to the gas review board which is to be established.

On the basis of the very brief study of the legislation in which I have engaged it appears that, from accountability and
public interest points of view, the legislation has been improved by the work of the upper House. On the basis of
discussions I have had on this side of the Chamber, directly and indirectly our colleague, Hon Mark Nevill, has played
a key role in all the amendments that have come forward.

Mr BARNETT: Ithank both the member for Eyre and the Deputy Leader of the Opposition for their support. As I said
previously, I also acknowledge the work of upper House members, particularly Hon Mark Nevill who played a
constructive and important role, as did the Chamber of Commerce and Industry and the Chamber of Minerals and Energy
together with the Office of Energy. I stress that the Office of Energy personnel has been monitoring the changes that
have been happening to other legislation.

I also make the observation - I do not make it in any defensive way - that when this Bill was first introduced in 1997,
the deregulatory process was at a very early stage. Members might say how advanced it is here and we may have
differing views about that, but I have said a number of times in this Chamber that when one moves effectively from a
highly regulated, if not monopolistic, situation to a more open competitive economy, economics have much to do with
those two points. It has very little to do with the transition process involved in getting from one to the other. Most of
the disagreements that have been debated across this Chamber related to the transitional progress. This Bill reflects all
the accountability provisions and I agree it is far better now, but it also reflects the stage to which we have moved in the
past couple of years. The path was far less evident two years ago. While the minister of the day may seem to have
greater responsibility, this does not present any serious conflict in my view, although I agree that potentially it could
have, but it was also appropriate for that stage of the deregulatory process. We are now two years down the track and
a long way further on. Within a couple of years we hope we will be at the end of the process. With the full deregulation
of the gas market applying from July 2002, and if the privatisation of AlintaGas takes place, according to the speeches
we have heard, utopia will be created, because a truly competitive, independent gas industry will exist with the Minister
for Energy essentially being irrelevant. Members opposite may argue that is already the case, but it will be the case by
July 2002.

Mr RIPPER: I must place very firmly on the record that the Opposition does not agree with the privatisation of
AlintaGas and we would not see that as contributing to the minister's utopia. I will give a brief summary of what we
support: We support competition, but not privatisation. Let it stand on the record that the minister's attempt to
incorporate us in support for privatisation will not gain any support from this side.

Question put and passed; the Council's amendments agreed to.
Report
Resolution reported, the report adopted, and a message accordingly returned to the Council.
LOAN BILL 1999
Second Reading
Resumed from an earlier stage.

MR BOARD (Murdoch - Minister for Citizenship and Multicultural Interests) [8.55 pm ]: I inform the House ofa very
special event that I attended this evening as the Minister for Citizenship and Multicultural Interests. It was a special
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awards presentation conducted by the Governor of Western Australia to promote and support the cultural diversity within
our business community. This program is sponsored by the International Business Council of Western Australia. It is
an award process which sponsors both small business and large corporations which have used their cultural diversity
in ways which promote trade, and produce and enhance the skills of our migrant community.

We are very proud that we have people from over 190 different ethnic origins living in Western Australia. For a long
period, all persuasions of Government in Western Australia have supported policies which provide access and equity
for migrants to government services. However, we have not moved to the next phase which is to use cultural diversity
in a way which will enhance and develop the prospects of Western Australia. For a long time, many of our migrants
were not forthcoming about their skills; that is, they did not use their language at the front counters and their talents were
frequently overlooked. In many ways people were encouraged to become Australians and Western Australians and to
hide their cultural backgrounds. While migrants are very proud to be Australians and extremely proud to be Western
Australians, the reality is that we should be using their language skills and connections to promote trade and business
for Western Australia.

Mrs van de Klashorst: Are we not already doing that?

Mr BOARD: We are doing that, but we should be moving to the next phase; we should promote cultural diversity and
take advantage of the opportunities it creates in the rest of the world so that Australia's isolation is no longer a
disadvantage to us. By using the Internet, technology and our cultural diversity, we can have a situation in which
Western Australia is a winner in world trade. Using our cultural diversity and the connections and skills of our migrants,
we will be able to show the world what we have achieved in this great State of ours.

Tonight's awards were attended by companies, both small and large, which have grown. Their growth has been
promoted by employing people from different cultures and with different language skills, and by using those skills to
enhance their businesses and create trade with other countries. The migrants' connections have been used to provide
business opportunities. One only needs to look at the banking, business or tourism sectors to see that tens of thousands
of people in employment in this State have those skills which we have underutilised. We need to use their skills in the
development of products, to package those products to meet our export needs and to enhance advertising and the
promotion of Western Australia and its products.

All of these things are available to us, if we can only utilise those skills. Tonight's awards, of which I was very proud
to be part, as the Minister for Citizenship and Multicultural Interests, were sponsored. The inaugural process is to
recognise small, medium and large businesses which have used and capitalised on their cultural diversity for the benefit
of not only the employees, but also trade in Western Australia. It was a wonderful night. The awards will grow in
stature and the International Business Council of Western Australia has a strong program in promoting not only through
its organisation but also through the Chamber of Commerce, business and ethnic organisations in this State. That
program will become one in which all organisations which employ and promote our cultural diversity will look at ways
to enhance our trade prospects through cultural diversity. During the awards process I was pleased to challenge our
ethnic communities. The Ethnic Communities Council and the Australian Asian Association of Western Australia have
provided great backup and support to the government initiatives in ensuring that the messages about the strength of our
cultural diversity are spread through the wider community. Those communities are taking up that challenge with gusto
and it augurs well for change in the next millennium to see all organisations of ethnic origin and business organisations
working in close collaboration to enhance the skills of those organisations and ensure that those businesses which have
language and cultural skills are used to the advantage of Western Australian business.

MS ANWYL (Kalgoorlie) [9.02 pm]: I welcome the opportunity to make some remarks in the context of the budget.
A number of them will be specific to my electorate and many will relate to issues of social development. Major
economic issues are confronting Kalgoorlie at the moment, not the least of which has been occasioned by the extremely
sharp fall in the gold price that has occurred recently. The gold price has now fallen to its lowest level in more than 20
years. Although that is causing concern in the goldfields, unfortunately we are seeing a loss of confidence in the industry
generally in Kalgoorlie-Boulder. That translates to average constituents of mine, many of whom are choosing to sell
up and relocate now, because there is a fear that if they wait too much longer, the negative spiral will continue and they
will not be in a position to sell their homes. For most of my constituents their home is their major asset; that is, if people
are fortunate to own their home or are buying it from the bank. There are some 600 properties on the market in
Kalgoorlie-Boulder. Although many of those are selling, there is a slower than average market. That figure of 600 does
not sound a lot when there are about 12 500 households in that city, but that is almost 100 per cent more than is usually
on the market.

Mr Grill: Ray White Real Estate did a count last week and it was actually 700.

Ms ANWYL: The member for Eyre said that he understands the figure to be 700. I got my information in Hannan Street
yesterday, but the member for Eyre may have more accurate information. It may have been a proper audit by a real
estate agency. The figure of 600 to 700 is a significant number of homes. There is a degree of lack of confidence. I
do not criticise individuals for having that lack of confidence, but it is important to note that the goldfields has undergone
cyclical change in the past. It is reasonable to expect that commodity prices will firm at some stage and there will be
increasing investment. This Government chooses to focus on the issue of native title to the exclusion of all other issues
confronting the resources industry in Kalgoorlie-Boulder. Unfortunately, the State Government is joined by its federal
counterpart in continually making things more difficult for the mining industry.

Today I received an answer to a question on notice. The information I received is that $28.3m was collected from the
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gold royalty as at 3 June this year. That $28.3m could have translated directly into employment opportunities for people
in the gold industry. The minister representing the Minister for Mines gave me a list of companies which have paid gold
royalties in the current financial year. Out of that list of companies, at least five have ceased their operations in less than
12 months. Five of those companies which have contributed to the payment of the gold tax no longer operate. Each of
the companies that has ceased to operate has ceased to employ, and that is a cause for concern.

There is a degree of economic vandalism about this tax. The Government, and in particular the Deputy Premier, who
is the Minister for Regional Development, has repeatedly refused to order any kind of inquiry into the impact of the
royalty on the goldfields and the Murchison and Gascoyne communities. One must ask why the leader of the National
Party is not concerned about the effect that this tax is having on those smaller communities. We who live in remote areas
of Western Australia know that small communities are particularly vulnerable. I was interested to read in the Kalgoorlie
Miner this week - I am sure the member for Eyre will take this up when he makes his contribution to the debate - that
concerns have been raised about the changes that have occurred within Norseman with contract labour being employed
and fly-in fly-out labour having taken over from local workers. Some figures for the number of jobs that have gone out
were supplied by an unnamed local worker. It is not just the closure of mines; it is also about the workers employed in
the goldfields mines who, in many cases, do not reside in the goldfields. Many of them may reside in Geraldton, in your
electorate, Mr Deputy Speaker. The shame of the whole issue is that our communities are suffering in the goldfields,
yet the Government does not seem to be paying any attention to this issue.

I said that $28.3m has been raised from the gold royalty, largely from mines in the goldfields region, although there are
some mines in other areas. Clearly, this Government should be applying at least a significant percentage of those funds
to studying the impact of the royalty. As a gesture of good faith in this current climate, the Government could withdraw
the royalty for a period. It is not good enough to suggest that all of these issues are solely related to native title, which
is what the Government is suggesting to the Western Australian people. Sooner or later, Western Australians will
understand that the Court Government has presided over making things much more difficult for the local community.

We saw this week widespread industry concerns about the Federal Government's decision to downsize the budget for
geological surveys and the storage of information. It was stated that there would be some long-term ramifications. Mr
George Savell of the Association of Mining and Exploration Companies suggested that long-term repercussions would
arise from that Federal Government's decision. Let us remember that this decision was made by the federal Treasurer
who presided over the sell-off of major amounts of our gold bullion stock. I suggest that we are still seeing some
ramifications of that decision in the loss of confidence. Confidence is about perceptions. This Government could do
something about it but it does not seem to be displaying an interest.

There is a parallel with the major restructuring that will inevitably occur with the timber industry. The Court
Government is reacting, albeit very slowly, to the absolutely overwhelming groundswell of support for change. I have
been approached by men who have worked in the timber industry for a very long time. Some have been quite hostile
to the position of the Australian Labor Party. However, others have said that they have been in the industry for 20 years
but that we are doing the right thing and we must stop what is going on. I suggest that those people have a vested interest
in what happens in the debate. However, even those people whose livelihoods depend on the harvesting of that natural
resource have recognised that there must be some change. What is the Government's position on policy changes which
are causing the loss of some jobs? It is to say that it will ensure that the workers who are affected by any policy decision
will have some financial assistance and their communities will have some help when it comes to restructuring. If one
translates that to the experience of the mining industry, of that $28.3m that has been collected through the gold royalty,
how much has been put into assisting the mining industry through these difficult times? I would suggest not 1¢ has been
put in. Why is there one rule for policy decisions which impact on the timber industry but when it comes to the gold
industry and a very clear policy decision that the Court Government made after the last state election, there is not the
same rule?

Economic diversification is being spoken about a lot in Kalgoorlie-Boulder because of a loss of confidence in the
community generally. Some measure of forward or lateral thinking always happens when times are tough. If one looks
to the historical nature of other gold producing communities - I say this as a Victorian who had great grandparents in
the eastern goldfields of Western Australia and the goldfields of Victoria - it is clear that some notable successes
occurred among some goldfield towns and cities in Victoria when it came to looking at that industry diversification way
back in the beginning of the century. If one looks at Ballarat -

Mr Cowan: Why did I think you were going to mention Ballarat?

Ms ANWYL: Ihave a lot of ancestors from Ballarat. They moved from Ballarat to the eastern goldfields but then chose
to move back again. One of the things that the founding fathers did in Ballarat was to make sure there was some form
of manufacturing industry, some of which continues today even though the manufacturing industry is widely recognised
not to be flourishing generally in Australia. That foresight led to some ongoing employment that is not mining based.

Recently we sat through the Estimates Committee hearings. Many members of Parliament are on record speaking about
the unsatisfactory nature of the Estimates Committee. We rely on budget papers which I suggest are less than expansive.
Many government and opposition members of Parliament exert a great deal of pressure to obtain further detail, and
rightly so, relating to their electorates or their pet interests.

One of the issues confronting my electorate is this concept of the diversification of industry. Over the past three years
that I have been in Parliament, certain issues recur in the budgets of development commissions. Some aspects of the
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Goldfields-Esperance Development Commission are referred to again and again. When asked specific questions about
projects in the Estimates Committee, notably about the Mungari heavy industry estate and the transport hub, the Minister
for Regional Development said -

I would share the concerns of the member for Kalgoorlie that quite often many of these projects seem to have
a permanent place on the budget papers and I would like to see some of them signed off as well.

It is good to know that the minister and I agree when it comes to the fact that we would both like to see some progress
on certain projects. Focusing on one of those due to time constraints, the transport hub has been the focus of a huge
amount of investment of time and energy by members of the community, certainly by people who are engaged in the
transport business in the goldfields. A number of infrastructure needs relate to that, one of which is certainly the
goldfields-Pilbara highway. There is also the issue of the Leonora to Esperance rail line.

Mr Cowan: Some projects have achieved remarkable progress, particularly the Pilbara-goldfields highway where
planning is under way and it is budgeted.

Ms ANWYL: Mount Keith to Wiluna is another.
Mr Cowan: It is a starting point.

Ms ANWYL: Ido not dispute that. The minister and I share an ambition; that is, to see that the whole transport hub
is achieved. I am sure this has occurred from government to government and is not entirely the fault of this Government,
because it is a fact that roads are expensive. Having said that, it is clear that with the transport hub everybody is
speaking about the privatisation of Westrail issue. Legislation of course has been brought into this place, sponsored by
the Deputy Premier. I presume that we will deal with it in the next few weeks or so. I am sure the Deputy Premier is
aware that a meeting was held recently between the member for Armadale in her capacity as spokesperson for Transport,
the board members and I think some visiting development commission heads, all of whom were interested.

People who are natural supporters of the Court Government and active in the Liberal Party - I am not sure about the
National Party - are totally opposed to this move. Why is the Government pressing on with something that does not seem
to have the support of its traditional constituency in country areas? Perhaps it is because there is a perception that
country members do not count; [ am not sure. However, a number of questions need to be addressed. I look forward
to debating that legislation in this place. For the record, some of the major problems confronting my electorate are the
pressure of working hours, transience and the difficulty we experience in attracting qualified public servants who will
stay in the centre. These problems hinder community development. I recognise that the Minister for Youth has
contributed to this concept of community development and cohesion of youth services by announcing that a youth
development officer will operate from Kalgoorlie-Boulder very soon.

Mr Board: In one week.

Ms ANWYL: I lobbied for that type of position. I saw from the job description that this officer will be writing the
minister's speeches and so forth. I did not lobby him for that part of the job.

Mr Board: Will he?

Ms ANWYL: I am happy to inform the minister that he will. Nevertheless, I am grateful that somebody will have the
job of coordinating the relevant agencies because there are a lot of players in the youth area. Kalgoorlie-Boulder as a
city has the youngest average population outside the metropolitan area. The average age is 29. A number of the issues
which manifest themselves are in part a reflection of this large number of young people. One is the number of young
families and children. In addition, there are roughly 150 disabled people on the books of the Disability Services
Commission local area coordinators. There are two pressing needs. The first is respite care. I raised this issue with the
Minister for Disability Services today because there is no proper respite facility in the town. A large, old home
administered by a community-based management committee was used for that purpose but I noticed on the weekend as
I was driving along Burt Street that that premises is up for auction. I understand that the land in question is likely to be
the main attraction rather than the improvements on it but $200 000 to $300 000 is likely to be paid despite the present
depressed market. Young children and adults with principally intellectual disabilities are using a palliative care hospice
for respite care. That is not the most desirable situation. I do not criticise the people who have arrived at that temporary
outcome because they are trying to do the best they can with limited means but I am concerned that Kalgoorlie is to lose
this asset vested in the Disability Services Commission without a clear undertaking from the Government that that money
will be reapplied into a purpose-built and designed respite facility. Without that undertaking, Kalgoorlie-Boulder will
be poorer as a community for that loss.

Many people require respite care but a proper audit of those needs has not been carried out. I believe the Disability
Services Commission bears responsibility for that audit but in a rather disturbing move it claims that is a matter for the
community-based management committee known as the Goldfields Individual and Family Support Association. That
is a community-based agency made up of volunteers, all of whom have disabled children to care for. These volunteers
have been told to conduct this audit and present to the Government a full plan of the needs of disabled children and their
families in the goldfields area. That is simply not on and I hope reason will prevail. The auction is not until mid-July
and there is plenty of time for the minister to intervene and ensure that a proper audit of needs is carried out and some
commitment is made to building a proper respite care facility. In addition, proper accommodation of a cluster type is
needed for intellectually disabled adults. A distraught but extremely emotionally strong mother came to see me. Mrs
Rowe has resided in Kalgoorlie for many years and has a 41-year-old daughter with a profound intellectual disability.
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Mrs Rowe was recently diagnosed with a serious illness and I am sure her recovery is not being helped by the trauma
of not knowing what will happen to her daughter in the event of her death. There are no other relatives and due to a lack
of proper respite care the daughter recently stayed at the Kalgoorlie Nursing Home. I do not criticise that facility but
it is a home for aged people and at 41 years of age this woman is not in the same category as the other residents. This
illustrates the problems facing the electorate, but the resolution of them would not be very difficult. I accept there is not
enough money to meet every need of the disabled but when there are 150 disabled people in a city, a proper and
appropriate facility for the disabled is necessary.

The final issue I raise is the need for some sort of alcohol and other drug treatment facility in Kalgoorlie-Boulder. The
population of Kalgoorlie-Boulder is much younger than the state average. I am continually told by the head of the
Western Australia Drug Abuse Strategy Office that high incomes and a young population translates to a lot of illicit drug
use in Kalgoorlie-Boulder. I might also be told by other learned people in the health field that I should expect higher
than average rates of alcohol abuse. However, those alcohol and other drug problems translate into problems for more
than just the individuals and their families. We know that many people in prison have alcohol and other drug problems
yet there are very limited programs for alcohol and other drug users in the Eastern Goldfields Regional Prison despite
the rhetoric of the relevant minister. With the abolition of the Alcohol and Drug Authority we have seen a contraction
of'services on offer. The Holyoake Kalgoorlie Drug and Alcohol Treatment Service has left Kalgoorlie after many years.
We have a community drug team, the contract for which is held by CentreCare. It has taken over that role and Holyoake
has left. Holyoake had a lot of contact with the many diverse people in the community. I believe Kalgoorlie-Boulder
needs a drug treatment facility. Prior to the by-election in March 1996 the Premier announced a task force and I
participated in that process despite some comments the Premier has made. I presented a submission on behalf of the
local drug action group. Kalgoorlie had a local drug action group long before the minister began talking about such
groups with his drug strategy.

Together with others, I presented a submission which resulted in the Premier's task force into the social issues in
Kalgoorlie-Boulder. The task force stated that one of the top priorities was a facility that would cope with alcohol and
other drug abuse. We do not have a rehabilitation facility for alcohol or other drugs. The Kalgoorlie Regional Hospital
must be used for detoxification and rehabilitation. The pressure on the beds there is phenomenal. People are not able
to stay there for rehabilitation for long periods. Rents are so high that if people are living in situations in which they
cohabit with other illicit drug users, as is usually the way, they are hardly able to afford to rent a place of their own so
they can get out of that environment. There must be a residential facility. Statistics show that four and a half times the
State average of needles and syringes are being used in Kalgoorlie. That is not good enough. No other regional centre
has anything like that statistic. The longer the Government chooses to stick its head in the sand over this issue, the longer
these people in Kalgoorlie-Boulder will be impacted on by this situation. Whether it is violent or other property crime,
there will be ongoing impacts. Economic downturn means there will be less ready cash to purchase illicit drugs, and
I suggest the addictions will not disappear with employment.

In 1996 the task force found that Kalgoorlie needed a facility. Here we are in 1999 and we are still waiting, with not
one dollar being allocated in the last budget for that facility. Furthermore, the hospital is coming under increasing
pressure. The shortage of general practitioners means that more and more people are approaching the accident
emergency department, yet the hospital is being forced to assume the role of providing Fitpacks, dealing with
detoxification and rehabilitation which, in turn, puts patients and nursing and other staff at risk. Ofall the things needed
in Kalgoorlie, there is a requirement for some sort of rehabilitation facility.

MR CARPENTER (Willagee) [9.32 pm]: I will raise a few issues arising out of the budget papers which are directly
impacting on my constituents in Willagee. First, I will speak briefly about an issue related to Fremantle Hospital, the
main hospital servicing the Fremantle area and the hinterland of my electorate. It relates to an inquiry from a constituent
recovering from a heart operation. Before I go on, I will give the background to my comments. Although there was a
smallish nominal increase in the Health budget this year, when we take into consideration the rises in the cost of living,
inflation and population, we find there has been a 1.7 per cent cut in real per capita terms in this budget. That does not
reflect the situation. Each year - I am sure every Minister for Health has had this experience - the pressure on the Health
budget grows simply because of the availability and cost of treatments. I understand there is a great difficulty for State
Governments with limited resources to keep up with the growth in demand in the budget; nevertheless, there has been
areal decrease in the amount of funding applied to the health area this year. The pressures in the health system will only
grow unless there is a remarkable increase of funding from, perhaps, the Commonwealth Government.

My constituent recovering from a heart attack was involved in a rehabilitation program offered by the Fremantle Hospital
for recovering heart attack victims. He successfully completed a six-week recovery program which was offered at ward
F4 at the hospital. Almost immediately after he had finished, he went back for follow-up treatment and was told the
program had been closed. He alerted me to this fact because he thought it was most unfortunate for a number of others
involved in this program while he was going through it. I inquired of the Minister for Health whether this was the case
and if it was, why it was the case. Yesterday, I got a reply from the Minister for Health about the recovery program at
Fremantle Hospital which, in part, states -

Thank you for your letter of 3 May 1999 regarding changes to physiotherapy rehabilitation services at
Fremantle Hospital.

I was advised that Mr Burns had provided the minister with a report on this issue. The minister did not provide me with
a report, but rather with this response, which continues -
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The Cardiac Rehabilitation Program has . . . been suspended due to difficulties with staff availability . . . it is
hoped to recommence the program as soon as these difficulties are resolved.

Unless members happen to be one of those who are dependant on the cardiac rehabilitation program, this might not mean
much; however, for those who are hoping to be involved in a program that deals with recovering to full or better health
after a heart attack, this is a matter of great concern. I urge the minister to intervene on behalf of people like my
constituent and ensure that if there is a staffing problem which has resulted in this program being closed, that it be
resolved immediately and not be left to the passage of time for the hospital to resolve the issue. It is beholden on
Governments to provide the best possible health programs for people of the State, particularly those who are dependent
on a service at a hospital to recover after a serious illness or health crisis. I was sceptical when the constituent came in
and alerted me to the closure of program. I did not believe a hospital or the State Government would allow it to happen.
I urge the Government and the minister to do all they can, and as quickly as possible, to ensure the cardiac rehabilitation
program at this hospital is reopened immediately.

Another issue relates to Homeswest. As members might imagine, a considerable number of Homeswest tenants live in
the suburbs I represent, particularly, in Willagee, Hilton, Hamilton Hill and Coolbellup, although there are Homeswest
properties in Samson and Kardinya as well. I estimate probably between 25 per cent and 30 per cent - this might be a
conservative estimate - of the work that comes through my office is related to Homeswest in some way or another. This
work involves people who are Homeswest tenants or those who are trying to get that sort of accommodation or are being
moved out of that accommodation for one reason or another. The situation seems to be deteriorating, despite the fact
that the Government is involved in a very laudable Homeswest regeneration program in suburb of Coolbellup, for which
I give it full marks. It is also continuing a regeneration program in Willagee, although it is not a prototype to be used
in other suburbs because a large amount of clear-felling was done which left the suburb laying barren for a long time,
and which created all sorts of antisocial problems. Several issues arise from the Homeswest activities in my electorate.

I preface my comments by saying that the Homeswest staff in the Fremantle office under the directorship of Mr Murray
Emery do a fantastic job under the circumstances. Mr Emery is one of the most committed public servants I have ever
met, and his staff do what they can in very difficult circumstances. However, the circumstances are these: There is a
growing waiting list of people for Homeswest accommodation. There is a diminishing supply, and Homeswest is coming
under more and more pressure because of this growing waiting list and its housing stock being in decline. The decline
in the housing stock is caused by the fact that Homeswest and government policy, which I support fully, is to reduce the
concentration of Homeswest properties to about one in nine in any one suburb. That concentration of properties is going
from 30 or 40 per cent in suburbs like Coolbellup and Willagee. Therefore, a big shift is happening. However, what
is not happening at a pace to meet the change in the nature of the housing stock is the provision of new properties for
people to rent. Too many people are now being left without the possibility of accessing public housing.

The figures that I saw most recently showed that the national average for public housing stock in Australia is around 6.2
per cent of all housing stock, whereas in Western Australia 5.4 per cent of all housing is public housing. Therefore,
Western Australia is already well below the national average in the provision of public housing. I hate to think that we
are falling even further behind.

One of the criteria that Homeswest does not take into consideration in my area is homelessness. Homelessness is not
a criterion upon which Homeswest will allocate housing. That is a major problem, particularly when a report released
some three weeks ago from a national committee pointed out that in Western Australia in the last calendar year
approximately 15 000 people presented themselves as homeless. The Family and Children's Services budget for last year
shows that the number of supported accommodation cases from Family and Children's Services was 11 000.
Homelessness is a major problem in Western Australia. It seems almost unbelievable that in a State like ours this should
be a major problem. However, it is. The Government should be doing all it can to meet this problem by the provision
of public housing. It is not doing enough, although, as I said, I support the general thrust of its regeneration program
and the diminution of the concentration of Homeswest stock in any one suburb.

A situation involving Homeswest has arisen in the suburb of Kardinya. A couple who both have a disability and who
are living in private rental accommodation are on the Homeswest waiting list. Homeswest has bought the property in
which they are living. However, because Homeswest has such a long priority waiting list, it is evicting the couple who
are in the property because it has more pressing cases to house than the couple who are already in the property.

Ms MacTiernan: How long have they been on the waiting list?

Mr CARPENTER: They have been on the waiting list for about a year. However, there are people in Fremantle who
have been on the waiting list for much longer than that. Some people are on the waiting list for five years. It illustrates
the pressure that Homeswest is under. I have taken up the issue with the Homeswest management. They basically
concede that that is a difficult situation, but they are locked into a position in which they have already promised the
accommodation to somebody else. Itillustrates the seriousness of the problem when a couple who are on the Homeswest
waiting list are being forced out of their private rental accommodation because Homeswest has bought the property and
there is a queue of allegedly more deserving cases waiting to get into it. I do not know whether that problem has been
resolved satisfactorily as of today. However, the last information I had from my office was that it had not been.

In the suburb of Willagee there is another problem arising from Homeswest activity. Homeswest is keen to sell as much
of its rental stock in Willagee as it can. It has actually transferred the management of some of these properties to a
private company called Perth Management Services. Perth Management Services manages a number of properties in
Willagee on behalf of Homeswest. What is happening to the tenants in those properties is that as the properties come
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up for redevelopment or sale, those tenants are being provided with 60-day exit notices, and they do not have the security
of being Homeswest tenants because they are actually the tenants of Perth Management Services. Therefore, these
people are finding themselves in the situation in which they are renters in properties owned by Homeswest but managed
by a private management company, and they are being given 60-day notices to leave the properties, thus pushing them
out into a market in which Homeswest cannot house them and the private market is already under severe pressure. These
people have been forced to look at arrangements like bond assistance and rental assistance packages, which although
originally may have been useful packages, are inaccessible to many people who still cannot come up with the amount
of money required to meet the bond and rental requirements of moving into new private rental accommodation.

In a nutshell, the pressure on Homeswest accommodation in the electorate of Willagee is immense. Far more people
are wanting Homeswest accommodation than are able to be provided with it. In fact, the stock of accommodation is
diminishing rapidly, and a large number of people are not being housed in public housing accommodation elsewhere.
As members of Parliament who represent the kind of electorate that I represent know, this is a grave problem.

Mr Cunningham: I think we have been mesmerised by the regeneration program.

Mr CARPENTER: Yes. Homeswest is rightly taking a great deal of pride in its regeneration program. However, at
the same time there is a problem which is probably more serious; that is, that so many people are unable to access public
housing in Western Australia in circumstances in which 15 000 people were registered as homeless last year and
Homeswest does not consider homelessness as a criterion for the provision of housing. Therefore, I urge the
Government and the minister responsible, who I believe has some sort of social conscience, to look seriously at the
difficulties and do all that he possibly can to convince Treasury officials that more funds are required in the Homeswest
area.

I will make a couple of references to education in my electorate. The Minister for Education is here, so I want to lobby
on behalf of the Coolbellup Primary School. Itis a school which caters for a largely Aboriginal population. The school
numbers are quite small. A dynamic and well-meaning principal is at the school this year, and she is doing all that she
possibly can to provide a quality education for the students. The school is in need of a new covered assembly area.
There is an old cover over the assembly area, but it is run down, leaking and broken.

Ms MacTiernan: You have not moved Willagee to the western suburbs, have you?

Mr CARPENTER: No. The principal has asked - I have written to the minister - for the Government to provide funds
for a new covered assembly area for the school. It is only a small area. I urge the minister to look kindly upon the
school's application, because it is the minimum that could be provided for a school like Coolbellup.

There is another issue relating to a school which is slightly outside my boundary but which is attended by children within
my electorate, including my children. I refer to the Melville Primary School. As with some other inner-city schools,
the student population is increasing. The problem arises because its preschool and kindergarten intake is higher than
the capacity of its year 1 level. Parents of children in the kindergarten and preschool years have been notified that their
children are not guaranteed a place in the following year. For instance, a child accepted in the preschool class may not
be able to proceed to year 1 in that school, even if that child has brothers or sisters attending that school. The school
boundaries have disappeared, which is a pity. Rather than divert children to other schools in the area, I urge the minister
or the education authorities to address the problem in a different way; that is, if there is a shortage of accommodation
to cater for the preschool children progressing to year 1, additional accommodation should be provided. That would
avoid the need for families with more than one child of primary school age to send their children to different primary
schools. Members who have two or more children attending primary school will appreciate the difficulties of their
attending different schools, even if those schools are only a few kilometres apart. The prospect of sending their children
to two separate schools does not fill the parents with great joy. I ask the Minister for Education to look at that problem,
which is about to erupt at the Melville Primary School, and perhaps to find a more suitable solution than simply moving
some children to other schools.

MS MacTIERNAN (Armadale) [9.52 pm]: I will do something quite novel and actually discuss the Loan Bill, which
is a departure from normal practice! I have concerns about this legislation and the way in which parliamentary scrutiny
is available for many of the loans that are undertaken by the Government. I had hoped the Treasurer would be in the
House to respond by way of interjection to some of my queries, but I note that we are graced with the presence of the
Deputy Premier who, no doubt, is fully across the issues and may be able to provide guidance on these matters.

Mr Cowan: Look behind you at the stunned face of the member for South Perth.
Mr Pendal: He has never been accused in his life of being fully across the issues.

Ms MacTIERNAN: He is certainly considered to be one of the most able performers on that side of the House, although
there is not a great deal of competition there!

One of my concerns is the borrowings undertaken by the Government in a variety of areas that members are unable to
examine in the normal budgetary processes; for example, the borrowings undertaken each year by Westrail. We know
that Westrail's capital debt is increasing quite dramatically each year. We have no opportunity in the estimates process
to scrutinise what is happening and the reasons for these debt levels. Notwithstanding that we pay more than $150m of
taxpayers' funds into Westrail each year, it is not considered to be a consolidated fund organisation. The Government's
payments are either warehoused through the Department of Transport or through Treasury Department and, therefore,
Westrail escapes the scrutiny of the budgetary process. That is highly unsatisfactory. This year I have taken up the
matter with the Clerk of the Legislative Assembly, who suggested that these issues might be raised under the aegis of
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the Loan Bill. I waited until we received a copy of the Loan Bill and went through it. I note that it deals only with the
authority to borrow money for the purpose of redeeming maturing financial agreement debt, and that it does not provide
authority for borrowings for public purposes generally.

I was hoping that the Treasurer, the Deputy Premier or anyone else with information about how the Government's
finances are operating, would provide some information as to which legislation deals with the borrowings the State is
proposing to undertake in relation to Westrail. It does not appear to be the Loan Bill, and it certainly does not appear
to be the appropriation Bills, Nos 1 and 2, because members were told in the Estimates Committee that they could not
ask questions about them. Which Bill deals with the borrowings the State is proposing to undertake for Keystart?
Homeswest is another organisation which apparently is not funded from the consolidated fund. Perhaps the Deputy
Premier can enlighten us on which Bill provides the Government with the authorisation to raise loans that are not loans
of this limited type.

Mr Cowan: I suggest that you go through Hansard and find out how many times members of the Opposition have asked
that question of Treasury officers, who are far more competent than I am to answer the question. To my knowledge, the
answer has never been given.

Ms MacTIERNAN: Is the Deputy Premier saying that the answer is that there is no answer? I do not believe this is a
matter that we should skate over lightly. Clearly, there is a major problem in our parliamentary scrutiny processes. We
know that these very large borrowings are being made on behalf of the State - in the order of hundreds of millions of
dollars and accumulative liabilities in the billions of dollars in Homeswest and Westrail alone. We know that ultimately
the State is responsible for these debts; they are state debts. I note the presence in the Chamber of the Deputy Leader
of'the Liberal Party. Perhaps he can help us, as the Deputy Premier cannot help us. We need to know which legislation
provides the Government with the authority to undertake the borrowings by agencies such as Westrail and Homeswest.

Mr Bloffwitch: They have their own authority and all we would do is organise the money for them.
Ms MacTIERNAN: How would they have their own authority?
Mr Bloffwitch: They are corporate entities.

Ms MacTIERNAN: With respect, the member for Geraldton has fallen into the classic error we have seen even the
Treasurer fall into; that is, he believes that Westrail has a separate corporate existence. It does not. Westrail does not
have a board, and its debt is the debt of the State. It is no more separate or corporatised than is Main Roads or any other
department.

Mr Barnett: Western Power and AlintaGas borrow through Treasury Corporation.
Ms MacTIERNAN: [ am saying that we do not have a separate corporatised entity. No legislation has been introduced.

Mr Barnett: That is a different issue, but the debt arrangements with Westrail are the same as with AlintaGas and
Western Power.

Ms MacTIERNAN: Does the minister think that it is appropriate that we have absolutely no capacity in this place to
scrutinise in our estimates procedures the debt arrangements of those organisations?

Mr House: When we were in opposition we asked the then Labor Government that question on all of these occasions
and it seemed to think it was appropriate.

Ms MacTIERNAN: Yes; however, this Government is a different mob. It promised to be different and promised the
people of Western Australia that it would bring in open and accountable Government.

Mr House: We have been different all right. You wouldn't believe how different we've been.

Ms MacTIERNAN: We have certainly moved out of the 1980s. There is a new expectation of accountability. If the
minister's best answer to any of these questions is that the Labor Party was just as bad as the present Government -

Mr Barnett: No.
Mr Bloffwitch: No, we could not be that bad.
Several members interjected.

Ms MacTIERNAN: - that is not a strong case for the Government, is it? Is there anything in any of the set of Bills to
come before this Parliament that enables the State to undertake the expansion of debt that is occurring, for example, in
Westrail and Homeswest? Is there a Bill that does provide that authorisation?

Mr Barnett: Not specifically, no.
Mr Kierath: It was money provided through terminating building societies.

Ms MacTIERNAN: It is frightening that the comment of the former Minister for Housing actually proves my very real
concern that the Government has a profound misunderstanding of how Keystart works and of the State's potential
financial exposure. The former Minister for Housing commented that it was money provided through terminating
building societies. Of course that is absolute nonsense. The reality is that the Government borrows the money and gives
that money to the terminating building societies. In the final analysis it is the Government's debt with which we are
concerned.
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Mr Barnett: Matched by corresponding obligations of Keystart borrowers to repay. Therefore, in a defined sense there
is no net borrowing in Keystart; it is matched, other than in the case of default.

Ms MacTIERNAN: The minister should look at the problem of the high rate of negative equity before he states with
any confidence that there is a great deal of correlation between these -

Mr Barnett: There may be problems with Keystart, but the point is that an expansion in Keystart loans does not
necessarily equate to an expansion in debt.

Ms MacTIERNAN: In my view it equates to an expansion of liability.
Mr Barnett: And expands assets.

Ms MacTIERNAN: It expands assets but it certainly expands liability. If the minister uses that logic, the State could
continue to borrow and borrow and never be concerned about it because for each borrowing -

Mr Barnett: Only if the risk of default becomes a problem because of the marginal nature of some borrowers. It is the
ability and credibility of borrowers and default that are the issues.

Ms MacTIERNAN: 1t is also the credibility of the valuation process, which is probably the substantial reason
contributing to a substantial negative equity problem emerging for the State in Keystart loans.

Mr House: If my memory serves me correctly, that is exactly the problem that we found when we came into
Government.

Ms MacTIERNAN: That is right.
Mr House: We had to clean up the mess that was left by your mob.

Ms MacTIERNAN: I acknowledge that. However, the circumstances were very different. The difference in the late
1980s when the scheme was established was that at that time there was an interest rate of some 10 per cent, which in the
space of two years blew out to 18 per cent. There was therefore a negative equity problem certainly in Keystart that was
not in any way confined to Keystart but was fairly general across the board. The extraordinary situation in the current
circumstances is that we have had declining interest rates in the past four years and we still have a growing negative
equity problem. The Government must be really good at financial management to generate substantial negative equity
in circumstances in which we have declining interest rates. I have to say that takes a real talent.

Mr Barnett: The threat to Keystart is a decline in property values and that is what happened during that period - the
values of properties fell.

Ms MacTIERNAN: During which period?
Mr Barnett: When there was a great deal of defaulting and many people walked out of their properties.
Ms MacTIERNAN: Which period is the minister talking about?

Mr Barnett: In the late 1980s and early 1990s. Property values fell, largely under the impact of high interest rates, and
people simply walked out of their properties.

Ms MacTIERNAN: Thatisright. That decline in property values was largely attributed to the increase in interest rates.
We are not in that situation now. We now have a real problem with a split in the value of a new home and an existing
home. We have a two-tier market which we are not addressing. If anything, we are exacerbating it with the Keystart
scheme and the way in which the scheme is biased towards forcing low income people into new homes rather than
existing homes. I can see that the Minister for Primary Industry has the giggles and in some way is distracting the more
able of his colleagues.

Mr House: It would not take much to distract you, would it?

Ms MacTIERNAN: I can see that we will not get very far. It is interesting to note that unfortunately we have been
unable to obtain any enlightenment from the luminaries on the front benches on where one might go to define the
authorisation of government to increase the debt to the State with non-corporatised organisations such as Westrail and
Homeswest; yet we are debating a special Bill for the purpose of retiring maturing financial agreements. It is very
disappointing. However, a report has been presented from the procedures committee that refers to us correcting this
problem in the estimates process. I hope that the Government will give serious consideration to supporting that
suggestion. It is untenable to have such large borrowings being undertaken without any capacity during the budget
process to scrutinise in any way those ever-increasing liabilities to the State.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Cunningham.
AUSTRALIA ACTS (REQUEST) BILL 1999
Receipt and First Reading
Bill received from the Council; and, on motion by Mr Barnett (Leader of the House), read a first time.

House adjourned at 10.09 pm
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

Questions and answers are as supplied to Hansard.

COMMITTEES AND BOARDS, CRIMINAL RECORDS SCREENING FOR APPOINTEES

1949. Mr KOBELKE to the Premier:

(1) Is it Government policy to require criminal records screening for appointees to Government boards and
commissions?

(2) If so, what procedures are in place to screen applicants for criminal records prior to appointment to Government
boards and commissions?

Mr COURT replied:

(1)-(2) There is no formal government policy in this regard. However criminal screenings would be conducted where
there is a statutory requirement or a perceived need.

GOODS AND SERVICES TAX, IMPACT ON FAMILIES

1955.  Mr BROWN to the Minister for Family and Children's Services:

(1) Is the Minister aware of an article that appeared in The Australian Financial Review on 28 January 1999
concerning the Federal Government's Goods and Services Tax?

2) Is the Minister aware of the article reports on claims made by Professor Peter McDonald, Head of Demography
at the Australian National University, that the Government's tax package discriminates against families with
children as non-parents on the same level of income as parents will receive the same tax cuts under the tax
package?

3) Has the Minister/Government examined the degree to which the proposed tax package will impact on families?

4) If so, has the Government examined the views of Professor Peter McDonald?

(5) If not, why not?

(6) Does the Government intend to make any submissions to the Federal Government to provide a greater level
of tax concession for families with children?

@) If not, why not?

Mrs PARKER replied:

(N Yes.

2) I am aware of Professor McDonald’s claims. However, I consider these claims and the way they were reported
in the article as misleading. Professor McDonald was reported as saying that the Federal Government’s tax
reform package discriminates against families, on the grounds that non-parents on the same income level as
parents would get the same tax cuts. This statement is misleading, as it fails to take into account the new $2
billion families package announced as part of the tax reform package. The key elements of the families
package, which builds on the Family Tax Initiative (FTI) introduced by the Federal Government in 1997, are
as follows:
doubling the extra $1,000 tax-free threshold for each dependent child that is currently available under the FT1,
providing additional assistance of $140 a year per child;
doubling the extra $2,500 tax-free threshold for one income families with a child under 5 years that is currently
available under the FTI, providing additional assistance of $350 a year per family;
increasing the maximum assistance for childcare for lower income families by $7.50 a week, or 7%
increasing the level of income at which Family Allowance begins to be income tested, from the current $24,350
to $28,200;
reducing the rate at which Family Allowance phases out above this income level, from the current 50% to 30%;
and
simplifying the administrative system of family assistance.

These measures, combined with the proposed personal income tax cuts, will ensure that families with children
are major beneficiaries of the new tax system. The proposed GST-free treatment of health, education and
childcare will also assist families.

(3)-(7) The Commonwealth Treasury and other Commonwealth departments have already done extensive modelling

showing that families will be fully compensated for the GST.
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COMMITTEES AND BOARDS, WOMEN REPRESENTATIVES
2116. Ms WARNOCK to the Minister for Women's Interests:

What active steps is the Minister taking to ensure that the proportion of women representatives on boards and committees
increases?

Mrs PARKER replied:

Women'’s Policy Development Office

As Minister for Women’s Interests, I -

participate in Cabinet decision making regarding appointments to Government Boards and committees

constantly raise the issue of the need for increased gender balance in appointments (The proportion of women on these
Boards and Committees has increased from 18.4% in 1997 to 25.6% in 1999)

host an annual International Women’s Day cocktail function for Government Chief Executive Officers (CEOs). CEOs
are asked to invite women in their sector who make a significant contribution to decision making within that sector. This
is a strategy to bring to CEOs’ attention a need to increase awareness/visibility of women who are suitable for
appointment to Government Boards and Committees

host networking luncheons for women CEOs from the public and private sector for the purpose of developing strategies
to increase the representation of women in decision making.

at appropriate public and private functions, encourage women to nominate for the Interested Persons Register held in
the Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet.

And through the Women'’s Interests Portfolio the Women’s Policy Development Office:

liaises closely with the Ministry of Premier and Cabinet regarding improved representation of women in accordance with
government policy.

continues direct work with women’s groups and government departments eg fax stream to women’s groups alerting them
to calls for nominations to particular boards.

monitors and comments on all Cabinet submissions relating to boards and committees. The Ministry of the Premier and
Cabinet monitor the outcome on their database.

has, when requested, provided a short list of suitable women for appointment to a particular board.

analyses board composition by portfolio and works directly with agencies to have an input at an early stage in the
decision making process regarding board appointments.

worked with the Public Sector Management Office to produce ‘Getting on Board’, a guide to the recruitment and
induction of members of Government boards and committees.

followed up on the above initiative with a complementary brochure for women considering board membership. The
brochure is titled Women: Interested in Appointment to a Government Board or Committee? The publication was widely
distributed.

promotes women’s nominations for boards and committees and the Interested Persons Register at any appropriate
opportunity.

PREMIER, LEADERSHIP
2126. Mr BROWN to the Premier:

(1) Is the Premier aware of an article on page 59 of The West Australian of 24 February 1999 which reported on
a group assembled by the Inner City Housing Development Association (ICHDA)?

2) Is the Premier aware of comments made by Ken Adam to the effect that "this city is suffering very badly from
a lack of proper leadership"?

3) What action does the Premier intend to take to overcome the poor leadership referred to in the article?

Mr COURT replied:

(1)-(3) Yes, I have read the article and I am also aware that Mr Ken Adam favours the establishment of a Capital City
Development Authority to oversee and plan development in the Central Business District of Perth. The
member should be aware that since this Government was elected in 1992, there has been a substantial
commitment to planning and development in Central Perth. Indeed the City was calling out for urgent attention
and we have acted by enhancing King, Murray and Barrack Streets and demolishing the R&I Bank tower, to
expose the historic Town Hall. Current enhancement options include a convention and exhibition centre,
Barrack Square, the old Central Government building. The Capital City Committee which I have chaired is
actively pursuing these issues as well as implementation of the Perth Access Plan and Northbridge Urban
Renewal. A great deal more is happening to improve our Capital City under this Government which is showing
the leadership necessary to get results.



8948 [ASSEMBLY]

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, ELECTORAL ADVERTISING
2235.  Mr RIEBELING to the Premier; Treasurer; Minister for Public Sector Management; Federal Affairs:

With regard to section 175ZE ("the section") of the Electoral Act 1907, for all government departments and agencies
under the Premier's control will the Premier provide a breakdown of how much was paid in 1997-98 to each person,
agency or organization which provided the following services -

a advertising;

b market research;

c polling;

d direct mail; and

e media advertising?
Mr COURT replied:

The Electoral Commission has advised that this information is available in each agency's Annual Report as it is a
reporting requirement. Therefore the member can access this information in each agency's Annual Report.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, ELECTORAL ADVERTISING

2236. Mr RIEBELING to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Commerce and Trade; Regional Development; Small
Business:

With regard to section 175ZE ("the section") of the Electoral Act 1907, for all government departments and agencies
under the Deputy Premier's control will the Deputy Premier provide a breakdown of how much was paid in 1997-98 to
each person, agency or organization which provided the following services -

a advertising;

b market research;

c polling;

d direct mail; and

e media advertising?
Mr COWAN replied:

The Electoral Commission has advised that this information is available in each agency's Annual Report as it is a

reporting requirement. Therefore the member can access this information in each agency's Annual Report.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, ELECTORAL ADVERTISING

2237.  Mr RIEBELING to the Minister representing the Attorney General:

With regard to section 175ZE ("the section") of the Electoral Act 1907, for all government departments and agencies
under the Attorney General's control will the Attorney General provide a breakdown of how much was paid in 1997-98
to each person, agency or organization which provided the following services -

a advertising;

b market research;

c polling;

d direct mail; and

e media advertising?
Mr PRINCE replied:

The Attorney General has provided the following reply:

The Electoral Commission has advised that this information is available in each agency’s Annual Report as it is a

reporting requirement. Therefore the member can access this information in each agency’s Annual Report.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, ELECTORAL ADVERTISING

2238.  Mr RIEBELING to the Minister for Resources Development; Energy; Education:

With regard to section 175ZE ("the section") of the Electoral Act 1907, for all government departments and agencies
under the Minister's control will the Minister provide a breakdown of how much was paid in 1997-98 to each person,
agency or organization which provided the following services -

a advertising;

b market research;

c polling;

d direct mail; and

e media advertising?

Mr BARNETT replied:

The Electoral Commission has advised that this information is available in each agency's Annual Report as it is a
reporting requirement. Therefore the member can access this information in each agency's Annual Report.
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, ELECTORAL ADVERTISING
2239.  Mr RIEBELING to the Minister for Primary Industry; Fisheries:

With regard to section 175ZE ("the section") of the Electoral Act 1907, for all government departments and agencies
under the Minister's control will the Minister provide a breakdown of how much was paid in 1997-98 to each person,
agency or organization which provided the following services -

a advertising;

b market research;

c polling;

d direct mail; and

e media advertising?

Mr HOUSE replied:

The Electoral Commission has advised that this information is available in each agency’s Annual Report as it is a
reporting requirement. Therefore, the member can access this information in the Agriculture Western Australia and
Fisheries Western Australia Annual Reports.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, ELECTORAL ADVERTISING
2241.  Mr RIEBELING to the Minister for Planning; Employment and Training; Heritage:

With regard to section 175ZE ("the section") of the Electoral Act 1907, for all government departments and agencies
under the Minister's control will the Minister provide a breakdown of how much was paid in 1997-98 to each person,
agency or organization which provided the following services -

a advertising;
market research;

c polling;

d direct mail; and

e media advertising?

Mr KIERATH replied:

The Electoral Commission has advised that this information is available in each agency's Annual Report as it is a
reporting requirement. Therefore the member can access this information in each agency's Annual Report.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, ELECTORAL ADVERTISING
2242.  Mr RIEBELING to the Minister for Family and Children's Services; Seniors; Women's Interests:

With regard to section 175ZE ("the section") of the Electoral Act 1907, for all government departments and agencies
under the Minister's control will the Minister provide a breakdown of how much was paid in 1997-98 to each person,
agency or organization which provided the following services -

a advertising;

b market research;

¢ polling;

d direct mail; and

e media advertising?

Mrs PARKER replied:

The Electoral Commission has advised that this information is available in each agency’s Annual Report as it is a
reporting requirement. Therefore the member can access this information in each agency’s Annual Report.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, ELECTORAL ADVERTISING
2243.  Mr RIEBELING to the Minister for Lands; Fair Trading; Parliamentary and Electoral Affairs:

With regard to section 175ZE ("the section") of the Electoral Act 1907, for all government departments and agencies
under the Minister's control will the Minister provide a breakdown of how much was paid in 1997-98 to each person,
agency or organization which provided the following services -

a advertising;

b market research;

c polling;

d direct mail; and

e media advertising?

Mr SHAVE replied:

The Electoral Commission has advised that this information is available in each agency’s Annual Report as it is a
reporting requirement. Therefore the member can access this information in each agency’s Annual Report.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, ELECTORAL ADVERTISING
2244.  Mr RIEBELING to the Minister for Housing; Aboriginal Affairs; Water Resources:
With regard to section 175ZE ("the section") of the Electoral Act 1907, for all government departments and agencies
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under the Minister's control will the Minister provide a breakdown of how much was paid in 1997-98 to each person,
agency or organization which provided the following services -

a advertising;

b market research;

c polling;

d direct mail; and

e media advertising?
Dr HAMES replied:

The Electoral Commission has advised that this information is available in each agency's Annual Report as it is a
reporting requirement. Therefore the member can access this information in each agency's Annual Report.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, ELECTORAL ADVERTISING
2245.  Mr RIEBELING to the Minister for Local Government; Disability Services:

With regard to section 175ZE ("the section") of the Electoral Act 1907, for all government departments and agencies
under the Minister's control will the Minister provide a breakdown of how much was paid in 1997-98 to each person,
agency or organization which provided the following services -

a advertising;

b market research;

c polling;

d direct mail; and

e media advertising?

Mr OMODEI replied:

The Electoral Commission has advised that this information is available in each agency’s Annual Report as it is a
reporting requirement. Therefore, the member can access this information in each agency’s Annual Report.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, ELECTORAL ADVERTISING
2246. Mr RIEBELING to the Minister for Health:

With regard to section 175ZE ("the section") of the Electoral Act 1907, for all government departments and agencies
under the Minister's control will the Minister provide a breakdown of how much was paid in 1997-98 to each person,
agency or organization which provided the following services -

a advertising;

b market research;

c polling;

d direct mail; and

e media advertising?
Mr DAY replied:

The Electoral Commission has advised that this information is available in each agency’s Annual Report as it is a
reporting requirement. Therefore the member can access this information in each agency’s Annual Report.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, ELECTORAL ADVERTISING
2247.  Mr RIEBELING to the Minister representing the Minister for Finance:

With regard to section 175ZE ("the section") of the Electoral Act 1907, for all government departments and agencies
under the Minister's control will the Minister provide a breakdown of how much was paid in 1997-98 to each person,
agency or organization which provided the following services -

a advertising;

b market research;

c polling;

d direct mail; and

e media advertising?

Mr COURT replied:

The Minister for Finance has provided the following response :

The Electoral Commission has advised that this information is available in each agency's Annual Report as it is a

reporting requirement. Therefore the member can access this information in each agency's Annual Report.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, ELECTORAL ADVERTISING

2248. Mr RIEBELING to the Minister for Works; Services; Youth; Citizenship and Multicultural Interests:

With regard to section 175ZE ("the section") of the Electoral Act 1907, for all government departments and agencies
under the Minister's control will the Minister provide a breakdown of how much was paid in 1997-98 to each person,
agency or organization which provided the following services -
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a advertising;

b market research;

c polling;

d direct mail; and

e media advertising?

Mr BOARD replied:

The Electoral Commission has advised that this information is available in each agency's Annual Report as it is a
reporting requirement. Therefore the member can access this information in each agency's Annual Report.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, ELECTORAL ADVERTISING
2249.  Mr RIEBELING to the Minister representing the Minister for Racing and Gaming:

With regard to section 175ZE ("the section") of the Electoral Act 1907, for all government departments and agencies
under the Minister's control will the Minister provide a breakdown of how much was paid in 1997-98 to each person,
agency or organization which provided the following services -

a advertising;
market research;
c polling;
d direct mail; and
e media advertising?
Mr COWAN replied:

The Minister for Racing and Gaming has provided the following response:

The Electoral Commission has advised that this information is available in each agency’s Annual Report as it is a
reporting requirement. Therefore the member can access this information in each agency’s Annual Report.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, ELECTORAL ADVERTISING
2250.  Mr RIEBELING to the Minister representing the Minister for Mines:

With regard to section 175ZE ("the section") of the Electoral Act 1907, for all government departments and agencies
under the Minister's control will the Minister provide a breakdown of how much was paid in 1997-98 to each person,
agency or organization which provided the following services -

a advertising;

b market research;

c polling;

d direct mail; and

e media advertising?

Mr BARNETT replied:

The Electoral Commission has advised that this information is available in each agency's Annual Report as it is a
reporting requirement. Therefore the member can access this information in each agency's Annual Report.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, ELECTORAL ADVERTISING
2251. Mr RIEBELING to the Minister for Police; Emergency Services:

With regard to section 175ZE ("the section") of the Electoral Act 1907, for all government departments and agencies
under the Minister's control will the Minister provide a breakdown of how much was paid in 1997-98 to each person,
agency or organization which provided the following services -

a advertising;

b market research;

c polling;

d direct mail; and

e media advertising?

Mr PRINCE replied:

The Electoral Commission has advised that this information is available in each agency's Annual Report as it is a
reporting requirement. Therefore the member can access this information in each agency's Annual Report.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, ELECTORAL ADVERTISING
2252.  Mr RIEBELING to the Minister representing the Minister for the Arts:

With regard to section 175ZE ("the section") of the Electoral Act 1907, for all government departments and agencies
under the Minister's control will the Minister provide a breakdown of how much was paid in 1997-98 to each person,
agency or organization which provided the following services -

a advertising;

b market research;

c polling;
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d direct mail; and
e media advertising?
Mrs EDWARDES replied:
The Minister for Culture and the Arts has provided the following reply:

The Electoral Commission has advised that this information is available in each agency’s Annual Report as it is a
reporting requirement. Therefore the member can access this information in each agency’s Annual Report.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, ELECTORAL ADVERTISING
2254.  Mr RIEBELING to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Tourism:

With regard to section 175ZE ("the section") of the Electoral Act 1907, for all government departments and agencies
under the Minister's control will the Minister provide a breakdown of how much was paid in 1997-98 to each person,
agency or organization which provided the following services -

a advertising;

b market research;

c polling;

d direct mail; and

e media advertising?

Mr BRADSHAW replied:

The Electoral Commission has advised that this information is available in each agency's Annual Report as it is a
reporting requirement. Therefore the member can access this information in each agency's Annual Report.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, ELECTORAL ADVERTISING
2255.  Mr RIEBELING to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Justice:

With regard to section 175ZE ("the section") of the Electoral Act 1907, for all government departments and agencies
under the Minister's control will the Minister provide a breakdown of how much was paid in 1997-98 to each person,
agency or organization which provided the following services -

a advertising;
market research;

c polling;

d direct mail; and

e media advertising?

Mrs van de KLASHORST replied:
The Minister for Justice has provided the following reply:

The Electoral Commission has advised that this information is available in each agency’s Annual Report as it is a
reporting requirement. Therefore the member can access this information in each agency’s Annual Report.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, ELECTORAL ADVERTISING
2256. Mr RIEBELING to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Sport and Recreation:

With regard to section 175ZE ("the section") of the Electoral Act 1907, for all government departments and agencies
under the Minister's control will the Minister provide a breakdown of how much was paid in 1997-98 to each person,
agency or organization which provided the following services -

a advertising;

b market research;

c polling;

d direct mail; and

e media advertising?
Mr MARSHALL replied:

The Electoral Commission has advised that this information is available in each agency's Annual Report as it is a
reporting requirement. Therefore the member can access this information in each agency's Annual Report.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, FREE TICKETS TO SPORTING EVENTS
2328.  Mr GRAHAM to the Minister representing the Minister for Mines:

(1) Has any sporting club or organisation provided the Minister with free tickets to any major sporting events in
Western Australia?
2) If so -

a to which events were the tickets provided; and
on how many occasions have tickets been provided?



[Tuesday, 15 June 1999] 8953

Mr BARNETT replied:

(1)

All members of Parliament, and the Minister in particular, receive hundreds of invitations to attend sporting,
arts and social events every year. Whilst the Minister tries to attend as many events as possible, regrettably this
is not always possible.

2) (a)-(b) This information is not readily available. Provision of this information would require considerable
research which would divert staff away from their normal duties and I am not prepared to allocate the
State’s resources to provide a response. If the member has a specific enquiry I will endeavour to
provide a reply.
MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, FREE TICKETS TO SPORTING EVENTS

2332.  Mr GRAHAM to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Tourism:

(1) Has any sporting club or organisation provided the Minister with free tickets to any major sporting events in
Western Australia?

2) If so -

a to which events were the tickets provided; and
b on how many occasions have tickets been provided?

Mr BRADSHAW replied:

(1 All members of Parliament, and the Minister in particular, receive hundreds of invitations to attend sporting,
arts and social events every year. Whilst the Minister tries to attend as many events as possible, regrettably this
is not always possible.

2) (a)-(b) This information is not readily available. Provision of this information would require considerable

research which would divert staff away from their normal duties and I am not prepared to allocate the
State’s resources to provide a response. If the member has a specific enquiry I will endeavour to
provide a reply.

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN, FREE TICKETS TO SPORTING EVENTS

2334,  Mr GRAHAM to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Sport and Recreation:

(1) Has any sporting club or organisation provided the Minister with free tickets to any major sporting events in
Western Australia?

2) If so -

a to which events were the tickets provided; and
on how many occasions have tickets been provided?

Mr MARSHALL replied:

(1) All members of Parliament, and the Minister in particular, receive hundreds of invitations to attend sporting,
arts and social events every year. Whilst the Minister tries to attend as many events as possible, regrettably this
is not always possible.

2) (a)-(b) This information is not readily available. Provision of this information would require considerable

research which would divert staff away from their normal duties and I am not prepared to allocate the
State’s resources to provide a response. If the member has a specific enquiry I will endeavour to
provide a reply.
MANDURAH CULTURAL PROJECT, CONSULTANT
2336. Mr RIEBELING to the Premier:

In relation to the consultancy work carried out on the Mandurah Cultural Project by consultant Bob Shields -

(a) was this consultancy advertised,

(b) if yes to (a) above, when and how many applicants were there for this work; and

() if no to (a) above, why not?

Mr COURT replied:

(a)-(c) Mr Shields was identified as having a proven track record and skills for the tasks involved with the project.

Mr Shields was a commercial property developer with considerable waterfront and commercial expertise. He
also had recent experience in cinema development. These were the essential skills required for the role he
undertook on the Mandurah project. He was introduced to the Mandurah Cultural Centre development to
ensure that:

- the project succeeded where previous proposals had failed; and
- commercial opportunities were identified and realised.
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Experience with Mr Shields in the conceptual phase of the project confirmed that he had the required expertise
to undertake the longer term assignment. Mr Shields’ responsibilities included:

- developing the concepts for the development and convincing both, the Government and the Mandurah
City Council of their Viabilit%/; o ) »

- identifying, creating and exploiting commercial oIf)portunltges; i . i

- providing expert advice to the project on a range of matters including commercialisation and options

for theatre design; and ) ) ) )
- negotiating with potential lessees, government agencies and other parties to finalise leasing

arrangements. Some of these negotiations were quite protracted due to difficulties in reaching
commercial agreement to the terms and conditions imposed by government regulation. Mr Shields’
skills and background were particularly useful in this regard.

There was a need to have someone of Mr Shields' background to facilitate the commencement of projects which
were proving difficult to initiate. All parties involved were particularly pleased with his involvement and the
fees 0£$95,392.00 over a three and a half'year period were considered by all connected with the project as very
reasonable and value for money. Mr Shields provided specific expertise to a project that was floundering and
facilitated the process by which it was put back on track. The end result of Mr Shields' facilitation of the project
was the realizing of a very successful outcome. As the member may have an interest in successful project
facilitation he may well enquire into the process associated with the Kalgoorlie Cultural Centre which was
during the Opposition's time in government. The dispute over the long term funding arrangements for this
project are ongoing and to this day unresolved.

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT, OVERPAYMENT OF EMPLOYEES

2355.  Mr RIPPER to the Minister for Education:

(1 On how many separate occasions has the Education Department overpaid its employees since 1 January, 1998?
2) What is the total value of these overpayments?

3) What is the value of overpayments still unrecovered from employees?

Mr BARNETT replied:

I am advised that as at 24 May 1999:

(1)

)

€)

2357.
(1)
)
€)
(4)

Approximately 6 000 employees have been overpaid since 1 January 1998. These overpayments have arisen
for a number of reasons, which include delays in processing forms, operator error, information not being
processed before pays have closed, poor data integrity (particularly related to the migration of data from the
old payroll system) and incorrect parameters being set for pay runs.

Approximately $1 700 000.00 which is equal to less than 2 per cent of the total payroll. Having now cleared
a backlog of errors whereby teachers have not been paid, the Education Department has set up a special team
to calculate overpayments based on payroll reports that are run on a regular basis. These reports identify
overpayments that have occurred as a result of operator error or delays in processing information. In addition,
the team is working from reports that identify overpayments that affect groups of employees due to specific
circumstances. This team undertakes the calculation and raises the appropriate paperwork to pass on to the
Recoveries Section who then negotiate repayment by the employee.

Approximately $1.14 million remains uncollected. The Department has an ongoing program of recovery for
the outstanding overpayments. It is expected that the majority of overpayments will be recovered within a
reasonably short period of time, particularly now that a dedicated team has been able to focus on this issue.
Historical data suggests that recovery rates have improved dramatically since the special team working on this
has been established. The Education Department will continue to co-operate with overpaid employees to
ensure that money is recovered as quickly as possible without placing unnecessary financial strain on staff.

FLUGGE, MR M.
Mr RIPPER to the Minister for Primary Industry:
At what level and on what basis was Mr M Flugge employed in the Minister's office?
Was Mr Flugge employed by Agriculture Western Australia after leaving the Minister's office?
If yes, at what level and on what basis was he employed by Agriculture Western Australia?

What process was followed by Agriculture Western Australia in the appointment of Mr Flugge?

Mr HOUSE replied:

(1)

Mr Flugge was selected through a full merit based selection process and appointed for a position advertised
inthe press. He was employed by AGWEST, from May 1996 to March 1997 as a Policy Officer, Level 6 under
Section 64 (1)(b) of the Public Sector Management Act; the position was located within the Minister’s office.
From March 1997 he accepted an offer by the Ministry of Premier and Cabinet as a Senior Policy Adviser,
Level 6 within the Minister’s Office for “the term of Government”.
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(2)-(4) Yes,consistent with Mr Flugge’s previous merit based selection for employment with AGWEST he was offered

2372.

and accepted a Section 64 (1)(b) contract for a Level 6 officer for a finite period. He was also offered and
accepted an acting opportunity at Level 7 for a period of six months. AGWEST has subsequently advertised
and merit selected for the position of Manager, Progress Rural WA for which Mr Flugge was the successful
applicant. Mr Flugge has accepted a contract at Level 7 under Section 64 (1)(b) of the Public Sector
Management Act for a five year period.

ROCKINGHAM-KWINANA DISTRICT HOSPITAL
Mr McGOWAN to the Minister for Health:

I refer to the Rockingham-Kwinana District Hospital and ask -

(a) what was the number of beds available at the Rockingham Kwinana Hospital in the years -
i) 1996;
1) 1997;
i1l 1998; and
iv 1999;
(b) what has been the reduction in the number of beds at the Rockingham Kwinana Hospital in 1999;
() do any wards close on the weekends at the Rockingham Kwinana Hospital;
(d) if wards do close when does this take place;
(e) what is the total number of medical and nursing staff at the Hospital;
63} what were the total numbers of medical and nursing staff at the Hospital in the years -
i) 1996;
i1) 1997;
1i1 1998; and
v 999,
(2) has there been a reduction in the staffing levels at the Hospital in -
i) 1998; and
i1) 1999,
and if so -
aa by how many staff; and
bb in what categories; and
(h) when will the Government be establishing a bus service direct from Kwinana to the Rockingham Kwinana
District Hospital?
Mr DAY replied:
(a) ) 1996 - 87; . . o
i1) 1997 - 85 (reduction due to refurbishment of paediatric ward);
i1 1998 - 85; and
iv 1999 - 85;
(b) Nil.
(c) Yes. If demand for admissions is low, staff and patients will be consolidated for safety and efficiency reasons.
(d) No designated time. Decision to consolidate is based on activity and patient acuity levels.
(e) 114.7 FTE.
) 1) 1996 - Nursing - 93.99 FTE / Medical - 5.8 FTE;
1) 1997 - Nursing - 98.22 FTE / Medical - 6.0 FTE;
111 1998 - Nursing - 101.6 FTE / Medical - 7.0 FTE; and
v 1999 - Nursing - 105.7 FTE / Medical - 9.0 FTE
(The hospital only has a limited number of medical employees, as most medical services are provided by
private Visiting Medical Practitioners working on a contracted fee-for-service basis)
(2 ED no; and
i1) no,
and if so -
aa)-(bb
(a2)-( )not applicable.
(h) The existing public transport link will be maintained from Kwinana to Rockingham with a transfer to the

hospital from Rockingham. It is not possible for all journeys on the public transport system to be direct "door
to door" services, and transfers at interchanges are often required in order to reach many destinations. This is
common with public transport systems throughout the world.
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ALCOA REFINERY, WAGERUP, HEALTH IMPACTS
2378. Dr EDWARDS to the Minister for Health:
(1) Has the Minister received -
(a) advice; or
(b) a written report from the Health Department regarding the concerns of the residents of Wagerup over
claims of health impacts from the ALCOA refinery at Wagerup after Health Department officers met
with residents and the Wagerup Workers Safety Representative?

2) Will the Minister table the advice or report received from the Health Department?

3) If not, why not?

4) What action is being taken by the Health Department in relation to the concerns of the residents of Wagerup
and the workers from the Wagerup refinery?

(5) What is the status of this action?

Mr DAY replied:

(D) a Yes.

b No.

) No.

3) This is essentially an issue with prime responsibility lying within the Departments of Environmental Protection
and Minerals & Energy. The Health Department of WA has now been drawn into it because of community
concerns. The Department is of the view that the concerns are significant enough for them to be investigated.
Essentially the residents are concerned about emissions from the liquor burner and oxalate kiln and dusts from
the residue area. Alcoa have carried out substantial monitoring of the ambient air and emission levels (volatile
organic compounds) have always been within accepted standards.

@) The Health Department is working with the Department of Environmental Protection in developing action plans
to investigate the concerns the community has raised. As regards the workers from the refinery, this is not a
Health Department issue and responsibility rests with the Department of Minerals and Energy and WorkSafe
Western Australia.

() This action is progressing.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, CREDIT CARD USE

2385. Mr CARPENTER to the Premier; Treasurer; Minister for Public Sector Management; Federal Affairs:

(1) Has the Premier's office received any comment, either directly or indirectly, from the Auditor General's office
expressing concern about use of Government credit cards outside the Government guidelines?

2) If yes, when were the comments made?

3) What was the cause of the concern?

Mr COURT replied:

(1)-(3) Since the decision was made for the Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet to assume responsibility for all

expenditure in Ministerial Offices the communication between the Office of the Auditor General and the
Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet in relation to these matters is covered in the Office of the Auditor
General’s —

Report on Controls, Compliance and Accountability Audits 1997, Report No. 7 — November 1997; and
Report on Controls, Compliance and Accountability Audits 1998, Report No. 8 — October 1998.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, CREDIT CARD USE

2386. Mr CARPENTER to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Commerce and Trade; Regional Development; Small
Business:

(1 Has the Deputy Premier's office received any comment, either directly or indirectly, from the Auditor General's
office expressing concern about use of Government credit cards outside the Government guidelines?

2) If yes, when were the comments made?

3) What was the cause of the concern?

Mr COWAN replied:

(1)-(3) Since the decision was made for the Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet to assume responsibility for all

expenditure in Ministerial Offices, the communication between the Office of the Auditor General and the
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Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet in relation to these matters is covered in the Office of the Auditor
General’s —

Report on Controls, Compliance and Accountability Audits 1997, Report No. 7 — November 1997; and
Report on Controls, Compliance and Accountabilify Audits 1998, Report No. 8 — October 1998.

All agencies and the Deputy Premier’s Office have taken note of Page 17 of the Report on Controls,
Compliance and Accountability Audits 1998 of October 1998 and appropriate procedures for supporting
documentation and authorisation are in place.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, CREDIT CARD USE
2387. Mr CARPENTER to the Minister representing the Attorney General:

(1) Has the Attorney General's office, either directly or indirectly, expressed concern about use of Government
credit cards outside the Government guidelines?

2) If yes, when were the comments made?

3) What was the cause of the concern?

Mr PRINCE replied:

The Attorney General has provided the following reply:

(1)-(3) Since the decision was made for the Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet to assume responsibility for all
expenditure in Ministerial Offices the communication between the Office of the Auditor General and the
Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet in relation to these matters is covered in the Office of the Auditor
General’s -

Report on Controls, Compliance and Accountability Audits 1997, Report No. 7 - November 1997; and
Report on Controls, Compliance and Accountability Audits 1998, Report No. 8 - October 1998.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, CREDIT CARD USE
2388. Mr CARPENTER to the Minister for Resources Development; Energy; Education:

(1) Has the Minister's office received any comment, either directly or indirectly, from the Auditor General's office
expressing concern about use of Government credit cards outside the Government guidelines?

2) If yes, when were the comments made?

3) What was the cause of the concern?

Mr BARNETT replied:

(1)-(3) Since the decision was made for the Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet to assume responsibility for all
expenditure in Ministerial Offices the communication between the Office of the Auditor General and the
Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet in relation to these matters is covered in the Office of the Auditor
General's -

Report on Controls, Compliance and Accountability Audits 1997, Report No. 7 - November 1997; and
Report on Controls, Compliance and Accountability Audits 1998, Report No. 8 - October 1998.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, CREDIT CARD USE
2389. Mr CARPENTER to the Minister for Primary Industry; Fisheries:

(1) Has the Minister's office received any comment, either directly or indirectly, from the Auditor General's office
expressing concern about use of Government credit cards outside the Government guidelines?

2) If yes, when were the comments made?

3) What was the cause of the concern?

Mr HOUSE replied:

(1) No.

(2)-(3) Not applicable.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, CREDIT CARD USE
2390. Mr CARPENTER to the Minister for the Environment; Labour Relations:

(1) Has the Minister's office received any comment, either directly or indirectly, from the Auditor General's office
expressing concern about use of Government credit cards outside the Government guidelines?

2) If yes, when were the comments made?

3) What was the cause of the concern?
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Mrs EDWARDES replied:

(1)-(3) Since the decision was made for the Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet to assume responsibility for all
expenditure in Ministerial Offices the communication between the Office of the Auditor General and the
Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet in relation to these matters is covered in the Office of the Auditor
General’s —

Report on Controls, Compliance and Accountability Audits 1997, Report No. 7 — November 1997; and
Report on Controls, Compliance and Accountability Audits 1998, Report No. 8 — October 1998.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, CREDIT CARD USE

2391. Mr CARPENTER to the Minister for Planning; Employment and Training; Heritage:

(1 Has the Minister's office received any comment, either directly or indirectly, from the Auditor General's office
expressing concern about use of Government credit cards outside the Government guidelines?

2) If yes, when were the comments made?

3) What was the cause of the concern?

Mr KIERATH replied:

(1)-(3) Since the decision was made for the Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet to assume responsibility for all
expenditure in Ministerial Offices the communication between the Office of the Auditor General and the
Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet in relation to these matters is covered in the Office of the Auditor
General's -

Report on Controls, Compliance and Accountability Audits 1997, Report No. 7 - November 1997; and
Report on Controls, Compliance and Accountability Audits 1998, Report No. 8 - October 1998.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, CREDIT CARD USE

2392.  Mr CARPENTER to the Minister for Family and Children's Services; Seniors; Women's Interests:

(1 Has the Minister's office received any comment, either directly or indirectly, from the Auditor General's office
expressing concern about use of Government credit cards outside the Government guidelines?

2) If yes, when were the comments made?

3) What was the cause of the concern?

Mrs PARKER replied:

(1)-(3) Since the decision was made for the Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet to assume responsibility for all
expenditure in Ministerial Offices the communication between the Office of the Auditor General and the
Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet in relation to these matters is covered in the Office of the Auditor
General’s -

Report on Controls, Compliance and Accountability Audits 1997, Report No. 7 - November 1997; and
Report on Controls, Compliance and Accountability Audits 1998, Report No. 8 - October 1998.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, CREDIT CARD USE

2393.  Mr CARPENTER to the Minister for Lands; Fair Trading; Parliamentary and Electoral Affairs:

(1) Has the Minister's office received any comment, either directly or indirectly, from the Auditor General's office
expressing concern about use of Government credit cards outside the Government guidelines?

2) If yes, when were the comments made?

3) What was the cause of the concern?

Mr SHAVE replied:

(1)-(3) Since the decision was made for the Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet to assume responsibility for all
expenditure in Ministerial Offices the communication between the Office of the Auditor General and the
Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet in relation to these matters is covered in the Office of the Auditor
General’s —

Report on Controls, Compliance and Accountability Audits 1997, Report No. 7 — November 1997; and
Report on Controls, Compliance and Accountability Audits 1998 Report No. 8 — October 1998
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, CREDIT CARD USE
2394. Mr CARPENTER to the Minister for Housing; Aboriginal Affairs; Water Resources:
(1) Has the Minister's office received any comment, either directly or indirectly, from the Auditor General's office

expressing concern about use of Government credit cards outside the Government guidelines?
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2) If yes, when were the comments made?
3) What was the cause of the concern?
Dr HAMES replied:

(1)-(3) Since the decision was made for the Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet to assume responsibility for all
expenditure in Ministerial Offices the communication between the Office of the Auditor General and the
Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet in relation to these matters is covered in the Office of the Auditor
General’s —

Report on Controls, Compliance and Accountability Audit 1997, Report No. 7 — November 1997, and
Report on Controls, Compliance and Accountability Audit 1998, Report No. 8 — October 1998.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, CREDIT CARD USE
2395.  Mr CARPENTER to the Minister for Local Government; Disability Services:

(1) Has the Minister's office received any comment, either directly or indirectly, from the Auditor General's office
expressing concern about use of Government credit cards outside the Government guidelines?

2) If yes, when were the comments made?

3) What was the cause of the concern?

Mr OMODEI replied:

(1)-(3) Since the decision was made for the Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet to assume responsibility for all
expenditure in Ministerial Offices the communication between the Office of the Auditor General and the
Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet in relation to these matters is covered in the Office of the Auditor
General’s-

Report on Controls, Compliance and Accountability Audits 1997, Report No. 7 — November 1997: and
Report on Controls, Compliance and Accountability Audits 1998, Report No. 8 — October 1998.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, CREDIT CARD USE
2396. Mr CARPENTER to the Minister for Health:

(1) Has the Minister's office received any comment, either directly or indirectly, from the Auditor General's office
expressing concern about use of Government credit cards outside the Government guidelines?

2) If yes, when were the comments made?
3) What was the cause of the concern?
Mr DAY replied:

(1)-(3) Since the decision was made for the Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet to assume responsibility for all
expenditure in Ministerial Offices the communication between the Office of the Auditor General and the
Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet in relation to these matters is covered in the Office of the Auditor
General’s -

Report on Controls, Compliance and Accountability Audits 1997, Report No. 7 - November 1997; and
Report on Controls, Compliance and Accountability Audits 1998, Report No. 8 - October 1998.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, CREDIT CARD USE
2397.  Mr CARPENTER to the Minister representing the Minister for Finance:

(1) Has the Minister's office received any comment, either directly or indirectly, from the Auditor General's office
expressing concern about use of Government credit cards outside the Government guidelines?

2) If yes, when were the comments made?

3) What was the cause of the concern?

Mr COURT replied:

The Minister for Finance has provided the following reply:

(1)-(3) Since the decision was made for the Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet to assume responsibility for all
expenditure in Ministerial Offices the communication between the Office of the Auditor General and the
Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet in relation to these matters is covered in the Office of the Auditor
General’s —

Report on Controls, Compliance and Accountability Audits 1997, Report No 7 — November 1997; and
Report on Controls, Compliance and Accountability Audits 1998, Report No 8 — October 1998
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, CREDIT CARD USE

2398. Mr CARPENTER to the Minister for Works; Services; Youth; Citizenship and Multicultural Interests:

(1) Has the Minister's office received any comment, either directly or indirectly, from the Auditor General's office
expressing concern about use of Government credit cards outside the Government guidelines?

2) If yes, when were the comments made?

3) What was the cause of the concern?

Mr BOARD replied:

(1)-(3) Since the decision was made for the Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet to assume responsibility for all
expenditure in Ministerial Offices the communication between the Office of the Auditor General and the
Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet in relation to these matters is covered in the Office of the Auditor
General's -

Report on Controls, Compliance and Accountability Audits 1997, Report No. 7 - November 1997; and
Report on Controls, Compliance and Accountability Audits 1998, Report No. 8 - October 1998.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, CREDIT CARD USE

2399. Mr CARPENTER to the Minister representing the Minister for Racing and Gaming:

(1) Has the Minister's office received any comment, either directly or indirectly, from the Auditor General's office
expressing concern about use of Government credit cards outside the Government guidelines?

2) If yes, when were the comments made?

3) What was the cause of the concern?

Mr COWAN replied:

The Minister for Racing and Gaming has provided the following reply:

(1D-G)

Since the decision was made for the Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet to assume responsibility for all
expenditure in Ministerial Offices the communication between the Office of the Auditor General and the
Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet in relation to these matters is covered in the Office of the Auditor
General’s —

Report on Controls, Compliance and Accountability Audits 1997, Report No 7 — November 1997; and
Report on Controls, Compliance and Accountability Audits 1998, Report No 8 — October 1998.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, CREDIT CARD USE

2400. Mr CARPENTER to the Minister representing the Minister for Mines:

(1) Has the Minister's office received any comment, either directly or indirectly, from the Auditor General's office
expressing concern about use of Government credit cards outside the Government guidelines?

2) If yes, when were the comments made?

3) What was the cause of the concern?

Mr BARNETT replied:

(1)-(3) Since the decision was made for the Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet to assume responsibility for all
expenditure in Ministerial Offices the communication between the Office of the Auditor General and the
Ministry of the Premier and Cabinet in relation to these matters is covered in the Office of the Auditor
General’s -

Report on Controls, Compliance and Accountability Audits 1997, Report No. 7 - November 1997; and
Report on Controls, Compliance and Accountability Audits 1998, Report No. 8 - October 1998.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, CREDIT CARD USE

2402. Mr CARPENTER to the Minister representing the Minister for the Arts:

(1) Has the Minister's office received any comment, either directly or indirectly, from the Auditor General's office
expressing concern about use of Government credit cards outside the Government guidelines?

2) If yes, when were the comments made?

3) What was the cause of the concern?

Mrs EDWARDES replied:

The Minister for the Arts has provided the following reply:

(1)-G3)

See answer to question 2387.
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GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, CREDIT CARD USE
2404. Mr CARPENTER to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Tourism:

(1) Has the Minister's office received any comment, either directly or indirectly, from the Auditor General's office
expressing concern about use of Government credit cards outside the Government guidelines?

2) If yes, when were the comments made?

3) What was the cause of the concern?

Mr BRADSHAW replied:

(1)-(3) See answer to question 2400.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, CREDIT CARD USE
2405. Mr CARPENTER to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Justice:

(1) Has the Minister's office received any comment, either directly or indirectly, from the Auditor General's office
expressing concern about use of Government credit cards outside the Government guidelines?

2) If yes, when were the comments made?

3) What was the cause of the concern?

Mrs van de KLASHORST replied:
The Minister for Justice has provided the following reply:
(1)-(3) See answer to question 2387.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, CREDIT CARD USE
2406. Mr CARPENTER to the Parliamentary Secretary to the Minister for Sport and Recreation:

(1) Has the Minister's office received any comment, either directly or indirectly, from the Auditor General's office
expressing concern about use of Government credit cards outside the Government guidelines?

2) If yes, when were the comments made?

3) What was the cause of the concern?

Mr MARSHALL replied:

(1)-(3) See answer to question 2400.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, CREDIT CARD USE

2408. Mr CARPENTER to the Deputy Premier; Minister for Commerce and Trade; Regional Development; Small
Business:

In relation to the use of Government credit cards -

(a) have any credit cardholders either working in the Ministerial office or with a Department/Agency for which
the Deputy Premier has responsibility used their cards -
i) for personal use; or ) o
i1) to gain frequent flyer points; fly buys or similar benefits;
(b) if yes, will the Deputy Premier provide details of this use;
(c) if not, why not?
Mr COWAN replied:

Ministerial Office

Ela)%—(c) %\ll)c;t(g%)plilggble.

Department of Commerce and Trade

@® 3) Ngé. All departmental air travel booked in advance is paid by a single corporate credit card.
Occasionally, when travel arrangements change whilst officers are away, they may need to use their

corporate credit card to purchase or modify an air ticket. All frequent flyer points gained are used for
departmental business only.

(b)-(c) The Department of Commerce and Trade's policy is that only legitimate expenses incurred on departmental
business are to be paid by corporate credit cards. However, on rare occasions officers have placed private
expenditure on their corporate credit card. In the main, this has occurred in error when the officer has
inadvertently mistaken his/her corporate credit card for his/her own personal credit card. However, on each
occasion the private expenditure was immediately repaid to the Department.
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Small Business Development Corporation

Ea% %\11)-(11) No.

b)-(c) Not applicable.

Internatlcznal( C)entre for Application of Solar Energy (CASE)
E %-(c) N)ot apphcable

Gascoyne Development Commission

(a) (1)-(i1) 0.

(b)-(c) Not applicable.

Goldfields-Esperance Development Commission
Ea% %\11)-(11) No.

b)-(c) Not apphcable

Great SOl(l‘[he(IT; Development Commission

E %-(c) N)ot apphcable

Kimberley Develo ment Commission

a 18\1,1) il

Eb%-(c) ot apphcable

Mid West Development Commission

(a) 1)) Nes one instance of an officer using a corporate card for private purchases.
il 0.
(b) A corporate card was used to purchase authorised work expenditure. Included on the receipt were some

unauthorised personal items mistakenly placed.
() Not applicable.
Peel Develo ment Comm1ss1on
E % -(¢) N)ot apphcable
Pilbara Development Commission
Eb% -(¢) N)ot apphcable

South West Development Commission

(a) (1) es. An ex-employee used the South West Development commission credit card to pay for an extra
night's accommodation at a hotel after he lost his own personal card. The amount was repaid
. immediately.
(i1) No.
(b) Part of the stay at the hotel was associated with South West Development Commission business.

(c) Not applicable.
Wheatbelt Develo ment Commission
b)-(c) N)ot apphcable
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, CREDIT CARD USE
2411.  Mr CARPENTER to the Minister for Primary Industry; Fisheries:

In relation to the use of Government credit cards -

(a) have any credit cardholders either working in the Ministerial office or with a Department/Agency for which
the Minister has responsibility used their cards -
i) for personal use; or
i1) to gain frequent ﬂyer points; fly buys or similar benefits;
(b) if yes, will the Minister provide details of this use;
(c) if not, why not?
Mr HOUSE replied:

Fisheries Western Australia:

E % (c) N)ot apphcable

Agriculture Western Australia:
(a% 1) Yes-2
i1) No.

()  No.
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(c) i) The matter is under investigation. )
i1) The money was repaid immediately the error was realised.
Ministerial Office:
(a) 1) Yes-1
i1) No.
b No. . . .
c The money was repaid immediately the error was realised.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES, CREDIT CARD USE
2418. Mr CARPENTER to the Minister for Health:

In relation to the use of Government credit cards -

(a) have any credit cardholders either working in the Ministerial office or with a Department/Agency for which
the Minister has responsibility used their cards -
i) for personal use; or ) o
i1) to gain frequent flyer points; fly buys or similar benefits;
(b) if yes, will the Minister provide details of this use;
() if not, why not?
Mr DAY replied:

(a)-(c) I refer the member to the answer to Assembly Question Without Notice 627 asked on 16 March 1999.
COMMITTEES AND BOARDS, SCREENING OF APPOINTEES FOR CRIMINAL CONVICTIONS
2438. Dr CONSTABLE to the Premier:

(1 Are appointees to any statutory boards -

(B)  oarcd to make & declaration wiih ogard to crmunal convictions?
2) If the answer to (1) above is yes, which boards undertake this procedure?
3) If the answer to (1) above is no, why not?
4 Do any current members of any statutory boards have a record of criminal conviction?
(5) If the answer to (4) above is yes, how many and on which boards do these members sit?
Mr COURT replied:

(1)-(2) There is no formal government policy in this regard. However criminal screenings would be conducted where
there is a statutory requirement or a perceived need.

MINISTER FOR SENIORS, ITINERARY FOR TRIP TO SOUTH AFRICA
2446. Mr CARPENTER to the Minister for Seniors:

In reference to the Minister's answer to question on notice No. 1304 of 1998 where she failed to table her itinerary for
her trip to Durban, South Africa in October 1997 -

(a) will the Minister now table the itinerary; and
(b) if not, why not?
Mrs PARKER replied:

I refer the member to the answer to question on notice 1304 of 1998. I attended the Third Global Conference on Ageing
in Durban from 19 - 23 October 1997 honouring a commitment given by my predecessor as Minister for Seniors, the
Hon Cheryl Edwards MLA. The itinerary included travel to and from the conference and attendance at the conference
itself. I table a further copy of the conference program for the member’s information. [See paper No 1017.]

Representing the Government, I spoke at the conference in Plenary Session 2 on Monday 20 October, before an audience
of approximately 1100 delegates from 52 nations. The theme for the session was Women, family and ageing:Bridging
the generations in a changing