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Wednesday, 10 May 1995

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

MOTION - HOUSING CONSTRUCTION INDUSTRY, PROBLEMS
HON AJ.G. MacTIERNAN (East Metropolitan) [2.33 pm]: I move -

To draw the House's attention to serious problems in Western Australia's housing
construction industry, and in particular to raise our deep concern over the
capacity -

(a) of the Builders Registration Board to assess and monitor the financial
resources of builders as provided for in the Builders Registration Act; and

(b) of the Building Disputes Committee to provide timely and effective
resolution of home owners' disputes with builders.

Even the most casual observer of newspapers over the past 12 months will have noticed
the litany of collapses of building companies. We have pointed out repeatedly in this
place that each collapse leaves in its wake a number of persons, including subcontractors,
suppliers and homeowners, each of whom can experience great personal and financial
suffering as a result. The problem is increasing in magnitude, and statistics available
support that statement. The annual reports of the Builders Registration Board of Western
Australia over the last three years reveal that in 1992, 14 builders or companies had their
registration cancelled or suspended for insufficient financial resources; this increased to
26 in 1993 and reached 33 in 1994. Some extraordinary explanations have been put
forward to account for these collapses. Last year, the Housing Industry Association said
that there were always more collapses during a boom because builders overextended
themselves in order to cope with the boom. However, we know that certainly for the last
six months, if not for a bit longer, the building industry has been moving into a recessed
state and there has been a downturn in demand, yet the rate of collapse has continued
unabated. Over the last few months, two more quite substantial companies - Newstyle
and Madison Homes - have gone under. We know that still in operation are a number of
other companies which have not paid subcontractors for some months. One company has
not paid subcontractors since last October. We have no do~ubt that some of these
companies are very close to insolvency and collapse. The liquidator of one of these
companies came somewhat closer to the mark when he said, in trying to account for these
collapses, that prices and profit margins in Western Australia have been driven down too
low, and that there is a problem in the industry because of the concentration of
ownership, and one group of companies, which is a vertically integrated operation, is
able, as we have discussed in this place, to sell its homes at cost or next to cost and make
its profit from supplying to other builders. We share that concern of the liquidator and
believe that analysis says a lot about the fundamental problem in the building industry.
However, that is only part of the problem, and other factors are leading to the building
collapses that we are seeing.
One of the reasons there is a problem is that the screening procedures adopted by the
Builders Registration Board are not adequate for the task. Under the Builders
Registration Act, the board has an obligation to ensure that a builder has adequate
financial resources, yet strangely we continue to see $2, $4, $6 and $50 companies get
registration and unlimited reregistration at that. This is made even more puzzling when
new companies are being formied by the same personnel who have recently abandoned or
liquidated other registered building companies, leaving behind them hundreds of
thousands, and in some instances millions, of dollars of debt. We have raised this issue
previously, but it bears further analysis because now many more cases are at hand to
demonstrate the point we are making. I think anyone who has any connection with the
building industry will appreciate just how widespread is the concern that companies can
simply close their doors one day and reopen the next.
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I have asked the Builders Registration Board to explain to me how it tests the financial
adequacy of a builder before it registers it or reregisters it after a liquidation. The
Builders Registration Board would not tell me because it said that I could tell other
people, who could then get registration very easily. I have grave concerns about that
response from a government agency that is supposed to be accountable. As the Royal
Commission into Commercial Activities of Government and Other Matters pointed out,
this House is supposed to have a strong role in the scrutiny of the performance of
government agencies. I am a bit surprised at the approach of the Builders Registration
Board to what are reasonable questions. The proof of the pudding is in the eating.
Although we do not know what the procedures are, because they are secret, we can go
into some of the examples of companies where serial registrations have occurred and see
the results of that, and draw some conclusions from that as to whether the secret
processes of the Builders Registration Board are adequate for the task and whether it is
discharging properly its statutory obligation to ensure that the builders who are registered
have adequate financial resources to complete the projects that they undertake.
The first case is that of the Di Costas. Some time ago I went through this case in this
place, but I will briefly run through it again because it is illustrative of these cases. In
1977 Di Costa Nominees Pty Ltd was formned. The principals of that company were an
Anthony Di Costa and his wife Brenda. It had a paid up capital of $52. It functioned
well for some time, but went into liquidation in May 1992. I recognise that there are
genuine cases in which companies are liquidated because of changes in market
circumstances, and despite the best efforts of directors a company can quite genuinely go
into liquidation. What concerned us was that after this company went into liquidation in
1992 and its builder's registration was cancelled, the directors simply formed a new
company called A and B Di Costa Pty Ltd and almost immediately reregistered that
company with the Builders Registration Board. We do not understand how in May 1992
the company which was struck off the register for lacking sufficient resources could in its
new form be shown to have sufficient resources just two months later. That company
had the same directors and it had a paid up capital of $22.

Approximately one year later the total assets of that company were charged to the five
children of the principal shareholders and directors of the company. Only one year after
that the company got into trouble and the Builders Registration Board suspended its
registration in September 1994 and the company closed its doors. The second company
has not been liquidated because, as often happens, the creditors believe it is a waste of
their money to try to wind up that company as there will be no assets, particularly in a
situation like this where the directors of the company have taken the precaution of having
all the assets of the company charged to friendly parties. I said previously in relation to
this matter that a number of very unhappy creditors have been left behind with this
second wind up, home owners have lost thousands and thousands of dollars because they
have lost their statutory warranty, and one Mullaloo couple have lost their deposit of
some $8 000 because of this collapse. It was an agreement of that couple's contract that
there would be insurance, but the property was never insured. With the collapse of the
company there is no scope for those people to regain their lost deposit.

The question that emerges out of this, and must be fairly asked of the Builders
Registration Board, is: How were these selfsame directors and shareholders able to on
one day collapse and liquidate a company and have their company deregistered on the
basis of insufficient financial resources, and immediately after register another company
with paid up capital of $22 and somehow or other persuade the Builders Registration
Board that it had sufficient financial resources?

The second situation in which we see very much the same thing is the Designer Log
Homes group, but its operations extend over a more prolonged period. This operation is
hard to pin down because the myriad company and business names make it very
confusing to follow the trail. These companies and names are used with a great deal of
flexibility on documents. Business names also are used in a rather unorthodox fashion.
In 1986 Chris and Eugenia Romanas and Athena Iliadis set up two companies, one called
Designer Log Homes Pty Ltd and then shortly after a company called Strand
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Developments Pty Ltd. Strand Developments was registered with the Builders
Registration Board. Those companies operated as businesses which basically constructed
pine log homes in the hills and country districts.
Mround 1991 both companies, which were operating in tandem, got into severe financial
problems and a plethora of writs was issued against them. In relation to one of those
companies the Australian Tax Office commenced winding up proceedings, but withdrew
when a settlement was obtained, leaving the other creditors unsatisfied. The other
creditors were not about to proceed to wind up the companies and were hoping that the
Tax Office would do so and there would be a liquidation and some distribution to them.
That company, which was effectively abandoned in 1991 by the directors, Romanas and
Iliadis, owes many tens of thousands of dollars, if not, hundreds of thousands.
The second company Romanas and Iliadis formed around the same time was called
Strand Developments. That company was registered with the Builders Registration
Board in 1988. It was deregistered in 1991 and the registration curiously transferred to
Maywood Enterprises Pty Ltd. I asked the Builders Registration Board why it allowed
this company, a company that was clearly in trouble, to simply switch its registration
from Strand Developments Pty Ltd to Maywood Enterprises Pty Ltd, a new company
formed by exactly the same shareholders and directors, Romanas and Hliadis. The
Builders Registration Board told me it had thoroughly investigated the situation and was
satisfied that the creditors had agreed to it. However, the board said there were no
records of that thorough investigation; and it believed that the company directors had
engaged an accountant who made some arrangements with the creditors. I obtained the
Dun and Bradstreet reports and rang some of the creditors to ask whether they were
happy about the way those assets had been transferred. I got a totally different picture
from them. Some creditors said they were never consulted, that they had been left with
enormous amounts of money outstanding and they had taken that company to court. One
local joinery firm had received a judgment against the company of approximately
$14 000, it cost approximately $4 000 to get that judgment. That company believed it
could not afford the extra $5 000 to put the company into liquidation. Following the
small amount of publicity given to this company we have been contacted by a major
plumbing firm which has said it was not consulted about whether it, as a creditor, was
prepared to have all the Assets of its debtor transferred to Maywood Enterprises. The
firm was advised this would happen and it would be paid out. For a very short time a few
payments were made, but they eventually ceased.
Effectively the Builders Registration Board enabled these directors to bail out, of a huge
raft of debt and begin again. We ask the same question as last time, quite aside from the
obvious inequity where there was no liquidation, but a transfer of assets: How was this
new company, Maywood Enterprises, able to persuade the Builders Registration Board it
had the adequate financial resources to conduct further business when the company
operators had been unable to pay the debts when they operated as Designer Log Homes
and Strand Developments? We can all talk about the corporate veil, and that these are
separate companies. Basically the same individuals are involved in operating what is
fundamentally the same business. It appears the new company, Maywood Enterprises,
started to get into trouble in 1994, and when it began to collapse, the directors created
new companies which in many ways enabled them to transfer their business over to those
new companies.
This time Maywood Enterprises was liquidated because the creditors who had been stung
last time decided enough was enough and they would not allow that same evasion of
liquidation to take place. It is intriguing to read a report in the paper where the directors
express outrage about this "plot by creditors to wind them up"'. I have spoken to the
solicitors of those creditors. It was not a question of a plot, but they were certainly
determined that those individuals would not be able to abandon their company as they
had done in the last round. We understood from discussions with the Builders
Registration Board shortly after the company's demise that it had been in contact with the
directors, who said they would be submitting one of their two new companies to the
board for reregistration. I think the amount of publicity this outfit has received has
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perhaps frightened off the directors and they have not done that. However, the
interesting point is that they are nevertheless continuing as a building company,
notwithstanding that they are not registered.
They had an excellent arrangement with their insurer. The last company, Maywood
Enterprises, left 12 homes incomplete. Its directors immediately began negotiations with
the insurer, GIO Australia, to take over those contracts. They wound down their
company and simply went to the insurer and offered to finish all those contracts with
their new company. They got rid of their debt, but had the benefit of the previous
contracts and probably even quoted a little higher, but still got the job with the insurance
company picking up the tab and ensuring a full and proper payout would be made for
completing all those contracts. We cannot blame the Builders Registration Board
directly for that company operating in this way. However, I find it extraordinary that the
board is aware that this company entered into contracts with the GIO in order to
undertake this work and that it is not a registered company, yet it has not taken action.
The justification is that one of the new people who has been added as a director to the
company in January this year is a registered builder. However, in substance, that
registered builder is not the person who is entering into the contracts. We have
documentary proof of insurance certificates issued by GIO in relation to those contracts
that show that Creative Builders WA Pty Ltd, an unregistered company, is the builder.
After we aired this matter in the Sunday Times a month or so ago, GIO was concerned, so
it has reissued those certificates in the name of Creative Builders WA Pty Ltd and added
the name of the director who is a registered builder. However, there is no doubt that a
party to those contracts is in fact Creative Builders WA Pty Ltd. The explanation given
by the directors to the journalist was that Creative Builders was only helping Tony with
some of the administration work but were not doing any of the supervisory work; Tony
controls the work, organises the subcontractors and pays the billings. None of that is
true. A considerable number of subcontractors have telephoned us and told us they have
been contacted by the directors of that company and been asked to do work for either
Designer Log Homes or Creative Builders. That is who the accounts go to.
An elderly widow in Kalamunda has been taken for a ride by Creative Builders, which,
notwithstanding that it is not registered, seeks to enter into new contracts. This lady first
contacted this company when it was Designer Log Homes. The directors told her it had
reformed as Creative Builders and she signed a contract with that company. Although
she paid a deposit with that company, she has subsequently been asked to pay an
additional $6 000. The demands made by Creative Builders to her were in breach of the
provisions of the Home Building Contracts Act. The company issued its invoices to her
in the name of Creative Builders WA Pty Ltd. The receipts went to her from that same
company; yet it was somehow or other able to persuade the Builders Registration Board
that the building work would be done by one Mr Veneziani. It is a total nonsense and is
an abuse of the provisions of the Builders Registration Board. I have written to the board
to explain that I believe it is a clear breach of section 4(1) of the Builders Registration
Act; yet nothing is being done about this. These unregistered companies are operating in
the field, not only in breach of the Builders Registration Act, but also making
unreasonable demands on people who are not in a position to protect themselves -
requiring sums of money and conning people that progress payments are due, when in
fact they are not. They seem able to proceed down this path without being pulled into
line by the Builders Registration Board.
This is not the only company that is operating a scam along these lines. I wrote to the
Builders Registration Board stating that a number of companies are using the name of a
registered builder when on any reasonable analysis they are the principals that have
entered into the contracts and are responsible, legally and contractually, for the
performance of that building work. One of the techniques they use is to use other
business names - and in many instances business names that do not exist. For example,
the contract in the case of the elderly widow in Kalamunda contains the name of
Mr Veneziani, the registered builder, but then has "trading as Creative Builders". There
is no such business name as Creative Builders. It certainly confuses people not familiar
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with company and business name structures and can only be taken to be a reference to
that company, Creative Builders WA; an illusion which is then supported by the fact that
invoice and receipts are issued in the name of that company.
Another company which operated in a similar manner is Heir Holdings Pty Ltd, which
owned the business name Gennaker Homes. It was a medium sized building company,
operating particularly in the southern suburbs. (Jennaker Homes - Heir Holdings Pty Ltd
- was not a registered building company. However, when it liquidated in January this
year there was considerable publicity about the fact that the company had left some 20
building projects uncompleted. From my contact with the housing indemnity insurance
program it seems that at least 10 of those 20 projects were not insured. One of the
matters that puzzled me at the time was that on reading the press reports of the collapse
of Heir Holdings, which was presented in the Press as a building company, concern was
not expressed by the Builders Registration Board as to how this company could operate
as a builder. As with Creative Builders WA, one of the directors of the company, Mark
Derecourt - he and his wife are the principals behind this company - is registered, but the
company is not. It is clear from all the evidence that these contracts had been entered
into, strictly speaking, by the company and not by the individual. Just as we saw with the
last situation, the home owners thought they were entering into contracts with Gennaker
Homes. Indeed, Gennaker Homes often appears on the formal contract documents. The
invoices for the progress payments that were issued for these projects were all in the
name of Heir Holdings Pty Ltd, or Gennaker Homes. The moneys that have been
received have been banked in the accounts of either Gennaker Homes or Heir Holdings.

There is a requirement by the Builders Registration Board that any company which
engages in building contracts must be registered. However, a great deal of ambiguity is
allowed in the contractual arrangements between an individual who is registered and a
company which is not registered. That is the sort of circumstance that the Builders
Registration Board has allowed people to get away with. It has allowed people to use
business names in a nonsensical way. It has allowed, for example, this builder to get
away with putting contracts in the name of Mark Derecourt trading as Gennaker Homes.
when Gennaker Homes is owned by the non-registered company. In doing so the board
has facilitated these people ripping off many subcontractors, suppliers and home owners.
I will talk a little about this company.

The individuals behind the company have got around having to put their company up for
the registration procedures. We must ask ourselves: Why is a decision made by these
builders not to put their companies before the Builders Registration Board for scrutiny? I
can presume only that the answer is that they are not confident that they would get the
registration. They are able to avoid the whole process of the Act simply by operating
supposedly under the name of the individuals. That might seem a little dry, but it is a
considerable problem.

I turn to some of the people who have been hurt by this company, Gennaker Homes. One
of my big concerns is the case of an elderly couple from Kalgoorlie who sought to move
from the country into the Mandurah-Rockingham area. They approached various real
estate agents and were referred to Gennaker Homes. Gennaker Homes was to provide
them with a land and home package. They entered into a range of contracts. Being
elderly people, they did not read their contracts with a great deal of scrutiny. They had a
real estate agent and a settlement agent dealing with the matter. They thought this land
and home package was with Gennaker Homes; that they would acquire the land and that
Gennaker Homes would build their home on that land. What transpired is that the land
transaction was never settled: The land always remained in the name of Heir Holdings
Pty Ltd. The elderly couple from Kalgoorlie were not aware of this, and they had
perhaps never given a great deal of thought to what the consequences of this might be.
They went ahead, nonetheless, paying their progress payments regularly as the house
construction proceeded. They first heard rumours some months before the home was
completed that there were problems with this company. However, they thought they
might lose a few thousand dollars but it would not be a big deal because they would
always have the land and home that was built to that stage and, as they were making the
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progress payments in arrears, obviously they would get substantially what they had paid
for. In fact, that is not how it worked. It appears that not only was this company getting
progress payments for this structure from the elderly Kalgoorlie couple but it had also
persuaded a bank that it was operating in some speculation building and the bank was
simultaneously making payments. As each stage of the building was reached - for
exmple, plate height - an invoice would go to the elderly couple and a similar one to the
bank, and the company would get two sets of progress payments for the one structure - it
was being paid twice.
At the end of the day, when this company went under, the bank, which had also been
paying progress payments, had the advantage of having a mortgage over the company
and it got the property, not the elderly couple in Kalgoorlie. The elderly couple lost
$214 000 as a result of what can only be described as a confidence trick on the part of
this company. It is one of those situations where it is very hard to imagine how the
operators could ever have thought they could get out of this. The property had been
mortgaged to the bank; the bank had been paying the progress payments. There was
simply never going to be enough left in the property for it to pay both the homebuyer and
the bank. Of course, that is probably the most extraordinary situation and one of the most
graphic examples of manipulation, and not one for which we can directly lay the blame
on the Builders Registration Board. Again, if there were a greater scrutiny and greater
demand placed on the builders to be absolutely clear about who is the person entering
into the contract, what it is to be a party to a building contract, we would see fewer
companies being able to slip and slide between their rights as individuals and their
capacity to use the corporate veil to evade their responsibilities.
These individuals are now having great difficulty getting any money either from the
liquidator or from the company. They are not the only victims; as I said, at least 10
people were left uninsured. There was a young couple to whom I have spoken - also
from Mandurah. They lost $10,000. They had entered into a contract and they were very
confused. They had presumed that they were entering into a contract with Gennaker
Homes and that it was a registered building company. It turned out that Gennaker Homes
is the trading name not of the individual who is the registered builder but of a quite
separate company. They paid a deposit back in August 1994. Some months later there
had been no progress whatsoever on their building and they began to be concerned, quite
understandably. They were particularly concerned because they had asked that insurance
be taken out and it was a term of the contract that the project be insured. However, this
outfit never took out the insurance. Indeed, in September 1994 the company was no
longer able to take out the insurance, because the insurer realised the problems this
company was experiencing and advised it that it would no longer be accepting any
insurance premiums from it. However, notwithstanding the constant contact by this
young couple with the Gennaker Homes crowd, they were never told this, their moneys
were never refunded and their inquiries were dealt with extremely rudely. It was only in
January 1995, when this company finally collapsed, that they realised just how desperate
their situation was. This couple has now lost $10,000 and they have been unable to
build. That has created a great deal of anguish for them, not to mention the financial
difficulty of having somehow or other to come up with this deposit yet again.
One of the interesting things that one finds when one talks to people in these home
building situations is their feeling that they cannot trust anyone in the building industry.
They think they have done the right thing. They have signed contracts and paid their
moneys and they believe that there are organisations looking after the building industry.
They know that in some form or another there is an organisation like the Builders
Registration Board which registers builders and gives them numbers. That gave them a
feeling of security and comfort, but they find at the end of the day that it comes to
nought. They find that the person they are dealing with is not really a registered entity
and that the sort of insurance they thought was guaranteed because they had signed a
Housing Industry Association document simply has not been put in place. These are all
things we must clean up. We cannot allow this amount of confusion or people to operate
companies that are unregistered by simply moving freely between the use of the
individual's name and the company name.
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I will refer to a couple of other cases that will illustrate again the concerns we have about
the ease with which people can seemingly get registration with the Builders Registration
Board, notwithstanding what seems to be some very problematical circumstances
surrounding their financial resources. One case was put to me by a very concerned
young women who is currently in hospital having a child. Her concern is that she
engaged a builder to build a house for her. The builder did a rather questionable job. She
believed the quality of workmanship was not up to standard and that a great deal of work
would require redoing. There were items such as baths put in incorrectly and staircases
installed in an unsafe manner. She obtained quotes, and to have these matters corrected
would cost somewhere between $ 10 000 and $14 000. They are major defects in the
standard of the workmanship. She then approached the builder and asked him to rectify
the problems. He refused to do so, so she got an independent engineer to verify that they
were real problems. The report came back and she presented it to the builder. He still
refused to complete those works and started making demands for more money,
notwithstanding the fact that it was a fixed-price contract. He said that the project had
cost him more than the original quoted price and he demanded additional payments.
Again, that is in breach of the Home Contracts Act.
As often happens in these situations, the builder could not be located for some time and
she was not getting far in making the builder remedy the works. She made a complaint to
the Builders Registration Board and started to investigate this builder. She found that the
builder had come from Queensland where he had been registered as a builder. However,
he had become bankrupt and at the time he obtained registration from the Builders
Registration Board he was an undischarged bankrupt. She has taken a lot of time to
establish his contacts throughout Queensland to establish his financial history and find
out what happened to homeowners and subcontractors in that State. It is not a pretty
story. She is concerned and puzzled about how she could be put in the situation in which
she is dealing with a person who is an undischarged bankrupt but who has been registered
by the Builders Registration Board. She spoke to board personnel and they said they
were not aware he was an undischarged bankrupt, and also that they would not have
registered him had they known that was the case.
This clearly calls into question the endeavours of the Builders Registration Board in
establishing the financial resources of a person applying for registration as a builder. If
the board is not able to ascertain whether a person is an undischarged bankrupt, it is
difficult to know what it is able to ascertain. It is a fairly simple matter to investigate;
with an individual one would invariably carry out a bankruptcy search, and with a
company one would start with a company search that would show whether the company
was in liquidation. It is basic stuff, and one would expect the board to take these steps to
satisfy itself that it has discharged its statutory obligation to make sure the people it
registers and gives the State's imprimatur to, have the financial resources to complete
those jobs.
The next case to which I refer I have not researched myself, because of lack of time and
resources. However, it warrants some comment. I received a letter from the credit
manager of a very large Western Australian supply company. He wrote to me after
reading an article in the Sunday Times, in which I expressed concern about the way in
which these companies are able to fall, and then be reactivated under a new corporate
guise. The letter states that it is endemic in the industry and has certainly left suppliers
very concerned. He also states -

Quite often their actions have a devastating effect on people, sending sub
contractors and small businesses into bankruptcy or liquidation, and causing them
to lose their home and businesses. In my line of work I see evidence of it all the
time.
A recent example is M.T. Pty Ltd trading as Newstyle 2000 who had an
Administrator appointed on 15 March 1995. One of Newstyle's directors was
Tony Belcastro whose record includes.-

Belcastro was at one time a director and shareholder of Beicrest Homes
who went into liquidation in the mid 80's.
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Belcastro was personally declared bankrupt on 12/9/91.
Belcastro was, prior to his bankruptcy, a director and shareholder of
Design Five Homes. Design Five went into liquidation on 21/09/94 with
an estimated deficiency of $237M.

Belcastro was discharged from bankruptcy on 13/09/94, became a director of
M.T. Pty Ltd on 14/12/94, and only three months later on 15/03/95 Kevin Judge
was appointed Administrator of the company.

It continues -

Without a doubt Belcastro's name is likely to come up again as an officer and/or
manager of another building company.

The letter goes on to list a number of other persons about whom he is concerned. I have
not done any research into the affairs of Mr Belcastro but, on the face of it, it seems to be
a matter for some concern. Quite clearly of concern, as we have demonstrated with a
number of these cases, particularly the Di Costa, Designer Log Homes and the Gennaker
sagas, is that not enough attention is given by the Builders Registration Board to its
obligation to test the financial resources of the companies and builders it registers.
The Opposition also believes that it should not simply be a matter of people being
registered at one point and then proceeding without further supervision. In these sorts of
situations, particularly when dealing with companies in which the directors and
shareholders have previously taken a building company to the wall, there must be a great
deal of additional scrutiny. These newly formed companies should at best be given a
provisional registration, and they should be much more closely monitored than they have
been to date. In fact, their registration should probably be confined to building a certain
number of homes at any one time, so that their financial performance can be monitored.
It is not just a question of these companies behaving unethically; they may have gone
under because they are not financially competent. The Opposition has demonstrated the
clear need for much greater activism from the Builders Registration Board in discharging
its statutory obligation. It must also be very clear in its own mind, and certainly in the
mind of the people it registers, exactly what the obligation amounts to. It must crack
down on individual builders who are registered and are operating through companies
which are not registered, thereby enabling the companies to avoid the provisions of the
Builders Registration Act which allow these companies to be scrutinised. The cases
pointed out also illustrate the problem for many home buyers in the degree to which they
rely on the State for secure systems. It has been found that people can be the victims of
small rorts involving the loss of $10 000, or large rorts, as in the case of the poor
Kalgoorlie couple where the unscrupulous builder was able to cream this elderly couple
of $214 000. To this day the daughter of this couple has not been able to tell her parents
the full story, for fear of what it might do to them.
When I have expressed these concerns in the past, the Builders Registration Board has
said the problem with companies forming and re-forming is a matter for the Australian
Securities Commission. In my view there is no doubt that the Builders Registration
Board also has a responsibility. It perhaps needs more powers to inquire into and
scrutinise the performance of the directors involved in the liquidation and abandonment
of a building company.
[Motion lapsed, pursuant to Standing Order No 72.1

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY
Amendment to Motion

Resumed from 9 May.
HON BOB THOMAS (South West) [3.30 pm]: I am glad to have the opportunity to
participate in debate on this amendment to the Address-in-Reply which is -

To add after the word 'Parliament" at the end of the motion the following words -
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However, this House notes with concern that there is no mention in the
Governor's speech of reforms considered urgent and essential to the good
government of Western Australia by the Royal Commission into Commercial
Activities of Government and Other Matters.

I address my remarks specifically to recommendation 25 of the second report of the royal
commission -

The office of Commissioner for the Investigation of Corrupt and Improper
Conduct be established in accordance with the requirements set out in Appendix
2. (Paragraph 4.9.11).

The royal commissioners felt very strongly about that recommendation. They addressed
themselves to the issue of changing the commissioner for official corruption to the
commissioner for the investigation of corrupt and improper conduct. they addressed
themselves at length to that matter in appendix 2 of the second report. They were very
descriptive about the role that the commissioner should play, the sorts of activities
relating to improper and corrupt conduct that should be addressed by the commissioner,
how the commission should be established, how we should go about recruiting a
commissioner, and who should make the recommendations. The appendix went so far as
to talk about how the commission should report to both Houses of Parliament, and should
be supervised by a committee of the Parliament. That was a very important issue.
The matter was referred to elsewhere in the second report. Recommendation 31 reads -

(a) The Auditor General, the Ombudsman, the Electoral Commissioner and
the proposed Commissioner for Public Sector Standards and
Commissioner for the Investigation of Corrupt and Improper Conduct be
designated independent parliamentary agencies in the legislation
establishing their respective offices.

(b) Appropriate legislative arrangements be made for the participation of the
Parliament, ordinarily through its committee system, in the processes
leading to the nomination of a person for appointment to each of these
offices.

(c) Each of these officials be removable from office only on the address of
both Houses of Parliament.

(d) In the case of each office, a parliamentary committee be responsible for
recommending to the Treasurer the appropriate budget for the office.

(e) Each officer be required to report annually to the Parliament and, in
addition, to report from time to time to the appropriate parliamentary
committee. (Paragraph 5.5.6)

The second report of the royal commission places great emphasis on the need to change
the office of official corruption to one where a commissioner is able to deal with both
improper and corrupt conduct. The Government has had a number of opportunities to
amend the Official Corruption Commission Act but none has been taken even though the
matter is addressed by a significant recommendation by the royal commission.
I will bring to the attention of the House a local issue in my electorate in Albany which
leads me to believe that the State Government should have given more emphasis to the
recommendations of the royal commission in the speech by the Governor in this place a
couple of months ago. The Official Corruption Commission was established through a
private member's Bill introduced in the other place by the late Andrew Mensaros, a man
highly regarded by both opposition and government members. The 0CC was established
in 1988 but its purpose in the original Act was to receive complaints about corrupt
activity, corrupt failings, and officials taking advantage of a public position. The
commission had the ability to make recommendations to an agency, such as the Director
of Public Prosecutions and the Commissioner of Police; and to report back to the person
who made the official complaint.
The Act was amended in 1991 to allow the 0CC to take complaints of corruption, and to
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report to Parliament. In 1988 the Act did not require the 0CC to report to Parliament. In
1992 two select committees investigated the 0CC. The second report made some
recommendations for an amendment to the Act. Thbis was introduced to the other House
at the end of 1992 but because of the log-jam of legislation, and the fact that we were
nearing the end of the parliamentary year, the matter was held over. In 1993, with the
change in government, the new Government had the opportunity to examine the
recommendations of the second report of the royal commission, to further examine the
recommendations of the select committees, and to introduce amendments to the Act. The
amendments were introduced in 1993 and proclaimed in 1994, but they still did not
extend the jurisdiction of the 0CC to consider improper conduct by a public official,
whether an elected official or a public servant of the State Government.
Under section 7 of the amendment Act of 1994 the operations of the Official Corruption
Commission were extended to take reports and investigate those reports of corruption, to
extend them to an offence committed under some sections of the Criminal Code, and
subsequently to make recommendations to various government bodies considering those
matters, such as the Commissioner of Police. The State Government also had an
opportunity under the Commission on Government Act to consider the issue of improper
conduct. I went to schedule 1 of the Act, specified matters, to discover whether it
included the need to extend the parameters of the 0CC to allow consideration of matters
which are improper. That provision does not appear anywhere in the schedule dealing
with major issues such as conspiracy laws, Cabinet secrecy, the Financial Administration
and Audit Act, the operation of the Government Media Office, legislation regarding the
Auditor General, the committee system in this Parliament, questions in Parliament,
whistle-blowing and a range of other important issues. However, it has not addressed
itself to the issue of improper conduct.
Hon Tom Helm: How do you determine improper conduct?
Hon BOB THOMAS: It is that conduct of a public official which is not corrupt but does
not comply with the standards required of that official; that is, it does not meet the
standard of conduct required of a person in such a position. It can relate to either a
member of Parliament, a paid public servant or an official of an authority.
Hon Tom Helm: Do you think incompetency could be improper?
Hon BOB THOMAS: I do not think incompetency could be said to be improper
behaviour; however, it should be dealt with by the public sector standards commissioner.
I raise improper conduct because it touches on an issue with which I have been intimately
involved in Albany which lends itself to the need for this type of legislation. I have
referred to this issue in the House on a number of occasions. It relates to lot 401 La
Perouse Court, Albany. An application was presented by Loire Nominees of Albany
which purchased 16.5 hectares of land very near Whaleworid. It is good land, right near
the beach and about a kilometre north of Whaleworld.
Hon I.D. MacLean: Is that the old whaling station?
Hon BOB THOMAS: That is right, at Goode Beach. It is on Vancouver Peninsula and it
is adjacent to Goode Beach. It is sand dune country and is currently zoned rural. Some
time before 1992 Loire Nominees approached the Albany Shire Council and sought
approval to rezone the land from rural to special residential. Essentially it wanted to
break up the land into about 15 building blocks between half an acre and an acre in size.
The company proposed that two-thirds of that land would be set aside for public open
space. That area was around Lake Vancouver, the only fresh water lake on the peninsula.
As such, it has an immense biodiversity of plant and animal wildlife. It is also a very
fragile area because it is built on moving sand dunes. The sand on Goode Beach is very
fine and when people walk along it, they can hear the sand crunching under their feet.
A large number of people in the Albany community were quite concerned that the
Albany Shire Council had agreed to consider the company's request to rezone the land.
The proponent had sought the approval of the Environmental Protection Authority to
redevelop that area. The EPA did its initial assessment and decided there was a need for
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only an informal assessment; that it was quite a straightforward case. A number of
people, including me, felt there should be a formal assessment because the area was so
fragile that environmental problems needed to be addressed. They appealed against the
informal assessment. The then Minister, Hon Bob Pearce, agreed and upped the
assessment from informal to formal, and a consultative environmental review was
undertaken.

Sitting suspendedftrm 3.45 to 4.00 pm
Hon BOB THOMAS: Earlier I indicated that the Government missed an opportunity to
introduce legislation to comply with the royal commission's recommendation in its
second report that the Official Corruption Commission's charter be altered to allow it to
become a commission for the investigation of corrupt and improper conduct.
Recommendation 25 was unequivocal in recommending that change. It was also
addressed in recommendation 31. 1 indicated also that the Government had missed a
couple of opportunities, one of which related to the eventual amendment to the Official
Corruption Commission Act. That Bill was introduced in 1992 by the former
Government. However, because of the backlog of legislation, it was not dealt with in
1992. A change of government in 1993 allowed the Government to reconsider the
recommendations of a select committee which recommended changes to the Official
Corruption Commission and also allowed it to reconsider the amendment in view of the
recommendations of the royal commission. When the Bill was introduced in the House
late in 1993, all it did was to extend -

Hon P.R. Lightfoot: Do you mean the Official Corruption Commission or the
Commission on Government?
Hon BOB THOMAS: The Official Corruption Commission. All the Bill did when it was
introduced in 1993 was to extend the commission's ability to investigate certain conduct
covered in the Criminal Code. The Commission on Government legislation was another
opportunity for this Government to do something about improper conduct as opposed to
corrupt conduct. There is no reference to improper conduct in schedule I of the
Commission on Government Act.
The former State Government was unequivocal in its support for the changes
recommended by the royal commission. In the Lawrence Government's response to the
recommendations of the royal commission, it said in paragraph 3.7 under the heading
"independent parliamentary agencies" that it would adopt recommendations of the
commission to establish an office of the commissioner for the investigation of corrupt
and improper conduct. Having made that promise, the previous Government also noted
that the second report of the royal commission found there was very little corrupt activity
and, in its report, it says that it found comparatively little evidence of corrupt conduct
and, what evidence there was tended to focus on a very few individuals.
The royal commission made a number of recommendations about agencies being set up
for the prevention and exposure of corrupt and improper activities. Those agencies
include the commission for investigating corruption and improper conduct, the
Commission for Public Sector Standards, the Independent Archives Authority, increased
powers for the Auditor General, increased powers for the Electoral Commission, the
establishment of an Administrative Appeals Tribunal and the Commission on
Government. We recognised in 1992, therefore, that a number of agencies existed for the
exposure and prevention of maladministration and improper and corrupt activities.
However, we also recognised that a number of other agencies had a part to play including
the Ombudsman, the Public Service Commissioner, now defunct, the Auditor General,
the Director of Public Prosecutions, the Commissioner of Police, the Equal Opportunity
Commission, etc. We recognised that there were a number of agencies, both
recommended and existing that should oversee corrupt activities. We felt that,
notwithstanding the fact that there may be some confusion because of the multiplicity of
agencies, recommendation 25 should be implemented.
I also indicated to the House that I had brought this matter to the House because an issue
in my electorate, in Albany, highlights the need for some agency to expose improper
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conduct as opposed to corrupt conduct. I have referred to lot 401 located at Goode Beach
just north of the old whaling station in Albany. It involves the rezoning of 16 hectares
from rural to special residential. As I said, a number of us were opposed to that rezoning.
We felt that the area was too fragile environmentally and that there were too many risks
in increasing the density. As it was zoned, one dwelling could be built on that lot.
However, the rezoning would have allowed 15 or more residences to be built and that
would have been wrong because of the fragility of the environment. When the proponent
applied for permission to rezone, the application was assessed by the Environmental
Protection Authority which indicated that its assessment would be informal. Some of us
appealed against that decision and had the assessment upgraded to formal. A
consultative environmental review was required to be carried out. That environmental
assessment by the EPA took place and was concluded in January 1993. It was supplied
to the then Minister for the Environment, Hon Jim McGinty, who was required to comply
with the mandatory appeal and consultation requirements. He set an appeal date of 19
February 1993, I think. The EPA said that the rezoning could take place and that special
residential development could go ahead as long as certain environmental conditions were
met. The people in the area who were particularly concerned about this appealed against
the decision.
The appeal process concluded sometime in February or the beginning of March and the
ministerial conditions were set in August 1993. A number of people associated with the
Frenchmans Bay progress and preservation society were concerned about this because
they felt no rezoning should take place. It was one of the last areas in the Albany area
where they believed residential development should take place. They approached me and
I put several questions on notice to the then Minister for the Environment and the then
Minister for Lands. On 23 March 1994 I submitted the following question to the then
Minister for Health, Hon Peter Foss, who was representing the Minister for Planning -

(1) In regard to the proposal to develop lot 401 Frenchmans Bay, Albany, has
the Minister consulted with the Minister for the Environment, and if so,
what agreement was reached with him which allowed the Minister for the
Environment to decide that the proposal may be implemented?

(2) Has the Minister at any time received any information, advice and/or
recommendations from within his department inconsistent with either the
agreement reached with the Minister for the Environment or the Minister's
decision to consent to advertise the rezoning?

The reply I received was -

(1) No.
(2) Yes.

In the first part of the question I asked whether the Minister for Planning had consulted
with the Minister for the Environment before the decision was made to allow the
development to go ahead before the release of the ministerial conditions on 8 August
1993. The answer was that the Minister for Planning had not consulted with the Minister
for the Environment. That is the nub of my concern about improper conduct. Under the
provisions of the Environmental Protection Act the Minister for the Environment is
required to consult with other Ministers involved in this project. Section 45(1) of that
Act outlines the procedures to be adopted for deciding on implementation of proposals
and it states -

(1) The Minister shall, after he has caused a report to be published under
section 44(3) -

(a) if the decision-making authority, or one or more of the decision-making
authorities, to which or whom a copy or copies of the report has or have
been given under that section is or are another Minister or other Ministers,
consult that Minister or those Ministers, and, if possible, agree with him or
them; or

(b) if neither the decision-making authority, nor any of the decision-makcing
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authorities, as the case requires, referred to in paragraph (a) is another
Minister, consult that decision-making authority or those decision-making
authorities -

Therefore, where the Minister is required to provide a copy of the report to another
Minister he must consult with that Minister before he makes the decision. This proposal
was refer-red to the Minister for the Environment for environmental assessment and it was
considered under section 41 of the Act. It was believed it should be a formal assessment
and after some of the local people appealed it was upgraded to a formal consultative
environmental review assessment. Section 40(1)(b) states -

if it considers that the proposal should be assessed by it under this Part -

(i) so inform in writing within 28 days after that referral -

(A) the proponent;
(B) if the proposal is not so referred by the proponent, the

person by which or whom it is so referred; and
(C) any relevant decision-making authority;

Under section 45 of the Environmental Protection Act the Minister for the Environment
is required to consult with the Minister for Planning and any other Minister who is
required to receive a report under the provisions of that Act. My reading of sections 41
and 42 indicates that the Minister for Planning was required to receive a copy of the
Minister's conditions of development. Therefore, the Minister for the Environment
should have consulted with the Minister for Planning before he released the conditions of
development on 8 August 1993.
The PRESIDENT: Order! Is the member speaking to the amendment?
Hon BOB THOMAS: I am speaking to the amendment. Recommendation 25 of the
royal commission's second report says that a commission for the investigation of corrupt
and improper activity should be established. The Minister, by not complying with the
Act, has acted not corruptly, but improperly. It is not the standard one expects from a
government official. The Government should reconsider its legislative program to
include in amendments to legislation a provision to allow investigations to be conducted
into matters alleged to involve improper conduct. I am suggesting this because I gave the
relevant information to a member of the Leader of the Opposition's office. When the
Leader of the Opposition was in Albany he was approached by people who were
concerned about this issue. They felt there should be some administrative law in this
State which provides for improper conduct of this nature to be investigated and rectified
where the allegation is proved correct. Following the approach to the Leader of the
Opposition by me and the people in Albany, one of his staff approached a number of
agencies responsible for exposing and dealing with incidents of improper and corrupt
activity. He has come up against a brick wall. The officer to whom I spoke went to the
Parliamentary Commissioner for Administrative Investigations, who told him that it was
not something that fell within his purview.
The PRESIDENT: Order! The member is doing the same thing I have asked members
over the last couple of days not to do; that is, to stray wide of the area of this amendment.
It seems that I am the only one who knows what this amendment is about, because
everyone seems to be contravening it, which starts to make me look a bit lonely. I am
saying that if the member wants to talk about those things, then the amendment before
the House should refer to them. The amendment does not refer to those things; it refers
only to the Opposition's concern that the Governor's speech did not mention any
reforms.
Hon BOB THOMAS: That is what I have said.
The PRESIDENT: I know that is what the member has said, but he is now telling me lots
of things for which he believes we should have some legislation. However, that is not
what this amendment states. This amendment states simply that the Opposition is
concerned that the Governor's speech did not contain any reference to matters which the
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royal commission considered urgent. I do not mind the member saying something about
that, but to go into specific matters, as the member is doing, is straying a long way from
the amendment; therefore, the amendment should have said something different. I am
repeating this only because of what I have said already several times over several days, in
case members continue in the future to think that they can propose some very narrow
amendment and then speak widely on things and take that as some sort of precedent I
will not be harsh on the member because few of his colleagues took any notice of me, but
the point I am making is that members must understand when they move an amendment,
that is all they may talk about, not the 101 things that they believe should have been
included in the Governor's speech. Members cannot talk about those matters on this
amendment. They can move another amendment that will allow them to talk about those
things, but this amendment does not allow them to. I am not suggesting members bring
in another amendment. I am trying to let members understand what I am saying.
Members are supposed to be speaking about the fact that there was no mention in the
Governor's speech of certain matters, not about the 101 things that could have been
included in the speech. That is all I am saying.
Hon BOB THOMAS: With all due respect, Mr President, I have indicated that I am very
concerned that there is no mention in the Governor's speech of recommendation 25 of the
royal commission report, which is that there be a change to the Official Corruption
Commission so that it becomes the commission for the investigation of corrupt and
improper conduct.
The PRESIDENT: The member is not allowed to go into the detail of the 101 things that
he suggests contravene that recommendation. That is the point I am making.

Hon BOB THOMAS: Mr President, with all due respect, I am saying that there should
be mention of recommendation 25 because of what has happened with this issue. We
have gone to the Ombudsman and to the Official Corruption Commission, and this issue
is not covered by existing state legislation -

The PRESIDENT: I know what the member is doing; he does not have to say "with all
due respect" and tell me, as if I do not understand. I know exactly what the member is
doing and I know exactly what he is endeavouring to do. I am simply saying to the
member that under the structure of this amendment, he is going beyond what the
amendment says. That is not my fault. I did not word the amendment; somebody else
did.
Hon BOB THOMAS: Mr President, is it proper for me to say why I am concerned that it
is not there?
The PRESIDENT: It is proper for the member to say that he is concerned about it but it
is not proper for him to go into the detail of the cases into which he is going on this
amendment. It is proper for the member to go into those cases on the original motion,
but it is not proper here. I am not trying to hinder the member to too great an extent, but
he should bear that in mind and not keep going too much with it. I would have stopped
the member earlier but I was looking up something and was not listening.

Hon BOB THOMAS: Mr President, it was my understanding that with an amendment of
this nature, I needed to give you a plausible reason that I believe this issue should have
been dealt with in the Governor's speech; that is, reforms which were recommended by
the royal commission have not been implemented. This issue is a tangible example of
why as a member for this region I am concerned that the legislative program for this year
does not do anything specifically about this recommendation, which should have been
alluded to in the Governor's speech because it is important.
The PRESIDENT: Carry on.
Hon BOB THOMAS: As I was saying, the Opposition's staff have approached a number
of people who have some responsibility for overseeing this legislation, and in each case
they were told that those agencies had no jurisdiction over this improper conduct, so it is
my firm belief that the state legislation should be changed so that there is some way that
improper conduct can be dealt with in the same way that corrupt activity is dealt with. I
raise that issue also because I believe the Government should do something now in this
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case because there is obviously a breakdown in the system somewhere and somebody in
the Minister's office is not aware of the legislation under which he is acting or is not
interpreting it properly, and that should be rectified immediately. Mr President, I can see
now from your advice that my next two points will be outside your ruling.
The PRESIDENT: Have a go. I will stop the member if I think they are; and if I do not
think they are, or they are borderline, I will not stop him.
Hon BOB THOMAS: I would say they are not even borderline. I commend the
amendment to the House.

Point of Order
Hon TOM HELM: Mr President, just to get something in Hansard about your advice, I
feel that somehow you believe we are not listening to your advice. We certainly are. We
have discussed the advice that you have given us on a number of occasions and we
understand the difficulty in which the amendment places us, but we are trying as hard as
we can to demonstrate, by using examples, that there should have been within the
Governor's speech a reference to the royal commission recommendations.
The PRESIDENT: There is no point of order.
HON SAM PIANTADOSI (North Metropolitan) [4.30 pm]: I support the amendment
moved by Hon Doug Wenn. Mr President, I listened to your earlier remarks and I do not
want to incur your wrath by transgressing the bounds of this amendment. However,
when one looks at the wording of the amendment it is somewhat difficult not to
transgress into those areas because the matters are so serious that they create an
atmosphere where one tends to cross the fine line when trying to prove one's concerns.
The PRESIDENT: I will be as lenient with you as I have been with the others.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: We will not go into that, Mr President. The Royal
Commission into Commercial Activities of Government and Other Matters was rather
complex. It was not an easy task for the commissioners and others involved, including
the staff.
Hon I.D. MacLean interjected.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I was not called before the commission, but some of Hon lain
MacLean's colleagues were - someone sitting close to the member in this Chamber.
Hon George Cash: Some of your friends were called.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Name them, Mr Cash? ?
Hon George Cash: Was not Brian a friend of yours?
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I know many Brians. Name them, Mr Cash.
Even government members are having some difficulty relating their remarks to the
amendment, as their interjections clearly indicate. Those members have set the pattern,
so I will transgress a little in order to satisfy members opposite and give them a few
examples. If we get down to suggesting names who knows where we will end up?
Unlike members of the Government I do not want to go down that path, but if Hon lain
MacLean so wishes he can move an amendment so that we can voice our concerns about
the Wayde Smith affair, and other matters. I would be happy to accommodate Hon lain
MacLean. I am sure he would have the blessing of the Leader of the House to speak on
this amendment, or to move his own amendment, and I urge him to get to his feet. I am
sure he will cater to the wishes of his leader to name a few names and to get into a few
personalities. I would be happy to accommodate lain MacLean and Hon George Cash.
Hon George Cash: I would be happy to accommodate Hon Sam Piantadosi; he should
name those names.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: The offer I make to the Leader of the House and members of
his backbench is that if they are willing to participate in this debate - Hon lain MacLean
will move an amendment when he gets up to speak on the Address-in-Reply - we can
debate the issues of Wanneroo Inc and other matters.
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Hon I.D. MacLean: I am happy.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): It is my turn to point out to the
Chamber and the member on his feet that the wording of the motion needs to be
considered.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I am not amazed by the statement and guidance on this matter
by the Deputy President, but I find it a little difficult to accept that when members of the
Government strayed off the subject of the amendment no action was taken to curtail their
remarks to the amendment.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: I suggest that Hon Sam Piantadosi ignore the interjections
and concentrate on the amendment before the House.

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: With respect, Mr Deputy President, you are in the Chair to
keep order in this House and it was not I who strayed away from the amendment.

Point of Order

Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: The speaker is straying from the subject matter.

Hon Bob Thomas: Take it to the Privy Council!
Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: This is his third warning and I ask you to bring the speaker
back to the subject before the House.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: I have done that. Further, the speaker needs to address the
motion specifically without interjections from any other member in the Chamber.

Debate Resumed

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: If Hon Ross Lightfoot had been listening he would know I
was clarifying a point on the boundaries; it was not a deliberate attempt to stray from the
motion. As always Lord Sandstone leads with his chin.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! The member has been on his feet for seven minutes
now.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: It is my right. I am keeping within the boundaries and I am
responding to an interjection; that is within the boundaries of this amendment. If Hon
Ross Lightfoot wishes to participate in this debate nothing is preventing his getting to his
feet and participating.
Hon Tom Helm: Somebody from that side should get up.

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I suggest that rather than make unruly interJections, members
of the government backbench should participate in debate within the bounds of the
regulations of this House.
The amendment refers to the fact that the Governor's speech did not mention the reforms
recommended by the Royal Commission into Commercial Activities of Government and
Other Matters two years ago. The commissioners considered those reforms to be urgent
and essential for good government. I will touch again on the changes to public utilities
which serve the people of Western Australia. No mention was made in the Governor's
speech about massive changes to the operations of those utilities. I will continue to refer
to the Water Authority because it effects us on a daily basis and this House should
consider any changes to its operations. From memory, the Royal commission said that
the three fundamentals of good government were integrity, accountability and openness.

Hon Tom Helm: Not better management, more jobs?

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: We will get to that. The core of the comnmission's findings
basically centred around those three words. I will not go into great depth on each area
because we could spend considerable time on them. I refer to accountability and what
has occurred with the privatisation process of the Water Authority. The authority
implemented a competitive tendering contract system which allows private companies to
tender for contracts, as well as the authority. However, the Government's actions are
contrary to the accountability seen by the royal commission as so imnportant. The royal
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commission's findings arose because something had occurred in the past which needed to
be avoided in the future. I cannot help but feel we are going down a similar track. We
have an authority which provides a very good service and whose record within Australia
is second to none. Western Australian Water Authority workers from this State have
been flown to the eastern states to rectify problems as a result of their skills. Yet that
operation is being demolished
Through questions I have been exercising my right to insist on accountability in line with
the recommendations of the royal commission, but I am being somewhat stymied by the
lack of response to my questions. The Government's actions are completely contrary to
real accountability. A good example is the lack of any emphasis on those
recommendations in the Governor's speech. An agenda was set for the life of this
Parliament, yet accountability did not exist in that agenda. Hon Doug Wean was quite
right to move this amendment. He is concerned that although the Government claimed it
would make urgent reforms regarding accountability and government processes, nothing
was mentioned in the Governor's address on the opening day of Parliament. I well recall,
as I am sure you can, Mr Deputy President (Hon Barry House), that when your mob was
on this side of the House, they took every opportunity to sanctimoniously remind us
about accountability. How things change. It seems that as the seating arrangements in
this place have changed, accountability has fallen by the wayside. It is a new word to
government members. They do not quite know how to grasp accountability. Lord
Sandstone was to the fore in commending the royal commission and its
recommendations.
Yesterday I referred to the expenditure of approximately $800m as part of the proposed
infill sewerage program. The royal commission was established because it was alleged
that approximately $1 billion was wasted as a result of WA Inc. I remind you, Mr
Deputy President, and members opposite that one sewerage contract to be undertaken
over a decade in only one area will cost approximately $800m.
Last night I very carefully read the speech by Minister Foss in the adjournment debate
after he had told me to read things carefully. Hon Peter Foss said there was no reason to
be accountable and he did not respond to my comments about the problem areas to which
I had referred. I volunteered to take the Minister to a few sites, which are public places
near footpaths - I do not need his permission to visit them. I can assure members that the
waste has already occurred. The accountability of which we have been so often
reminded in the past is not occurring.
The Minister received a letter from a constituent laying claim to certain damages and
loss. I can assure the House that the City of Bayswater has laid several claims for
compensation against the Water Authority. The Opposition has been told that the
Government can do things better and that the Opposition did not do anything right. That
is nonsense. For the life of me, I cannot understand why the Government wants to
privatise the Water Authority work. I can think of no other reason than it wants to
reward some mates and supporters in the hope it will receive some money at the end of
this term for its political campaign. The best expertise within Australia -

Hon Graham Edwards: And overseas.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: - and overseas - we will get to that later because much
skulduggery is taking place - is to be disposed of. That expertise is well recognised
within South East Asia.
Hon I.D. MacLean interjected.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: That is the depth of knowledge of the member for North
Metropolitan Region on the water supply; his brain is more akin to sewerage and water.
The expertise within the Water Authority has been completely fractured. As I have said,
if for no other reason the blues will happen. The cost is starting to mount. One of the
Government's own members was worried about accountability, how this approach was
being conducted and the cost associated with it. The Water Authority and in turn the
Government are having to pick up the tab. What started off as a $70m project this year
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will blow out to $80m or $90m, and for no other reason than that the contracts have been
issued to people with very little expertise. In the words of Mr Yem, in the letter I read
yesterday and of which I gave a copy to the Minister, so he has two now, these people are
attempting to do the job. In his words and not mine, they do not have the ability to do the
job but are attempting to do it. The Government has done this rather than getting on with
the job and ensuring moneys are expended correctly. Members opposite may recall that I
tried to ask about a code of conduct, the experience of these people and how long they
had been operating, whether there were bank guarantees or lists of people in case notices
had to be served, who would take responsibility, and all the assurances the Minister could
give. Mr George Strickland MLA did not blow the whistle on this issue for no reason.
He was worried that there was no accountability because of what was occurring in his
own electorate. It was not Sam Piantadosi or a member of the Opposition who raised the
issue; because of what had been occurring, a government member at least had the spine
to look after his constituents.
Hon W.N. Stretch: We all have the right to speak out over here.

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Members opposite are not bad. They have one saving grace,
and he is in the other Chamber. The only right Hon Stretch and his colleagues have is to
make snide remarks from time to time. They come especially from his mate attempting
to read the magazine. There is no substance to his contribution.

Hon John Halden: You have to hope there are pictures, otherwise he will be having real
trouble.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon Doug Wenn: I thought it was against standing orders.

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: It depends which side of the House you are on.
Withdrawal of Remark

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): Order! That sort of comment is totally
unnecessary and unparliamentary.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: It is also true.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! That must be withdraw.

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: It is also true but withdrawn.
Debate Resumed

Hon George Cash: You are being stupid. You are not even funny any more.

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: It is not funny. I am glad the Leader of the House raised the
issue. Time and time again we talk about accountability, even the accountability in this
place. If the Leader of the House wants to talk about accountability he must raise it on
another occasion and we will talk about accountability.

Hon George Cash: I have heard the same thing 23 different times.

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Does the Leader of the House want to raise this?

Hon George Cash: I have heard it 23 times.

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: We can talk about it. It is not a problem.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: I suggest the member address his comments to the Chair.

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Mr Deputy President, I have raised my feelings on this issue
with you in the past. If we care to explore that area and raise incidents that have
occurred, we may give examples when different people have chaired -

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! This has absolutely nothing to do with the
amendment.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: We are talking about accountability. I guess accountability
covers a lot of areas. It just so happens that one of those areas is this place. The royal
commission touched a little on the accountability of Parliament and the role of members
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and their opportunities to bring about change to achieve accountability and the
procedures for members to ensure accountability, even in this place. If you had read the
royal commission report and findings, Mr Deputy President, you will agree with me that
some criticism was made of the role that members, especially some members in thisplace, had filled during the time of WA Inc. Quite a time was spent referring to checks
and balances.
Hon Max Evans: Joe Berinson knew exactly what was going on and did nothing about it.
Hon SAM PIANTADQSJ: If Hon Max Evans wants to move an amendment let him get
up and make it. Joe Berinson is no longer here, but Mr Evans is here. Let him get up and
have his say.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Mr Evans was one of the people with the numbers in this
place, who included a lot of the loonies across the Chamber. Because they had the
numbers they had the opportunity to check on things and could have stopped what was
happening.
Hon Max Evans: Could we?
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: They had the numbers:.
Hon Max Evans: Those things did not come to Parliament.
Hon SM PIANTADOSI: They were not interested in accountability but were looking a
little down the track. Mr Evans is one of the people who can claim responsibility for
what occurred. He and his lot had the numbers. They could have stopped it all.
Hon George Cash: What did you do in caucus? Did you sit there and say nothing?
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I voiced my concern on a number of issues. If Hon George
Cash wants to see it in writing, we can check it out.
Hon George Cash: Show us a copy.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: We can check the actions of Mr Cash and those of his
colleagues because Hansard shows how that lot voted. That lot stuffed up the system.
They played a major part in what occurred. They manipulated the system. They could
have prevented everything that happened. They let the buggers; stuff up.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! The member is bordering very close on using
language unacceptable in this Chamber. I suggest he refrain from doing so.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: It is unparliamentary language but it is certainly community
language and what most people understand. I am sure most of the members understand
and have used such expressions in the past.
Hon N.F. Moore: Not in here.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Because of their inaction and their failure to fulfil their role to
ensure accountability, they are feeling guilt and pressure. They have the numbers.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: They had the numbers, Mr President, and you being a good
numbers person know all about numbers.
The PRESIDENT: Order! The member cannot refer to the President when he is making
a speech.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Mr President, I guess your experience of the past and your
knowledge about numbers is considerable in view of the events that have taken place in
this Chamber. It is on the record that members opposite have the numbers. They could
have prevented these things from happening, but it was their choice not to do that.

[Questions without notice taken.]
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Prior to question time I was making some comments about
accountability. Although I may have been somewhat unruly at times in my actions, I can

2460 [COUNCELI



[Wednesday, 10 May 1995] 46

assure members that I would like to do a good job on behalf of my constituents, and I
always attempt to do so.
The PRESIDENT: Order! The member should do that within the confines of the rules of
this place. Wanting to represent those people does not give him the authority to make
comments that are outside the standing orders.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I do not believe I have.

The PRESIDENT: Order! I think the member is dangerously close. I am making a point
that he should not get the idea that he can waiver from the point that I discussed earlier
this afternoon.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Mr President, I seek your guidance. Can you point out to me
where I have strayed?

The PRESIDENT: I will tell the member. He strays when he goes outside the words of
this amendment. The words of this amendment - for the umpteenth time - are to express
concern that no mention was made in the Governor's speech of reforms considered
urgent and essential to the government of Western Australia. The member is not doing
that. He is raising quite different matters altogether, matters that have nothing
whatsoever to do with the Governor's speech. He is supposed to be commenting on the
inadequacy of the Governor's speech, not on the inadequacy of some members, or the
Government, or anybody else, or even referring to inadequacies of previous governments.
That is beyond this amendment. That is the point I am trying to make.

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: The areas of accountability, openness and integrity to which I
referred were three areas that were raised by the royal commission. I believe those areas
were lacking in the Governor's speech.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I will tell the member that he is perfectly correct. He can talk
about those things. I am saying that the member can talk about - I am not singling him
out; he just happens to be the current speaker, I have said this to everybody - the fact that
in his speech the Governor did not mention any provisions for takting legislative action to
bring in reforms in those areas. However, the member cannot go off onto different
matters; that is, areas of activity by the Government or previous governments or members
or Ministers that he believes are matters that breach those provisions. That is where the
breach comes in. If the member wants to talk about other things, he should move a
separate motion. He can talk about his concern that there is no provision in the
Governor's speech which specifies that reforms will be proposed to take account of the
fact that the royal commission said these matters should be dealt with. I am just about
ready to give up trying to explain my point. Unfortunately I have a very important
engagement to which I must go, so I must leave the Chamber again. Before I leave, I
want to make sure that the member understands the rules.

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Mr President, if you could bear with me for a moment before
you leave, I guess you clarified the point - if I understood you correctly - that the three
areas I have mentioned which were identified by the royal commission are lacking in the
Governor's speech. Those areas I have touched upon are accountability, integrity and
openness. I am not transgressing those areas. Could I explain why? Part and parcel of it
is to give an example. To explain it, one needs to provide that example. One example
could be the role of members in this place and the way business is conducted in this
place, because accountability also pertains to this place. Mention of it was made by the
royal commission and no mention was made of it in the Governor's speech. I seek your
guidance, Mr President. If I point my remarks solely to events in this place with respect
to accountability would I be safe?
Hon E.J. Charlton: Tell us what you think should be done?

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I will tell the Minister what I think of him later. There is
plenty of time to do that.

The PRESIDENT: No matter whether the member refers to transgressions inside or
outside the Chamber, he is still transgressing.
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Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: We are talking about accountability.
The PRESIDENT: The member can talkc about accountability without getting into thedetail of specific cases. He is bringing forward and arguing those cases as distinct fromarguing about the fact that he is sad there is no legislative program in place to take care of
the future of those cases.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I know time is of the essence, Mr President, but could youjust clarify for me how it can be done unless I give an example?
The PRESIDENT: The member does not have to give an example.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I cannot substantiate anything that I want to say about
accountability.
The PRESIDENT: The member is missing my point. He said time is of essence. Themember is obviously not trying to make me late.
Hon E.J. Charlton: He is makting you late.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I have an appointment to meet my mother in hospital at6 o'clock. I need to get away from here as well.
Hon E.J. Charlton: There is nothing to prevent you from doing that.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Before I go I will sort out the Minister.
Hon E.J. Charlton: You have only 15 minutes.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: It will only take one.
The PRESIDENT: Order! The member should endeavour not to use this amendment tobring forward areas of transgressions which he believes have occur-red. If I may leavehim with that thought, I will discuss it with him when I get back.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I will resolve this with the Deputy President. When we talkabout accountability obviously we can stretch it out. Openness and integrity are the othertwo areas. I asked the President to clarify the position because I believe that when we getto openness and integrity we start having difficulty when raising examples of what hasoccurred. There is no better example of openness and integrity than the loony who was
interjecting, Hon Eric Charlton.

Withdrawal of Remark
Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: Mr Deputy President -
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): Order! I think I have the point of order
the member is about to raise. That remark must be withdrawn.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I withdraw.
Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: Mr Deputy President, the terminology the member used mustbe withdrawn. He knows it must be withdrawn, and it must be withdrawn.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: The member did withdraw.
Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: I did not hear it.

Debate Resumed
Hon Sam PIANTADOSI: The member has problems.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: After your alleged contribution to this House you think I have
problems!
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: The member should go back to where he was before he came
into the Chamber.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: It is obvious the member has quite a few problems. As wasindicated earlier, he was having difficulty reading cartoons. Now he cannot hear.
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The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): Order! I do not want to carry on from
where the President left off. I thought he made himself very clear. Hon Sam Piantadosi
heard the instructions. He must abide by those instructions in addressing the Chamber.

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: With respect, Mr Deputy President, you also heard the
interjections and heard what I had stated; yet you allowed that member to take a point of
order.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! The member was about to take a point of order.
That was not necessary because I was about to draw Hon Sam Piantadosi's attention to
the fact that that term had to be withdrawn, which he withdrew. Let us carry on.

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: The two areas I wanted to touch on, with which I would have
some difficulty, were openness and integrity. The events that have occurred illustrate the
difficulty I have in getting some openness and integrity in this place. The actions of
members opposite over the past five minutes clearly vindicate my concern, and the
concern of Hon Doug Wenn in moving this amendment. Experience has shown that it is
somewhat difficult in this place to have accountability, openness and integrity. We need
not look beyond this Chamber to determine the concerns of the royal commission. As I
stated earlier, the numbers were here to prevent things from happening, and the numbers
are still here to manipulate this place. The concern the commissioners demonstrated
about accountability, openness and integrity is not being addressed.

The silence from members opposite indicates clearly that they have no interest in
openness, accountability and integrity, and that they have forgone all of that. Members
who are so thin-skinned as to take points of order should be just as quick in getting up on
a point of order on accountability, integrity and openness, even if it relates to their own
colleagues. Perhaps Mr Lightfoot and Mr Stretch should try that; however, there is a
deafening silence. One can assume that in this House openness, integrity and
accountability will come only from the Opposition, which will try to bring about some
sanity in this place; it certainly will not come from the Government.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon John Halden (Leader of the Opposition).

BANK OF WESTERN AUSTRALIA BILL
Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Assembly; and, on motion by Hon George Cash (Leader of the
House), read a first time.

Second Reading

HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Leader of the House) [5.54 pm]: I
move -

That the Bill be now read a second time.

I have pleasure in introducing this Bill to provide the legislative authority to privatise the
Bank of Western Australia Ltd. More specifically, the Bill -

(a) provides the legislative basis for the Government to implement its preferred
method of privatising the Bank of Western Australia Ltd;

(b) provides the powers for R & I Holdings and the bank to give effect to the
Government's decision to privatise the bank;

(c) allows the Auditor General to provide information to third parties to facilitate the
privatisation of the bank;

(d) amends the government guarantee provisions so that the bank may arrange non-
guaranteed finance, such as tier 2 capital, prior to privatisation and for the
guarantee on other financial obligations to commence to phase out from
privatisation;

(e) entrenches Western Australian domicile arrangements in order to continue the
Western Australian focus of the bank after privatisation; and
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(f) provides for the dissolution of R & I Holdings following the privatisation. of the
bank.

As members are aware, the Government has been considering for some time the options
available for the privatisation of the bank. The decision to privatise the bank follows the
significant reforms which have been made to the operation and performance of the bank
beginning with the commercialisation of the bank in 1987 and its corporatisation in 1990.
The reform process has been reflected in the sound financial performance of the bank in
recent years, the increased range and competitiveness of the banking services offered by
the bank and the enhanced reputation of the bank within the community. These are
matters of which the Government and the board and management of the bank are
justifiably proud.
The decision to complete the process and privatise the bank was made by the
Government after careful consideration and with the advice of the board of the bank. In
essence, the Government has decided that the State should now dispose of the bank due
to banking not being a core business of state government; the level of risk attaching to the
banking industry generally as reflected in changing profit levels; the further risk to the
State of retaining the bank but not having any control over its day-to-day operations; the
magnitude of the State's potential exposure under its guarantee of the bank's financial
obligations - at 30 September 1994, the bank had both on-balance and off-balance sheet
liabilities of about $9b; and the ability to apply the proceeds to the reduction of state
debt.
In or-der to be able to respond to any significant changes in market conditions, it is
important to preserve flexibility in regard to the manner and extent of privatisation. For
this reason, the Bill provides several possible options for privatising the bank. These are
full or partial privatisation of the bank by a float or by other means. These other options
could involve a private placement, trade sale or some other arrangement. The Bill
provides for the Treasurer to determine the extent and manner by which the bank will be
privatised and for the privatisation order and any amendment or revocation to be
published in the Government Gazette.
The four major objectives the Government seeks to meet in privatising the bank are to
allow Western Australian investor participation on the simplest, most direct and equitable
basis; ensure the retention of the Western Australian domicile of the bank; minimise and
eventually remove ongoing liabilities under the Government's guarantee of the bank; and
maximise the return to the State within the context of the above objectives. Significant
advantages will flow to the State from privatising the bank -
(a) Government will generate substantial proceeds from selling the bank - part by

way of cash and part by way of debt retirement. The precise amount will depend
on the market conditions at the time.

(b) Part of the proceeds would be in the form of debt reduction for tax compensation
from the Commonwealth, with the Commonwealth requiring that the privatisation
process be commenced by 1 July 1995.

(c) Government ceases to be the sole source of capital required by the bank for future
growth. There are significant demands within the community for the allocation of
funds to community infrastructure needs. While Government is the sole source of
capital for the bank there is always the potential for a conflict between the bank's
legitimate commercial needs and budget demands generally.

(d) The sale will eventually eliminate the substantial contingent liability created by
the government guarantee in respect of the financial obligations of the bank. This
has been a benefit to the bank for which no fee has ever been levied. Unlike the
arrangements in the R & I Bank Amendment Act 1994, under which the
guarantee could be extended to new transactions after privatisation, the
Government has now decided that the phasing out of the guarantee will
commence from the privatisation of the bank.

Sitting suspended from 6.00 to 7.30 pm
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Hon GEORGE CASH: The Bill contains provisions to give effect to a number of
significant policy initiatives. Western Australian domicile provisions have been included
in the Bill to require the bank to have a continued management and administrative
presence in Western Australia and thereby maintain and enhance the State's financial
skills base as well as maintain a local institution with local knowledge. More
specifically -

(a) Place of incorporation: The bank will be prohibited from moving its place of
incorporation outside of Western Australia. This means that the corporate base of
the bank will remain in Western Australia and be subject to Western Australian
scrutiny and laws.

(b) Maintenance of business: The bank will be required to carry on in Western
Australia a banking business on a scale substantially the same as, and not
significantly less than, the banking business conducted by the bank immediately
prior to privatisation. This will mean that the business of the bank cannot be run
down to less than it is now, thereby preserving the focus of banking in Western
Australia.

(c) Head office: The bank will be required to maintain its head office - in other
words, the place where central management and control are exercised - in
Western Australia. This means that the centre of decision making, and the
executives and support staff who are an integral part of the financial skills of the
bank, will be maintained in Western Australia. This means also that the State will
not lose those skills on privatisation and that there will be future employment
opportunities for Western Australians in this field in Western Australia.

(d) Residence: The managing director and the majority of the board of directors of
the bank will be required ordinarily to reside in Western Australia while holding
office. This will ensure that the key decision makers in the bank reside in the
State and are part of our community.

(e) Entrenched articles: The bank and its shareholders will be prohibited from
altering the mandatory provisions of the articles, being the Western Australian
domicile provisions referred to above.

Because the Crown and its agencies are automatically exempt from the chapter 7
provisions of the Corporations Law, which deal with the preparation and issue of
prospectuses, the Bill makes provision for the chapter 7 requirements, if separately
proclaimed, to apply to the bank, its directors and shares. It is intended that the chapter 7
requirements will apply in the event of a public float. The object of binding the bank and
its directors is to emulate a private sector transaction. It is fair, and the public would
expect, that the bank and its directors would be subject to chapter 7 in these
circumstances. Importantly, R & I Holdings and the Government would continue to
remain exempt from the chapter 7 requirements. Proceeds from the sale of the bank's
shares are to be applied in -

(a) meeting the costs of the sale;

(b) providing compensation, if considered appropriate, to BankWest for the loss of
any future income tax benefits, thereby increasing its tier 1 capital adequacy ratio;
and

(c) discharging the loans that have been raised by R & I Holdings to finance its
interests in the bank. The balance is to be paid into the consolidated fund and
would be utilised to reduce the State's debt.

The Bill will authorise the Auditor General to provide information to third parties, such
as the investigating accountants, in order to facilitate the privatisation of the bank. This
information is a necessary part of the due diligence process. In addition, as privatisation
could occur part way through a financial year, there is also provision for the Auditor
General to provide information to the auditor auditing the end of year accounts of the
bank after privatisation, if required.
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The possibility of a sale part way through the financial year also raises the question of the
payment of an interim dividend. This matter is not presently expressly addressed in the
BankWest legislation, but has been handled through the articles of association. Provision
is now to be made in the legislation for the payment of interim dividends in the period to
privatisation. At 30 September 1994, the bank had a tier 1 capital adequacy ratio of 7.5
per cent. Further profitable trading through to privatisation will lead to an increase in the
bank's tier 1 ratio as a result of a rundown in future income tax benefits and retained
profits. It may be that a higher tier 1 capital adequacy ratio will be required on
privatisation to meet rating agencies' or market expectations. In this event, further shares
will be issued to R & I Holdings and those shares will be sold by R & I Holdings as part
of the privatisation process.
A public float of a new issue of shares by a corporation in the normal course of business
incurs no stamp duties. The BankWest shares will not be a new issue since all of the
shares to be sold will have been issued to R & I Holdings some time previously. In
normal circumstances, the purchasers would be required to pay stamp duty on BankWest
shares floated in this manner. In these circumstances, it is proposed that if the bank is
privatised solely or partly by a public float, stamp duty will not be chargeable on the sale
and transfer of shares in the bank by R & I Holdings.
The guarantee provisions in this Bill are based on those enacted through the amending
legislation introduced late last year, with the exception that the guarantee will commence
to be phased out from privatisation and the bank may enter into non-guaranteed financial
obligations prior to privatisation. The Bill recognises also that there is a need during the
guarantee rundown period for the State to continue to have access to certain bank data to
monitor the attendant risk and in establishing the fee to be levied for the guarantee. This
requirement ceases, in general terms, when the liability attaching to term deposits and
securities has been discharged or after five years, whichever is the later event.
The bank is Western Australia's major financial institution. The privatisation process
will ensure that it remains a Western Australian domiciled bank that has the ability to
capitalise on this State's strong economic growth. I commend the Bill to the House.
Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Tom Helm.

SELECT COMMITTEE ON THE WESTERN AUSTRALIAN POLICE
SERVICE

Report Tabling
Hon Derrick Tomlinson presented a report of the Select Committee on the Western
Australian Police Service on a proposed examination of procedures and systems in
relation to complaints against police and the detection of corruption in other jurisdictions.
On motion by Hon Derrick Tomlinson, resolved -

That the report do lie upon the Table and be printed.
[See paper No 338.]

MARKETING OF POTATOES (AMENDMENT) BILL
Second Reading

Resumed from 3 May.
HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural) [7.40 pm]: The Opposition regrets that it is
unable to support this Bill. I say that with mixed feelings because I believe in many
respects the regulatory functions of the Potato Marketing Authority have served both the
industry and Western Australian consumers well in the past. I concede that the stated
intention of this Bill is to put reforms in place that will allow the board to continue its
regulatory function for the time being, and also its role of a statutory monopoly
marketeer for the foreseeable future - at least another five years. However, it is also true
that the bottom line for the Government in its handling of this legislation is that complete
deregulation of potato marketing will occur. In the debate in the other place last
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Tuesday, 2 May, Hon Julian Grill put it to the Minister for Primary Industry that the
Government was going down a path towards complete deregulation. The Minister
replied with one word: "Absolutely." Having made the decision to deregulate the potato
industry, whether or not in the context of this Bill, it seems in conflict with that proposed
outcome that the Bill re-regulates certain aspects of the industry under the stated guise of
reform. It seems a strange way to go about the process of gradual deregulation to enact
legislation that requires, for example, that a previously unregulated commodity, such as
the export and processed potato sector, be registered by the new Potato Marketing
Corporation, when registration was formerly not required or certainly not enforced.

It is equally strange to me that in a pre-deregulation environment a regulation is
introuced which will vastly reduce the area on which a hobby farmer may grow
potatoes. This minimum area will be reduced from 500 square metres to 100 square
metres, which is 10 mn x 10 mn. One of the real benefits of deregulation in the production
of any commodity is that it presents opportunities and imperatives for producers to utilise
the economies and efficiencies of scale. However, this amending Bill seems to be
returning the industry to the backyard, at least in some respects. On that subject, this
afternoon I was speaking to one of my colleagues about the way in which primary
producers sometimes seem to face insurmountable challenges in times of change, and
they somehow survive and, fortunately, even prosper despite, or even partly because of,
those challenges. For example, woolgrowers have just come through such a challenge.
Having been forced to learn how to grow wool and to survive when it is worth 2400 a
kilogram, they have established a highly efficient production system which means that
now wool is worth closer to 6000t a kilo, they are more efficient producers. That is at
least in part because of the adversity they have faced. The potato growers ultimately face
that challenge, whether or not this Bill is passed. We know at the end of the line potato
growers will face the cold, hard world of economic rationalism. The Minister for
Primary Industry has said unequivocally that deregulation is the end point of government
policy. I have only just returned from Tas mania on a privately funded visit to that State.
As this Bill was pending, I took a particular interest in the way the potato industry - and
coincidentally the onion industry - has developed since deregulation in that State.

Hon E.J. Charlton: Did you check out the poppies?

Hon KlI CHANCE: I could not find them. I found the lavender farm, but I think the
poppies must be in the north east of the State. In the potato industry I found a world
standard production, transportation and distribution system that any part of Australia
would be proud to show off. It is light years ahead of the system that existed in
Tasmania even as recently as 10 years ago. It is a very efficient system. I described the
operation to Hon Bill Stretch earlier today. The potato harvesting technique in Tasmania
is not dissimilar to the wheat harvesting techniques in Western Australia. The
transportation system is organised around a single prime mover, serving upwards of four
or five trailers on the short hauls. Obviously, the number of trailers a prime mover can
service depends on the proximity of the processing plant. The prime mover drops off a
trailer where the harvesting machine is working; it fills the trailer; the prime mover
returns from its journey where it has been delivering potatoes while one is being filled,
and hooks up to the full container carrying 24 tonnes of bulk potatoes. Those potatoes
are roaded to the processing plant, and unloaded in less than five minutes on a conveyor
system which is similar to a superphosphate transporter with a central flat belt delivery
system. It does not bruise the tubers, and it is a remarkably efficient system. Hon Bill
Stretch also mentioned, in the context of potato harvesting, that people have said one
cannot make a profit from potatoes sold at $180 a tonne. The Tasmanians are certainly
showing the rest of Australia and the rest of the world how it can be done.

I am not in any way a fan of deregulation. Indeed, the description thrown around in the
other place as a mild insult, mainly by my colleagues, of an "agrarian socialist" is not one
I personally find insulting. I was deeply impressed by what I saw in the Tasmanian
potato industry, in spite of my natural preference for orderly and regulated marketing
arrangements. If the vision the Government has for the Western Australian potato
industry is similar to the change which is occurring in Tasmania, why do we need this
Bill at all? That is my fundamental objection.
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So far my comments have concentrated on issues connected with the production side of
the industry, and that reflects my administrative responsibilities. However, it is only one
aspect of the whole question and, arguably in terms of the number of people it affects, it
is the least important part of the question. The other important consideration is the effect
these changes will have on consumers. Consumers of any product are basically
concerned with three aspects of its marketing and presentation. The primary concern is
availability, and important secondary considerations are quality and price. I have no
reason to believe that as a result of this Bill the availability of potatoes will be greatly
affected. However, the legislation does impact on both the price and quality. Although Ihave said that the Potato Marketing Authority has served consumers well over the years,
there has been ongoing criticism of the quality of potatoes available to Western
Australian consumers.
Hon Sam Piantadosi: It served certain sections well.
Hon KlI CHANCE: That is a generalisation, but perhaps it did serve some sections
more than others. Those complaints about quality have arisen partly for agronomic
reasons, and in part directly because of the effect of regulation of the industry. Western
Australian producers have shown a strong preference for a single variety of potato, the
Delaware. Regulation has influenced this preference to the extent that it is regulation, at
least to a degree, which causes a need for a variety which has very strong storage
characteristics. The Delaware remains probably the best storing variety available that
can be grown in Australia. Coupled with that quality, the Delaware is also a high
yielding variety superbly suited to the growing conditions in that geographically small
area where the bulk of potatoes are grown in Western Australia. As a result the potato
industry in Western Australia has almost become mono varietal. Only very small
quantities of alternative varieties have been available to Western Australian consumers. I
did a quick check this evening to ascertain where the more common alternative variety,
Pontiac, comes from, because I thought Pontiacs were grown in Western Australia.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: Is it correct that McDonalds imports all of its specialist potatoes?
Hon KIM CHANCE: I do not know, but it is entirely possible. One feature of the fast
food chains is that they place an enormous store in uniformity of end product. In the
interests of gaining that uniformity they may be prepared to sacrifice the price advantage
they might have were they to buy local potatoes.
Hon M.D. Nixon: They get a price advantage by importing them.
Hon KIM CHANCE: That is possible. On the question of the Pontiacs, I found on
advice from the departmental officers who are in the Chamber today that if I had been
eating Pontiacs I had been eating South Australian potatoes. One or two varieties of light
red skinned potatoes are available in Western Australia which are grown here, but they
are not available in large quantities and they have not been taken up by the industry to
any great extent. Consumers naturally resent limited choice; indeed, they tend to equate
limited choice with poor quality. That is unfortunate because, particularly in recent
years, the quality of Western Australian potatoes has been uniformly high. I have no
objective basis for making that assessment, simply my assessment as a consumer that
year in, year out the Delaware variety that is available in Western Australia is reasonably
high. I bought a few Pontiacs to see what they tasted like. They were not too impressive,
and I probably will not buy them again.
This Bill sets out to address the issue of choice and quality. The draftsman of the Bill
recognised the difficulties and at least set out to try to do something about those
difficulties of limited choice and quality, but tried to do so within the constraints of the
existing regulation. I cannot see that consumer choice will be greatly enhanced by the
Bill in spite of the rhetoric that surrounds it. The constrained nature of the existing
regulation and the slightly changed form of regulation proposed in the Bill are sufficient
disincentive to prevent choice becoming a wider issue. Price is a highly contentious
point. One can be subjective and make all kinds of assumptions about quality because
that is something that is difficult to measure. Price is one of those things that is in black
and white and is very difficult to argue about, but it seems with potato pricing one can get
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any number of arguments one likes. Notwithstanding the view that some of my
colleagues have put in the other place I remain entirely unconvinced that this Bill and its
outcome of deregulation hold much promise to consumers for lower prices. I have held
that position for a long time.
The report of the ministerial review committee on potato marketing published in
December 1992 contains on page 39 a table of Australian capital city prices over
34 quarterly periods. Bearing in mind that Perth's prices are influenced entirely by the
regulated market and that all the other Australian capital cities cited are influenced by a
deregulated market, in eight of those 34 quarters Perth's prices are not higher than the
prices in the other Australian cities with access to the deregulated market, they ame lower
than virtually all of them. There are certainly other quarters among those groups where
Perth's prices are lower than one of the others, but in eight of the 34, Perth's prices are
lower than the mean of Australian capital city prices. I am informed that although our
prices are higher than those of other capital cities at this stage, particularly Adelaide,
against the trend of all Australian capitals we are tending back into the situation where
Perth's prices are lower. It is a dangerous generalisation to suggest as some have that a
deregulated market is necessarily cheaper than a regulated market. In fact, item 6.7 of
the text of the report concludes by saying -

As for the competitiveness of Western Australian potatoes with imported
potatoes at retail level, retailers set prices and control presentation to suit
their overall merchandising strategies, in competition with one another.
The Committee notes that ABS figures would indicate that Western
Australian retail margins are high in relation to growers' and merchants'
margins, and in relation to retail margins in eastern States. However,
other retail price information suggests that "specialling" results in these
margins being lower than ABS figures indicate. It does not appear, on the
basis of available information, that the consumer suffers unduly as a result
of any grower price support.

It was interesting in analysing the figures contained in this report that by separating the
retail price component into its two components - that is, the regulated component up to
the point that the merchant receives the potatoes, and the deregulated potato price, that
part of the market chain from the merchant to the retailer - the greatest growth had been
in the deregulated part of the market price and not in the regulated part.

A very modest increase occurred in the past decade in the regulated component of the
price, and a less modest increase occurred in the deregulated component. It is dangerous
to generalise, as have some members, particularly on the basis of a single quarter, that
deregulation will deliver prices to consumers which are necessarily cheaper than we have
enjoyed. I realise that some of my colleagues have taken a different view of the data and
I will not deliberately contradict them. Given our different opinions on the issue of
consumer price effects, it is probably safe to say that at the very least it would be unwise
to promise consumers any real relief in potato pricing from either this Bill or the
inevitable deregulation.
I am not impressed with this Bill; it is fundamentally a compromise and, as with all
compromises it is probably not as honest as it could be. The Government intended to
deregulate the industry and this Bill does very little more than delay that. The Bill is of
course politically motivated and there is nothing necessarily wrong with that. However, I
will be interested, if I am privileged to hear them, to note the political arguments in five
years when this legislation runs out. I also observe the different standards of treatment
by the Government to farmers who are facing the cold, hard world of economic
rationalism and to the Government's own employees who are similarly forced into that
cold, hard world. Far be it from me to suggest to the Government that farmers should not
be shown every possible accommodation in making those adjustments. However, it is a
little jarring that we are to pass a special Act of Parliament to provide a five year period
for an industry to adjust to these changes at the same time as we are saying to thousands
of government employees that their future as government employees is over.
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I know my colleague, Hon Sanm Piantadosi, wants to say much more about this subject,
and I know that you, Mr Deputy President (Hon Barry House), eagerly await his
contribution, as do 1. When Hon Sam Piantadosi told me at the afternoon tea break that
he thought he was paired tonight and would not be able to contribute to the debate, I
despaired. He has made some tremendous contributions in debates affecting horticulture.
It is a very big and important industry in his north metropolitan electorate which he
shares with the Leader of the House. That electorate will be greatly affected by this Bill.
I am pleased Hon Sam Piantadosi will be able to make a contribution to the Bill tonight.
One of the effects it will have on Wanneroo horticulturists is that rather than going to full
deregulation, Wanneroo growers will be denied the opportunity to participate in the ware
potato market for another five years. They will be able to continue as producers of
export and processing grade potatoes. I am sure my colleague will again take a different
point from what I have taken. It seems we are united in only one thing; that is, we are
opposed to the legislation, but we all have different reasons for being opposed to it. That
is one of the rich varieties of life.
HON SAM PIANTADOSI (North Metropolitan) [8.05 pm]: As did members opposite
who were here five or six years ago when this issue first surfaced, I made my views quite
well known to the House, including the then Minister, who was from my own party. I
disagreed with the Minister then on the changes that were proposed and I disagree again
with key sections of this Bill.
You might recall, Mr Deputy President, that during an earlier debate today I referred to
accountability, integrity and openness. The immediate difficulty I have with this Bill is
the way in which it is to be implemented over five years. I can understand the
Government's point of view about commercialisation and the free market. However,
why does a similar principle not apply here? As Hon Kim Chance alluded, many people
in this State had their futures completely cut from beneath them without the luxury of
four or five years to cushion the blow. I can appreciate the comments by the Leader of
the House during the second reading of the Bill when he referred to the need to make
these changes over five years in order to ensure that the industry will not be greatly
disadvantaged. He said -

The immediate termination of current government industry support by the repeal
of the Marketing of Potatoes Act - proposed by the previous government - would
have resulted in a sudden and substantial drop in the income of potato growers.

That is fine; I support that proposal in principle. Nonetheless that right should apply to
every Western Australian, not just a select few. I have already put that argument in this
House concerning Westrail workers who, as the Minister announced, will lose their jobs.
There is no cushioning for them or program to protect their mortgages, homes and
superannuation which run into thousands of dollars. The recommendations of the royal
commission take into consideration accountability, openness and integrity, if such exists.
I would like this Government to tell us how it can decide the future of a group of people
from Westrail, Robb Jetty and the Water Authority who have been, or will be, given the
chop. The Government has its gun sights on a few others. How can it then have the gall
to say that it would also cause dislocation in the potato industry and rural communities?
What about the communities here; the people who lose their jobs, who lose their houses,
and who lose thousands of dollars from their superannuation because of the sudden
dislocation from their employment?
I support the principle of the Minister's proposal because some of those farmers work
hard and are entitled to some protective mechanism to ensure their future, or so they can
restructure their future; however, so does every other Western Australian. The
Government cannot have it both ways, but again it seeks to do that. The only reason one
can think of for this occurring is because the Government is looking after its mates. It is
no secret that of the 200.odd potato growers in Western Australia, probably 90 per cent
are in the south west, and perhaps 60 per cent of them are in the Warren area.
Considering the make-up of that electorate, changes are needed.
This is one of the few occasions on which I have agreed with government policy. I did so
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some six years ago when we last debated this matter. I fully supported the deregulation
of the potato board, as I did of the egg board and a number of other areas. I have always
heard echoed from government ranks when in opposition the criticism of unions in
respect of closed shops. I have stated in the past that the most blatant example of a
closed shop is the Potato Marketing Authority. Can any member opposite say that I am
wrong in what I am saying? I am happy to be corrected. I am interested in what the
Minister for Transport, who is representing the Minister for Primary Industry on this Bill,
has to say about the closed shop that is the Potato Marketing Authority because he has
had a lot to say in the past about waterside workers and closed shops.
Hon Doug Wenn: Sack them, like at Westrail.
Hon SAM PLANTADOSI: The Minister cannot sit on the fence on this matter, although I
know he would like to. He has suffered badly in the past and he has the bruises to prove
it.
Hon Tom Helm: On either side of his legs!

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Some unruly interjections are being made; I will not listen to
them.
The rest of the vegetable industry is completely deregulated. Why is not the potato
industry? The Minister wants us to believe that consumers will benefit from the changes.

Hon Graham Edwards: We have the worst potatoes in Australia.

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Hon Graham Edwards is right, although some changes have
been made in recent years. A select committee of this House into the fruit and vegetable
industry Australia-wide found that with every other vegetable bar the humble potato the
quality of the Western Australian produce was second to none. However, when it came
to the potato, it ran a poor last. The Minister can ask the chairman of that committee,
Hon Phil Lockyer, about that. The late Hon Graham MacKinnon served on that
committee, as did Hon Graham Edwards and I. I hope that Hon Phil Lockyer is able to
participate in this debate. If the Minister considers the recommendations of that select
committee report of 1984, he will find that the determinations of that report were about
the quality of the potato offered in Western Australia by the Potato Marketing Authority.
There was no benefit for the consumer. There is only one other vegetable one can
compare with the potato.
Hon Graham Edwards: That is the Minister.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Hon Graham Edwards is right: There are two other
vegetables; however, I will refer to only one - the onion. Although the Minister
represents rural interests he would not know that I have some knowledge of these
matters. Few members opposite, except perhaps Hon George Cash, would recall that
when I first got to my feet to speak about the onion some years ago a number of then
opposition members had a go at me. Because I came out of the trade union movement
they thought that all I could talk about was cockroaches in sewers, but I knew a little
about horticulture as well. Members opposite were somewhat surprised at that. The sad
part about this situation is that members opposite who pride themselves on representing
agricultural interests are shallow. Their interests, including those of the Minister, relate
only to wheat, sheep and cattle farming. I know that the Minister has a particular affinity
with sheep, and I can understand that he must get some assistance from the Minister for
Primary Industry on this matter. The onion board was scrapped in 1969.

Hon E.J. Charlton: Did that bring tears to your eyes?

Hon Murray Montgomery: Who scrapped it?

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I would be happy to hear a contribution to this debate by
Hon Murray Montgomery, whose area covers most of the potato growers, at a later stage.
He should have some knowledge of the subject because in his electorate he represents a
majority of potato growers. I have some in my electorate, but not as many as Hon
Murray Montgomery. He also spends some time at the markets. He should share his
knowledge with his National Party colleagues.
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There were no major problems with the onion board. In the year following its closure
there was a glut of onions. Television footage of that period showed front end loaders in
the Spearwood area, where most of the onions were then grown, burying massive
quantities of onions. They were buried because there was an oversupply. Then
everybody tried to grow onions, which created a problem in the first year. However,
thereafter, market forces prevailed - the forces that the coalition parties are always saying
should apply while they are reminding us that public utilities should be privatised!
Where did the Government go wrong with the Potato Marketing Authority? Why does it
not deregulate it and scrap it? Why does it not listen to its own rhetoric in other areas
that it has chopped? Why does it not, to use the Minister's words, modernise it and bring
it into the twenty-first century? Why the double standards? I would be happy to hear
Mr Montgomery's views on that.
With the new technology that is available in the cultivation of potatoes and onions large
areas can be cultivated. The technology that is available in the machinery that is used to
harvest potatoes, onions and carrots has assisted many of our producers, especially those
in Mr Montgomery's electorate, to capture a number of markets. Together with new
packing technology, that technology allows those products to be produced at a lower cost
so that the producers are able now to break into overseas markets. In 1987, I visited
Blalcer's farm at Pemberton and approximately two months later, when I was in West
Germany, I bought some Blaker's onions in a supermarket. Therefore, the opportunities
exist. In the last few years, a number of potato growers have gone overseas and captured
some of those markets. However, the price that they were paid locally was undermined
by the dumping of potatoes by the Potato Marketing Authority. Instead of supporting the
growers, it was trying to undermine them by offering cheaper potatoes to the consumers
than those producers who carved out those markets. This is all part and parcel of the
control that the Potato Marketing Authority likes to have over producers - the closed
shop. Mr President, you would be fairly familiar with the closed shop situation, being an
old shop steward!
I anm glad that the Minister now has some moral support in this place because I remember
a very interesting meeting that I had with the President of the Manjimup Shire Council
about 10 years ago and the interesting remarks that he made at that time. Hon Graham
Edwards has just woken up because he remembers also what was said by the president of
that council about the horticultural industry. Over the next few days in the debate on this
Bill, much of that evidence will be dug up. Some people will be reminded of some of
their statements that were recorded at that time. A colleague of members opposite also
had some interesting things to say at that time. It is amazing how things change. The
same thing will apply in a few years when the Government reconsiders its privatisation
policy. It is not worried about workers losing their homes as long as we look after the
potato growers.
I cannot help but think that the person who has just come into the Chamber is here to
ensure that there is no wavering from what this Bill proposes; that is, the necessity to
look after one's mates! I know that earlier this evening, Mr President, you had to attend
an engagement and we could not clarify certain matters. However, you will recall that
the royal commission referred in one of its findings to openness, accountability and
integrity. If the Minister for Transport, who is representing the Minister for Primary
Industry on this legislation, has any of those characteristics, he should explain to the
House who will benefit from this legislation. The consumers certainly will not benefit.
Hon Kim Chance has referred already to the price difference that local consumers pay for
potatoes compared with consumers in the Eastern States. Hon Graham Edwards will also
verify, as would Hon Phil Lockyer, that some 15 different varieties are available to
consumers in the east.
Hon E.J. Chariton: When was that?
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: That was 11 years ago, but not much has changed in that
time. Eleven years ago, 15 different varieties of potatoes were available to consumers in
the Eastern States. Why do consumers in this State not have that choice now? I
understand the pressures that are on the Government to protect its mates.
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Hon E.J. Charlton: Ha!
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: The Minister for Transport should not laugh. We know he is
embarrassed and that he has no integrity -

The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: - and that he is not open and accountable.
The PRESIDENT: Order! When I call for order, the member should stop speaking. He
cannot refer to a member in this Chamber as having no integrity. It is unparliamnentary
and unacceptable.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: The ball game has changed.

Withdrawal of Remark
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: I ask the member to withdraw those comments.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I think he is about to because I asked him to do so. At least, I
take it he knew I expected him to, because I told him that he could not say it.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: That is right, Mr President, you did say that. The Minister
did not get up to ask me to withdraw.
The PRESIDENT: I do not care whether the Minister likes it. The fact of the matter is
that I do not like it. The member cannot use unparliamentary language.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I withdraw my statement that the Minister has no integrity.

Debate Resumed
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: However, the royal commission stated quite clearly that
Ministers need to be open and accountable and need to have integrity. I guess time will
tell. One of the reasons why they must protect their mates is that in recent years the ball
game has changed. There are some big players within the market now. The protection
provided by the Nullarbor in the past no longer exists. The Nullarbor is no longer the
barrier it used to be. We have players in the group, big traders like Sumich and others,
who along with their contacts move commodities around on a regular basis. That creates
a problem. I am somewhat sympathetic to that situation because I know people in the
horticulture industry. They have had low periods when there was a bit of a glut and low
prices, but then at other times of the year there would be a peak and prices would be
much better. Their returns would average out and they would have a good income.
The unfortunate scenario we have now - this is where I understand what was intended but
I do not support it - is that when there are good prices these people bring in from the east
truckloads of whatever vegetable is in short supply and dump it here. The market here is
now vulnerable to that, where some 10 years ago that was less of a problem. However, it
is no different from Western Australia's being removed from the scenario in which those
on the east coast find themselves subjected to dumping by the Americans. We are not
subjected to that as much. However, with a number of products, especially fruit, there is
massive dumping on the east coast from California. That does not affect Western
Australia as much. I think Western Australians would be prepared to buy a product and
possibly pay more for it if it were a good quality product. However, that has not been the
case.
I refer members back 10 years. The findings of the select committee that inquired into
the fruit and vegetable industry, chaired by Phil Lockyer, show that the only vegetable
product in Western Australia that failed dismally in terms of quality was the potato. All
the other vegetable items were of a high standard. I find it impossible to understand why,
if some 15 varieties are being offered to consumers in the Eastern States market, we
cannot have the same here. Part and parcel of that problem is that there has been no
need; we have a closed shop and they can grow whatever they like. They do not have to
worry about it because the market is there and they are protected. That is the big danger,
because it will continue. The consumers will not get any benefits. We will continue to
get the same standard that we have been getting.
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We need to look at that area and we need change. Just as the workers in Westrail, the
Water Authority and other areas have had to change, restructure their life and remortgage
or sell their house or whatever, potato growers can do the same. Why should they be
different? Why do they not look for another job, like a worker in the Water Authority or
Westrail? Why cannot they remortgage their house? Why can the Minister not
deregulate the Potato Marketing Authority? It happened with the onion growers. We
had problems for one year but they sorted themselves out. There have been no problems
with the change and, as I said, the onion is probably the only vegetable that can be
equated with the potato. The Minister may remember that there used to be an apple and
pear board. Members opposite involved in agriculture should remember these things.
Those boards were done away with. Hon Murray Montgomery might remember that
because there used to be a levy. The board used to charge for each box. I remember that
I had to collect a penny and a half per box or per half dump and at the end of the week I
had to send off my cheque to the apple and pear board. That was done away with and so
was the onion board. The apple and pear industry has survived, as has the onion industry.
Why not the potato industry?
One can only conclude that without openness, accountability and integrity, people are
looking after their mates. We cannot get to the truth of the matter unless we order
another royal commission. Perhaps we could approach the Premier and say that if he can
spend $1 .5m to inquire into the Easton petition affair maybe we should also call an
inquiry into what is happening here - the Minister for Primary Industry is looking after
his mates and others who shall remain nameless. I know I cannot mention names, but I
hear some murmurs from the corner.
The PRESIDENT: Order! The member cannot hear any murmurs from the corner.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: No, but I thought I heard murmurs from the comner.
The PRESIDENT: There will not be anyone in the corner if the member hears murmurs
coming from there.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: When one looks at the seats involved in this proposal and
where most of these growers are based, one does not have to be a Rhodes scholar to
know what is going on. We are away from the potato chips area to which Hon George
Cash referred in our North Metropolitan Region; we are only very minor players. Hon
George Cash should make a contribution on this issue. As Hon Kim Chance pointed out,
they are affecting potato growers in our areas by restricting the plot size. Is that correct,
Mr Chance?
Hon Kim Chance: Yes, very much so.
Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Thbe Wanneroo Times would be happy to receive a joint
statement from the Leader of the House and me attacking the Government for what it
intends to pay potato growers in the North Metropolitan Region.
Hon George Cash: I am sure it would print it if we did that.
Hon SAM PLANTADOSI: The sad part is that many of the growers in the North
Metropolitan Region are involved in exporting potatoes, but the variety that could be
available if free market forces were at work would ensure that consumers received the
quality potatoes which currently they do not receive. This Bill will give potato growers
security for a time and a guaranteed income, but the consumers who will have to foot the
bill will not receive the quality product which they deserve. Perhaps the Leader of the
House can elaborate on what this Bill will offer the consumers of Western Australia and
why they should buy Western Australian potatoes and not South Australian or Victorian
potatoes. I assure the Leader of the House - and it is unfortunate that Hon Phil Lockyer
is not here, because he would tell the Minister this also - that there is no comparison
between the quality of Western Australian and Eastern States potatoes, yet the Leader of
the House is forcing consumers into a situation where they have to buy the Western
Australian commodity and have no choice. Hon Peter Foss talked the other day about
competitive tendering. Why is competitive growing of potatoes not allowed? There is
silence from the government benches.
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Hon Peter Foss: I am asleep!

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: I can understand that. The Minister will wake up later. We
are being offered a closed shop. Market forces will go down the chute. There will be no
competitive growing. The potato is the only vegetable that is subject to regulation and a
closed shop. Hon Murray Montgomery will probably know that the three vegetables that
are grown in large quantities in the south west are the carrot, the onion and the
cauliflower. Manjimup was at a low in the 1960s when tobacco growing died out as an
industry, but it had good quality water, and those three vegetable crops have revitalised
Manjimup. I guess it is fair to say that 90 per cent of those crops is exported. Those
crops that are grown in that area are subjected to market and competitive forces, yet the
growers are still making good money, still have a future and capture some good markets.
Why can that not be done with the potato? The technology for the harvesting of those
three vegetables has increased considerably, as has the technology for the harvesting of
potatoes, so consumers should be able to get cheaper potatoes and greater variety.

As many people as possible should be allowed to grow potatoes. More importantly, there
should be some accountability, openness and integrity on the part of the Government to
explain to this House and to the people of Western Australia how it can have double
standards where workers in Westrail and the Water Authority have been given the chop
and have to look after them selves and have no future, yet a group of the Government's
mates can be offered a five year plan to cushion the blow. Western Australians are not
interested in double standards, but double standards apply here. If the Government
thinks it is accountable and open, has integrity and does not make deals and condone
closed shops, it needs to spell it out, because this Bill is designed purely to look after the
Government's mates. The Government is going against every principle which it ever
enunciated, particularly when it was in opposition, because it does not stand for those
principles now. It is obvious from the silence on the government benches and from the
proposals in this Bill that the Government does not share the view that market forces
should prevail and that there should be a competitive system and no closed shops in the
potato industry. I have pointed to other instances where like products have been
deregulated and are thriving. It will be a sham and a sad reflection on this House if it
allows this Bill to pass for the benefit of a select few. The only reason for the Bill is that
the Government wants to look after its mates.

HON DOUG WENN (South West) [8.48 pm]: 1, like my colleagues, oppose this Bill,
but I, unlike one of my colleagues, believe the Potato Marketing Authority should be
abolished. I have said that many times in the past, even when we were in government
and the appropriate Minister proposed these amendments in 1988-89. I opposed the
Minister then in caucus because I believed from the information I had been given from a
number of people throughout the south west who had telephoned me that the Potato
Marketing Authority should be abolished.

I will follow my usual practice of referring to the second reading speech, and if I do not
get the appropriate responses from the Minister, I will pursue my concerns in Committee.
The second reading speech states that there are 220 potato growers in this State. Many of
those people within the farming community have telephoned me and said that they want
to diversify but cannot do so because of the restrictions. We have properties on which
potatoes can be gown without any problems but the potato marketing board will not
allow that to happen. I understand between 35 000 and 40 000 tonnes of potatoes are
grown annually. Up to six local processors make contact with the growers direct;
however, they are confined under the number of licences and can contract directly only
with the consent of the board. The board stipulates who can grow and who cannot. I
have real problems with that. This is a $30m industry; however, I thought it would be
higher. This board, appointed by successive Governments, exports only about 10 per
cent of the product. Hon Ross Lightfoot interjected that certain companies in this State
import potatoes that are chipped.

This State has the opportunity to increase its potato product and through the Edgell
factory in Manjimup provide the amount of product that is needed by Western Australian
consumers, without importation. Yet the major users of the product - that is, major
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takeaway companies - are importing chip potatoes. I am happy that the member
representing those in the Warren area is in Parliament House tonight. We have a major
problem in that area. The factory in Manjimup has needed financial help from successive
Governments on a number of occasions. Thankfully this Government has not had to do
so. That factory has not had an easy run and it has also asked for help in the provision of
other things. The member for Warren - I will give him his due for standing up and being
counted on different occasions - on this occasion is proceeding in the wrong way. This
legislation basically looks after the growers in the Warren electorate, not those in the
metropolitan area or in the Roelands or Donnybrook area. People in those areas have
been telephoning me to say that if the board were abolished, it would enable them to
become part of the industry. They are confined to a quota.
Fourteen years ago I had a fish and chip shop. The potato board forced me to buy a
standard of potato at a certain price. A number of people knocked at my back door, as
did people in the fishing industry, and said that they could give me a better product for a
better price. Because I am a law abiding citizen, I said no to them. They would show me
a better product. At the same time I recall getting bags of potatoes from the potato board
in which I discovered rotten ones. Some had been at the bottom of the bag for so long
they had sprouted. I believed I could offer a better product to my customers by taking the
fresh potatoes from the fellow who came to my back door. From then on I wondered
whether we needed a potato board. It is not only since I have come into this game of
politics that a number of growers have come to me and suggested that perhaps we do not
need this board.
At the end of the day, we are responsible to the consumer. If a potato grower has a
product that is unsuitable, he will not survive. I am sure the National Party members
would be concerned about the serious problems that have been caused by the drought in
this country. Farmers are looking to diversify. One of the farming programs on
television on Sunday evening showed a Queensland farmer who had diversified from
sheep and wheat to emus and another five industries. If that fanner were in Western
Australia, he could diversify into anything he liked - except potatoes.
For many years I have thought that the Western Australian Potato Marketing Authority
should be done away with. It is restricting the value that can be placed on the property of
potato growers. I refer to the control of licences and fixed prices. I remind members that
when I tried to buy potatoes on the open market, I could not do so because the prices
were set. The second reading speech referred to the legislative amendments after 1987
which in part dealt with grading standards for ware potatoes. Hon Jim Scott asked what
are ware potatoes. They are potatoes for human consumption and export. The Edgell
factory at Manjimup will accept potatoes of only the highest standard. If it were not for
the restrictions imposed by the potato board, if a grower could produce a potato of worth,
he would find a market. To my mind, restrictions are imposed on growers who want to
be part of the process. In the early days that factory was importing potatoes from other
States. That should not have happened. We have properties and the market to overcome
that situation.
Hon Sam Piantadosi makes some speeches in this place that are absolutely outstanding.
His speech tonight was one. He knew what he was talking about. He has been involved
in the vegetable growing industry for many years. If the Minister does not listen to the
points made tonight he will be behind the eight ball in trying to sell this Bill to us. Three
members have spoken. The Leader of the Opposition spoke of different reasons from
those of Hon Sam Piantadosi and mine. I have major concerns that what we are doing is
just reshuffling the pack and not changing it. This afternoon I got angry with the
Minister over the railway issue, for which I do not apologise. I do not believe the issue is
finished yet. If the Minister gave railways and the Water Authority the same opportunity
as he has outlined on page 4 of the second reading speech, he would not get any objection
from me today. That he did not do that shows the hypocrisy of where the Government is
coming from. The Minister's second reading speech refers to commercialisation of the
Potato Marketing Authority and a name change. A rose is a rose by any other name.
From what I can see, the name change will not change the fact that the Minister is
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denying people within certain areas the opportunity of being able to compete in a market
which is crying out for a larger input. Just changing the name will not make any
difference.
The real concern I have is with the make-up of the board. Item one provides that the
chairperson shall have relevant commercial expertise. Item three provides that the three
members shall have commercial expertise. Therefore, there will be four members with
commercial expertise and two growers in the middle who will be appointed by the
Minister. I bet London to a brick that I can tell where those two growers will come from.
They will not be from up here in the northern end of Perth from Benger, Roelands or
Donnybrook but further south from within a certain member's electorate. How
controlling will that be? The Minister will ask other Ministers who they believe should
be on the board. The selection will be totally controlled to keep it confined to what it is
today.
Another concern I have is the time that these people will be appointed for. The
chairperson will be appointed for five years and the others for three years. The Minister
for Transport does not even give that opportunity to port authorities. I suggest that port
authorities around Western Australia, with their type of international dealings, ame more
important than this potato board, with the chairman to be appointed for five years and
other members for three years, and their terms not staggered. The chairperson of a port
authority is appointed for a maximum of three years and the other members have
staggered appointments, but not the potato board. Why is the potato board getting this?
The Minister has totally lost me on that.
The Minister's second reading speech states that -

The Bill will continue the membership of the elected commercial growers who
would otherwise lose office on proclamation of the new Act, as do the other
existing members.

Does "as do other existing members" mean that under the new Act the Mfinister will not
call for new nominations of people to be members of that board and, if not, why not? He
is putting up a whole new Bill according to his second reading speech. I should think
that in all sincerity the Minister should say that this is a whole new deal which calls for
new elections under the terms he has laid out, giving those already on the board the
opportunity to reapply. I am being realistic. The Minister has the numbers, but I would
dissolve the board and make it an open market. We would have more people able to
diversify. Those in the Edgell company would be more than happy to agree with me that
it would give them the opportunity on an open market to have a barter system.
I have made my points. This Bill changes the name of the authority and very little else;
nothing else will change overall in the potato growing industry. I look forward to the
Minister's response, and subject to it I may raise these matters again in Committee.
HON J.A. SCOTT (South Metropolitan) [9.07 pm]: Unfortunately I have not been
able to give this Bill the consideration I would like to have given it. I have a number of
concerns. I find the Bill quite a mixed bag, with some sweet potatoes and a few rotten
ones. I am not at all frightened of some regulation in markets. With the present make-up
of, and what seems to be happening in, the potato market in Western Australia and the
export market, certainly some problems could be solved by some form of regulation; for
instance, we might be able to overcome the dumping on niche markets that people have
built up with a great deal of effort. Those people who are not part of the Delaware potato
industry in this State have concerns about dumping. Allowing just an open arrangement
would not be as effective as having some sort of regulation. Unfortunately, when I look
at this Bill I do not quite see anything which really looks like solving that problem,
except by limiting production, which is a defeatist way of going about it, rather than
looking at some sort of cooperation with those niche market people.
I would like to see more of the Japanese style cooperation within the market in this State.
We often hear about competition in the arguments in this Chamber. The Japanese model
is quite different. The Japanese find a product and then all the different manufacturers
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come together and conceptualise what they will do. They set out to make that product
with each putting in whatever components may be most appropriate from their
organisation. They then compete once they have the full product and the marketing of
that concept under way. In Australia all we have is this crass sort of competition with
one organisation secretly trying to beat another organisation. What we are doing here
follows the old hillbilly model. We should be looking at a regulated market in this State
competing with those people. This Bill attempts to reduce that through reducing
production. However, it would be better if an effort were made to help those people
build the markets. There would then be more room to look at our surpluses.
Other members have already referred to a problem in this Bill. However, it is fair for me
to repeat it because, although I do not know a lot about potato marketing, I know as a
consumer what one can buy in this State, in the Eastern States and overseas. The choice
here is not good. There is not only an absence of varieties, but also a tendency to put old
stock in shops. It is hard to get good potatoes. The other problem seems to be the cost of
potatoes. Until I read a few reports, I was not aware that potatoes were more expensive
in Western Australia than they are in the Eastern States. Obviously, something is either
wrong with our production techniques or we are a bigger State and have to pay more for
transport.
Hon Kim Chance: No, not always more expensive. In many cases they are cheaper.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: From what I have read -

Hon E.J. Charlton: You should never believe what you read, Mr Scott.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: If I did that, I would be in total opposition to this Bill because I would
not believe what I read in the second reading speech. However, I have to make a
judgment on what I read. The Minister will have to admit that there is not a great range
of potatoes available in Western Australia. Markets in the United Kingdom provide a
huge range of potatoes of varying types, many for a particular purpose. That does not
happen in Western Australia. The old Delaware is about it. I understand the reason it is
so popular in this State. However, I believe the market today is far more sophisticated
than that and that consumers would like the opportunity to buy different varieties of
potatoes. I do not think they would mind paying extra. I believe people would pay more
for different varieties. I do not know what surveys the authority has done in that regard.
However, I would pay more if I were given a greater choice.
One thing I like about this Bill is the view that we should try to support the local product.
I am an unashamed protectionist. I believe when one examines the real cost to the whole
nation -

Hon Doug Wenn interjected.
Hon J.A. SCOTT: I recognise, as I said, that there is a bit of irony with the Government
introducing this Bill because normally the view of members opposite is that the - what do
they call it?
Hon N.D. Griffiths: The free market that costs everybody else!
Hon J.A. SCOTT: I suppose I should not sling off at the Government because I believe
the Federal Labor Government has similar policies that do not support local industries at
the expense of the free market and the so-called level playing field, which I do not
believe exists. I believe we should support niche industries and this Bill does that. Every
person involved in an industry wants security and profitability while the market wants
quality, quantity and choice of product. Most of those are compatible with one another.
Unfortunately, although this Bill provides some of those qualities, it does not provide all
of them. It says nothing about choice although it offers something in the area of security.
I do not think it does anything about quality. It probably does something about quantity
for the local market because it limits an overproduction and at the same time evens out
the supply.
As I said before, it is a mixed Bill. To be honest, I have not made up my mind which
way I will vote. I will consider the Government's arguments and examine what members
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say before I make up my mind. I am a little disappointed with the lack of imagination
that has gone into the drafting of the Bill. I believe that the make-up of the authority is
unbalanced. Thbe authority should include a consumer representative rather than all
members being commercial and grower representatives. I would go for somebody
qualified, such as a housewife or a househusband.
In summary, this Bill is the opposite of the usual Government line. While I am able to
agree to certain parts of it, it is the old story of the Government capitalising profits and
socialising losses. I look forward to hearing the Government's arguments and will make
up my mind how I will vote as the debate continues.
HON E.J. CHARLTON (Agricultural - Minister for Transport) [9.18 pm]: I thank
members for their contributions to this legislation. Obviously, we do not see eye to eye
on various aspects of it. However, there are issues about which I need to comment.
Hon John Halden: Is it offensive to call you 'Spud" now?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: I thought we might refer to Sam "Spud" Piantadosi.
Hon Kim Chance said that the main issue to be debated so far in the second reading
debate was the lack of deregulation. Obviously there is widespread feeling about that
issue. The second reading speech refers to the orderly phasing out of the regulation to
ensure that growers are looked after in a way that ensures progress. The point was made
that the Bill is simply to protect potato growers from the vagaries of a free market
situation in which the price fluctuates. Hon Kim Chance correctly pointed out that while
it is obvious that will happen, it does not mean that consumers would purchase the
product at a more equitable or even reduced price. One of the unbelievable things about
cereals and horticultural products is that the price the retailer pays the wholesaler does
not have a bearing on the price the consumer pays. The profit to the wholesaler is
determined on supply and demand and the possibility of bringing products from
somewhere else. That is life and that is what it is all about.
Hon Kim Chance referred to his visit to Tasmania. I was interested in his comments
because late last year I had the opportunity to visit Tasmania where I investigated the
potato industry, the poppies that are grown there and the pyrethrum that is grown under
contract, which is similar to what happens with the potato industry in this State with
Edgell-Birds Eye. Tasmania has at its doorstep a high volume market for its products.
That certainly applies to its dairy products, and dairy farming in Tasmania is the most
automated of the nation.
Hon Kim Chance concluded his remarks by saying, with not a lot of conviction, that the
bottom line is that the Bill was politically motivated. People can take that view, but it
would not make too much difference to the electorate of Warren if a decision were made
to totally deregulate the potato industry. What amazes me about the vitriolic and
patriotic speeches by members opposite is that in the 10 years they were in government
they had ample opportunity to make that decision, but they did not.
Hon Kim Chance: We were above all that.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: It was not made for a very good reason. The Labor Government
brought to the House a Bill that tried to create a balance of having stability in a market
and attracting new business. That has been achieved and we do have a high tech industry
in the south west. It is worth noting that the potato industry is not a closed shop: The
domestic market is a closed shop, but the exporting and processing section of the industry
is not. Members opposite referred to the lack of variety and lack of choice of potatoes for
the Western Australian consumer. Both Hon Murray Montgomery and Hon Murray
Nixon spoke to me about this Bill prior to this debate. They said that one of the most
important factors to remember is that we have one main variety because another one of
better quality has not been grown.
Hon Kim Chance: Or stores better.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: Potato farmers do not grow a particular variety of potato because
they have a longing for it. They grow it jbecause it gives them the best return.
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Hon Kim Chance: Had we not had objective measurement of wheat varieties there would
still be a lot of people still growing Insignia; that is a better parallel.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: It is a good example, but who developed the other varieties? It
was the Department of Agriculture and people in other States.
Hon Kim Chance: And people like Len Riley who brought it in.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: That is right; he introduced that variety. I do not know whether
anything similar has been attempted. However, there have been opportunities to grow
other varieties but they have not been successful, and that is the reason we have been left
with one variety.
Hon Kim Chance: I said that because it was the pressure of marketing arrangements
which took Insignia out of the industry. If it were not for that pressure Western
Australian farmers would still be growing it.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: That is true, but it was an export industry. Western Australia
grows different varieties of wheat and barley from other parts of the nation because of its
climatic conditions. What grows well in Western Australia might not grow well in other
parts of the nation and vice versa.
Hon J.A. Scott: You supply it to a niche market that wants that variety and more is paid
for it.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: Hon Jim Scott is speculating that that has not been done. He
should speak to the people in the industry because they will tell him that all the options
have been tried and will continue to be tried. A person will not stand by and do nothing
if he can produce a quality product which will be more acceptable to the consumer or will
grow faster.
Hon M.D. Nixon: He does it because the supermarkets want the product.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: Exactly. The authority does not sell the potatoes to the
consumers; it is the people at the coalface of the retail operations who will read the
market signs.
Hon Sam Piantadosi's comments revolved around the fact that the industry should be
deregulated. He compared the potato industry with the onion industry, but there are a
couple of significant differences. One of the main differences is disease. One of the
reasons for controlling areas where potatoes are grown is to prevent the spread of disease.
Regardless of whether the market is deregulated, the crucial factors will be the use of
chemicals and preventing the spread of disease. A lot of people think that growing
something involves putting the seed in the ground and watching it grow until it is ready
to be harvested and that that is the end of the story. For uninformed people that is fair
enough, but there is a lot more to this industry than many people realise. There are many
reasons for this change, in addition to ensuring an orderly move towards deregulation.
Hon Sam Piantadosi mentioned his experience and trip as a member of the select
committee in 1984. That was I11 years ago and many changes have taken place since
then in the operation of the potato industry. Certainly the processing sector implemented
in Western Australia is a totally different scenario and so is the operation of the authority.
It is not a play on words to change the title to include the word "corporation" and nor is it
a change in name only. The change is made to move to the next step of this body having
a financial and economical focus.
I was interested in the comment by Hon Sam Piantadosi that I do not know much about
this issue, or horticulture and other issues. It is not a bad time for me to remind him that
for some time I have been very concerned about, and have discussed with him, the lack
of air freight facilities from this State for a range of perishable products, including
vegetables. The Government announced a week ago that Singapore Airlines Ltd is now
operating a plane transporting 50 tonnes of potatoes from Perth each week. It is a
significant breakthrough and is at least five years ahead of previous predictions. Not
only are lobsters, fish products, vegetables and flowers being exported by air freight, but
also an additional 50 tonnes of potatoes are exported each week on top of the 600 tonnes
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already exported. The significance of that service is that the 50 tonnes are exported in
one load, directly to Singapore from Perth. Much of the air freight from this State travels
via Sydney, Auckland and other places.
Hon Kim Chance: It is bits and pieces all over the place.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: Absolutely. That did not just happen; the Government
established the air export council and had wide consultation with the industry. It
gathered information on the products, where they were going, the quantity available and
the seasonal factors. With that information it was able to approach the airline and
indicate the range of export opportunities available. It is also a bonus for the airline
because it did not know from one week to another how much freight was waiting to be
exported.
Hon Kim Chance: Is that for 12 months of the year?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: It is on three months trial. We must have approval from the
Federal Government to continue that service.
Hon Doug Wenn: From when?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: It began on Wednesday of last week, and the plane leaves at four
o'clock every Wednesday morning.
Hon N.D. Griffiths: When will the decision be made?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: The trial is for three months and we look forward to receiving
that approval some time between now and the end of those three months. It may have
something to do with the sale of Qantas Airways Limited.
Hon Kim Chance: It will make things easier in that regard because the existence of
Qantas was always a problem.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: Reference was also made to the people of Westrail and it was
said that the time they were given to exit their operation, did not compare with the
favourable position of potato growers. That may be all right from an emotional point of
view, but potato farmers are not employed by the Government. They are in competition
and their survival will be determined by the corporation and the area they are allowed to
plant. The price will be determined by the corporation, in accordance with the price the
market will pay. There is no restriction on the importation of that product. The argument
has been very much oversimplified. I have quite properly expanded on the reference to
Westrail employees and obviously I will not have the opportunity to deal with that in this
debate, other than to say that no-one will be forced out. People will have a choice and
they will be encouraged to start a business with the support the Government is prepared
to give them, or to transfer to the private sector. It will not be done overnight and much
consultation will take place. The Government's other option would have been to do
nothing and, had it done that, it would have resulted in the demise of the railway network
in this State. It would have been overtaken by road transport eventually, as has been
happening for some time.
Hon Sam Piantadosi mentioned that consumers will not receive any benefits from this
legislation. They are one of the main reasons for this balanced approach. If the industry
were deregulated overnight, the price of potatoes could fluctuate significantly. Hon Kim
Chance pointed out that that happens in other States. As a consequence, the market sets
the price. We all know that is part of life and we agree with it, but if it can be done on a
gradual basis, people can be winners at both ends. Obviously, the negotiations and the
information exchanged between the authority, the retailers and the wholesalers set the
price. That price has resulted in stability in the marketplace. If the worse thing to
complain about in this State is the quality of potatoes, it demonstrates that everything else
must be pretty good.
Hon Doug Wenn endorsed the comments made by his colleagues. He also referred
specifically to the make-up of the membership of the board. The chairman, who is
appointed for five years by the Minister, must have certain qualifications. Three other
members will be appointed by the Minister for three years and they, too, must have
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certain qualifications. Finally, two members will be elected by growers for a three year
period.
Hon Doug Wenn: Why have you extended the chairman's role to five years?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: Obviously the chairman's role is to give continuity for the
duration.
Hon N.D. Griffiths: You are more caring of these people than you are of the workers for
whom you are responsible.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: I leave it to the member's better judgment and he may take that
up with the Minister for Primary Industry. I am sure he will be pleased to give the
member the reasons for his actions.
Hon N.D. Griffiths: It is your job to do that.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: If I have the opportunity during Committee to refer to that in
specific detail, I will do so.
Hon J.A. Scott: Why is there not a consumer representative?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: We are talking about the marketing operations of the
corporation.
Hon L.A. Scott: You have representatives of growers, sellers, and buyers on the board.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: The people appointed to the board by the Minister have special
qualifications. MetroBus has a user representative on its board. We could have five
representatives of consumer organisations on the board but they would not necessarily
use potatoes.
I commend the Bill to the House.
Question put and a division taken with the following result -

Ayes (14)
Hon George Cash Hon Barry House Hon J.A. Scott
Hon E.J. Charlton Hon P.R. Lightfoot Hon W.N. Stretch
Hon M.J. Criddle H-on Murray Montgomery Hon Derrick Tomlinson
Hon B.K. Donaldson Hon N.F. Moore Hon Muriel Patterson (Teller)
Hon Peter Foss Hon M.D. Nixon

Noes (10)
Hon Kim Chance Hon N.D. Griffiths Hon Doug Wenn
Hon J.A. Cowdell Hon John Halden Hon Tom Helm (Teller)
Hon Graham Edwards Hon AJ.G. MacTiemnan
Hon Val Ferguson Hon Sam Piantadosi

Pairs

Hon P.H. Lockyer Hon Tom Stephens
Hon Max Evans Hon Mark Nevilt
Hon B.M. Scott Hon Cheryl Davenport
Hon I.D. MacLean Hon Bob Thomas

Question thus passed.

Bill read a second time.

Committee
The Chairman of Committees (Hon Barry House) in the Chair, Hon E.J. Charlton
(Minister for Transport) in charge of the Bill.

Clause 1 put and passed.
Clause 2: Commencement -

Hon KIMv CHANCE: The Government's embracement of the Hilmer principles seems at
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odds with the nature of the Bill. Can the Minister explain the relationship between this
legislation and the Hilmer principles?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: The Hilmer report was the brainchild of the Federal
Government, and it has been taken on board by that Government and other people.
Financial penalties will be paid by those who do not embrace those principles. The
federal Minister for Primary Industry has stated that provided statutory marketing bodies
are working towards freeing up their operations the Hilmer principles will not affect
them. State Governments are dealing with that situation. For instance, in the disability
services arena there is a need and a will to make changes at an acceptable pace. This
legislation is a good example of that situation. Time limits have been placed on some
government agencies, and arrangements are being made to meet that requirement.
Agriculture and associated industries do not face a time line, but the principle remains.
This legislation represents a transitional phase.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 3 to 6 put and passed.
Clause 7: Section 5 amended -

Hon KIM CHANCE: The clause provides for a drastic change in the definition of
commercial producer by deleting 500 square metres and substituting 100 square metres.
Why is that reduction necessary?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: It is to avoid group schemes where a number of growers pool
their oper-ations to overcome an area restriction to which other growers are subject.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 8 to 18 put and passed.
Clause 19: Section 17A amended -

Hon E.J. CHARLTON: I move -

Page 13, lines 16 and 17 - To delete paragraph (a).
Page 15, lines I to 10 - To delete paragraph (h).

The Bill includes a new subsection to section 17A to provide power to the Minister to
give directions to the corporation. This is a duplication of power as it is included in
section 28. Its removal with this amendment ensures that section 17A remains
uncluttered by the now unnecessary designation "(1)".
Amendments put and passed.
Clause, as amended, put and passed.
Clauses 20 and 21 put and passed.
Clause 22: Section 19A amended -

Hon KIM CHANCE: I believe the Minister in the other place gave an undertaking to
have a closer look at the matters raised by, I think, the member for Eyre and to amend
this clause if the concerns could be substantiated by further investigation.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: The basis on which members can be quite confident is that the
Minister cannot override a decision if it is delegated. By having the power of delegation,
the responsibility will remain with that decision and therefore it will stand.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 23 to 26 put and passed.
Clause 27: Section 22 amended -

Hon KIM CHANCE: The amended section contains the principal regulatory component
of the Bill. The Bill compels a grower to sell potatoes to the corporation. I raise the
point in the context of this clause because it is the most appropriate place and it follows
fundamentally the issues raised in the second reading by Hon Jim Scott. I refer to the
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Bill's intention and the Minister's statement to the effect that he wants to reduce the
planned overproduction, the exportable surplus, from 10 per cent to 5 per cent. I can
naturally understand why he wants to reduce it. Will 5 per cent be a target figure or will
the target figure be as close to zero as possible, but no more than 5 per cent? Will the
corporation attempt to professionalise its export marketing effort?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: As Hon Kim Chance will readily realise, if we simply allowed
an area to be targeted and the seasonal conditions did not meet expectations, there would
be a shortfall. While the corporation is in place there will be a need to properly ensure a
buffer to cater for that variation. At the same time, as a result of the changes in this
legislation the amount of contracted price will be only for that domestic pool and
anything above that will not share in that price when it comes to selling potatoes into
other sections of the market. Again it is obvious we need to keep that amount to a
minimum. The reason for the 5 per cent is to give it a buffer in a fluctuating season. The
balance will obviously go into a separate export pool which will target specific high
volume export markets. The splitting of the production is a very important component of
these changes. It was all in one pool before; as a result of this legislation, different prices
will come back to producers based on the pool to which they belong.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 28 to 39 put and passed.
Clause 40: Sections 26, 27, 28 and 29 inserted -

Hon Kim CHANCE: I have an objection to the appeal provision contained in proposed
section 28(3) simply on the basis of the Caesar appealing to Caesar principle. It is an
objection the Opposition recorded in the other place, and one which it records every time
it appears in legislation. Does the Minister have anything to report on the matter?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: The appeal process comes up often in legislation. There are
various forms of appeal; to a court, to a tribunal, or back to the Minister. It has been said
on numerous occasions that if it is a personal matter that is part of everyday life, it
involves a different process from something that is based on legislation. If it is based on
legislation where control and responsibility is placed with a Minister, the matter goes
back to that person of responsibility to hear that appeal. The member is right in what he
says; however, it is because of the lack of a more satisfactory option that it is handled this
way.
Hon Kim Chance: Is it the lack of a formal appeal process?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: Yes. That point was used in the taxi legislation. Even when
something had a broader definition and went to court, invariably the court would refer it
back to the Minister, because the Minister is responsible.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 41 to 43 put and passed.
Clause 44: Section 32 inserted -

Hon KIMv CHANCE: Will the capacity of the corporation in setting prices be used to
progressively reflect competitive pricing principles? In other words, how will the
corporation use its power which this clause gives it to set those prices? Will it continue
setting prices in the way it has under a regulated market, or is it the intention of the
corporation by the fifth year of the legislation to work progressively towards a
competitive pricing situation? That will determine whether the Govemnment is simply
extending the life of the present regulation or whether it is treating this as a transitional
move towards deregulation.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: The corporation in setting a price which will take into account
the profitability component of the grower to ensure that the grower will be rewarded for
producing the product. Obviously if the price is set too low and the corporation does not
produce, there will be the obvious shortcomings. The other side of the equation is that
the corporation must then take into account the relative components, such as the price
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around the nation, the imported product, and what that would sell at, to arrive at a market
price. This legislation is not about phasing in a price at the end of that five year period,
but having a price that will be consistent with what the market will be prepared to pay at
that time.
Hon KIM CHANCE: If there is any element of phasing in about the operation of the
corporation during the next five years - I suppose it is unfair to put a hypothetical
question to the Minister - what would happen if competitive prices, those existing in the
Eastern States, rose spectacularly, for example, as a result of disease in the Eastern
States? Would the corporation be constrained by this Bill to price by historical marks, or
would it feel unconstrained by the legislation? Could it pursue those much higher prices
generated by that competition?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: It can be demonstrated consistently that when there is a type of
marketing arm, as there is in this case, it is always one of the criticisms of an orderly
marketing process which does not respond to wild fluctuations in commodity prices in
other places. That is the reason this legislation is in place - to remove that speculation.
Therefore, the Minister with that responsibility would in the final analysis ignore that
factor in setting the price. He would set the price on the basis of what I said before -
profitability and what is a fair price for the marketplace.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 45 to 47 put and passed.
Clause 48 put and negatived.
New clause 48 -

Hon E.J. CHARLTON: I move -

Section 37 amended
48. Section 37 of the principal Act is amended by repealing subsection (2) and
substituting the following subsections -

(2) Notwithstanding -

(a) that by the operation of subsection (1), the financial year of the
Corporation will end on 30 June; and

(b) that under the provisions of subsection (2) of this section, as
enacted before the coming into operation of section 48 of the
Marketing of Potatoes (Amendment) Act 1995, the financial year of
the former Authority ended on 30 September,

insofar as sections 66 to 69, inclusive, of the Financial Admninistration and
Audit Act 1985 have not been complied with in relation to any operations
of the former Authority in any year the Minister shall direct the
Corporation to cause those sections to be complied with, and effect shall
be given to those sections, in respect to operations of the former Authority
as though the financial year of the former Authority had ended
immediately preceding the coming into operation of section 9 of the
Marketing of Potatoes (Amendment) Act 1995.

(3) In subsection (2), "the former Authority" means the Western Australian
Potato Marketing Authority as constituted under this Act prior to the coming into
operation of section 9 of the Marketing of Potatoes (Amendment) Act 1995. "

As printed, the Bill includes an amendment to section 37 of the principal Act in which
the existing subsection (2) is repealed. This currently provides a specific time factor; that
is, a 30 September end to the financial year of the corporation, notwithstanding the
Financial Administration and Audit Act. It is repealed to bring the corporation into line
with similar authorities.
The removal of this subsection necessitates the inclusion of transitional provisions to
cover that part of the financial year that would otherwise not be reported. These are
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presently in subclauses (2) and (3) of clause 48 of the Bill. Subclause (1) of clause 48
must be changed to reflect the removal of subsection (2) of section 17A. Therefore, the
opportunity has been taken to bring the transitional provisions into the principal Act. The
net effect of the proposed amendments to the Bill in this context is to remove duplication
and, by a rewording of the provisions relating to the need for the new corporation to
report on behalf of the former authority, to remove the transitional provisions and make
them part of the principal Act.
New clause put and passed.
Clause 49 put and passed.
Clause 50: Section 38 inserted -

Hon KIM CHANCE: This clause deals with the access that the Minister shall have to
information held by the corporation. Again, in the Committee stage in the other place,
the Minister for Primary Industry gave an undertaking that he would address the concern
raised by the member for Kalgoorlie; that is, the issue of the Minister requesting
information from the corporation. He said he had no idea what the information might be
and it could be changed by altering the word "request" to "direct". The Minister said he
would look at it and discuss it before the Bill was debated in here. I understand that the
Minister may be able to comment on this issue.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: I am advised that there is some up to date information regarding
the change the member is seeking. Clause 50 deals with the provision of information by
the corporation and proposed new section 38 is in "common form", settled with Treasury
and appears in almost every Act since 1990 where there has been a requirement for a
provision of that kind. Any proposal to amend the provision would require Treasury's
approval. Since, by proposed subsection (3), the corporation is required to comply with a
request made under proposed subsection (2) it differs little from a direction given under
section 20A of the Act.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 51 to 53 put and passed.
Clause 54: Sections 41A to 41F inserted -

Hon KIM CHANCE: I indicated earlier that I would raise my objection to the misuse of
onus of proof and the term we know as an averment. I remember raising my very strong
objection to averments in the debate on the soil conservation legislation last year. I
remain unhappy about the question of averment. On reading the debate of the Committee
stage in the other place I noted with pleasure that my colleagues the member for
Kalgoorlie and the member for Ashburton were not happy with this. No doubt the
mnember for Ashburton's former employment as a clerk of courts drove him to be as
incensed as I am about the question of averment. The principles of natural justice should
not be compromised in this way. I note that in the other place the Minister for Primary
Industry indicated that if he received advice indicating that the integrity of the legislation
could be maintained without this clause he would omit it. Is the Minister in a position to
comment on that?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: I do not know whether the question of averment comes up in
other Ministers' legislation, but it comes up in the Bills I handle. I am advised that
clause 54 relates to averments of complaints against persons alleged to be involved in
unauthorised dealings in potatoes for human consumption. Proposed section 41E is an
averment provision of a 'common form" kind used whenever it is virtually impossible for
a prosecution to establish positively a frame of mind or state of affairs, known only to the
defendant, but very easy for the defendant to produce relevant evidence if it exists. It is
obvious that it does exist. The member is questioning the principle of people having to
prove that they did not do something. If it is taken on a broad scale, everyone would
agree it is wrong.
Hon Kim Chance: It is a presumption of guilt.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: Exactly. It is in this legislation because of the specific nature of
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it. While we might object to it being in the Bill, if it is not included the capacity and
ability to ensure that a piece of legislation or a procedure will be adhered to is taken
away.
Hon Kim Chance: It points to a weakness in our system of law. You cannot successfully
prosecute without making people automatically guilty.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: I am further advised that to remove this provision would
severely hamper legal proceedings, to an extent that would seriously jeopardise the
effective working of the Act. It is like everything else: At the end of the day when these
highly regulated pieces of legislation disappear, along with them will go these
requirements. I suppose we will be loaded with something else that restricts the
operation of government.
Clause put and passed.
Clauses 55 to 58 put and passed.
Title put and passed.
Bill reported, with amendments.

OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH LEGISLATION AMENDMENT
BILL

Commnittee
The Chairman of Committees (Hon Barry House) in the Chair; Hon Peter Foss (Minister
for the Environment) in charge of the Bill.
Clause 7: Section 3A repealed -

Progress was reported after the clause had been partly considered.
Hon PETER FOSS: To consider the clause we must consider both the theoretical
possibilities and the likely circumstances. I will first address the theoretical possibilities.
If we stick with the Industrial Relations Commission, in the case of a dispute the first
step in the process that we have would be consultation at the workplace. It is correct to
say, and certainly it is the intent, that most matters should be resolved by consultation at
the workplace. If that cannot occur, the next step in the process is the involvement of an
inspector. Although the inspector has direct powers in certain areas, one of the things he
is enabled and encouraged to do is to seek to arrive at some form of conciliation. If that
is not able to occur, the next step is to go to the commissioner, who definitely has an
obligation to try to bring the parties together.
To that stage we have had three opportunities for some form of agreement between the
parties. It is at that stage that we get the branching in the courts. As proposed by the
Opposition, the matter could go to the Industrial Relations Commission. At that stage,
theoretically, one goes to a single commissioner then to the full bench and then to the
Industrial Appeal Court. Of course, the other alternative as proposed by the Bill is that it
go to a magistrate. The first question we must ask is, how many steps of conciliation do
we need before we eventually need a decision? If we take the theoretical possibility of
what is proposed by the Opposition, we have six possible steps before a resolution.
Under the method proposed by the Government, we have four steps. There comes a time
when one needs resolution. The reason why there have been so few appeals is that there
is already built into the system a sufficient quantity of attempts at conciliation.

It is not actually a contradiction to say that the magistrates will have experience and also
that there is likely to be only about four appeals, because the magistrates will also be
dealing with prosecutions. They will have extensive experience of that very question. In
fact, their experience will be far more directed towards the question of health and safety
simply because of their experience with that side of the matter. Their role is not just in
being the last step in this process; they are also the people involved in the prosecutions.
In relation to prohibition notices, I think that it is accepted by the Opposition that the
magistrate would be the appropriate person to deal with these matters.
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Hon Tom Helm: Is that still after the commissioner has been involved? The magistrates
come in to make a decision?
Hon PETER FOSS: Yes. We have had three steps: The workplace consultation, the
inspector, the commissioner and then the magistrate. We believe that three steps is
sufficient before one then gets a decision. The types of decisions made at that stage will
be factual decisions and we believe that the magistrate will be the appropriate person to
make that decision.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: I am a little confused about four and six steps. Can you explain
the six?
Hon PETER FOSS: I aim saying that theoretically, if you went right the way through
without success, the stages are: Consultation, inspector, commissioner, single
commissioner, full bench and Industrial Appeal Court.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: There is no appeal from the magistrate's decision?
Hon PETER FOSS: No.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: None at all?
Hon PETER FOSS: It would only be a determination of law. At that stage we would
have the judicial decision.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiemnan: The appeals from the full bench to the Industrial Appeal Court
are also on questions of law?
Hon PETER FOSS: Yes.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: So there really is only a difference of one stage.
Hon PETER FOSS: We get to the stage where there is a judicial decision after four steps
rather than six steps. We are saying that we do not need five conciliation steps.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiemnan: The Industrial Relations Commission does make a judicial
decision. Its orders are binding.
Hon PETER FOSS:' The member is urging that the reason why it should go to the
Industrial Relations Commission is that it gives an opportunity for further conciliation.
We are saying that there are already three steps for conciliation. One hardly needs a
system that gives two more steps for conciliation before saying that there will be no more
conciliation and there will now be a judicial decision. If one goes through the other
method, one has three steps of conciliation and then there is a judicial decision. The
Industrial Relations Commission itself has only two steps before getting to a judicial
decision. This proposal provides five steps before getting to a judicial decision.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiemnan: That is dishonest.
Hon PETER FOSS: The member is urging that there should be another opportunity for
conciliation. I am saying there are three opportunities for conciliation. The Opposition
wants at least one and possibly two more.
Hon A.J.G. MacTiemnan: But is there a problem at the moment?
Hon PETER FOSS: We are saying that the type of matter to be decided should be
decided by a magistrate. I think the member will agree that with prohibition notices that
would be appropriate. Secondly, there will be an expert magistrate because that
magistrate will also be dealing with prosecutions under the Act. Under those
circumstances we will have someone who is far more ready to deal with questions of
health and safety than people in the Industrial Relations Commission. The majority of
commissioners' work is not related to health and safety.
Hon Tom Helm: That will start with the Act. We have only commissioners in place at
the moment.
The CHAIRMAN: Order! Le-t us have a little bit of order in the debate. The Minister is
on his feet and if other speakers wish to make a contribution they have plenty of
opportunity.
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Hon PETER FOSS: The important thing that members must realise is that magistrates do
not live forever and commissioners do not live forever. The point is that they all start as
people who are not commissioners and who are not magistrates. I do not think it will
take long for the magistrates to gain that experience, more importantly because they will
be gaining it through specialising in health and safety. Industrial relations commissioners
do not specialise in health and safety. Most of their disputes are related to something
else. We get only four of these disputes before the Industrial Relations Commission each
year. It is hardly a huge amount of experience in dealing with health and safety disputes
if they get four cases a year. It is far more sensible to limit the number of tribunals to
which those matters can go by sending them to a tribunal which specialises in health and
safety. I know members opposite do not agree with that, but it does explain the
Government's logic that it wants a four step process for what is a factual decision rather
than a conciliation process. We believe there is a ground for having a tribunal which will
deal solely with health and safety matters and will gain experience through not just the
rare appeals which it hears through this process but also the prosecutions with which it
deals.
Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I am disappointed in the Minister's response; I had expected
him to go into detail about how these actions will be launched and will operate within the
Magistrate's Court. If there is a dispute in the workplace involving 20, 30 or 40 workers
in regard to the election of a workplace representative or committee, or in regard to
whether workers should be paid for down time, must each of those workers take an
individual action before the Magistrate's Court, or will there be a facility for
representative actions? Currently before the Industrial Relations Commission, the union
is recognised and can take an action on its own behalf in respect of those workers. The
Minister has focused on prohibition notices because that is the easiest issue for the
Magistrate's Court to deal with because, by and large, a single person will contest the
decision and seek to have it reversed. The Minister has not indicated what procedures the
Magistrate's Court will adopt for getting this process into court, nor whether workers will
be able to take a joint action or must each take an individual action.
Hon PETER FOSS: I am surprised that the member has asked those questions because
she knows perfectly well that a single person may bring an action and that action will be
not only determined but also a precedent for any other issues to be resolved, and we
would expect the commissioner to take action if people did not honour that decision. I
cannot see why the member would want to go further than that in this instance. The
common law has succeeded very well with large numbers of people being protected
under a test case, and it is a well known method. There has become an obsession over a
time to follow the American system of having class actions, and having had some
experience of them in practice, I do not believe they are necessarily worthwhile. We
want to have a decision made, and the decision having been made, it will be abided by.

Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: We are talking about two separate situations. We may have
in a classic product liability case a single plaintiff who has a discrete cause of action
against the defendant, and that case can have significance as a test case, but we are
talking about a different situation here where there is not simply a dispute between an
individual plaintiff and defendant but where a group of workers as a collective entity
have a dispute with an employer. That is essentially a different process, and this
unfortunately highlights some of the ideological problems of this Government. It is
unable to recognise the collective interests that a group of workers may have within a
particular workplace. The Minister is saying that if a group of workers have a dispute
regarding an election, for example, that group of workers must single out one person,
notwithstanding that it is not simply one person who is concerned and is in dispute with
the employer, who will present himself as a token plaintiff. If that is the case, can the
magistrate take into account the evidence of those other persons who are equally in
dispute with the defendant employer?
Hon PETER FOSS: Of course he can, and I am surprised the member would suggest
otherwise. The member knows perfectly well that the relevant facts are admissible in a
case. I am not sure what the member is seeking to protect, but if a relevant fact is that a
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person is taking his action in conjunction with a lot of other people, that is admissible
evidence. If, on the other hand, the member is saying the person has only a collective
right, we can have representative actions where one person brings an action on behalf of
a group. The member should look at the Local Court rules, which have limited
representative actions, but I cannot see the case that the member is putting arising out of
anything that is established under this Bill. If one person brings an action, he is entitled
to bring into that action any relevant evidence. If the person is acting in concert and that
is a relevant fact, he can bring that fact into the action. If the person is bringing the
action in order to protect some other persons, and that is permitted by the rules, he can
bring that fact into the action. If it is a relevant fact, of course it will be admissible
evidence. That is the basic rule, and I am surprised the member would suggest otherwise.
If one person brings an action and it is successful, and the same point applies to all of the
other persons and the employer decides not to obey that decision, he is being quite silly
because he will find himself faced with a number of other actions which he is sure to lose
by virtue of the decision in the first case.
Hon TOM HELM: It appears there is agreement that nothing is fundamentally wrong
with the present system, with the exception of the one step which the Government wants
to cut out -

Hon Peter Foss interjected.
Hon TOM HELM: That is, the appeal provisions from the Magistrate's Court and from
the Full Bench of the Industrial Relations Commission.
Hon Peter Foss: I am saying you do not need two more conciliatory steps.
Hon TOM HELM: Yes, but by the same token there are few occasions when the sixth
step, in the Minister's words, is used, and, hopefully, the fifth step in the Minister's
proposal is used. There are four steps: Conciliation in the workplace, inspector,
commissioner, and magistrate. We have a difference of one step. One of the
fundamentals of life is if it is not broke, why fix it? Things are working reasonably well.
We do not have a plethora of industrial accidents, and the record seems to indicate that
accidents are reducing and we are improving the current situation. It is blatant nonsense
to suggest that even if this Bill were passed tomorrow, a magistrate who started to listen
to cases brought before him by employees from tomorrow would gain within 12 months
as much experience as a commissioner who is already in place.
The Minister says that we do not need to go to the commission because industrial action
does not have a part to play in health and safety matters. However, the health and safety
magistrate will hear a dispute that exists between employees and employers in the
workplace. The magistrates' decisions can be appealed only on points of law. The
Industrial Relations Commission has a proven track record in these matters, so why is
this legislation proposing that magistrates will hear these disputes? The thrust of this Bill
set out in the second reading speech is to educate people to take action that will prevent
accidents, and that the last resort is to punish them. Will the magistrate have an ability to
conciliate or to arbitrate?
Hon Peter Foss: We particularly do not want him to have that ability.
Hon TOM HELM: The Minister is making a lie of his own Bill, because the thrust of
this Bill is education and to demonstrate to people the best way to go about things. At
the moment, a fine can be imposed only by the full bench of the commission. At every
step of the way attempts are made to conciliate. The Minister said that the idea in the
first three steps of his six part plan is conciliation, and to try to get a deal that both parties
can live with. Until the parties go to the magistrate the idea is to resolve disputes
amicably. In that process perhaps they will learn a lesson and they will not do it again.
They do not leamn a lesson by being punished or by singling out an employee in a dispute.
The Bill is geared to shutting out the trade unions from playing a part in health and safety
matters in the workplace. Minister Kierath has already passed industrial relations
legislation that will reduce the power of the unions. The Minister is now saying to a
group of 20 people that it is in their best interests to pick one of their number to go before
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the magistrate and present the case. That person must pay for legal representation,
because the employer certainly will have legal representation. The Minister is asking an
individual employee, more than likely employed on an individual contract, to take that
risk. He or she will then be expected to rock back into the workplace and expect that
everything will be hunky-dory. That is Mickey Mouse logic and it will not happen. This
Government is about splitting everybody up. The Government did not win the
employment argument.
The Government is playing with people's lives, their livelihoods and the conditions under
which they work. This legislation is about the lives, and the maiming, of workers. Why
do we have to go down that path and cut out the step of arbitration? Why is it so
unpalatable for workers to have that additional step of arbitration? Why does the
Minister prefer these newly appointed magistrates, who are selected both from the
employee and employer side of industry, to the commissioners in place today who are
already dealing with myriad industrial relations matters and who have the experience to
deal with disputes? Does the Minister think they will not do the right thing by the
workers and the employers so that they have a safer workplace? It is not only a matter of
lives being destroyed and disrupted and workers being disfigured but also of unhealthy
and unsafe workplaces being always unproductive. They always turn over less money
for the shareholders than a workplace that is healthy and safe. Every major and
successful workplace aims for the best practice policy, which is about educating people
to get them to take pride in their workplace. Best practice shows them how best to
perform and behave to make the workplace safe and healthy. The Minister is placing
individual employees or groups under threat. They are not sure if what they are doing is
the right thing and they know at the end of the day that it will cost them X amount of
money. That is not the right way to ensure people do the right thing.

Hon PETER FOSS: I am pleased the member mentioned best practice, because by doing
so he answered his own question. The Government is making this change because it
believes this can be done better. One area where quality improvement is very important
is that of safety. One should not assume that one's system is the best simply because it
appears to be all right for now. One should always be looking for better. We believe we
can do better by having this step to a magistrate specialising in the area of safety and
health in the workplace. Hon Alannah MacTiernan shifted slightly from her original
argument although Hon Tom Helm is staying with it. Her original argument was that we
should go to the Industrial Relations Commission, not to the magistrate, because we
would be taking away a conciliation stage and moving straightaway to an adversarial
decision making stage. I said that if that was the member's attitude she would have two
more stages before she got to that truly adversarial decision making stage in the other
mode. The member's reply was that the Industrial Relations Commission can operate in
an adversarial decision making mode as well.

We are saying in the whole consultation process, followed by that of the inspector and
the commissioner, there are three opportunities for that conciliation to take place. We are
saying the fourth step should then be a decision. We hope that decision will be made by
someone who is regularly and specially involved in health and safety. The magistrate
will have not only the somewhat infrequent appeals but also regular involvement through
his role as a magistrate dealing with prosecutions. We believe it is an improvement and
that it will lead to a better safety position because we are committed to best practice and
quality improvement. I have heard the arguments to the contrary and that we should have
an extra two steps. I am not convinced we should have those extra two steps before we
reach a stage where it is quite definitely a legal decision making process.

I have heard the suggestion about the skill of the Industrial Relations Commission in
other areas of industrial relations and I accept that questions of health and safety can be
raised there. However, that does not alter the basic argument that these magistrates will
have the expertise and the particular involvement with health and safety. Unions have
the ability to appear before the magistrate and the capacity to represent the workers.

Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: In which part of the Bill is that?
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Hon PETER FOSS: That is in proposed section 51iD. The Government is committed to
what it hopes is a better process.
The CHAIRMvAN: Much of the discussion at the moment seems to be relevant to clauses
further on in the Bill, particularly clause 39. The discussion must be specific to clause 7.
Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: As we said last night when that point was made by Hon
Derrick Tomlinson, it is difficult to logically and intelligently discuss the removal of the
Industrial Relations Commission's jurisdiction without contrasting that to the jurisdiction
of the Magistrate's Court. The Minister has pointed out there is effectively one extra
stage. I am not sure how numerate is the Minister, but on any rational count there is one
extra stage before a legally binding order of a tribunal is made. Clearly, stage four in the
current system is to take the matter to an Industrial Relations Commission. It can first
conciliate and then arbitrate. That cuts down by one the process available to the
magistrate where there is no capacity to conciliate.
Against this supposed advantage we have a far more difficult jurisdiction for the
employees to operate in. I note that the Minister has not addressed the question of Cost.
The Opposition pointed out that one of the important characteristics of the Industrial
Relations Commission was that it was a no cost j urisdiction.

Progress
Progress reported and leave given to sit again, pursuant to Standing Order No 61 (c).

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE - ORDINARY
HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Leader of the House) [10.55 pm]: I
move -

That the House do now adjourn.
Adjournment Debate - Schools, Children with Disabilities

HON GRAHAM EDWARDS (North Metropolitan) [10.56 pm]: Before the House
adjourns I draw to its attention, particularly that of the Minister for Education, a matter
about which I am greatly concerned and which relates to parents of young students with
disabilities. I am concerned that a couple of families are being treated quite unfairly,
indeed shabbily, by the Education Department. Having drawn the attention of the House
to where the Pooles were wrongly issued with a directive to remove their child from
school, I turn now to another unfair situation of a Woodvale family by the name of
Clough. I quote from an article which appeared in The West Australian some time last
week and to a letter circulated by the principal of an education support centre basically
having a very unfair go at this family. The article headlined "Schools battle widens" by
Carina Tan-Van Baren reads -

Woodvale father Peter Clough is angry that he may be forced into a court battle
over the education of his daughter, Michelle.
The Cloughs are one of four families planning to fight the Education Department
moves to over-rule their right to choose schools for the children, who have
disabilities.
Mr Clough denies claims by department director-general Greg Black that support
groups have encouraged some parents to be confrontational rather than negotiate
a solution with the department.
"The truth is that until we decided to fight this thing we did not have any contact
with other groups," Mr Clough said. "And for Mr Black to say we are not
conciliating is just a joke.
"You go into a meeting with the Education Department and they say to you,
'There is no use discussing whether Michelle is going (to a special school) or not,
she is going. We will conciliate on issues other than that'."
Six-year-old Michelle, who has a moderate intellectual disability, is enrolled in
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Creaney Education Support Centre, attached to the Creaney Primary School, in
Kingsley. It is an alternative to separate special schools and mainstream schools
with smaller support units.
The Cloughs believe the department wants Michelle in a special school but
Mr Black said yesterday that alternatives would be discussed with the family
before he decided whether to recommend a Section 20 order by Education
Minister Norman Moore.

Under Section 20 of the Education Act, Mr Moore can force children into a
special school against their parents' wishes on the advice of an independent
expert panel.
Three families have received Section 20 notices in the past month and the
Cloughs expect to be the fourth. The last use of the section was in 1983.

All four families plan to challenge the Minister in the Federal Equal Opportunity
Commission and possibly the Children's Court on the basis of human rights.

On Wednesday, Mr Black denied that the sudden spurt in Section 20 cases - after
a 12-year absence - was caused by a change in State Government, or departmental
policy.
He said a couple of parent advisory groups were encouraging parents to be
confrontational rather than attempt to conciliate with the department.

Mr Clough said his family understood that Michelle would get a big part of her
education in a special school but said she had a mental age of about two and
needed to learn social behaviour by imitating children in a mainstream school.

He wanted her to stay at the Creaney centre until she was old enough to need a
special education program. Parent Advocacy and Education chairman Jenny
Grayson, said parents were denied rights in negotiations within the education
system.

Here are a couple of decent, ordinary people fighting for a fair go and what they believe
is an opportunity for their daughter to improve herself. That is a perfectly understandable
thing that all parents at some stage or other would go for; that is, to do something for
their children. This family's reward for daring to question the Education Department is
this letter, which I understand was circulated yesterday to parents at the school. It is from
the Creaney Education Support Centre. It reads -

Due to recent media coverage I believe it is necessary for me to contact each
parent of students enrolled at Creaney Education Support Centre personally and
inform you of the Centre's position in any action that has been recommended to
the Director-General. I enclose a copy of an article in the West Australian
(8.5.1995) -

That is the article I have read. It continues -

- where a father of a student currently attending Creaney E.S.C. has made
comment regarding education department practice and process.

It is important for you to know that many hours have gone into processing an
action known as Education Act 20(a) which states:

(1) Where it appears to an advisory panel that a child of not less than 6
years of age nor more than leaving age has a mental or physical disorder
or disability of such a nature that the interests of that child would be best
served if he were to attend a school providing education of a kind
specially suited to persons suffering from such a disorder or disability, the
Minister may, on the recommendation of the panel, serve on the parent of
the child a direction in writing requiring the parent to cause the child to
attend such school or schools as is or are specified in the direction during
such times as are so specified,
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On 24th April, 1994, I recommended to Mr. Greg Black that under regulation
262K(2)(a) that he recommend to the Hon. Minister for Education, Mr. Norman
Moore, enactment of the above Education Act 20(a) on a student who was placed
on a 16 week trial basis at Creaney E.S.C. in Term 1, 1995. It was clear byFebruary 14, 1995 that Creaney E.S.C. was an inappropriate setting to cater for
the special needs of the student. On February 20, 1995 failure of the trialplacement was discussed with the parents, however they were unwilling to return
to the previous school.
Due to the parents refusal to accept the information presented, I referred thesituation to the Whitfords District Education Support Committee for re-direction.
On 7th March, 1995 the parents were advised that it was the committee's decision
that Creaney E.S.C. was not the most educationally enhancing environment fortheir child and that it was not an appropriate educational setting to provide the
necessary currculum programs.
Since then there have been numerous other reviews and conciliatory meetings.
The process that has been undertaking in this case has been extensive and
detailed, and has involved the parents, three senior school psychologists, theprincipal of both Gladys Newton School and Creaney E.S .C., special educators,
the Whitfords Education Support Placement Committee, the District
Superintendent and special advisory officers from the Disabilities and Learning
Difficulties Branch in Central Office.

I will not be able to read all of this letter into the record. Hon John Halden has said thatwhat I do not read, he will. In that case I will say in advance of Hon John Halden reading
the rest of the letter that I understand that we have a very difficult situation. I am notunsympathetic to the situation that confronts teachers, but I believe that this letter - and
you will see the full extent of it, Mr President - is not the way for principals to handle
such situations. An endeavour to divide and to turn every other family against thoseparents is an unfair and inappropriate way to proceed with this difficult situation. I donot want to be over-critical of the Minister, but when he has heard the rest of this letter,
will he have this matter investigated to see whether he feels this principal has acted fairlyin the way she has handled this matter? If someone should go from the school, perhaps itmight not be young Michelle Clough. Perhaps this principal is no longer capable of
managing situations like this. Perhaps her placement at this school should be looked at.
HON JOHN HALDEN (South Metropolitan - Leader of the Opposition) [11.06 pm]:Before I continue reading into the Hansard the letter Hon Graham Edwards was reading,
I will raise a different matter which relates again to the issue that Hon Kim Chance raised
earlier about a circular sent out by the Minister for Health. I rarely have a kind word for
the man and tonight will be no exception. As Hon Kim Chance said in this place, he hasbeen despicably misrepresented by the Minister for Health in his comments with regard
to recent changes to the patients' assisted travel scheme.
I intend to highlight yet another action of this Minister. He said in The West Australian
of 26 April 1995, in an article headed "Travel changes 'to end rorts' -
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: You are not suggesting that he wrote the headline, are you?
Hon JOHN HALDEN: No. My God, the member is an intellect!
Hon P.R. Lightfoot interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order! Stop interjecting.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: It reads -

.. Graham Kierath said yesterday.
The changes also were designed to stop rorts, such as people travelling for
treatment on weekends when the West Coast Eagles played.

These particularly sick people are receiving government assistance in the electorate
Mr Lightfoot used to represent. He should have some interest in this matter.
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Hon P.R. Lightfoot: I have, and I am listening.

Hon JOHN HAILDEN: I would not know the difference. Mr Kierath was subsequently
asked a series of questions: Have medical practitioners been prosecuted for rorting the
PAT scheme from 1987 to 1995; have any health department staff been prosecuted for
rorting the PAT scheme for the same period; have any patients been prosecuted for
rorting the PAT scheme for the same period? The consecutive answers of the Minister
for Health were no, no, no. Therefore, the statement issued by the Minister for Health
claiming that seriously ill people were rorting the travel scheme so they could travel at
weekends to watch the West Coast Eagles -

Hon P.R. Lightfoot: That is not so at all. He was not claiming people who were
seriously ill were rorting the travel scheme.
Hon JOHN HALDEN: That is what he said.
Hon P.R. Lightfoot: That is what the article may have said.

Hon JOHN HALDEN: That is what the article says. The member would not know.

The PRESIDENT: Order!
Hon JOHN HALDEN: The indefensible is not defendable, even by the member's bizarre
logic. This Minister, who perpetually attempts to distort reality, will on any occasion
blame the victim on the most outrageous grounds possible. When someone suggests that
people are rorting the system, and the facts turn up out of the Minister's own mouth, is
there an apology to those he offended? No, not from Mr Kierath. There might be one
from Mr Lightfoot but not from Mr Kierath.

Hon P.R. Lightfoot: I have nothing to apologise for.

Hon JOHN HALDEN: The member's very existence is probably that. I understand that
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition in the other place made some unfortunate comments
in relation to this Minister that saw him ejected from the other place. Perhaps his
absence was worthwhile bearing in mind the antics this individual gets up to, which are
nothing but despicable.
I would like now to read for the record the remainder of the letter Hon Graham Edwards
was reading. It states -

The case has been managed in a collaborative, consultative, sensitive and highly
professional manner with all personnel unanimously agreeing that the most
appropriate placement at this time for the student's developmental functioning is
Gladys Newton School, which can provide the student with an extensive and
comprehensive developmental program to benefit the student's educational, social
and functional needs. All educational personnel agree that the student needs to
obtain a higher functioning level before being considered for a fully integrated
educational setting.
HOW DOES IT AFFECT THE CENTRE AND YOUR CHILD?

* The Centre's normal operational program for other students has been
severely disrupted.

* Staff are undergoing counselling with Employee Advisory Services in
Education (EASE) as an ongoing measure to address the pressures and
stress associated with the student's presence in the school.

* Psychology Services access has been severely disrupted - contract for
review of Behaviour Management Policy review has not been
implemented.

* Integration programs have been adversely affected.

* School Development Review has not been completed.

* A significant amount (approx 1/3) of School Grant monies for
Professional Development has been used for attendance at meetings and
processing action - endorsed at this stage by the S.B.D.M.G.
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Unequivocally, this school, district and so far dhe department has followed 'due
process'. I believe with every moral fibre of my soul that we ... have gone above
and beyond the call of duty - professionally, legally and personally. How our
commitment to conciliation can be questioned is beyond comprehension.
I have urged the Senior Officers involved to take immediate action and am
presently awaiting their response.
I also enclose a short letter to the editor from Mr. John Brigg, President of
Association for Special Education (WA Chapter). I fully endorse comments
made by Mvr. John Brigg in this letter and the consequential 7:30 Report
Programme last Friday.. .
Please be assured that we at Creaney E.S.C. have the students best interest at
heart. I unreservedly support the staff in their attempts to continue in the
committed, caring and professional manner to which you are accustomed. I am
calling a Parent Evening for next Tuesday, 16th May, 1995 at 7:30. If you have
any queries please feel free to contact me on . .. prior to this meeting, however,
time will be allotted for questions you may have and any up to date information
requiring your attention.
In anticipation of your continued support.

I have spoken to Mr Clough and I am aware of the situation also. My comments are
perhaps a little different from those made by Hon Graham Edwards. I understand, having
also spoken to teachers working in this area, the great difficulty that they face. However,
what happens here as has happened with Hon Graham Kierath previously, but this time in
different circumstances, is that there has been an unfortunate tendency to blame thevictim. I understand that both political parties - I have said this in the Press before -
believe in mainstreaming or integration. However, it places enormous burdens onteachers and schools and the only way around that, as the Minister knows, is to provide
considerably greater resources in those schools or - and I will not be advocating this -
change the policy. I believe that the policy of integrated units, centres and schools
should be maintained on the basis of the best placements that are available and parental
choice. However, that requires considerable government revenue.
These are very difficult issues as I am sure the Minister is aware - I do not mean to insult
his intelligence by saying that. However, parents have rights in regard to the placement
of their children. I know other rights must be considered. That can be accommodated
with the provision of sensible adequate resourcing, although I concede that it is
expensive. However, the number of those issues is increasing as the Minister knows. It
is my view and, I think, the view of many others, that eventually the Equal Opportunity
Commission will make a decision which grants these children access to mainstream
education if that is their parents' choice.
I do not wish to inflame the matter. In everyone's best interests, it would be better to
have conciliation rather than to have the matter dealt with on a kicking and screaming
basis. I do not think it is appropriate to use section 20 so regularly as is proposed; it will
be used four times which is significant, bearing in mind that it had not been used once in
the past decade. It will be better for this matter to be resolved without that judicial
process and in a constructive way because not only will the children with disabilities be
disadvantaged and hurt in this process, but also communities will be dislocated and
individuals will be put against individuals. That should not be tolerated. If the Minister
can provide the resources and the guidance in this matter, it will be to everyone's benefit.
HON N.F. MOORE (Mining and Pastoral - Minister for Education) [11.15 pm]: I
regret the necessity to have to comment on this matter. 1, the Director General of
Education and most people involved in this matter have deliberately not commented
publicly on it because, as has been suggested, it is a very sensitive issue in respect of both
children who have been referred to tonight. I am disappointed that it has been raised in
such a public forum as the Parliament.
Hon Graham Edwards: I did not put it in the public arena; the letter did.
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Hon N.F. MOORE: I will talk about that in a moment. I do not wish to discuss in public
the reasons these problems are occurring. I do not wish to discuss the problems that these
schools are having with these children because it is nobody else's business except the
parents, the teachers, and the children's. I would have preferred these problems to be
resolved at the school level as they have been for the past 100 years. The last time there
was a section 20 case was in 1983 and there have been four this month. That has not
happened by accident. It has happened because people are seeking to get a number of
cases up before the various tribunals to get a ruling which says that certain things will
happen in schools whether we like it or not. That is what this is all about. It is a
concerted, organised campaign.
Hon Graham Edwards interjected.
Hon N.F. MOORE: I will tell the member about the Clough child outside this House and
I will tell him why these problems have arisen. When he knows, he might stop talking
about this principal in the way he has. I suggest the member find out the details before
he makes those sorts of allegations. That school has been mercilessly attacked by this
parent and Mrs Poole has attacked the whole special education system in a very strong
and vigorous way and has attacked mercilessly in the media teachers who work to the
best of their capacity under trying circumstances and those people have not responded.

Hon Graham Edwards interjected.
Hon N.F. MOORE: The member spoke for 10 minutes and I did not interrupt him. I ask
him not to interrupt me. This campaign has been run through the media and the schools
have sought not to become involved. Mr Brigg spoke on behalf of his membership. He
is the President of the Association for Special Education and he responded on behalf of
special education teachers. Obviously, the principal of the school has decided to tell the
parents of the children at that school that they should not be concerned bearing in mind
allegations about what is going on in the school.

Mr Halden is partly right. If we had all the resources in the world, we could make things
a lot better. I have significant concerns and I feel very much for children with
disabilities. We support mainstreaming in the same way as the Opposition does.
However, there are some children - I am not suggesting that this relates to these two
children - whose parents want them to be mainstreamned who cannot be put in a
mainstream class. Some children cannot be put in a mainstream class regardless of how
much support or m6ney, or how many aides or anything else are provided because those
children cannot spend time in a classroom with 20 or 30 other children and either learn
anything or not disrupt everybody else in the class. That is a fact of life in respect of
some children. However, I have to say that the vast majority of children - in fact in the
past 10 years every child except for four - have been placed in a situation that meets the
children's needs and meets the schools' needs. We must make sure that everybody's
needs are taken into account. If a child's behaviour in a classroom is such that the, rest of
the class cannot work - those circumstances have arisen from time to time - some other
mechanism is necessary. The rights of all children are appropriate.

Hon John Halden: It does not help.
Hon N.F. MOORE: What does not help is my having to stand here and explain to
members opposite that there are circumstances where mainstream education will not
work for these children, irrespective of the amount of money that is spent. I will give Mr
Edwards some of these examples outside the House so that he will understand why this
teacher felt the necessity to write to parents to explain in the following terms -

Unequivocally this school, district and so far the department has followed 'due
process'. I believe with every moral fibre of my soul that we (the school, the
district and the department), have gone above and beyond the call of duty -

That is a cry from a person who says that she will do everything she can to help these
children - and she does. People in this field work under the most difficult circumstances.
I will be happy to take any member to a special education centre, an education support
centre or a mainstream classroom so they understand what I am talking about. I had not
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seen this letter until just now, but that teacher responded to the public criticism of special
education in Western Australia which has, unfortunately, been part of the campaign I
mentioned when I began.
Hon Graham Edwards: The Cloughs are not part of that campaign.
Hon N.F. MOORE: With respect, Mr Clough wrote a letter to The West Australian
attacking me on the grounds that I will select a panel that supports me. I am not on
anyone's side; I do not have a view. I try to find out what can happen in the best interests
of these children. We have reached a situation where there is an impasse and the schools
believe they cannot handle the needs of these children. For that reason we will go
through the process of assessment by an independent panel which will be announced this
week. The people on that panel will be competent and will have integrity; they will
examine the system properly and recommend what should be done with these three
children. Following that I, as the Minister - regrettably Solomon in this case - will have
to decide either to accept or to reject the panel's recommendation. My only involvement
is that I have agreed to set up a section 20 panel. I have not taken sides and I do not
know the situation of the children other than what I have been told by the schools in the
system. I believe this is the appropriate course of action to take.
It is regrettable that the people who want to make an issue out of this and who have
reasons to go to the Equal Opportunity Tribunal or to any other tribunal have decided to
go down the path of public denigration of teachers in special schools to achieve notoriety
or to seize on an opportunity to go before those tribunals. It is very sad that this has
happened. It would be far better if this, like other cases and the one in 1983, could have
been sorted out between the school, the parents and the system. The child would then be
placed in the most appropriate learning environment for it. The cases vary throughout
the system and there are children who travel long distances to attend the appropriate
school for their needs. It is all worked out between the parents and the school, and that
has been happening across the State for many years. We now see people coming out on
television and the radio vehemently criticising the system for reasons which are best
known to them. It is a pity that young children have been caught up in this, but later I
will explain to Mr Edwards the circumstances surrounding these two children so he will
understand why it was decided to appoint a panel.
Hon Graham Edwards: I have spent many hours with the parents and I have a fair
understanding of the situation.
Hon N.F. MOORE: I would like the member to understand that their point of view may
not be the only point of view and that is the reason the panel has been appointed.
Someone has to decide who is right.
Hon Graham Edwards: I understand that.
Hon N.F. MOORE: We all understand it and it is heartbreaking.
Hon Graham Edwards: How do you think these people felt when they received that letter
about their child?
Hon N.F. MOORE: I will talk to the principal and tell her that Hon Graham Edwards
suggested in his speech that she should be sacked. She will tell me why she wrote the
letter. I imagine it is in response to the public denigration which has been poured upon
her school. I know how hard she works, what commitment she has and her dedication to
the cause. That comes through very loud and clear in her letter. People in this area of
education are dedicated and hardworking and are most deserving of our support. I ask
people not to make a public deal about this issue but to try to sort it out through the
proper processes so that the best result for the children can be obtained. They are the
clients and they are in the school system. At the end of the day, we should be aiming to
achieve what is best for children.

Adjournment Debate - Patients' Assisted Travel Scheme (PATS)
HON PETER FOSS (East Metropolitan - Minister for the Environment) [11.25 pm]: I
refer to the issue of the patients' assisted travel scheme raised by Hon John Halden. It is
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one of the most valuable schemes for residents in the country because it gives them
access to health care equivalent to that which people in the city receive. It has always
been surrounded by rules which have been changed from time to time because of the
perception that some people are taking greater advantage of it than others.

Hon Tom Helm: The city people take advantage of it.

Hon PETER FOSS: I am talking about taking advantage of the rules, not advantage of
the scheme. The problem is that there is a finite amount of money available to the health
services. The concern is that because it is a finite amount of money the rules must be
clear to give people who are definitely sick the opportunity to use the scheme. They
should not be prevented by the finiteness of the money by other people whose needs are
not as great as theirs. The rules are varied and the current rules were brought in by the
previous Administration. The rules create problems for country residents, especially
those in remote areas. One of these is the rule which requires a person to obtain a referral
before he can see a specialist. A person living in remote Western Australia cannot see a
doctor to get a referral notice unless he travels a long distance. The problem is that the
rules are directed at people who live a long distance from specialists, and they must be
given the same opportunities given to people in the metropolitan area. The same rules
apply throughout the State and because of that they have a tendency to work against
some people and make it too easy for others. As Minister for Health one of the
complaints I received from people administering the scheme was the need for greater
flexibility to provide the capacity to deal with those cases where, on the one hand, they
felt advantage was being taken and, on the other, to divert money to people who were not
being given advantage under the rules. People know what is happening in their
community. They know whether a doctor is being over liberal with the rules or whether
there is a coincidence in the time that people visit specialists.
Hon Tom Helm: Is the Minister saying that the doctor, the PATS clerk, the hospital
administration and the manager are soft touches?
Hon PETER FOSS: They are not soft touches and that is the point I am making. Some
of them say that there are certain doctors who do not observe the rules as closely as they
should. In a community where there is one pool of money for PATS, some people use
the system according to the way they interpret the rules. The rules must be varied to
make sure that the people who have first priority to the money are those who have the
greatest need.
Hon Tom Helm: Is it not the doctor who decides that?

Hon PETER FOSS: The doctor can only decide it within the terms of the rules. In the
area the member represents the problem is not as serious as it is in other parts of the
State.
Hon Tom Helm: We pay for it, so why should we do that if it is not our fault?

Hon PETER FOSS: I am not sure why the member is attacking PATS.
Hon Tom Helm: You are attacking us. I am defending us.

The PRESIDENT: Order! Members should let the Minister finish what he is saying.

Hon Tom Helm: I think the Minister should sit down.

The PRESIDENT: Order! That would not upset me, but the Minister has the floor.

Hon PETER FOSS: Any system comprising rules has the capacity to be stretched and
any set of rules has the capacity for some people to take greater advantage of it than
others. The people who take greater advantage are not necessarily those in greatest need.
A point which was raised frequently with me - not in every part of the State or by every
single doctor - was that there was the capacity for the rules to be interpreted by those
involved in such a way that the people who gained the greatest benefit were not
necessarily in greatest need. There was also the capacity for the rules to operate to
exclude those people with a definite need because the rules did not permit it. I gave the
example earlier that in some places there is no local doctor, so people cannot satisfy the
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first step of obtaining a referral because there is no doctor within, say, 200 or 300 km.
That is definitely a problem because people cannot get after the event approval under the
PAT scheme. To that extent the rule is a problem. The rules must constantly be refined
to ensure they adapt to the local problems, and are not capable of being abused. That
matter is raised in many parts of the State by many of the authorities with the obligation
to deal with this scheme. The previous Labor Government made changes to the scheme
which needed to be made because there was evidence of it being used excessively by
people who did not have the greatest need. Those changes made substantial differences,
the most important being that which did not allow PATS approval to be given after the
treatment. That meant a person would not be put in a situation of spending money on
medical care, only to have the application for assistance rejected. The previous
Government introduced that to prevent abuse and rightly so. However, it has its
disadvantages, particularly for those people in remote areas of the State who cannot get
referral from a doctor. The Government must make sure the rules are continually kept
under review, so that they do not work unjustly against those who have a need, or confer
an advantage on those people who work themselves into the rules but whose needs are
not as great as others. It is a finite resource and it is important that the service be
delivered where it is most needed. I support that. I believe the PATS rules need to be
reviewed because some people are being excluded by the rules when they should not be,
and because it is a finite source, too many people are receiving assistance. That is
important because we both know any system has the capacity to be pushed to the limit by
some people and not to be sufficiently available to others. When that happens, it is
important to revise those roles and change them where necessary.
HON TOM HELM (Mining and Pastoral) [11.32 pm]: I understand why the Minister
for the Environment is no longer Minister for Health, when he does not know that referral
from a doctor is the first step in obtaining PATS assistance. Once past the first step, a
patient must then go through the PATS clerk. When the PATS clerk has determined
whether the application fits the rules, the hospital administrator could be involved,
followed by the district supervisor. The Minister has said it does not matter whether we
prove the system is being rorted. The people who have health cards must still pay
another $25. The Minister has said the Government must reduce its expenditure in this
area. People who must try to find a doctor for a referral are now paid 50 a kilometre less
in travelling allowance than they were paid yesterday. The roads in these areas are not
sealed, and the most disadvantaged people are further disadvantaged. The females living
in the north west are the most disadvantaged sector of our society. Hon Norman Moore
told the previous Government that the travelling allowance of 100 a kilometre was a
damned disgrace, and the allowance was increased to 1 5g, partly because of his agitation
and partly for other reasons. That figure has now been dropped to 100 a kilometre and
Hon Norman Moore, who represents the same area as I do, says nothing.
I have never heard such poppycock as I heard from Hon Peter Foss tonight. I do not
know what happens in Northam but I understand the $1l.5m saved from this scheme will
be used to provide specialist services in Mandurah and Northamn. The people of
Newman, Paraburdoo, Pannawonica and Tom Price are very pleased! I am not talking
about the special needs of Aboriginal people; I am referring to the people who work for
mining companies and who suffer the worst conditions possible. The people living in
remote areas and in mining camps do not have access to a doctor in the first place, and
often they must use the only car the family owns to attend the nearest medical centre.
Often the husband must take time off work to care for any children of the family. The
females in this area are most disadvantaged, and they must deal with all these problems
as well as their illness. A woman must go through a doctor, a PATS clerk and the
hospital superintendent or manager. They may decide that she needs to see a specialist,
but she must then travel from Newman, Paraburcloo, Tom Price, Pannawonica or Telfer
to Port Hedland or Karratha. I do not blame this Government. It has tried.
Question put and passed.

House adjourned at 11.35 pm
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

ABORIGINAL LIVING AREA REVIEW REPORT - QUERIES; TABLING

6. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Lands:

I refer to the answer given by the Minister to my question without notice 712 on
29 November 1994 about the Aboriginal living area review report in which he
stated that he would not table the report as it was "not in a finished form". I draw
the Minister's attention to a letter that was sent by his colleague Kevin Prince,
Minister for Aboriginal Affairs, on 1 December 1994 to the Chairman of the
Bunupa Aboriginal Corporation in which he says that the Aboriginal living area
review report "has been completed and referred to the Minister for Lands, the
Hon George Cash, MLC, who has raised a number of queries". Can the Minister
advise -

(a) what were the queries raised in regard to the completed report;

(b) what record exists of these queries; and

(c) will the Minister table a copy of that record?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(a) My answer to question without notice 712 still applies. The Aboriginal

living area report has not been completed as the report does not fully
address the terms of reference. In general, the report does not address the
appropriate resourcing of the existing living areas or the applications that
have been received.

(b) There is no record of any queries.
(c) Not applicable.

TRAVEL - GOVERNMENT TRAVEL RESERVATION SERVICES CONTRACT
Ansett Contract, Air Travel Guaranteed to Ansett and Qantas

9. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Services:
What level of Government air travel is guaranteed to -

(a) Ansett; and
(b) Qantas,
under its travel reservations services contract with Ansett for the Government's
intra and interstate travel business?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:

(a) Ansett is guaranteed a minimum of 80 per cent of government air travel
provided it is competitive on both price and service.

(b) Qantas is not a party to the contract and therefore has no entitlement to
any minimum guaranteed level of government air travel business.

TRAVEL - GOVERNMENT TRAVEL RESERVATION OPERATIONS
Spot Checks, Departmental Responsibility

14. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister
for Primary Industry:
(1) Which department or agency within the Minister for Primary Industry's

portfolio has carried out spot checking of its travel reservation operations
to ensure that it receives the best price for its intra state or interstate travel
business?

(2) What has been the result of these spot checks?
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Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Primary Industry has provided the following reply -
(l)-(2) All booktings ame made according to the travel reservation services

contract, which ensures the best available - least cost - prices are paid for
each fare.

TRAVEL - GOVERNMENT TRAVEL RESERVATION OPERATIONS
Spot Checks, Departmental Responsibility

21. Hon TOM STEPBENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Health:
(1) Which department or agency within the Minister for Health's portfolio has

carried out spot checking of its travel reservation operations to ensure that
it receives the best price for its intra state or interstate travel business?

(2) What has been the result of these spot checks?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) No complaints or advice that health units are not receiving the best fares

for the routes and times specified have been received. However, the
Government Health Supply Council recently advised hospital chief
executive officers, health service general managers and senior Health
Department executives about the "Best Fare of the Day" in the tabled
circular - page 2, section 2. Ansett Australia is aware of the content of
this circular. [See paper No 334.]

(2) Not applicable.
STATE LAW PUBLISHER - OPERATIONS COST

92. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Services:
(1) What is the anticipated cost to the Government for the operations of the

State Law Publisher for 1994-95?
(2) What is the anticipated cost for 1995-96?
(3) What annual cost recovery was achieved in 1993-94?
(4) What annual cost recovery is anticipated within 1994-95?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) $3919000.
(2) $4719000.
(3) $4 888 000.
(4) $4 622 000.

TRAVEL - GOVERNMENT RESERVATION SERVICES CONTRACT
Discounts Value, A nsetr for Domestic Travel, Globetrotter for International Travel

93. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Services:
What has been the cash value to the Government of the discounts provided by -

(a) Ansett Australia for domestic travel; and
(b) Globetrotter travel for international travel,
for air travel undertaken under the State Supply Commission travel reservations
contract?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The Minister for Services has provided the following reply -
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(a) $2 700 000.
(b) $622 000.
These are unaudited figures provided by Ansett and Globetrotter Travel for the
financial year to 31 March 1995. The actual savings will be audited at the end of
the financial year.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - TELECOMMUNICATIONS, EXPENDITURE

104. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister
for Primary Industry:
(1) What was the total telecommunications expenditure for each department

or agency within the Minister for Primary Industry's current portfolio
areas for each of the following years -

(a) 1992-93;
(b) 1993-94; and
(c) 1994-95 (Budget estimate)?

(2) What part of this expenditure in each of the years above was for
telecommunications expenditure other than Telecom phone accounts?

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

This question would require considerable resources to answer which I am not
prepared to allocate. If the member has a specific question about
telecommunications expenditure I will endeavour to provide a response.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - TELECOMMUNICATIONS, EXPENDITURE

113. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Works:
(1) What was the total telecommunications expenditure for each department

or agency within the Minister for Works' current portfolio areas for each
of the following years -

(a) 1992-93;
(b) 1993-94; and
(c) 1994-95 (Budget estimate)?

(2) What part of this expenditure in each of the years above was for
telecommunications expenditure other than Telecom phone accounts?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The Minister for Works has provided the following reply -

(1) The following figures relate to telecommunications expenditure by the
Building Management Authority -

(a) 1992-93 $818439
(b) 1993-94 $858 000
(c) 1994-95 $900 000 (Budget estimate)

(2) 1992-93 $133 858
1993-94 $201 000
1994-95 $205 000

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - TELECOMMUNICATIONS, EXPENDITURE

115. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Police:
(1) What was the total telecommunications expenditure for each department
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or agency within the Minister for Police's current portfolio areas for each
of the following years -

(a) 1992-93;
(b) 1993-94; and
(c) 1994-95 (Budget estimate)?

(2) What part of this expenditure in each of the years above was for
telecommunications expenditure other than Telecom phone accounts?

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

The Commissioner of Police has advised as follows-
(1) (a) $3670774

(b) $3 908 730
(c) $3661000

(2) (a) $41 949
(b) $163026
(c) $228 200

The Director, Police Licensing and Services has advised as follows -

(1) (a) $196268
(b) $192398
(c) $209 000

(2) (a) $2 758
(b) $13405
(c) $14630

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - CHRISTMAS CARDS, COST
128. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Health:
For each department or agency within the Minister for Health's portfolio area -
(1) What was the cost for printing, preparing and posting Christmas cards in

December 1994?
(2) How many Christmas cards were -

(i) printed; and
(ii) posted,
in December 1994 at public expense?

(3) How many Christmas cards were sent to -
(i) other government departments or agencies;
(ii) Ministers; and
(iii) members of Parliament?

(4) Is a Christmas card mailing list maintained?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
This question would require considerable resources to answer which I am not
prepared to allocate. If the member has a specific question I will endeavour to
provide a response.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - CHRISTMAS CARDS, COST
130. Hon TOM STEPH-ENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Works:
For each department or agency within the Minister for Works' portfolio area -
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(1) What was the cost for printing, preparing and posting Christmas cards in
December 1994?

(2) How many Christmas cards were -

(i) printed; and
(ii) posted,
in December 1994 at public expense?

(3) How many Christmas cards were sent to -

(i) other government departments or agencies;
(ii) Ministers; and
(iii) members of Parliament?

(4) Is a Christmas card mailing list maintained?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The Minister for Works has provided the following reply -

Building Management Authority -

(1) Printing costs $993
Postage $630

(2) (i) Printed 2 000
(ii) Posted 1 400

(3) (i) Departments/Agencies - approximately 300 specifically identified,
but figures not readily available.

(ii) Ministers Unknown
(iii) Members of Parliament Unknown

(4) No.
MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - MOBILE PHONES, EXPENDITURE

138. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister
for Primary Industry:
(1) What number of mobile phones are paid for by each department or agency

operating within the Minister for Primary Industry's portfolio?
(2) What was the cost of mobile phone communication to each department or

agency within the Minister's portfolio during 1993-94?
(3) What is the anticipated cost of the same for 1994-95?
(4) How much has been spent by each department or agency on mobile

communications so far this financial year?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Primary Industry has provided the following reply -

This question would require considerable resources to answer which I am not
prepared to allocate. If the member has a specific question about mobile phones I
will endeavour to provide a response.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - MOBILE PHONES, EXPENDITURE
145. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Health:
(1) What number of mobile phones are paid for by each department or agency

operating within the Minister for Health's portfolio?
(2) What was the cost of mobile phone communication to each department or

agency within the Minister's portfolio during 1993-94?
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(3) What is the anticipated cost of the same for 1994-95?
(4) How much has been spent by each department or agency on mobile

communications so far this financial year?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
This question would require considerable resources to answer which I am not
prepared to allocate. If the member has a specific question I will endeavour to
provide a response.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - MOBILE PHONES, EXPENDITURE
147. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the M~inister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Works:
(1) What number of mobile phones are paid for by each department or agency

operating within the Minister for Works' portfolio?
(2) What was the cost of mobile phone communication to each department or

agency within the Mfinister's portfolio during 1993-94?
(3) What is the anticipated cost of the same for 1994-95?
(4) How much has been spent by each department or agency on mobile

communications so far this financial year?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The Minister for Works has provided the following reply -

(1)-(4) 88.
(2)-(4) The BMA's telecommunications costs are not separated to specifically

identify mobile phone payments.
SCHOOLS - STUDENTS, SELF-ESTEEM PROGRAMS

226. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:
(1) Has the Government supported and fully resourced the development of

any student self-esteem programs for primary and secondary students in
his term of office?

(2) If not, why not?
Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
(1) The answers to questions 249 and 323 apply viz -

Self-esteem development is an integral part of every school's curriculum
and is encouraged by the department's ethos and purpose statement. The
most appropriate way of enhancing self-esteem is through the provision of
an effective teaching program for which all schools are adequately
resourced. The Education Department does provide additional funds for
targeted populations such as the priority schools programs, students at risk
program and alternative education initiatives in which student behaviour
and enhancement of self-esteem are highlighted. Additional student
support services are provided to assist schools and class teachers develop
specific programs to address the needs of students experiencing problems
in managing their own behaviour or those with low self-esteem.

(2) Not applicable.
SCHOOLS - STUDENTS, GIFTED AND TALENTED

Programs Establishment
238. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:

(1) Has the Minister or the Education Department established and resourced
any programs for gifted and talented students in primary and secondary
education in his term of office?
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(2) If not, why not?
(3) If yes, what programs have been established?
Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Not applicable.
(3) The Education Department continues to fund primary extension and

academic challenge and secondary special placement programs. The
strategic plan for the education of gifted and talented students 1994-96
allocates an additional $495 000 for each financial year. Within this plan,
1.0 FTE and $35 000 has been allocated to coordinate professional
development and dissemination of policy and guidelines to primary
teachers. Districts serving rural, isolated and remote communities are
being encouraged to explore the use of existing technologies for the
delivery of PEAC programs (2.0 FTEs have been allocated to be
distributed among concerned districts).
In the secondary area, 4.0 FfEs (in addition to the existing allocation of
10.0 FTEs already in SSP and secondary extension and academic
challenge programs) have been allocated to facilitate secondary provision.
To coordinate pilot programs for rural, isolated and remote students, a
budget of .05 ETE and $25 000 has been made available. An additional
1.5 ETEs and $125 000 have been allocated to "off campus" gifted and
talented students.

SCHOOLS - SECONDARY, GIFTED AND TALENTED SPECIALIST
Increase

271. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:
(1) Has the Minister or the Education Department expanded the opportunity

for gifted and talented specialist secondary schools by increasing the
number of participating schools in his term of office?

(2) If not, why not?
Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
(1)-(2) Existing specialist secondary schools are capable of catering for current

numbers of gifted and talented students. The Education Department has
allocated an additional $495 000 to the education of gifted and talented
students in each of the financial years 1994-96. As part of this budget all
high and senior high schools have been allocated a 0. 15 FTE to implement
the Education Department's policy and guidelines for the education of
gifted and talented students. Some additional examples of programs
which are being developed for gifted and talented students include -

the use of telematics to transmit lessons to isolated, rural and
remote gifted and talented students ($75 000 budget plus 0.5 FIE
to coordinate the pilot program);
1.0 FTE and $50 000 is available for 'off campus" students; and
1.0 FI'E and $35 000 contingencies is available to coordinate
professional development and dissemination of policy and
guidelines to primary teachers.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - NAME CHANGES OF DEPARTMENTS,
AGENCIES OR BODIES

332. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister
for Primary Industry:
(1) Would the Minister for Primary Industry please list -

2507



(a) the current name; and
(b) the previous name,
of any department, agency or body within his portfolio area which has had
a change of name since January 1993?

(2) On what date was the name change effected for each of these departments,
agencies or bodies referred to in part (1) above?

(3) What was the total cost to the Government of each of these name
changes?

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

With regard to my portfolio areas -

(1)-(3) Not applicable.
MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - NAME CHANGES OF DEPARTMENTS,

AGENCIES OR BODIES
338. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Health:
(1) Would the Minister for Health please list -

(a) the current name; and
(b) the previous name,
of any department, agency or body within his portfolio area which has had
a change of name since January 1993?

(2) On what date was the name change effected for each of these departments,
agencies or bodies referred to in part (1) above?

(3) What was the total cost to the Government of each of these name
changes?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
With regard to the Health portfolio, I advise as follows -

Health Department of Western Australia
(l)-(2) See tabled list.
(3) $48 599 - see tabled list.
WA Alcohol and Drug Authority
(1)-(3) Nil response.
Health Promotions Foundation (Healthway)
(l)-(3) Nil response.
[See paper No 335.]
MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - NAME CHANGES OF DEPARTMENTS,

AGENCIES OR BODIES
339. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Works:
(1) Would the Minister for Works please list -

(a) the current name; and
(b) the previous name,
of any department, agency or body within his portfolio area which has had
a change of name since January 1993?
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(2) On what date was the name change effected for each of these departments,
agencies or bodies referred to in part (1) above?

(3) What was the total cost to the Government of each of these name
changes?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The Minister for Works has provided the following reply -

(1 )-(3)Not applicable.
MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - ENERGY BILLS FOR DEPARTMENTS AND

AGENCIES
349. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Primary Industry:
(1) What was the total energy bill for each department or agency operating

within the Minister for Primary Industry's portfolio area for 1993-94?
(2) What is the estimated total cost for the supply of energy to each

department or agency operating within his portfolio area for the current
financial year?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Primary Industry has provided the following reply
This question would require considerable resources to answer which I am not
prepared to allocate. If the member has a specific question about the supply of
energy I will endeavour to provide a response.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - ENERGY BILLS FOR DEPARTMENTS AND
AGENCIES

356. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Works:
(1) What was the total energy bill for each department or agency operating

within the Minister for Works' portfolio area for 1993-94?
(2) What is the estimated total cost for the supply of energy to each

department or agency operating within his portfolio area for the current
financial year?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The Minister for Works has provided the following reply -

(1) The Building Management Authority's energy bill for 1993-94 was
$531 904.

(2) The Building Management Authority estimates that its energy
consumption for 1994-95 will cost $530 957.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - OFFICE ACCOMMODATION LEASED FOR
DEPARTMENTS AND AGENCIES

373. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Works:
(1) What was the total cost for the office accommodation leased for each

department or agency within the Minister for Works' portfolio area for
1993-94?

(2) What are the estimates for costs associated with leased office
accommodation for those same departments or agencies for the current
financial year?
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Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The Minister for Works has provided the following reply -

(1) The total cost of accommodation leased by the Building Management
Authority in 1993-94, including all outgoings, was $99 47 1.

(2) The equivalent figure for 1994-95 is expected to be about $102 000.
AIR TRAVEL - GOVERNMENT, COST

414. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Services:
What has been the cost, so far, of government air travel for the current financial
year?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The Minister for Services has provided the following reply -

Based on informnation provided by Ansett and Globetrotter Travel, the cost of
government air travel under State Supply Commission contract 257A 1993 for the
current financial year to 31 March 1995, was $16.7m.

AIR TRAVEL - GOVERNMENT, COST
416. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Services:
What has been the total cost of government air travel up to 30 November 1994 for
the current financial year?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The Minister for Services has provided the following reply -

This information is currently being compiled and will be provided to the member
as soon as it has been completed.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - ELECTRICITY AND GAS EXPENDITURE
443. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Primary Industry:
(1) What was the total expenditure on the supply of -

(a) electricity; and
(b) gas,
for each department or agency within the Minister for Primary Industry's
current portfolio areas for each of the following years -

(i) 1992-93;
(ii) 1993-94; and
(iii) 1994-95 (Budget estimate)?

(2) What part of this expenditure in each of the years mentioned above was
for energy bills other than with SEC WA?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Primary Industry has provided the following reply -
This question would require considerable resources to answer which I am not
prepared to allocate. If the member has a specific question about supply of
electricity and gas I will endeavour to provide a response.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - SAVINGS
460. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Primary Industry:
(1) What departments and agencies within the Minister for Primary Industry's
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portfolio areas have effected savings to government in areas of
expenditure since February 1993?

(2) What was the precise cash value of savings involved?
(3) What policy change brought about these savings?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Primary Industry has provided the following reply -

This question would require considerable resources to answer which I am not
prepared to allocate. If the member has a specific question about budget savings I
will endeavour to provide a response.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - WATER SUPPLY COSTS
477. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Primary Industry:
For each department or agency within the Minister for Primary Industry's
portfolio area -

(1) What was the cost for the supply of water for each of the following years -

(a) 1992-93;
(b) 1993-94; and
(c) 1994-95 (Budget estimate)?

(2) What part of this expenditure in each of the years above was for water
bills other than from the Western Australian Water Authority?

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

This question would require considerable resources to answer which I am not
prepared to allocate. If the member has a specific question about costs for the
supply of water I will endeavour to provide a response.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - WATER SUPPLY COSTS
484. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Works:
For each department or agency within the Minister for Works' portfolio area -

(1) What was the cost for the supply of water for each of the following years -

(a) 1992-93;
(b) 1993-94; and
(c) 1994-95 (Budget estimate)?

(2) What part of this expenditure in each of the years above was for water
bills other than from the Western Australian Water Authority?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The Minister for Works has provided the following reply -

(1) The following figures relate to expenditure on water by the Building
Management Authority -

(a) $25 804
(b) $30283
(c) $35 746

(2) Nil.
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CONSULTANTS - GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURE
493. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) How much did the Minister for Police's department spend on consultants

between August and December 1993?
(2) For each consultancy -

(a) why were they consulted;
(b) what criteria was used to select the consultant;
(c) what was the name of the consultant;
(d) how much were they paid;
(e) did they produce a report; and
(f) will the Minister table the report?

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

Opposition members are continuing to ask questions of a repetitive nature
and given that much of the information sought by the member has
previously been provided in response to similar questions, I am not
prepared to divert considerable departmental resources to cover the same
ground. As the member would be aware, the Government has given a
commitment to tabling the details of all consultants engaged by
government on a six monthly basis. The first report covering the period
1 July 1994 to 31 December 1994 has now been tabled.

CONSULTANTS - GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURE
494. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Primary Industry:
(1) How much did the Minister for Primary Industry's department spend on

consultants between August and December 1993?
(2) For each consultancy -

(a) why were they consulted;
(b) what criteria was used to select the consultant;
(c) what was the name of the consultant;
(d) how much were they paid;
(e) did they produce a report; and
(f) will the Minister table the report?

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

Opposition members are continuing to ask questions of a repetitive nature
and given that much of the information sought by the member has
previously been provided in response to similar questions, I am not
prepared to divert considerable departmental resources to cover the same
ground. As the member would be aware, the Government has given a
commitment to tabling the details of all consultants engaged by
government on a quarterly basis. The first report covering the period
1 July 1994 to 31 December 1994 has now been tabled.
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CONSULTANTS - GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURE
500. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Health:
(1) How much did the Minister for Health's department spend on consultants

between August and December 1993?
(2) For each consultancy -

(a) why were they consulted;
(b) what criteria was used to select the consultant;
(c) what was the name of the consultant;
(d) how much were they paid;
(e) did they produce a report; and
(f) will the Minister table the report?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1)-(2) Opposition members are continuing to ask questions of a repetitive nature

and given that much of the information sought by the member has
previously been provided in response to similar questions, I am not
prepared to divert considerable departmental resources to cover the same
ground. As the member would be aware, the Government has given a
commitment to tabling the details of all consultants engaged by
government on a six monthly basis. The first report covering the period
1 July 1994 to 31 December 1994 has now been tabled.

CONSULTANTS - GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURE
501. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Works:
(1) How much did the Minister for Works' department spend on consultants

between August and December 1993?
(2) For each consultancy -

(a) why were they consulted;
(b) what criteria were used to select the consultant;
(c) what was the name of the consultant;
(d) how much were they paid;
(e) did they produce a report; and
(f) will the Minister table the report?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(l)-(2) Opposition members are continuing to ask questions of a repetitive nature

and given that much of the information sought by the member has
previously been provided in response to similar questions, I am not
prepared to divert considerable departmental resources to cover the same
ground. As the member would be aware, the Government has given a
commitment to tabling the details of all consultants engaged by
government on a six monthly basis. The first report covering the period
1 July 1994 to 31 December 1994 has now been tabled.

CONSULTANTS - GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURE
504. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Education:

(1) How much did the Minister's department spend on consultants between
August and December 1993?
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(2) For each consultancy -
(a) why were they consulted;
(b) what criteria were used to select the consultant;
(c) what was the name of the consultant;
(d) how much were they paid;
(e) did they produce a report; and
(f) will the Minister table the report?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
(1)-(2) Opposition members are continuing to ask questions of a repetitive nature

and given that much of the information sought by the member has
previously been provided in response to similar questions, I am not
prepared to divert considerable departmental resources to cover the same
ground. As the member would be aware, the Government has given a
commitment to tabling the details of all consultants engaged by
government on a six monthly basis. The first report covering the period
I July 1994 to 31 December 1994 has now been tabled.

CONSULTANTS - GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURE
510. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) How much did the Minister for Police's department spend on consultants

between January and June 1994?
(2) For each consultancy -

(a) why were they consulted;
(b) what criteria were used to select the consultant;
(c) what was the name of the consultant;
(d) how much were they paid;
(e) did they produce a report; and
(f) will the Minister table the report?

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

I refer the member to my response to question 493.

CONSULTANTS - GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURE
511. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Primary Industry:
(1) How much did the Minister for Primary Industry's department spend on

consultants between January and June 1994?
(2) For each consultancy -

(a) why were they consulted;
(b) what criteria were used to select the consultant;
(c) what was the name of the consultant;
(d) how much were they paid;
(e) did they produce a report; and
(f) will the Minister table the report?
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Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Primary Industry has provided the following reply -

(l)-(2) I refer the member to my answer to question on notice 494.
CONSULTANTS - GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURE

517. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Health:
(1) How much did the Minister for Health's department spend on consultants

between January and June 1994?
(2) For each consultancy -

(a) why were they consulted;
(b) what criteria were used to select the consultant;
(c) what was the name of the consultant;
(d) how much were they paid;
(e) did they produce a report; and
(f) will the Minister table the report?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1)-(2) I refer the member to his question 500 of 28 March 1995.

CONSULTANTS - GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURE
518. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Works:
(1) How much did the Minister for Works' department spend on consultants

between January and June 1994?
(2) For each consultancy -

(a) why were they consulted;
(b) what criteria were used to select the consultant;
(c) what was the name of the consultant;
(d) how much were they paid;
(e) did they produce a report; and
(f) will the Minister table the report?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The Minister for Works has provided the following reply -

I refer the member to the answer provided for question 501.
CONSULTANTS - GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURE

521. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Education:
(1) How much did the Minister's department spend on consultants between

January and June 1994?
(2) For each consultancy -

(a) why were they consulted;
(b) what criteria were used to select the consultant;
(c) what was the name of the consultant;
(d) how much were they paid;
(e) did they produce a report; and
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Mf will the Minister table the report?
Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
Please refer to question 504.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - CHRISTMAS CARDS
528. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Primary Industry:
(1) What was the number and total cost to the Minister for Primary Industry's

ministerial budget allocation for Christmas cards that were sent out by the
Minister last year?

(2) Did the Minister send cards to other Ministers?
(3) Who printed the cards?
(4) How many Christmas cards were unused?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Primary Industry has provided the following reply -

(1)-(4) No Christmas cards were sent out from my offices.
MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - CHRISTMAS CARDS

534. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Health:
(1) What was the number and total cost to the Minister for Health's

ministerial budget allocation for Christmas cards that were sent out by the
Minister last year?

(2) Did the Minister send cards to other Ministers?
(3) Who printed the cards?
(4) How many Christmas cards were unused?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1)-(4) As the member would be aware it has been a longstanding practice for

Ministers to send Christmas cards. The Christmas card is an
acknowledgment from the Minister, representing people of the State. It
tells recipients that their effort and commitment have been appreciated. It
tells others, including political adversaries, that there has been no malice
resulting from meetings and exchanges throughout the year. That is what
Christmas is about - goodwill. It is not a time for political points scoring.
Last year, the Minister for Labour Relations; Works; Services;
Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs, now the Minister for Health; Labour
Relations, sent 660 cards at a cost of $667 (excluding postage). Christmas
cards were sent to a range of people which included government officers,
community groups, employer groups, trade unions, consular staff,
Ministers (Western Australian, other state and federal) members of
Parliament and various individuals with whom the Minister had dealings.
Cards were purchased from the Kings Park Board and a message was
printed inside by Advance Press. There are 14 unused cards which will be
used next Christmas.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - CHRISTMAS CARDS
537. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Mines:

(1) What was the number and total cost to the Minister's ministerial budget
allocation for Christmas cards that were sent out by the Minister last year?

(2) Did the Minister send cards to other Ministers?
(3) Who printed the cards?
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(4) How many Christmas cards were unused?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1) 750 cards -$559.
(2) Yes.
(3) O'Keefe & Gee.
(4) None.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - CHRISTMAS CARDS
538. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Education:

(1) What was the number and total cost to the Minister's ministerial budget
allocation for Christmas cards that were sent out by the Minister last year?

(2) Did the Minister send cards to other Ministers?
(3) Who printed the cards?
(4) How many Christmas cards were unused?
Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
(1) 600 cards were purchased at a cost of $623.
(2) Yes.
(3) State Print.
(4) Unused Christmas cards are held over for subsequent years.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - PRIVATISATION OF FUNCTIONS

598. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister
for Primary Industry:
With respect to the Minister for Primary Industry's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(1) What functions have been wholly or partly privatised since 16 December
1994?

(2) As a result of that, how many full time equivalents have left the public
sector?

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

(1) None.
(2) Not applicable.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - PRIVATISATION OF FUNCTIONS

599. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister
for Fisheries:
With respect to the Minister for Fisheries' department and each of the bodies
administered within that department -

(1) What functions have been wholly or partly privatised since 16 December
1994?

(2) As a result of that, how many full time equivalents have left the public
sector?

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

(1) To date no functions performed by the Fisheries Department have been
privatised.
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(2) Not applicable.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - PRIVATISATION OF FUNCTIONS

603. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Health:
With respect to the Minister for Health 's department and each of the bodies
administered within that department -

(1) What functions have been wholly or partly privatised since 16 December
1994?

(2) As a result of that, how many full time equivalents have left the public
sector?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1)-(2) This question overlaps the member's question 1305 of 22 November 1994.

As a result of an identical question in another place, this information is
being updated and will be provided as soon as possible.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - PRIVATISATION OF FUNCTIONS
604. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Labour Relations:
With respect to the Minister for Labour Relations' department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(1) What functions have been wholly or partly privatised since 16 December
1994?

(2) As a result of that, how many full time equivalents have left the public
sector?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1)-(2) The agencies within the portfolio responsibilities of the Minister for

Labour Relations have not wholly or partly privatised functions since
16 December 1994.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - PRIVATISATION OF FUNCTIONS
608. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Works:
With respect to the Minister for Works' department and each of the bodies
administered within that department -

(1) What functions have been wholly or partly privatised since 16 December
1994?

(2) As a result of that, how many full time equivalents have left the public
sector?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The Minister for Works has provided the following reply -

(1) To date no functions within the BMA have been privatised by sale as a
going concern either wholly or partly since 16 December 1994. Some
non-core functions have however been closed or are being considered for
contracting out to the private sector with maximum transfer of employees.

(2) Not applicable.
DISABILITY SERVICES COMMISSION - HEALTH CARE BENEFITS

630. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Disability Services:
What departments or agencies under the Minister for Disability Services'
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responsibility provide Healthcare benefits and in each case what are those
benefits?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The Minister for Disability Services has provided the following reply -

The Disability Services Commission does not provide health care benefits.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - ENTERTAINMENT OR HOSPITALITY, FUNDS
EXPENDITURE

642. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Police:
(1) What funds have been expended by each department or agency within the

Minister for Police's portfolio area on entertainment or hospitality in -
(a) the 1993-94 financial year; and
(b) the period 1 July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

(2) What funds have been spent by the Minister's ministerial office on
entertainment or hospitality -

(a) in the 1993-94 financial year, and
(b) the period 1 July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

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

(1)-(2) Considerable resources would be required to be diverted from government
business to answer this question. I am not prepared to divert these
resources. If the member has a specific question about entertainment
expenses I will endeavour to provide a response.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - ENTERTAINMENT OR HOSPITALIT, FUNDS
EXPENDITURE

643. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister
for Primary Industiy:
(1) What funds have been expended by each department or agency within the

Minister for Primary Industry's portfolio area on entertainment or
hospitality in -
(a) the 1993-94 financial year; and
(b) the period 1 July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

(2) What funds have been spent by the Minister's ministerial office on
entertainment or hospitality -

(a) in the 1993-94 financial year and
(b) the period 1 July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

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

(l)-(2) Considerable resources would be required to be diverted from government
business to answer this question. I am not prepared to divert these
resources. If the member has a specific question about entertainment
expenses I will endeavour to provide a response.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - ENTERTAINMENT OR HOSPITALITY, FUNDS
EXPENDITURE

650. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Works:
(1) What funds have been expended by each department or agency within the

Minister for Works' portfolio area on entertainment or hospitality in -
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(a) the 1993-94 financial year; and
(b) the period 1 July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

(2) What funds have been spent by the Minister's ministerial office on
entertainment or hospitality -

(a) in the 1993-94 financial year, and
(b) the period 1 July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The Minister for Works has provided the following reply -
(1)-(2) Considerable resources would be required to be diverted from government

business to answer this question. I am not prepared to divert these
resources. If the member has a specific question about entertainment
expenses I will endeavour to provide a response.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - ENTERTAINMENT OR HOSPITALITY,
FUNDS EXPENDITURE

651. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Planning:
(1) What funds have been expended by each department or agency within the

Minister for Planning's portfolio area on entertainment or hospitality in -
(a) the 1993-94 financial year; and
(b) the period 1 July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

(2) What funds have been spent by the Minister's ministerial office on
entertainment or hospitality -

(a) in the 1993-94 financial year., and
(b) the period 1 July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1)-(2) Considerable resources would be required to be diverted from government

business to answer this question. The Minister for Planning is not
prepared to divert these resources. If the member has a specific question
about entertainment expenses the Minister for Planning will endeavour to
provide a response.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - ENTERTAINMENT OR HOSPITALITY,
FUNDS EXPENDITURE

653. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Education:
(1) What funds have been expended by each department or agency within the

Minister's portfolio area on entertainment or hospitality in -

(a) the 1993-94 financial year; and
(b) the period 1 July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

(2) What funds have been spent by the Minister's ministerial office on
entertainment or hospitality -

(a) in the 1993-94 financial year; and
(b) the period 1 July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
(l)-(2) Considerable resources would be required to be diverted from government

business to answer this question. I am not prepared to divert these
resources. If the member has a specific question about entertainment
expenses I will endeavour to provide a response.
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TRAVEL - MINISTERIAL, EXPENDITURE
659. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) What has been the total expenditure by the Minister for Police or his

office spent on travel up to 28 March 1995 since February 1993?
(2) In regard to this expenditure, what is the total amount that has been

expended by -

(a) the Minister,
(b) the Minister's staff, consultants or others drawing on the ministerial

budget allocation for -
(i) intrastate RPT1 air travel;
(ii) air charter,
(iii) interstate air travel;
(iv) international travel; and
(v) travel allowances?

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

(1)-(2) Details of all interstate and overseas travel are already being provided in
quarterly reports tabled in Parliament. Accordingly I am not prepared to
divert considerable resources to reproduce this information. Details
relating to intrastate RPIT and air charter travel are not readily available.
To provide the information sought by the member would require the
diversion of considerable resources which cannot be justified. If the
member has any particular concern in this regard he can put it in writing
and I will have the matter addressed.

TRAVEL - MINISTERIAL, EXPENDITURE
660. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Primary Industry:
(1) What has been the total expenditure by the Minister for Primary Industry

or his office spent on travel up to 28 March 1995 since February 1993?
(2) In regard to this expenditure, what is the total amount that has been

expended by -

(a) the Minister,
(b) the Minister's staff, consultants or others drawing on the ministerial

budget allocation for -
(i) intrastate RPT air travel;
(ii) air charter,
(iii) interstate air travel;
(iv) international travel; and

(v) travel allowances?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Primary Industry has provided the following reply -

(1)-(2) Details of all interstate and overseas travel are already being provided in
quarterly reports tabled in Parliament. Accordingly I am not prepared to
divert considerable resources to reproduce this information. Details
relating to intrastate RPTI and air charter travel are not readily available.
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To provide the information sought by the member would require the
diversion of considerable resources which cannot be justified. If the
member has any particular concern in this regard he can put it in writing
and I will have the matter addressed.

TRAVEL - MINISTERIAL, EXPENDITURE
666. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Health:
(1) What has been the total expenditure by the Minister for Health or his

office spent on travel up to 28 March 1995 since February 1993?
(2) In regard to this expenditure, what is the total amount that has been

expended by -

(a) the Minister,
(b) the Minister's staff, consultants or others drawing on the ministerial

budget allocation for -
(i) intrastate RPT air travel;
(ii) air charter,
(iii) interstate air travel;
(iv) international travel; and
(v) travel allowances?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(l)-(2) Details of all interstate and overseas travel are already being provided in

quarterly reports tabled in Parliament. Accordingly, I am not prepared to
divert considerable resources to reproduce this information. Details
relating to intrastate RPT and air charter travel are not readily available.
To provide the information sought by the member would require the
diversion of considerable resources which cannot be justified. If the
member has any particular concern in this regard he can put it in writing
and I will have the matter addressed.

TRAVEL - MINISTERIAL, EXPENDITURE
667. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Works:
(1) What has been the total expenditure by the Minister for Works or his

office spent on travel up to 28 March 1995 since February 1993?
(2) In regard to this expenditure, what is the total amount that has been

expended by -

(a) the Minister,
(b) the Minister's staff, consultants or others drawing on the ministerial

budget allocation for -
(i) intrastate RPT air travel;
(ii) air charter,
(iii) interstate air travel;
(iv) international travel; and
(v) travel allowances?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The Minister for Works has provided the following reply -

(l)-(2) Details of all interstate and overseas travel are already being provided in
quarterly reports tabled in Parliament. Accordingly, I am not prepared to
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divert considerable resources to reproduce this information. Details
relating to intrastate RPT and air charter travel are not readily available.
To provide the infornation sought by the member would require the
diversion of considerable resources which cannot be justified. If the
member has any particular concern in this regard he can put it in writing
and I will have the matter addressed.

TRAVEL - MINISTERIAL, EXPENDITURE

670. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Education:
(1) What has been the total expenditure by the Minister or his office spent on

travel up to 28 March 1995 since February 1993?
(2) In regard to this expenditure, what is the total amount that has been

expended by -

(a) the Minister,
(b) the Minister's staff, consultants or others drawing on the

ministerial budget allocation for -

(i) intrastate RPT air travel;
(ii) air charter,
(iii) interstate air travel;
(iv) international travel; and
(v) travel allowances?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
(1 )-(2) Details of all interstate and overseas travel are already being provided in

quarterly reports tabled in Parliament. Accordingly, I am not prepared to
divert considerable resources to reproduce this information. Details
relating to intrastate RPT and air charter travel are not readily available.
To provide the information sought by the member would require the
diversion of considerable resources which cannot be justified. If the
member has any particular concern in this regard he can put it in writing
and I will have the matter addressed.

MINISTERIAL OFFICES - EXPENDITURE

676. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Police:
(1) What has been the total expenditure incurred to 28 March 1995 in the

maintenance and operation of the Minister for Police's ministerial office
since February 1993?

(2) What is the breakdown of that expenditure?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Police has provided the following reply -

(1) $355 091 (excluding salaries).
(2) Staffing costs $76 919 (excluding salaries)

Communications $72 060
Services and contracts $13 400
Consumnables $83 110
Maintenance $10 498
Equipment $99 104

MINISTERIAL OFFICES - EXPENDITURE
683. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Health:
(1) What has been the total expenditure incurred to 28 March 1995 in the
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maintenance and operation of the Minister for Health's ministerial office
since February 1993?

(2) What is the breakdown of that expenditure?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:

On assuming office in February 1993 the Minister for Labour Relations;
Works; Services; Multicultural and Ethnic Affairs, now the Minister for
Health; Labour Relations, took over departments and budgets of three
Ministers from the previous Government - Mrs Henderson, Hon Tom
Stephens and Mr McGinty. Mrs Henderson, Minister for Industrial
Relations' 1992-93 budget allocation of $173 000 was overspent by
$94 323, which included $9 346.95 worth of outstanding accounts left in a
box in a cupboard. The total expenditure incurred by that office up until
February 1993 was $267 323. Hon Tom Stephens, Minister for Services'
expenditure for the period 27 November 1992 to 6 February 1993 - 72
days - was $90 850. Mr McGinty, Minister for Works; Services' 1992-93
budget allocation was $229 000 and at the change of government had
expended $135 764.
Because of the state of both Mrs Henderson's and Hon Tom Stephens'
office budgets the Minister chose the Building Management Authority to
be the host agency and to utilise the balance of Mr McGinty's budget for
the remainder of the 1992-93 financial year. The Minister's expenditure
for that period was $89 839, the total expenditure for 1992-93 from that
allocation being $225 603. The 1993-94 budget allocation - $250 000;
actual expenditure $241 55 1. The 1994-95 budget allocation - $260 000;
actual expenditure to February 1995, $163 425. As a result of the
reconstitution of the Cabinet in February 1995 responsibility for hosting
the ministerial office was transferred to the Health Department. The
1994-95 budget allocation for the Minister for Health of $115 000 has
been adjusted to accommodate the maintenance and operational
requirements of the ministerial office. A full breakdown and explanation
of these amounts will require considerable resources to obtain, which the
Minister is not prepared to allocate. However, in the interests of
accountability, if the member has a specific question the Minister will
endeavour to provide a response.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - MOTOR VEHICLES
694. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Primary Industry:
(1) How many vehicles are currently in use within each department or agency

within the Minister for Primary Industry's portfolio area?
(2) What details are available about the type of vehicle fleet maintained by

each department or agency within the Minister's portfolio areas?
(3) What positions within each department and agency have vehicles provided

to the position occupant?
(4) What is the monthly cost to each department and agency within the

Minister's portfolio for operating and maintaining its vehicle fleet?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Primary Industry has provided the following reply -

This question would require considerable resources to answer which I am not
prepared to allocate. If the member has a specific question about vehicle use and
expenses I will endeavour to provide a response.
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MINISTERIAL OFFICES - CREDIT CARDS

728. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister
for Primary Industry:
(1) With reference to the Minister for Primary Industry's ministerial office,

how many credit cards are utilised by the Minister or the staff to cover
items of ministerial expense?

(2) From what financial institution have these credit cards been issued?

(3) Which officers, other than the Minister, are authorised to utilise, these
credit cards and incur expense?

(4) What guidelines govern the use of these credit cards?

(5) Is there a maximum amount for an individual purchase that can be paid by
utilising these credit cards?

(6) What was the total expenditure incurred on credit cards from the
Minister's ministerial office for -
(i) 1993-94; and
(ii) July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

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

(l)-(6) Members of the Opposition have asked similar questions in the past and as
much of the information sought by the member has already been provided,
I am not prepared to direct considerable departmental resources to cover
the same ground. However, if the member has a specific concern he
should put it to me in writing and I will have it addressed.

MINISTERIAL OFFICES - CREDIT CARDS

734. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Health:
(1) With reference to the Minister for Health's ministerial office, how many

credit cards are utilised by the Minister or the staff to cover items of
ministerial expense?

(2) From what financial institution have these credit cards been issued?

(3) Which officers, other than the Minister, are authorised to utilise these
credit cards and incur expense?

(4) What guidelines govern the use of these credit cards?

(5) Is there a maximum amount for an individual purchase that can be paid by
utilising these credit cards?

(6) What was the total expenditure incurred on credit cards from the
Minister's ministerial office for -

(i) 1993-94; and
(ii) July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:

Members of the Opposition have asked similar questions in the past and as
much of the information sought by the member has already been provided,
I am not prepared to direct considerable departmental resources to cover
the same ground. However, if the member has a specific concern he
should put it to me in writing and I will have it addressed.
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MINISTERIAL OFFICES - CREDIT CARDS
735. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Works:
(1) With reference to the Minister for Works' ministerial office, how many

credit cards are utilised by the Minister or the staff to cover items of
ministerial expense?

(2) From what financial institution have these credit cards been issued?
(3) Which officers, other than the Minister, are authorised to utilise these

credit cards and incur expense?
(4) What guidelines govern the use of these credit cards?
(5) Is there a maximum amount for an individual purchase that can be paid by

utilising these credit cards?
(6) What was the total expenditure incurred on credit cards from the

Minister's ministerial office for -
(i) 1993-94; and
(ii) July 1994 to 28 March 1995?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The Minister for Works has provided the following reply -

(1)-(6) Members of the Opposition have asked similar questions in the past and as
much of the information sought by the member has already been provided,
I am not prepared to direct considerable departmental resources to cover
the same ground. However, if the member has a specific concern he
should put it to me in writing and I will have it addressed.

CONSULTANTS - GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURE
746. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Primary Industry:
What funds have been expended up until 28 March 1995 to engage consultants
within the Minister for Primary Industry's portfolio area since February 1993?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Primary Industry has provided the following reply -

I refer the member to my answer to question on notice 494.

CONSULTANTS - GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURE
752. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Health:
What funds have been expended up until 28 March 1995 to engage consultants
within the Minister for Health's portfolio area since February 1993?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I refer the member to his question No 500 of 28 March 1995.

753. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Works:
What funds have been expended up until 28 March 1995 to engage consultants
within the Minister for Works' portfolio area since February 1993?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I refer the member to the answer provided for question 501.
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CONSULTANTS - GOVERNMENT EXPENDITURE
756. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Education:

What funds have been expended up until 28 March 1995 to engage consultants
within the Minister's portfolio area since February 1993?
Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
Please refer to question 504.

STATE TRAINING, DEPARTMENT OF - CONTRACTING OUT TRAINING
PROGRAMS AND SERVICES

793. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Employment and Training:
(1) Is the Department of State Training encouraged to contract the delivery of

training programs and services to other institutions, industry organisations,
professional associations and other private providers where there are
benefits in doing so?

(2) If not, why not?
(3) If yes, what contracts have been made?
(4) If yes, are these arrangements in the form of a resource and performance

agreement?
Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
(1)-(4) The member is referred to the answer provided to question 80.

EDUCATION - ABORIGINAL
Outcomes, Research Funding

926. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:

(1) Does the department fund research on Aboriginal education outcomes on
an ongoing basis to ascertain whether programs designed to improve
outcomes are achieving their desired result?

(2) If not, why not?
Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
(l)-(2) Funding is not allocated specifically for research in the area of Aboriginal

education but research is conducted jointly by tertiary education
institutions in conjunction with the Education Department.

ABORIGINAL EDUCATION AND TRAINING COUNCIL - ABORIGINAL
EDUCATION MONITORING PLAN

947. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:

(1) Has the Aboriginal Education and Training Council developed a three
year plan for monitoring and evaluating Aboriginal education in the State?

(2) If not, why not?
Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
(1)-(2) The Aboriginal Education and Training Council had its inaugural meeting

on 30 March 1995, and will be considering this issue at further meetings.
EMPLOYMENT - EMPLOYEES COVERED BY FEDERAL AWARDS,

STATE AWARDS, WORKPLACE AGREEMENTS, NEITHER

987. Hon J.A. COWDELL to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Labour Relations:
Will the Minister for Labour Relations indicate the number and percentage of
Western Australian employees who are currently covered by -

(a) federal awards;
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(b) state awards;
(c) workplace agreements; and
(d) neither awards nor workplace agreements?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The number and percentage of Western Australian employees covered by awards
and agreements as at December 1994 are -

(a) Federal awards - 114 358 employees comprising 21.5 per cent of wage
and salary earners. Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics Cat.6315 and
Department of Industrial Relations.

(b) State awards - 315 035 employees comprising 59.3 per cent of wage and
salary earners. Source: Australian Bureau of Statistics Cat.6315 and
Western Australian Industrial Relations Commission.

(c) Workplace agreements - 13 249 employees comprising 2.5 per cent of
wage and salary earners. Source: Commissioner of Workplace
Agreements.

(d) Neither awards nor workplace agreements - 88 258 employees comprising
16.6 per cent of wage and salary earners. Source: Department of
Productivity and Labour Relations.

December 1994 figures are the most recent available for each of the four
categories above. However, workplace agreements figures available as at
28 February 1995 are - 16 644 employees comprising 3.1 per cent of wage and
salary earners.

SUPPLY WEST WAREHOUSE, BELMONT - MANAGEMENT CONTRACT
988. Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Works:
(1) When was the management of the Supply West warehouse in Belmont

given to private contractors?
(2) Was the contract put out for tender?
(3) If not, how was the contractor selected?
(4) Has the contractor bought all of the assets comprising the warehouse

operation?
(5) If not, what are the financial arrangements in respect of the use of those

assets?
(6) How many of the preprivatisation staff were respectively -

(a) employed by private contractor;
(b) made redundant; and
(c) redeployed?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The Minister for Works has provided the following reply -
(1) 3 January 1995.
(2) Yes.
(3) Not applicable.
(4) No.
(5) Under the terms of the contract, assets remain the property of the

Government. Equipment which is entrusted to the contractor, must at all
times be maintained in the best possible condition. The contractor is
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responsible for the cost of incidental damage, operating expenses,
maintenance and replacement parts.

(6) (a) 9
(b) nil
(c) 20.

MINISTERIAL OFFICES - CONTRACTS FOR SERVICES OR OFFICERS

999. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister
for Primary Industry:
(1) What number of individuals performed services for the Minister for

Primary Industry's office either as an officer or under a contract for
service as at 29 March 1995?

(2) What is their -

(a) name;
(b) qualifications;
(c) position held or title of the position set out in the contract; and

(d) function and duty as detailed in any job description document for
the position held by the person or the nature of services to be
provided and described in the contract?

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

(1 )-(2) This information has previously been provided. If the member has a
specific question I will endeavour to provide a response.

MINISTERIAL OFFICES - CONTRACTS FOR SERVICES OR OFFICERS

1005. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Health:
(1) What number of individuals performed services for the Minister for

Health's office either as an officer or under a contract for service as at
29 March 1995?

(2) What is their -

(a) name;
(b) qualifications;
(c) position held or title of the position set out in the contract; and

(d) function and duty as detailed in any job description document for
the position held by the person or the nature of services to be
provided and described in the contract?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1)-(2) I refer the member to my answer to question No 1299.

MINISTERIAL OFFICES - CONTRACTS FOR SERVICES OR OFFICERS

1006. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Works:
(1) What number of individuals performed services for the Minister for

Works' office either as an officer or under a contract for service as at
29 March 1995?

(2) What is their -

(a) name;

(b) qualifications;
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(c) position held or title of the position set out in the contract; and
(d) function and duty as detailed in any job description document for

the position held by the person or the nature of services to be
provided and described in the contract?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
The Minister for Works has provided the following reply -
(1)-(2) This information has previously been provided. If the member has a

specific question I will endeavour to provide a response.
MINISTERIAL OFFICES - CONTRACTS FOR SERVICES OR OFFICERS

1007. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Planning:
(1) What number of individuals performed services for the Minister for

Planning's office either as an officer or under a contract for service as at
29 March 1995?

(2) What is their -
(a) name;
(b) qualifications;
(c) position held or title of the position set out in the contract; and
(d) function and duty as detailed in any job description document for

the position held by the person or the nature of services to be
provided and described in the contract?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1)-(2) This information has previously been provided. If the member has a

specific question I will endeavour to provide a response.
MINISTERIAL OFFICES - CONTRACTS FOR SERVICES OR OFFICERS

1009. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Education:
(1) What number of individuals performed services for the Minister's office

either as an officer or under a contract for service as at 29 March 1995?
(2) What is their -

(a) name;
(b) qualifications;
(c) position held or title of the position set out in the contract; and
(d) function and duty as detailed in any job description document for

the position held by the person or the nature of services to be
provided and described in the contract?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
(1)-(2) This information has previously been provided. If the member has a

specific question I will endeavour to provide a response.

ABORIGINAL LIVING AREA PROGRAM - REVIEW REPORT
1015. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Lands:

(1) Was the Aboriginal living area program review report commissioned by
the inister for Lands?

(2) If yes, on what date was the report commissioned?
(3) What were the terms of reference for the review?
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(4) Who were the members of the review committee and what were their
credentials that justified their appointment to this review process?

(5) Did the review committee include any Aboriginal people amongst its
membership?

(6) If yes, could the Minister list these members?
(7) What was the budget allocated to the review and what was the final cost of

the review?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1) Yes, following endorsement by the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs.
(2) 1 February 1994.
(3) Terms of reference -

Identify established Aboriginal living areas (region, tenure, size etc) and
ascertain site utilisation and suitability;
assess establishment time frames and development issues including
funding sources, accountability and maintenance;
evaluate current practice and procedures in dealing with land applications
and assess the role of agencies (commonwealth, state and Aboriginal)
associated with the living area program;
perform field inspections of selected Aboriginal living areas to assess
existing facilities, population and general living conditions;
investigate overall coordination and planning of the program, benefits to
the Aboriginal people and impact of the Land (Titles and Traditional
Usage) Act 1993; and
assess the status of current land applications, the future requirement for
the program, including responsibilities and resourcing, and provide review
recommendations by the end of April 1994.

(4) The review team comprised senior officers as follows -

Mike Collins - Aboriginal Affairs Department
Cliff Uren - Department of Land Administration
Ric West - Water Authority of Western Australia
Shane Houston - Health Department
Officers were nominated by their departments as persons having the
knowledge and experience to conduct the review in accordance with the
terms of reference.

(5) Yes.
(6) The representative from the Health Department is of Aboriginal descent.

(7) Review costs were met from individual departmental budgets. Final costs
are unknown at this stage.

ABORIGINAL LIVING AREA PROGRAM - REVIEW REPORT

10 17. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Lands:

On what date did the Minister receive from the Minister for Aboriginal Affairs a
copy of the Aboriginal living area program review report?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The review was commissioned by me and a draft copy forwarded to my office
from the Department of Land Administration on 12 October 1994.
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AGRICULTURE, DEPARTMENT OF - ALBANY, TELEPHONE STD BARS
1026. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for

Primary Industry:
(1) Have subscriber trunk dialling bars been put on any telephones at the

Albany Agriculture Department?
(2) What is the explanation for these STD bars?
(3) Are these bars causing extra work for the department's operators?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Primary Industry has provided the following reply -

(1)-(3) STD bars have been placed on most phones in the Albany office as a cost
saving measure. As staff have access to the area codes which cover the
region; three phones do not have STD bars and are available to staff if
required. All officers have access to the tie lines to Perth and to facsimile
and electronic mail facilities.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - PRIVATISATION OF FUNCTIONS
1055. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Primary Industry:
With respect to the Minister for Primary Industry's department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(1) What functions are being considered for privatisation either partly or
wholly?

(2) What functions have been decided to be privatised either partly or wholly?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Primary Industry has provided the following reply -

(l)-(2) I refer the member to my answer to question 598.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - PRIVATISATION OF FUNCTIONS

1056. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister
for Fisheries:
With respect to the Minister for Fisheries' department and each of the bodies
administered within that department -

(1) What functions are being considered for privatisation either partly or
wholly?

(2) What functions have been decided to be privatised either partly or wholly?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Fisheries has provided the following reply -

(1)-(2)
I refer the member to my answer to question 599.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - PRIVATISATION OF FUNCTIONS
1081. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Health:
With respect to the Minister for Health's department and each of the bodies
administered within that department -

(1) What functions are being considered for privatisation either partly or
wholly?

(2) What functions have been decided to be privatised either partly or wholly?
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Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1)-(2) I refer the member to my answer to question 603.
GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - PRIVATISATION OF FUNCTONS

1082. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Labour Relations:
With respect to the Minister for Labour Relations' department and each of the
bodies administered within that department -

(1) What functions are being considered for privatisation either partly or
wholly?

(2) What functions have been decided to be privatised either partly or wholly?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(l)-(2) I refer the member to my answer to question 604.

GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS - PRIVATISATION OF FUNCTIONS
1083. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Works:
With respect to the Minister for Works' department and each of the bodies
administered within that department -

(1) What functions are being considered for privatisation either partly or
wholly?

(2) What functions have been decided to be privatised either partly or wholly?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
I refer the member to my answer to question 608.

CHARITABLE COLLECTIONS BILL - REVIEW
1093. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister assisting the Minister for Justice:
(1) With respect to the answer to question on notice 365 of 1994, has the

Charitable Collections Advisory Committee produced a discussion paper
for public comment?

(2) If so, when was it produced?
(3) If so, has the review of the Charitable Collections Bill been completed?

(4) If so, when is it anticipated that the Bill will be introduced?

(5) If not, when will the discussion paper be produced?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Work is continuing on the development of a discussion paper for public

release.
(2)-(4) Not applicable.
(5) It is anticipated that the discussion paper will be released in mid- 1995.

FISHERIES DEPARTMENT - TRAINING PROGRAMS FOR OFFICERS

1099. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for
Fisheries:
In respect of the training programs for officers of the Fisheries Department -

(1) When were training programs moved from the operations division to the
human resources division?

(2) Who has been in charge of training programs since 1988 and what was
their position?
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(3) Have any officers in the special investigations section been involved in
training programs for fisheries officers since 1988?

(4) If so, who and for what period?
(5) Will the Minister for Fisheries outline the content of stage 1 and stage 2 of

the development program for operations division supervisors?
(6) Are there further stages to be implemented?
(7) If so, what is proposed?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Fisheries has provided the following reply -

(1) Upon the appointment of a human resource manager in 1988.
(2) The directors of each division are responsible for prioritising their own

staff training needs.
(3) Yes.
(4) All officers within that section have been involved in the training

programs described in (2) above.
(5) Course outlines of stages 1 and 2 of the program are as follows -

Assessment Methods -

1. Role Playing
2. Case Studies
3. Interactive Discussions
Aim: To provide a bridge between introductory interpersonal skills and
supervisory skills for the effective management of people.
Course Outline -

Handling Constructive Criticism
Problem Solving
Improving Employee Performnance
Improving Work Habits

Performance Management -
How it works
Conducting a performance appraisal

Interview -
POC - Planning, organising and controlling
Time Management - Techniques and methods, delegation skills

Course Outcomes: By the conclusion of this course, participants will be
able to assess staff performance, be able to conduct performance
interviews, have practised skills for better delegation, demonstrate their
ability to handle disciplinary and problem-solving situations, utilise time
management principles, demonstrate planning skills and processes, utilise
organising skills and methods planning, organising and controlling work
systems.
BASIC SUPERVISORY COURSE
Generic Title of Program - Department of Fisheries - Supervision
Time Course Conducted - 8.30 am to 5.00 pmn
Duration of Course - Five days
Assessment Methods -

Testing
Role Playing
Case Studies
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Course Aims: To expose new supervisors to supervisory skills to enable
the effective supervision of staff. To introduce and allow the development
of skills necessary for sound task accomplishment and the building of
relationships within a team.
Course Objectives: The role of the supervisor within the Fisheries
Department; time management; performance objectives and measurement;
delegation; discipline; communication; motivation; leadership styles; job
instruction; problem solving; assertiveness; handling change; planning;
leading; organising; controlling.
Course Outcomes: By the conclusion of this course, participants will:
Understand and be able to apply a range of effective supervisory roles; be
able to set performance standards for staff;, be able to describe methods for
improving staff motivation; understand effective time management
principles; have practised the skills for effective delegation; demonstrate
their ability to handle disciplinary situations; have practised effective
communication practices; have practised the skills necessary for problem
solving using group processes.

(6) Yes.
(7) Yet to be decided.

FISHERIES DEPARTMENT - AUDITOR GENERAL'S INTERIM REPORT,
INFORMATION REQUEST

1100. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for
Fisheries:
I refer to the interim report of the Auditor General dated 28 October 1994 on the
Fisheries Department tabled in the Legislative Council 2 November 1994 -

(1) What information was requested from the Fisheries Department by the
Auditor General?

(2) What was the reason for the delay in the provision of this information?

(3) On what date was the requested information finally supplied to the
Auditor General?

(4) On what date was the Auditor General's opinion issued?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Fisheries has provided the following reply -

(1) The information requested from the Fisheries Department by the Auditor
General was a written response to an audit query (2/94) dated 27
September 1994. A response to this query was required within 14
working days from the date of notification.

(2) The delay in the provision of the information occurred as a direct result of
ongoing communications and liaison between the Office of the Auditor
General and the Fisheries Department in respect of the audit process.

(3) The information relating to the issues outstanding from audit query 2/94
were supplied to the Office of the Auditor General on 11 November 1994
in accordance with the date advised in audit query 3/94. This response
also included the information required as a consequence of audit query
3/94.

(4) The Auditor General's opinion was issued on 18 November 1994.

FISHERIES DEPARTMENT - REHABILITATION POLICY
1103. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for

Fisheries:
(1) Does the Fisheries Department have a rehabilitation policy?
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(2) If so, when was this policy implemented?
(3) What steps have been taken to assist the rehabilitation of fisheries officers

Mr C. Thomas, Mr J. Sutton and Mr R. O'Donoghue?
(4) If no steps have been taken, why not?
(5) Would the Minister for Fisheries make a copy of the rehabilitation policy

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

Rehabilitation programs have been operational for a number of years with
the current policy effective since 23 August 1994. A copy is tabled.
[See paper No 336.]

(3) Individual officers' information is personal.
KALGOORLIE CONSOLIDATED GOLD MINES - ROAD CLOSURES, DELAYS

TO EMERGENCY VEHICLES
1124. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Emergency Services:
(1) Have road closures by Kalgoorlie Consolidated Gold Mines of the Eastern

bypass road, Fimiston Street and Hainault Road, at any time, caused
delays to emergency vehicles en route to emergency calls?

(2) If yes, what were those emergency calls for?
(3) Is this an acceptable situation?
(4) If not, what action will the Minister take to prevent such a situation

occurring in the future?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Emergency Services has provided the following reply -

The Commissioner of Police has advised as follows -

(1) No.
(2)-(3) Not applicable.
(4) Ministerial approval pursuant to section 92(1) of the Road Traffic Act

1974 has the following condition: "In the event of any situation whereby
emergency services require urgent access to roads closed during blasting,
such blasting will be suspended until emergency services have exited the
area'.

FISHERIES DEPARTMENT - OFFICERS, WORK RELATED ILLNESS
COMPENSATION CLAIMS

1132. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for
Fisheries:
(1) Will the Minister for Fisheries advise how many fisheries officers are

currently seeking compensation for work related illness?
(2) What do these compensation claims relate to?
(3) How long have each of these officers been actively seeking

compensation?
(4) When does the Minister expect these claims to be finalised?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Fisheries has provided the following reply -
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(1) Nine fisheries officers are currently seeking workers' compensation.
(2)-(4) Details are as follows -

Date of claim Injury Expected date of finalisation
January 1989 Back June 1995
May 1991 Stress June 1995
July 1992 Ulcers Claim to be determined
March 1994 Spinal March 1995
July 1994 Knee Unknown
October 1994 Shoulder March 1995
October 1994 Shoulder March 1995
January 1995 Ankle Unknown
January 1995 Shoulder Unknown

CLARKSON SHOPPING CENTRE - CONSTRUCTION PLANS
1133. Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS to the Minister for Lands:

(1) What is the current status of plans to build a local shopping centre at
Clarkson and when can residents expect to have it completed?

(2) Have plans to build this local shopping centre been delayed in recent times
in order to prevent competition with the Joondalup shopping complex?

(3) If no, what are the reasons for the delay?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1) A structure plan of the Clarkson Neighbourhood Centre, comprising retail,

medical, community and church sites, was submitted to the City of
Wanneroo for planning approval on 1 August 1994. As yet no
notifications of acceptance or non-acceptance have been given. Once
approval is granted, public tenders will be called for the sale of these sites
with a building condition on each.

(2) No.
(3) The passage of the approval through the relevant local authority.

MEDIA DECISIONS WA - GOVERNMENT PAYMENTS
1136. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
With respect to the Minister for Police's department and each of the bodies
administered within that department, what is the total amount of payments of
media accounts made to Media Decisions Western Australia in -

(a) November 1994;
(b) December 1994;
(c) January 1995; and
(d) February 1995?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
The Minister for Police has provided the following reply -

This question would require considerable resources to answer which I am not
prepared to allocate. If the member has a specific question about media accounts
I will endeavour to provide a response.

MEDIA DECISIONS WA - GOVERNMENT PAYMENTS
1137. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Primary Industry:
With respect to the Minister for Primary Industry's department and each of the
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badies administered within that department, what is the total amount of payments
of media accounts made to Media Decisions Western Australia in -

(a) November 1994;
(b) December 1994;
(c) January 1995; and
(d) February 1995?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Primary Industry has provided the following reply -

This question would require considerable resources to answer which I am not
prepared to allocate. If the member has a specific question about media accounts
I will endeavour to provide a response.

MEDIA DECISIONS WA - GOVERNMENT PAYMENTS
1143. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Health:
With respect to the Minister for Health's department and each of the bodies
administered within that department, what is the total amount of payments of
media accounts made to Media Decisions Western Australia in -

(a) November 1994;
(b) December 1994;
(c) January 1995; and
(d) February 1995?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
This question would require considerable resources to answer which I am not
prepared to allocate. If the member has a specific question about media accounts
I will endeavour to provide a response.

MEDIA DECISIONS WA - GOVERNMENT PAYMENTS
1144. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Works:
With respect to the Minister for Works' department and each of the bodies
administered within that department, what is the total amount of payments of
media accounts made to Media Decisions Western Australia in -

(a) November 1994;
(b) December 1994;
(c) January 1995; and
(d) February 1995?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
This question would require considerable resources to answer which I am not
prepared to allocate. If the member has a specific question about media accounts
I will endeavour to provide a response.

MEDIA DECISIONS WA - GOVERNMENT PAYMENTS
1147. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Education:

With respect to the Minister's department and each of the bodies administered
within that department, what is the total amount of payments of media accounts
made to Media Decisions Western Australia in -

(a) November 1994;
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(b) December 1994;
(c) January 1995; and
(d) February 1995?
Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
This question would require considerable resources to answer which I am not
prepared to allocate. If the member has a specific question about media accounts
I will endeavour to provide a response.

BUILDING MANAGEMENT AUTHORITY - LEGAL FEES EXPENDITURE
1160. Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Works:
(1) How much has been spent by the Building Management Authority on

legal fees during -

(a) 1 July 1993 to 30 June 1994; and
(b) 1 July 1994 to 15 March 1995?

(2) How much of that sum has been spent on services provided by the public
sector legal personnel and how much on private sector solicitors and
barristers?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) (a) $42 032.32

(b) $118574.65
(2) The total amount of $160 606.97 was for services provided by the public

sector legal personnel.
HEALTH DEPARTMENT - LEGAL FEES EXPENDITURE

1163. Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Health:
(1) How much has been spent by the Health Department on legal fees during -

(a) 1 July 1993 to 30 June 1994; and
(b) 1 July 1994 to 15 March 1995?

(2) How much of that sum has been spent on services provided by the public
sector legal personnel and how much on private sector solicitors and
barristers?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) (a) Government Health Bureau $183 700

State Health Purchasing Authority $15 892
Public Health Services $22 243
Dental Health Services $2 804
East Pilbara Health Services $1 294
Warren Blackwood Health Services $3 133
Wanneroo Health Service $1 784
Gascoyne Health Service $2 220
Royal Perth Hospital $38 456
Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital $39 373
Princess Margaret and King Edward Memorial

Hospitals $31 472
Fremantle Hospital $7 279
Total $349 650

(b) Government Health Bureau $139 000.00
State Health Purchasing Authority $30 032.28
Public Health Services $34 786.00
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Dental Health Services
East Pilbara Health Services
Gascoyne Health Service
Mt Henry Health Service
Kalamunda. Health Service
Western Health Service
Eastern Wheatbelt Health Service
Bentley Health Service
Royal Perth Hospital
Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital
Princess Margaret and King Edward Memorial

Hospitals
Fremantle Hospital
Total

(2) Public sector legal personnel -
Government Health Bureau
State Health Purchasing Authority
Public Health Services
Dental Health Services
Western Health Service
Gascoyne Health Service
Royal Perth Hospital
Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital
Princess Margaret and King Edward Memorial

Hospitals
Fremantle Hospital
Total

Private sector solicitors and banristers -
Government Health Bureau
State Health Purchasing Authority
Public Health Services
East Pilbara Health Services
Warren Blackwood Health Services
Wanneroo Health Service
Gascoyne Health Service
Mt Henry Health Service
Kalarnunda Health Service
Bentley Health Service
Eastern Wheatbelt Health Service
Royal Perth Hospital
Princess Margaret and King Edward Memorial

Hospitals
Fremantle Hospital
Total

$1 361.00
$732.20

$3 224.34
$1 590.00
$2 827.00

$315.00
$630.00

$20970.00
$47 947.00
$11 738.71

$11616.00
$6 659.00

$313 428.00

$161 400
$824

$90
$4 165

$315
$4 328

$75 240
$51 112

$24 205
$10795

$332 474

$161 300
$45 100
$56 939
$2 026
$3 133
$1 784
$1 116
$1 590
$2 827

$20 970
$630

$11 163

$18 883
$3 143

$330604
DRAINAGE RESERVES - 39667, PLANTAGENET LOCATION (5110)

1171. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Lands:
Further to questions on notice 1712 and 820 of 1994, and question on notice 282
of 1993 -
(1) Does the Minister now accept that the advice he gave me in answer to

question on notice 282 of 1993 was incorrect?
(2) Does the Minister also accept that his answer to question on notice 1712,

part (3)(c) where he stated that there had been "no loss of vegetation" is
incorrect?

(3) Will the Minister now apologise to the House for misleading it on those
previous occasions?
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(4) Is it correct that the Department of Land Administration is responsible for
the encroachment of spoil from drainage reserve 39667 onto the adjoining
private property?

(5) What action does the Minister now intend to take to ensure that the
Department of Land Administration rectifies the damage it has allowed to
occur to the private property adjoining drainage reserve 39667?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1) No. I am advised that the advice provided on this matter has been

correctly provided on the information available at the time.
(2) No. Seasonal factors will have a bearing on pasture growth and flow

rates. Some minor pasture loss may have occurred from a combination of
compaction by stock and the inability of pasture to grow under the shade
of trees which are near the drain (also used by stock for shade). A recent
departmental report indicates that this is more than offset by seasonal
pasture improvement downstream.

(3) No apology is necessary.
(4) No. The Department of Land Administration's responsibility is limited to

ensuring compliance of lease conditions.
(5) The Department of Land Administration is monitoring the situation and

intends to review the conditions of special lease 332/2124 when next it is
assessed for renewal. In the meantime, if Mr Jackson believes he has a
claim against any party he should seek appropriate legal relief.

FISHERIES - SOUTH COAST PILCHARD MANAGEMENT ADVISORY
COMMITTEE, POLICE INQUIRY

1188. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for
Fisheries:
Notice of this question was previously given on 8 December 1994 - question
1750 -so Iask again -
Will the Minister for Fisheries make available a copy of the report on the police
investigation into allegations of corruption and impropriety within the South
Coast Pilchard Management Advisory Committee?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Fisheries has provided the following reply -

I refer the member to my response dated 1 March 1995 - "The Police Department
should be approached for a copy of its report".

HOMESWEST - BROOME, 5 NORMAN STREET TENANCY
1200. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for

Housing:
(1) What funds were, expended on the Homneswest property, situated at

5 Norman Street, Broome prior to it being offered to Ms Catherine Piota
for tenancy?

(2) What date was the offer of tenancy made?
(3) What date did work start on cleaning and repairing this property?
(4) What work was involved in the repair and maintenance of this property?
(5) What company did each item of work?
(6) How much did each work item cost?
(7) Was the work supervised by Homeswest officers while the work was

being done, or afterwards?
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(8) If yes, by whom and on how many occasions was the property visited as
part of this supervision?

(9) What dates and times pertain to each visit?
Hon MAX EVANS replied:
The Minister for Housing has provided the following reply -
(1) $2 820.90 was committed prior to the offer being made. Further funds

expended to date of occupation were $1 498.68. Additional funds
expended after occupation were $9 594.56. A total of $13 914.24 was
expended on the property.

(2) 1 February 1995.
(3) 26 January 1995.
(4) Extensive carpentry, plumbing/gas, cleaning, electrical and pest

eradication.
(5) Cleaning - Winto's Cleaning Service

Carpentry - M. Craven and J. Vagg
Electrical - Easties Electrics
Plumbing/gas - Wedgefield Plumbing
Pest control - Broome Pest Control
Painting - M. Craven and J. Vagg.

(6) Total cost of maintenance work to the property was -

Carpentry $10898.05
Cleaning $834.10
Electrical $79.50
Pest control $95.00
Gas $431.01
Plumbing $1 530.98
Painting $45.60
Total $13914.24

(7)-(8)
Yes. The accommodation manager inspected the property while
mnaintenance work was being carried out, and on the completion of
individual contractors' work.

(9) The information is not kept.

STATE PRINT - STATE LAW PUBLISHER
Delivery of Bills, Hansards etc. to Parliament

1212. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Services:
(1) What were the costs in 1993-94 for transporting to the State Parliament

the Bills, Notice Paper, Hansards, etc, produced at State Print?
(2) Who was responsible for this delivery service?
(3) How regularly were items from State Print delivered to the State

Parliament?
(4) Who is now responsible for the delivery of the items fr-om State Law

Publisher to the State Parliament?
(5) Has this work been contracted privately?
(6) If so, to whom?
(7) What is the estimated annual cost to the Government of this new delivery

arrangement for items from State Law Publisher to the State Parliament?

2542 [COUNCIL]



[Wednesday, 10 May 1995] 24

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) In 1993-94 costs for transporting Bills, Notice Papers, Hansards etc. from

State Print to the State Parliament were not costed separately, but were
part of an internal courier service that also included Parliamentary
Counsel's Office, Ministers and other State Print customers in the rapid
copy area. The direct proportion of this cost to Parliament is not readily
available.

(2) State Print.
(3) During parliamentary sessions, two scheduled daily deliveries.
(4) State Law Publisher.
(5) Yes.
(6) Mercury Messengers.
(7) The estimated annual cost for deliveries to Parliament only is $400.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - EDUCATION
Activities Pri vatised or Contracted Out

1215. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:
(1) What activities have been privatised or contracted out in the Minister's

term of office?
(2) What activities are in the process of being privatised or contracted out in

the Minister's portfolio?
(3) What is the process being followed in the privatisation or contracting out

of the activities listed in (2)?
Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
(1) The following activities have been contracted out -

Internal Store - November 1994;
Motor Vehicle Fleet Management - March 1995; and
Mowing of school grounds in some country locations.

(2) The department is reviewing a number of functions to ensure that services
are provided in the most effective and efficient manner. Mainframe
computer support is currently in the process of being contracted out.

(3) A request for proposal is being prepared in respect of mainframe computer
support and will be publicly advertised in due course. Proposals will be
evaluated in accordance with the relevant state government supply
policies.

SCHOOLS - ELECTRICITY CHARGES, COMMERCIAL RATES
1230. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Education:

(1) Is it correct that schools are charged commercial rates for electricity?
(2) What steps have you taken as Minister to have the rate reduced to at least

the domestic rate?
(3) Is it correct that schools have been advised that if the rate charged for

electricity were reduced there would be a corresponding reduction in the
size of the school grant?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
(1)-(2)

Schools are charged different tariffs for electricity depending on their
location.

(3) Schools which are in the utilities management program ame provided with
a utilities grant. The utilities baseline is calculated in kilowatt hours and
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the dollar grant is generated by applying the appropriate tariff for that site
for the estimated consumption figures.

WESFI PTY LTD - WESPINE INDUSTRIES PTY LTD
Accidents, Staff Injuries

1240. Hon DOUG WENN to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Labour Relations:
In relation to the safety record of Wesfi Pty Ltd and Wesfi Pines located in
Dardanup, can the Minister for Labour Relations indicate the number of accidents
that have resulted in injury to the staff of these companies over the past two
years?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
Accident notifications to the Department of Occupational Health, Safety and
Welfare indicate the following number of accidents have been re-corded for
Westralian Forest Industries Pty Ltd - Wesfi - and Wespine Industries Pty Ltd
located in Dardanup -

Company 1992-93 1993-94
Wesfi 10 11
Wespine 0 2

LABOUR REGULATIONS LEGISLATION - REVIEW
1248. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Labour Relations:
(1) Where is the Review of Western Australian Labour Regulations

Legislation based?
(2) How long has the review been based at this location?
(3) What full time staff are associated with this review?
(4) What are the Public Service levels at which each of these officers is

engaged?
(5) Who is the chairman of the review team?
(6) What are the terms of reference for the review?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) The review of Western Australian labour relations legislation is based at

9th floor, Grain Pool Building, 172 St George's Terrace, Perth.
(2) Since 28 November 1994.
(3) There are three staff associated with the review, an executive officer on

secondment from the Department of Productivity and Labour Relations, a
personal secretary and a receptionist/secretary from Commissioner
Fielding's chamber.

(4) Executive officer level 6
Personal secretary level 3
Receptionist/secretary level 3.

(5) There is no review team. The review is being conducted by WA Industrial
Relations Commissioner Gavin Fielding.

(6) The terms of reference for the review are -
1. To inquire into and report to the Minister for Labour Relations on

the provisions and operation of the Industrial Relations Act 1979
and related legislation including, but not limited to -
1.1 Factories and Shops Act 1963;
1.2 Public and Bank Holidays Act 1972;
1.3 Long Service Leave Act 1958;
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1.4 Truck Act 1899;
1.5 Masters and Servants Act 1892; and
1.6 Trade Unions Act 1902.

2. Without limiting the generality of the review, where considered
appropriate and necessary, to make recommendations for the
repeal of, or amendment to any provisions of the legislation, or for
any other action, in respect of -
2.1 The structure, role and effectiveness of -

2.1.1 The Western Australian Industrial Relations
Commission including its constituent authorities;

2.1.2 The Industrial Magistrate's Court;
2.1.3 The Industrial Appeal Court; and
2.1.4 Boards of Reference.

2.2 Those services provided by the Western Australian
Industrial Relations Commission for which modest fees
should be introduced and the levels of those fees;

2.3 enhanced protection of individuals' rights by -

2.3.1 allowing individuals greater access to the Western
Australian Industrial Relations Commission;

2.3.2 facilitating the right to freedom of association;
2.4 facilitating the right to collective organisation and

representation;
2.5 the relationship between the state and federal industrial

relations systems with a view to minimising duplication;
2.6 the removal of any unnecessary procedural and legislative

obstructions to users of the system of compulsory
arbitration; and

2.7 redrafting the legislation using plain English and, where
appropriate, repealing or consolidating Acts.

MINING INDUSTRY -KALGOORLIE ELECTORATE, LOST TIME INJURIES
1253. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Minister for Mines:

What are the total lost time injuries for each month since January 1994 for the
Kalgoorlie inspectorate area for -
(a) underground operations; and
(b) surface operations?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(a)-(b) Total number of lost time injuries per month for Kalgoorlie inspectorate -

Month Surface Underground
Jan 94 13 9
Feb 94 15 5
Mar 94 16 5
Apr 94 18 8
May 94 21 5
Jun 94 16 6
Jul 94 11 16
Aug 94 12 8
Sep 94 18 11
Oct 94 20 7
Nov 94 10 12
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Dec 94 10 6
Jan 95 14 8
Feb 95 20 3
FISHERIES DEPARTMENT - RECORDS MANAGEMENT

Officers Official Work Diaries
1256. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for

Fisheries:
In regard to the original copies of official work diaries written by fisheries
officers and forwarded to the Fisheries Department head office on a weekly
basis -

(1) Who is/are the officer/s responsible for the receipt, correlation and
management of the records and what is his/their job title?

(2) Where are those records stored?
(3) For how long are those records retained?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Fisheries has provided the following reply -

(1) Administrative Assistant, Operations Division: Currently the position is
occupied by Selina Chrimes.

(2) The records are stored at the Fisheries Department head office and the
Fisheries Operations Centre.

(3) Diary records are required to be kept for a period of four years.
FISHERIES DEPARTMENT - RECORDS MANAGEMENT

Patrol Vessels Daily Running Log
1257. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for

Fisheries:
In regard to the original copies of the official daily running log that is completed
by the Fisheries Department patrol vessel masters on a daily basis -
(1) Who is/are the officer/s responsible for the receipt, correlation and

management of the records and what is his/their job title?
(2) Where are those records stored?
(3) For how long are those records retained?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Fisheries has provided the following reply -

(1) The Operation Mangers for the northern branch and the western branch of
the Operations Division are the responsible officers. Mr N. Sarti and
Mr W. Godenzie are currently occupying the respective managers'
positions.

(2) The records are stored at the Fisheries Department head office, the Fleet
Maintenance Centre and the Fisheries Operations Centre.

(3) It is usual practice to retain the records of a particular vessel whilst that
vessel remains in service with the department. Some records belonging to
decommissioned vessels have also been retained.
FISHERIES DEPARTMENT - RECORDS MANAGEMENT

Officers Official Work Diaries
1258. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for

Fisheries:
In regard to the original copies of fisheries officers official work diaries for
January 1989 -
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(1) Who is/are the officer/s responsible for the receipt, correlation and
management of the records and what is his/their job title?

(2) Where are those records stored?
(3) For how long are those records retained?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Fisheries has provided the following reply -

(1) At the time Ms R. Krishnan, a clerical officer located at the Fisheries
Operations Centre, was responsible for the receipt, correlation and
management of the diary records.

(2) The records are stored at the Fisheries Operations Centre.
(3) Diary records are required to be kept for a period of four years.

FISHERIES DEPARTMENT - RECORDS MANAGEMENT
Patrol Vessels Daily Running Log

1259. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for
Fisheries:
In regard to the original copies of Fisheries Department patrol vessels daily
running log for January 1989 -

(1) Who is/are the officer/s responsible for the receipt, correlation and
management of the records and what is his/their job title?

(2) Where are those records stored?
(3) For how long are those records retained?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Fisheries has provided the following reply -

(1) At the time Mr J. Lilbumne, Supervising Fisheries Officer (Marine) was
responsible for the receipt, correlation and management of the diary
records.

(2) The records are stored at the Fisheries Department head office, the Fleet
Maintenance Centre and the Fisheries Operations Centre.

(3) It is usual practice to retain the records of a particular vessel whilst that
vessel remains in service with the department. Some records belonging to
decommissioned vessels have also been retained.

FISHERIES DEPARTMENT - RECORDS MANAGEMENT
Officers Cooper, Terlick, Casey, Godenzie Work Diaries

1260. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for
Fisheries:
In regard to the original copies of the official work diaries of fisheries officers
D. Cooper, L. Terlick, R. Casey and W. Godenzie for the month of January 1989 -

(1) Who is/are the officer/s responsible for the receipt, correlation and
management of the records and what is his/their job title?

(2) Where are those records stored?
(3) For how long are those records retained?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Fisheries has provided the following reply -

I refer the member to my answer to question 1258.
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FISHERIES DEPARTMENT - RECORDS MANAGEMENT
Patrol Vessel "Baudin", Daily Running Log

1261. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister for
Fisheries:
In regard to the original copies of Fisheries Department patrol vessel Baudin daily
running log for the month of January 1989 -

(1) Who is/are the officer/s responsible for the receipt, correlation and
management of the records and what is his/their job title?

(2) Where are those records stored?
(3) For how long are those records retained?
The Minister for Fisheries has provided the following reply -
(1) At the time Mvr J. Lilburne, Supervising Fisheries Officer (Marine) was

responsible for the receipt, correlation and management of the diary
records.

(2) The records for the patrol vessel Baudin for the month of January 1989 are
stored at the Fisheries Operations Centre.

(3) It is usual practice to retain the records of a particular vessel whilst that
vessel remains in service with the department. Some records belonging to
decommissioned vessels have also been retained.

SCHOOLS - ESPERANCE SENIOR HIGH
Opening Date

1264. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Minister for Education:
(1) When was Esperance Senior High School opened?
(2) What capital works have been spent in each year since it has been opened?
(3) For what purpose were these capital works spent?
(4) What is the enrolment of the school in each of the years since it was

opened?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
(1) Esperance Junior High School opened in 1956. It became a senior high

school from 1966.
(2)-(3)

Capital works -

Year Scope of Works Cost Estimate (only)

1966-67 Library and reading room 41 402
1969-70 Two classrooms and reticulation 42498
1970-71 Two classrooms - offices and store 30797
1971-72 Two science laboratories - preparation

area and storage 47 850
1974-75 Art room; craft room; typing room;

three classrooms 262 708
1975-76 Prevocational centre 48 983
1976-77 Library extension 86 850
1977-78 Four classrooms; two science laboratories;

manual arts and home economics rooms 520 583
1984-85 Upgrade and replacement 857 330

(4) Enrolments prior to 1960 are not available.
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Year Enrolments Year Enrolments
1960 79 1978 701
1961 91 1979 749
1962 ill 1980 736
1963 149 1981 721
1964 149 1982 734
1965 185 1983 788
1966 251 1984 781
1967 333 1985 801
1968 368 1986 798
1969 375 1987 724
1970 408 1988 700
1971 454 1989 693
1972 516 1990 719
1973 538 1991 710
1974 575 1992 729
1975 623 1993 733
1976 646 1994 748
1977 684 1995 748

HOMESWEST - THERMALITE BUILDING BLOCKS
Remedial Works; Buckeridge Group of Companies

1267. Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister
for Housing:
(1) How many residential buildings built for Homeswest have had any

remedial work carried out that has anything to do with thermalite blocks?
(2) What are the details of the remedial works?
(3) What are the details of remedial works carried out on any residential

building built by the Buckeridge Group of Companies or any residential
building using materials supplied by the BGC since 1985?

(4) Have any of the residential buildings built using thermalite blocks been
found to have structural faults?

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

(1)-(4) No records of the specific nature requested are kept and the research
required to retrieve this information would not be justified. Any remedial
work required on construction projects is performed during the
maintenance period.

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT - RATIONALISATION OF CAPITAL ASSETS
CRITERIA

1276. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:
(1) Has the Education Department developed a set of criteria for the future

rationalisation of capital assets in this term of office?
(2) If not, why not?
(3) If yes -

(a) what groups or people were part of the development of the criteria;
and

(b) will the Minister provide details of the established criteria for the
rationalisation of capital assets?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
(1) School rationalisation is intended to provide some rationalisation of
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capital assets with regard to school sites resulting from school closures. A
new policy is currently being developed for the excision of surplus land
and buildings.

(2) Not applicable.
(3) (a) School rationalisation policy involved -

Western Australian Primary Principals' Association
Western Australian Secondary Principals Association
Western Australian District High School Principals' Association
Western Australian District Deputy Principals' Association
Western Australian Council of State School Organisations
Building Management Authority
15 district office and administration meetings.

(b) School rationalisation policy is tabled. [See paper No 337.]
STATE SUPPLY COMMISSION - CHAIRMAN

1278. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Services:
(1) Who is the Chairman of the Supply Commission?
(2) On what date was the chairman appointed?
(3) What is the remuneration paid to the chairman of the commission?
(4) What facilities does the chairnan of the commission have made available

to him?
(5) Do these facilities include -

(a) office;
(b) office staff;
(c) vehicle;
(d) home phone or fax; or
(e) any other support facilities?

(6) What is the total annual cost of these facilities and support staff made
available to the commission chairman?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) Craig Lawrence.
(2) 28 March 1995.
(3) $40 000 per annum.
(4)-(6) The office and facilities for the State Supply Commission are still being

formulated. Until issues of separation with the Department of State
Services are finalised, the full impact on office support services will not
be known. However, at this stage the chairman has an office and
secretarial facilities made available to him.

STATE SUPPLY COMMISSION - EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR
1279. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Services:
(1) Does the Supply Commission have an executive director?
(2) When was this position established?
(3) Who currently occupies this position?
(4) Who previously occupied the position?
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(5) What facilities does the Executive Director of the Commission have made
available to him?

(6) Do these facilities include -

(a) office;
(b) office support staff;
(c) vehicle;
(d) home phone or fax; or
(e) any other support facilities?

(7) What is the total annual cost of these facilities and support staff made
available to the commission's executive director?

(8) What is the salary package for the executive director?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(l)-(3) Mr Lloyd Graham is currently acting in the position of Chief Executive

Officer, State Supply Commission.
(2) 11 April 1995.
(4) Prior to 11 April 1995, there was no separate position of chief executive

officer.
(5)-(7) The office and facilities for the State Supply Commission are still being

formulated. Until issues of separation with the Department of State
Services are finalised, the full impact on office support services will not
be known.

(8) Arrangements are in hand to advertise the CEO position in the near future.
Salaries and Allowances Tribunal determined the position to fall within a
special class 2 range.

STATE SERVICES, DEPARTMENT OF - OFFICE RELOCATION
1280. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Services:
(1) What is the current office location for the Department of State Services?
(2) When did the department move to this location?
(3) What was their previous location?
(4) What was the cost of the transfer to the new location?
(5) What was the reason for the transfer?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) 445 Murray Street, Perth.
(2) 25 November 1994.
(3) 815 Hay Street, Perth.
(4) $1.003m. This cost covers the relocation of the Department of State

Services and the State Supply Commission.
(5) The reasons for the transfer were -

(a) the lease on 815 Hay Street premises had expired;
(b) the Government has a long-term commitment to the lease of

premises at 445 Murray Street, Perth; and
(c) the premises at 445 Murray Street are more suited to the

organisational changes impacting the Department of State Services
and the State Supply Commission.
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STATE SUPPLY COMMISSION - OFFICE RELOCATION
1281. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Services:
(1) What is the current office location for the Supply Commission?
(2) When did the commission move to this location?
(3) What was their previous location?
(4) What was the cost of the transfer to the new location?
(5) What was the reason for the transfer?
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1) 445 Murray Street, Perth.
(2) 25 November 1994.
(3) 815 Hay Street, Perth.
(4) $1.003m. This cost covers the relocation of the Department of State

Services which includes the State Supply Commission.
(5) The reasons for the transfer were -

(a) the lease on 815 Hay Street premises had expired;
(b) the Government has a long-term commitment to the lease of

premises at 445 Murray Street, Perth; and
(c) the premises at 445 Murray Street are more suited to the

organisational changes impacting the State Supply Commission
and the Department of State Services.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - PRIMARY INDUSTRY
1285. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Transport representing the Minister

for Primary Industry:
(1) Do each of the following departments, agencies, boards or committees fall

within the Minister for Primary Industry's current portfolio
responsibilities?

(2) If not, which departments, agencies, boards or committees from this list do
not form part of the Minister's current portfolio responsibilities?

(3) Which additional departments, agencies, boards or committees fall within
the Minister's portfolio responsibility?
Primary Industry -

Abalone Fishery (Fisheries Adjustment Scheme)
Agriculture Protection Board
Beekeepers Compensation Fund Committee
Broome Coastal Land Conservation District
Carnarvon Banana Industry Compensation Committee
Cattle Industry Compensation Act Research Fund Advisory Committee
Chicken Meat Industry Committee
Cue Land Conservation District
Dairy Industry Authority
Department of Agriculture
Dried Fruits Board
Drought Consultative Committee
Exmouth Gulf Prawn Fishery - Committee of Management
Farm Machinery Advisory Committee
Field Crops Advisory Committee
Fruit Growing Industry Trust Fund Committee
Golden Egg Farms
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Grain Pool of Western Australia
Grain Research Committee
Herd Improvement Service - Board of Management
Honey Pool of Western Australia
Horticultural Export Development Council
Horticultural Produce Commission
Kojonup Land Conservation District
Lake Lands Conservation District
Manjimup Land Conservation District
Murchison/Mullewa Land Conservation District
Onslow Limited Entry Prawn Fishery
Perth Market Authority
Pig Industry Compensation Fund Advisory Committee
Potato Growing Industry Trust Fund Advisory Committee
Poultry Industry Trust Fund Advisory Committee
Quairading Land Conservation District
Quota Appeals Committee
Ravensthorpe Land Conservation District
Rural Adjustment and Finance Corporation of Western Australia
Rural Innovation Scheme
Shark Bay Prawn Limited Entry Fishery - Committee of Management
Soil & Land Conservation Council
Soil Conservation District Advisory Committee

Boyup Brook Murchison
Bruce Rock Napier King
Buntine West Wubin Narembeen
Burakin North Eastern Goldfields
Camnamah North Stirlings
Camnarvon Nugadong West
Denbarker Nullarbor - Eyre Highway
Denmark Nungarin
Derby/West Kimberley Pingaring
Dowerin Pithara - Dalwallinu
East Ballidu Quairading
East Perenjori Ravensthorpe
East Yomaning Roebourne - Port Hedland
Esperance South Mogumber
Frankland Below Gordon Stirling
Gnowangerup Tainmin
Hay River Three Springs
Kalgoorlie Trayning
Kellerberrin Waddi Forest
Kent River Watheroo
Kondinin West Maya
Koorda West Mount Barker
Manypeaks Wickepin
Meekatharra Woodanilling
Merredin Wyalkatchemn
Mingenew Yilgarn
Minyulo
Mobrup
Mogumber
Mt Marshall
Mukinbudin

Soil Fertility Research Fund Trust
State Beef Cattle Liaison Committee
State Pasture Industry Advisory Committee
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State Pig Liaison and Research Committee
State Ship Liaison Committee
State Wheat Advisory Committee
Vasse-Wonnerup Land Conservation District
Veterinary Preparations & Animal Feeding Stuffs Advisory Committee
Veterinary Surgeons Board
Wellesley Land Conservation District
Western Australian Cost of Egg Production Committee
Western Australian Egg Marketing Board
Western Australian Meat Commission
Western Australian Meat Industry Authority
Western Australian Meat Marketing Corporation
Western Australian Potato Marketing Authority
Wheat Advisory Committee
York Land Conservation District
Zone la East Kimberley Zone Control Authority
Zone l b West Kimberley
Zone 2 Pilbara
Zone 3 Carnarvon-Meekatharra
Zone 4 Esperance
Zone 5 Albany
Zone 6 Bunbury
Zone 7 Geraldton
Zone 8 Merredin
Zone 9 Eastern Goldfields
Zone 10 Outer Metropolitan
Fisheries -

Abrolhos Islands Consultative Council
Fisheries Department
Pearling Industry Advisory Committee
Recreational Fishing Advisory Committee
Rock Lobster Industry Advisory Committee
WA Fisheries Adjustment Scheme - Committee of Management

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

(l)-(3) The allocation of departments, authorities, Statutes and votes is currently
being reviewed. Details will be published in the Government Gazette
shortly.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - EDUCATION
1288. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Education:

(1) Do each of the following departments, agencies, boards or committees fall
within the Minister's current portfolio responsibilities?

(2) If not, which departments, agencies, boards or committees from this list do
not form part of the Minister's current portfolio responsibilities?

(3) Which additional departments, agencies, boards or committees fall within
the Minister's portfolio responsibility?
Education -

Agricultural Education Schools & College Advisory Committee
Average Government School Recurrent Costs Review Reference
Committee
Canning College
Committee to Review Schooling in Rural WA
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Country High Schools Hostel Authority
Albany Residential College Board of Management
Esperance Residential College Board of Management
Geraldton Residential College Board of Management
Goldfields Residential College Board of Management
Katanning Residential College Board of Management
Merredin Residential College Board of Management
Moora Residential College Board of Management
Narrogin Residential College Board of Management
Northam Residential College Board of Management

Curriculum Review Committee
Curtin University of Technology
Curtin University of Technology Council
Edith Cowan University
Edith Cowan University Council
Education Department of Western Australian
Education Policy and Coordination Bureau
English As A Second Language Resource Unit
Independent Assessment Group on Devolution in WA
Kalgoorlie University College Advisory Committee
Murdoch University
Murdoch University Senate
Muresk Institute of Agriculture Board
Non-government Schools Planning Committee
Office of Education and Training
Office of Non-Government Education
Public Education Endowment Trust
Secondary Education Authority
Tertiary Entrance Subject Committee
The Board of the Western Australian School of Mines
University of Western Australia
University of Western Australia Senate
WA Academy of Performing Arts Board of Management
Western Australian Higher Education Council
WA Office of Non-government Education Customer Service Council
Western Australian School Sports Association
Employment and Training -

Building and Construction Industry Training Fund Board
C Y O'Connor College Council
College of Customised Training
Geraldton Regional College Advisory Council
Great Southern Regional College Advisory Council
Hairdresser's Registration Board
Hedland College
Kalgoorlie College
Karratha College
Kimberley Regional College Advisory Council
Pundulmurra College
Mid West-Gascoyne Youth Action Scheme
South West Regional College Council
State Employment and Skills Development Authority

Industry Employment Training Council
Skills Standards and Accreditation Board

Western Australian Department of Training
Sport and Recreation -
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Aboriginal Development Foundation for Sport and Recreation in WA
Artificial Surfing Reef Committee
Ministry of Sport and Recreation
Olympic 2000 Strategy Task Force
Recreation Camps and Reserves Board
Western Australian Boxing Commission
Western Australian Coaching Foundation
Western Australian Institute of Sport
Western Australian Recreation Council
Western Australian Sports Centre Trust
Western Australian Sports Council
Women's Sport Foundation
Parliamentary and Electoral Affairs -
Western Australian Electoral Commission

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:

The allocation of departments, authorities, Statutes and votes is currently
being reviewed. Details will be published in the Governent Gazeite
shortly.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - HEALTH
1292. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the

Minister for Health:
(1) Do each of the following departments, agencies, boards or committees fall

within the Minister for Health's current portfolio responsibilities?
(2) If not, which departments, agencies, boards or committees from this list do

not form part of the Minister's current portfolio responsibilities?
(3) Which additional departments, agencies, boards or committees fall within

the Minister's portfolio responsibility?
Health -

Animal Resources Authority
Health Department of Western Australia

State Health Purchasing Authority
East Metropolitan Health Authority
North Metropolitan Health Authority
South Metropolitan Health Authority
Central Health Authority
Northern Health Authority
Southern Health Authority
Western Health Authority
Dental Services
State Health Labs

Multicultural Access Unit
Nurses Board of Western Australia
Western Australian Alcohol and Drug Authority
Western Australian Health Promotion Foundation
Labour Relations -

Department of Occupational Health, Safety and Welfare
Education & Training Advisory Committee
Occupation Health, Safety & Welfare Commission
Regulation Review Advisory Committee
Research Advisory Committee
Workplace Advisory Committee
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Department of Productivity and Labour Relations
Construction Industry Long Service Leave Payments Board
Western Australian Labour Relations Advisory Committee

Department of the Registrar WA Industrial Relations Commission
Government School Teachers Tribunal
Industrial Magistrate's Court
Promotion Appeal Board
Public Service Arbitrator
Public Service Appeal Board
Western Australian Industrial Appeal Court
Western Australian Industrial Relations Commission

Office of the Commissioner of Workplace Agreements

Workers' Compensation and Rehabilitation Commission
Industrial Diseases Medical Panel
Insurers' Advisory Committee
Medical Assessment Panels
Premium Rates Committee

Work Cover

Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(1)-(3)

The allocation of departments, authorities, Statutes and votes is currently
being reviewed. Details will be published in the Government Gazette
shortly.

MINISTERIAL PORTFOLIOS - WORKS

1294. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Works:
(1) Do each of the following departments, agencies, boards or committees fall

within the Minister for Works' current portfolio responsibilities?

(2) If not, which departments, agencies, boards or committees from this list do
not form part of the Minister's current portfolio responsibilities?

(3) Which additional departments, agencies, boards or committees fall within
the Minister's portfolio responsibility?
Works -

Building Management Authority
Western Australian Building Authority
Services -

Department of State Services
Mailwest
State Microfilm
State Supply Commission

Disability Services -

Disability Services Commission
Hon PETER FOSS replied:
(l)-(3)

The allocation of departments, authorities, Statutes and votes is currently
being reviewed. Details will be published in the Government Gazette
shortly.
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MINISTERIAL OFFICES - LABOUR RELATIONS
Staff Employment

1299. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for the Environment representing the
Minister for Labour Relations:
(1) Does the following staff list accurately reflect the details of the relevant

staff working within the Minister's office -

(a) Garry Hamley - Principal Private Secretary;
(b) Nicholas Blain - Chief Policy Advisor;
(c) Birna Coulter - Media Secretary;
(d) Enea Tenardi - Executive Officer, and
(e) Debbie Jackson - Personal Secretary?

(2) If not, what changes to this list have been made?
(3) What are the names of the officers employed within the Minister's office

for each of the following positions -

(a) Media Consultant;
(b) Executive Officer,
(c) Policy Officer;
(d) Personal Secretary;
(e) Liaison Officer;
(f) Correspondence Officer;
(g) Personal Assistant;
(h) Administrative Assistant; and
(i) the three positions of officer?

Hon PETER FOSS replied:

The staff working in the Minister's office are mostly public servants and
employed to assist the Minister in the performiance of his duties. All
officers have either an appropriate level of experience or relevant
qualifications for the duties they perform. The Minister does not consider
it appropriate to provide the names of these officers; however, in the
interests of accountability has provided details of positions and
classifications of officers working within his office. The member will
note that there have been some minor changes as a result of the
reconstitution of the Cabinet on 10 February 1995.
Public Servants -
Principal Private Secretary Level 8
Principal Policy Officer Level 7
Executive Officer Level 5
Liaison Officer (Health) Level 5
Personal Secretary Level 3
Correspondence Officer Level 2
Personal Assistant Level 2
Administrative Assistant Level 2
Officer Level I
Officer (part time) Level 1
Officer (part time) Level 1
Term of Government and other Contract Employees -
Chief Policy Advisers Negotiated contract salary
Media Secretary Level 7
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Policy Officer Level 4
Liaison Officer Level 3
Media Consultant Negotiated contract salary

EDUCATION POLICY AND COORDINATION BUREAU - STAFF
EMPLOYMENT

1348. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:
(1) Who are the staff currently employed in the Education Policy and

Coordination Bureau?
(2) What is their public service level?
(3) When were they appointed to the bureau?
Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
(1)-(3) The staff employed by the Education Policy and Coordination Bureau,

their Public Service level and their dates of appointment are as follows -

Peter Browne A/Chief Executive Officer S3 5.12.94
Berry Durston Manager L8 23.11.93
Terry Werner Director, Early Childhood A/L8 1.7.94
Laurie Money Principal Policy Officer L7 23.11.93
Alan Marshall Principal Policy Officer L7 23.11.93
Vacant Principal Policy Officer L7 23.11.93
Pat Reynolds Senior Research Officer L6 23.11.93
Theresa King Research Officer L4 23.11.93
Lyn Edmondson Secretary L3 23.11.93
Linley Hine Research Officer L2 23.11.93
Celia Parkinson Officer LI 23.11.93

HOMESWEST - EMERGENCY AND PRIORITY HOUSING ALLOCATION

1371. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for
Housing:
On what criterion do applicants obtain emergency housing or priority listing?

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

Homeswest allocates emergency and priority housing based on the applicants'
demonstrated need. In assessing applicants the following factors are considered -

medical;
overcrowding;
domestic violence or harassment;
change of employment;
homelessness;
disabilities;
financial hardship;
substandard/unsuitable accommodation; and
an applicant's preparedness to accept an allocation in any area.

HOMESWEST - TENANT TRANSFER POLICY

1376. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for
Housing:
What is Homeswest's policy in regard to applications for transfers from one
Homeswest house to another?
Hon MAX EVANS replied:
The Minister for Housing has provided the following reply -

A tenant may only transfer from one Homeswest house to another on the basis of
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a demonstrated change in their circumstances and needs. In addition, a tenant
may organise to transfer (swap) with another, provided the arrangement is
approved by Homeswest.
The general criteria used in the assessment of transfer requests are -

families occupying apartment accommodation;
seniors occupying bedsitter accommodation;
families occupying town house accommodation in certain locations;
overcrowding;
change of employment, where travel distance is a concern; and
where an application was received prior to 1 January 1994.

I have arranged for a copy of Homeswest's current transfer policy to be forwarded
to the member.
HOMESWEST - BROOME, EMERGENCY AND PRIORITY HOUSING

1377. Hon TOM STEPHENS to the Minister for Finance representing the Minister for
Housing:
How many Homeswest applicants have been housed in Broome in 1994 on the
basis of priority or emergency listing?
Hon MAX EVANS replied:
The Minister for Housing has provided the following reply-
From 13 June 1994 to 31 December 1994, 27 applicants were housed in Broome
after being granted priority or emergency status. Informnation prior to June 1994
is not readily available and would take considerable research.

TEACHERS - WORKPLACE AGREEMENTS, REMOTE TEACHING SERVICES
1380. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:

Further to question without notice 85, where the Minister stated that the reason
union representatives were not permitted to attend talks in Fitzroy Crossing was
that they were not negotiations, can the Minister explain the apparent
contradiction with the "FACTS" sheet titled "Where do we go from here", put out
by the Education Department, where Greg Black refers to negotiations
commencing before Easter with certain Education Department employees,
including remote area teachers, on group workplace agreements?
Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
Remote teaching service presentations conducted during the week prior to Easter
ere preliminary in nature, providing information and discussion forums. The
timing provided teachers with the opportunity to discuss the package in the widest
possible manner during school vacation. Notice was given that the discussion
period would be of some weeks' duration. There is, however, widespread interest
from teachers seeking to finalise the individual workplace agreements at the
earliest opportunity.

ANDERSON, JOHN - GOVERNMENT APPOINTMENT
1416. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Education representing the Minister

for Commerce and Trade:
With respect to the Minister for Commerce and Trade's department and each of
the bodies administered within the department -

(1) Since 16 February 1993 has John Anderson, formerly a consultant to the
Independent Commission to Review Public Sector Finances, been
appointed to any position or consultancy?

(2) If so, in each case -
(a) when;
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(b) what is the rate of remuneration;
(c) is the position or consultancy current; and
(d) when is the position or consultancy due to cease?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
The Minister for Commerce and Trade has provided the following reply -

(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

ANDERSON, JOHN - GOVERNMENT APPOINTMENT

1417. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Education representing the Minister
for Regional Development:
With respect to the Minister for Regional Development's department and each of
the bodies administered within the department -

(1) Since 16 February 1993 has John Anderson, formerly a consultant to the
Independent Commission to Review Public Sector Finances, been
appointed to any position or consultancy?

(2) If so, in each case -

(a) when;
(b) what is the rate of remuneration;
(c) is the position or consultancy current; and
(d) when is the position or consultancy due to cease?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
The Minister for Regional Development has provided the following reply -

(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

ANDERSON, JOHN - GOVERNMENT APPOINTMENT

1418. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Education representing the Minister
for Small Business:
With respect to the Minister for Small Business' department and each of the
bodies administered within the department -

(1) Since 16 February 1993 has John Anderson, formerly a consultant to the
Independent Commission to Review Public Sector Finances, been
appointed to any position or consultancy?

(2) If so, in each case -

(a) when;
(b) what is the rate of remuneration;
(c) is the position or consultancy current; and
(d) when is the position or consultancy due to cease?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
The Minister for Small Business has provided the following reply -

(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

DAY, CAROL - GOVERNMENT APPOINTMENT

1459. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Education representing the Minister
for Commerce and Trade:
With respect to the Minister for Commerce and Trade's department and each of
the bodies administered within the department -
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(1) Since 16 February 1993 has Carol Day, formerly a consultant to the
Independent Commission to Review Public Sector Finances, been
appointed to any position or consultancy?

(2) If so, in each case -

(a) when;
(b) what is the rate of remuneration;
(c) is the position or consultancy current; and
(d) when is the position or consultancy due to cease?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
The Minister for Commerce and Trade has provided the following reply -

(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

DAY, CAROL - GOVERNMENT APPOINTMENT
1460. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Education representing the Minister

for Regional Development:
With respect to the Minister for Regional Development's department and each of
the bodies administered within the department -
(1) Since 16 February 1993 has Carol Day, formerly a consultant to the

Independent Commission to Review Public Sector Finances, been
appointed to any position or consultancy?

(2) If so, in each case -

(a) when;
(b) what is the rate of remuneration;
(c) is the position or consultancy current; and
(d) when is the position or consultancy due to cease?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
The Minister for Regional Development has provided the following reply -

(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

DAY, CAROL - GOVERNMENT APPOINTMENT
1461. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Education representing the Minister

for Small Business:
With respect to the Minister for Small Business' department and each of the
bodies administered within the department -

(1) Since 16 February 1993 has Carol Day, formerly a consultant to the
Independent Commission to Review Public Sector Finances, been
appointed to any position or consultancy?

(2) If so, in each case -

(a) when;
(b) what is the rate of remuneration;
(c) is the position or consultancy current; and
(d) when is the position or consultancy due to cease?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
The Minister for Small Business has provided the following reply -
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(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

LAWRENCE, CRAIG - GOVERNMENT APPOINTMENT
1502. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Education representing the Minister

for Commerce and Trade:
With respect to the Minister for Commerce and Trade's department and each of
the bodies administered within the department -

(1) Since 16 February 1993 has Craig Lawrence, formerly a consultant to the
Independent Commission to Review Public Sector Finances, been
appointed to any position or consultancy?

(2) If so, in each case -

(a) when;
(b) what is the rate of remuneration;
(c) is the position or consultancy current; and

(d) when is the position or consultancy due to cease?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
The Minister for Commerce and Trade has provided the following reply -

(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

LAWRENCE, CRAIG - GOVERNMENT APPOINTMENT
1503. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Education representing the Minister

for Regional Development:
With respect to the Minister for Regional Development's department and each of
the bodies administered within the department -

(1) Since 16 February 1993 has Craig Lawrence, formerly a consultant to the
Independent Commission to Review Public Sector Finances, been
appointed to any position or consultancy?

(2) If so, in each case -

(a) when;
(b) what is the rate of remuneration;
(c) is the position or consultancy current; and

(d) when is the position or consultancy due to cease?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
The Minister for Regional Development has -provided the following reply -

(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

LAWRENCE, CRAIG - GOVERNMENT APPOINTMENT

1504. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Education representing the Minister
for Small Business:
With respect to the Minister for Small Business' department and each of the
bodies administered within the department -

(1) Since 16 February 1993 has Craig Lawrence, formerly a consultant to the
Independent Commission to Review Public Sector Finances, been
appointed to any position or consultancy?
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(2) If so, in each case -
(a) when;
(b) what is the rate of remuneration;
(c) is the position or consultancy current; and
(d) when is the position or consultancy due to cease?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
The Minister for Small Business has provided the following reply -

(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

THOMPSON, JOHN - GOVERNMENT APPOINTMENT
1545. Hon N.D. GRIFFTHS to the Minister for Education representing the Minister

for Commerce and Trade:
With respect to the Minister for Commerce and Trade's department and each of
the bodies administered within the department -

(1) Since 16 February 1993 has John Thompson, formerly a consultant to the
Independent Commission to Review Public Sector Finances, been
appointed to any position or consultancy?

(2) If so, in each case -

(a) when;
(b) what is the rate of remuneration;
(c) is the position or consultancy current; and
(d) when is the position or consultancy due to cease?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
The Minister for Commerce and Trade has provided the following reply -

(1) Yes.
(2) (a) Appointed by Cabinet as Chairman of the Western Australian

Technology and Industry Advisory Council in May 1993.
(b) $40 000 per annum.
(c) Yes.
(d) Present term expires in May 1997.

THOMPSON, JOHN - GOVERNMENT APPOINTMENT
1546. Hon N.D. GRIFFTHS to the Minister for Education representing the Minister

for Regional Development:
With respect to the Minister for Regional Development's department and each of
the bodies administered within the department -

(1) Since 16 February 1993 has John Thompson, formerly a consultant to the
Independent Commission to Review Public Sector Finances, been
appointed to any position or consultancy?

(2) If so, in each case -

(a) when;
(b) what is the rate of remuneration;
(c) is the position or consultancy current; and
(d) when is the position or consultancy due to cease?
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Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
The Minister for Regional Development has provided the following reply -

(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

THOMPSON, JOHN - GOVERNMENT APPOINTMENT
1547. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for Education representing the Minister

for Small Business:
With respect to the Minister for Small Business' department and each of the
bodies administered within the department -

(1) Since 16 February 1993 has John Thompson, formerly a consultant to the
Independent Commission to Review Public Sector Finances, been
appointed to any position or consultancy?

(2) If so, in each case -

(a) when;
(b) what is the rate of remuneration;
(c) is the position or consultancy current; and

(d) when is the position or consultancy due to cease?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
The Minister for Small Business has provided the following reply -

(1) No.
(2) Not applicable.

SCHOOLS - PRIORITY SCHOOLS PROGRAM
1658. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Education:

(1) Did the Minister attend the launch of the priority schools program in 1994
and say that he felt better methods of distributing these funds would be to
give every child at a PSP school $10?

(2) If yes, does the Minister still hold those views?

(3) If no, what did the Minister actually say?
Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
(1) No.
(2)-(3) Not applicable.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

POLICE - OFFENCE REPORT No 031294 11:20 6408

222. Hon MARK NEVILL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Police:
I refer to the offence report No 031294 11:20 6408.
(1) When did the break-in or entry occur?

(2) How was entry effected - by key or forced entry?

(3) What possessions were stolen and what is the estimated value of the
property stolen?

(4) What damage to property was done and what is the estimated value of the
damage done to the property?
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(5) How many persons were known to be involved in the robbery?
(6) How many persons were involved in the break-in?
(7) Did a window show an indication of forced entry?
(8) Were the fingerprints taken at the point of possible forced entry those of

either of the two persons involved in the robbery, or of a third person?
(9) Is the identify of that third person known?
(10) Was any of the missing property recovered?
(11) On what date was the first person charged?
(12) With what offence was the first person charged?
(13) On what date was the second person charged?
(14) Was any missing property recovered?
(15) What property was recovered from the parents' home of the second

person?
(16) If any property was recovered, was it from the cellar, buried in the

backyard or elsewhere on the property?
(17) Was a search warrant executed and a search of the home of the parents of

the second person involved in the robbery undertaken on Friday, 5 May
1995?

(18) If not, when was it undertaken?
(19) What is the reason for the time lapse between charging the first and

preferring charges against the second person involved in the robbery?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question to which the Minister for
Police has provided the following reply -

M1-019)
The matters referred to in the offence report specified by the member
relate to offences committed by juveniles. The matters were dealt with by
wvay of an appearance before a juvenile suspended action panel, in one
instance, and a formal written caution, in the other. In view of the fact
that these matters relate to juveniles, I believe it is not appropriate to
answer the member's questions in more detail. If the member or any other
persons have concerns regarding the police handling of the matter their
concerns should be referred to the Ombudsman.

CONFEDERATE ACTION PARTY - GOLIGHULY, JOHNSON, FIREARM
LICENCE

223. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Police:
(1) Will the Minister confirm that over 20 000 rounds of ammunition were

found to be in the possession of a Mr Johnson Clair Golightly, a member
of the Confederate Action Party in Geraldton?

(2) Was this ammunition for high powered semiautomatic weapons?
(3) For how many weapons does Mr Golightly possess a licence?
(4) Does the Government consider it safe for a member of the public to be

storing over 20 000 rounds of ammunition in a suburban residence?
(5) Does the Government consider it legitimate that a member of the general

public possessing only a firearms licence, but not a dealer's licence,
should be in possession of this amount of ammunition?
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(6) What action does the Government intend to take on this matter?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I thank the Leader of the Opposition for some notice of this question to which the
Minister for Police has provided the following advice -

The Commissioner of Police has provided the advice to parts (1) and (3) of the
question -

(l)-(2) Yes.
(3) 17.
(4)-(6) Legislation does not prohibit a firearm licence holder from storing large

quantities of ammunition; however, this storage must be in accordance
with safekeeping guidelines outlined in the Firearms Act.

CONFEDERATE ACTION PARTY - STALKING POLICE ALLEGATION
224. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
(1) Have members of the Confederate Action Party been stalking police in

Geraldton?
(2) Do members of the Confederate Action Party pose a threat to the safety of

serving police officers?
(3) What action, if any, does the Government propose to take on the matter?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question to which the Minister for
Police has provided the following reply -

The Commissioner of Police has provided the answers to part (1) and (2) of the
question.
(1)-(2) No.
(3) Not applicable.

CONFEDERATE ACTION PARTY - FIREARM LICENCES

225. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for
Police:
(1) Have pistol licences been issued to three members of the Confederate

Action Party in Western Australia in the last few weeks.
(2) For what purposes have these licences been issued?

(3) Does the Government support the arming of subversive elements in the
community?

(4) What action, if any, does the Government intend to take on this matter?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question to which the Minister for
Police has provided the following reply -

The Commissioner of Police has provided advice on parts (1) and (2) of the
question -

(1) Yes, as a result of court decision after appeal.
(2) Hunting.
(3)-(4) Applications for firearm licences are subject to strict licensing conditions

as per the Firearms Act and considerations are made with regard to the
interests of the public.
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CONFEDERATE ACTION PARTY - POLICE INQUIRY
226. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:.
(1) Has the protective services and counter terrorists intelligence unit, or any

other unit of the Police Force, investigated the Confederate Action Party
in Western Australia?

(2) Does the Confederate Action Party have any links with the Aussie
Freedom Scouts and through them to the loyal Australian regiment?

(3) Does this pose a threat to the security of the State?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question to which the Minister for
Police has provided the following reply -
The Commissioner of Police has provided the following advice -

(1) No. However, two members of this party were interviewed recently in
relation to other matters.

(2) Not known.
(3) No.

FIREARMS - LICENCES FOR JUVENILES POLICY
227. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Police:
I refer to the statement in the Governor's speech that "A range of options are
being considered for the control of the possession of weapons that will address
both the community and police concerns".
(1) Does the Government intend to ban the issuing of firearm licences to

16 and 17 year olds, given that juveniles in this age group are already
banned from purchasing alcohol and tobacco products because of the
danger to their health and to the health of others?

(2) If not, why not?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question to which the Minister for
Police has provided the following reply -
(1) No.
(2) It is not considered appropriate at this time to amend or rescind section 10

of the Firearms Act as the provisions of section 21 of that Act and
regulation 6(1) of the Firearms Regulations provide the authority to issue
a firearm licence subject to conditions, restrictions or limitations. Current
firearm branch policy is that an applicant of juvenile years must present a
letter of authority from his parents or guardians who authorise such an
application. The application is then considered on its merits.

RAFCOR - CUNNINGHAM, PATRICK AND VAIDA
228. Hon KIM CHANCE to the Minister representing the Minister for Primary

Industry:
(1) Has the Rural Adjustment and Finance Corporation, its chief executive

(2)

(3)

officer or any of its officers advised the Department of Social Security on
the asset holdings of Mr Patrick and Mrs Vaida Cunningham?
If so, on what date was this advice provided?
Was the advice volunteered or did RAFCOR act at the request of the
DSS?
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(4) In the broadest terms, what was the nature of the assets on which
RAFCOR provided advice?

(5) What was the purpose of supplying the DSS with this information?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question to which the Minister for
Primary Industry has provided the following reply.
(1) RAFCOR has informed me that none of its members or staff has advised

the DSS on any asset holdings of Mr Patrick and/or Mrs Vaida
Cunningham.

(2)-(5) Not applicable.
ROYAL COMMISSION ON EASTON AFFAIR - LEGAL COSTS

229. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Leader of the House representing the Premier:
In the light of the Premier's comments yesterday that he did not know whether the
legal expenses of members of Parliament, public servants and officers of the
Parliament will be paid by the Government when they appear before the royal
commission into the Easton affair -

(1) When will he be in a position to know this?
(2) If it is decided that expenses will be met by the Government, what is the

Government's estimation of the cost of these legal expenses?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I thank the member for some notice of this question to which the Premier has
provided the following reply -

(1) The conditions covering the cost of legal representation will be
determined in the next few weeks. It is anticipated that the national
guidelines will be similar to those of the Royal Commission into
Commercial Activities of Government and Other Matters.

(2) The costs of legal expenses will depend on these conditions.

ZOOLOGICAL GARDENS BOARD - EMPLOYEES, SUBJECT TO PUBLIC
SERVICE ACT; PERTH ZOO SOCIETY EMPLOYEES, CROWN LAW ADVICE

230. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Minister representing the Minister for the Environment:
(1) Are employees of the Perth Zoo subject to the Public Service Act?
(2) Are employees of the Perth Zoo Society entitled to legal protection by

Crown Law?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I have an answer on behalf of the Hon Peter Foss, Minister for the Environment
as follows:
(1) No.
(2) No, no Zoo Society employee has ever sought advice from Crown Law.

WORKPLACE AGREEMENTS - REGISTERED; STATISTICS
231. Hon J.A. COWDELL to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for

Labour Relations :
(1) How many of the agreements registered with the Commissioner of

Workplace Agreements remain current?
(2) Are workers who sign multiple workplace agreements over a period of

time counted more than once in government statistics?
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Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1) This information is not available because I understand agreements cease to

have effect if an employment contract ends. In addition, the term of some
registered agreements may have expired, and in some instances replaced
by some agreements.

(2) The aggregate of statistics produced by the Commissioner of Workplace
Agreements is cumulative and refers to the number of employees who
have been involved rather than covered.

"SCHOOLING IN RURAL WESTERN AUSTRALIA" - TOMLINSON REPORT
232. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Education:

(1) What was the total cost of the ministerial review of schooling in Western
Australia - the "Schooling in Rural Western Australia", Tomlinson report?

(2) What was the cost of -
(a) travel for the committee;
(b) witness costs;
(c) production of the report;
(d) distribution of the report,
(e) consultants' input?

(3) How many copies of the report were produced?
(4) How were they distributed?
Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
(1)$1 003 830.
(2) (a) $29 883.

(b) Nil.
(c) $23018.
(d) Not available separately.
(e) $5 250.

(3) 5000.
(4) To all schools and parents and citizens associations, district education

offices, non-government school organisations, country shire councils,
regional development authorities, people and organisations who or which
made a submission to the review, and other interested parties.

FISHERIES DEPARTMENT - VEHICLE USED TRACTOR PULL EVENT
233. Hon KIM CHANCE to the MiCnister for Transport representing the Minister for

Fisheries :
(1) Has the inister or the Fisheries Department been made aware of

allegations that a departmental vehicle took part in a tractor pull
competition at Esperance last year?

(2) If so, has the allegation been investigated and what was the outcome of the
investigation?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The Minister for Fisheries has provided the following reply - I note that the
information was accurate as of yesterday. I make that comment because a time is
given in the reply.
(1)-(3) 1 was not personally aware of allegations until this morning. I am

presently requesting a full report from the Executive Director of the
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Fisheries Department and will provide information to the member on
receipt of the departmental report.

SCHOOLS - POOLE FAMILY CASE
234. Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS to the Minister for Education:

I refer to question without notice 219 of 9 May and direct the Minister's attention
to the letter he quoted from the Principal of Springfield Primary School and the
statement in the letter that "We are disappointed that the Poole family has decided
to defy recent directives".
(1) What were those directives and under what authority or section of the Act

were those directives issued?
(2) Were any of those directives later withdrawn because they were based on

a false premise?
(3) Has the Minister, the director or the principal had the decency to apologise

to the Poole family for the trauma caused to it by the issuing of directives
based on a false premise?

(4) If not, will the Minister ask for an apology to be issued to the Poole family
and, if not, why not?

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
I do not have an answer to that question so I ask the member to place the question
on notice.

MINING INDUSTRY - DUST EMISSIONS PREVENTION
Envirornental Protection, Department of, Responsibility

235. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Minister representing the M inister for Health:
(1) Is the Health Department responsible for preventing dust emissions from

mining operations which are at levels damaging to public health?
(2) If it is not, which department is?
Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
(1) No.
(2) The Department of Environmental Protection.

STATESHIPS - PATRICK, CONTRACT PAYMENTS
236. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport :

Will the Minister now agree that funds to pay cheque 60181 for $159 533.09 and
cheque 59969 for $299 741.60 issued by Stateships to Patrick - previously
Australian Stevedoring - were drawn from the 1994-95 funding allocation?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
The payments of $159 533.09 and $299 741.60 were correctly brought to account
and reported by Stateships in its 1993-94 annual report as expenses in the 1993-94
year. The accounts and financial statements of Stateships were audited by the
Auditor General. On a cash basis, the payments went through Stateships' bank on
1 July 1994, as per information previously made available to the member under
the Freedom of Information Act. It is obvious that both revenue and expenditure
items relating to previous financial periods must at times be received or paid in
the following financial period.

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT - PAY RISE
237. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education :

From what areas of the Education Department's budget will the savings be made
to accommodate the $8 a week pay rise granted to all staff of the Education
Department in December 1994?
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Hon N.E. MOORE replied:
The national wage increase was granted in March 1995 and backdated to
December 1994. I have already responded to this question in the media yesterday
or the day before, because the member asked the question yesterday. I advise
again that the wage increase will be met by identifying savings from central and
district office programs. The wage increase represents about 0.4 per cent of the
total education budget.

EDUCATION DEPARTMENT - PAY RISE
238. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education :

Will the Minister guarantee the House that no savings are being made to
accommodate this pay rise from the 1994-95 capital works budget from the
Education Department's overall budget?
Hon N.E. MOORE replied:
I will need to discuss that with the department. However, it is my understanding
that the capital works budget is not being used and that the savings are being
made from the recurrent budget of the central and district offices. I do not
propose to give an absolute guarantee, but I will check that and advise the
member accordingly.

COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT, DEPARTMENT FOR - NON-
GOVERNMENT ORGANISATIONS

Funding
239. Hon CHERYL DAVENPORT to the Minister for Transport representing the

Minister for Community Development:
(1) Will the Minister provide the list of 32 non-government bodies that have

been told they have to explain what they achieved with the money from
the Department of Community Development?

(2) If not, why not?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
I thank the member for some notice of the question. The Minister for Community
Development has provided the following reply -

(1) No.
(2) Negotiations are occurring between the Minister and those organisations

as part of a deliberative process. It is not my intention to identify publicly
organisations with whom I am having discussions relating to funding. I
believe this is a confidential matter until such decisions have been made.

TAFE - COURSES APPROVED, SUBMISSIONS TO DEET FOR AUSTUDY
240. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:

(1) What is the date for TAFE to submit to the Department of Employment,
Education and Training a list of approved units for Austudy?

(2) Can the Minister confirm that TAFE did not collate the list of units by the
due date?

(3) What is the reason for TAFE missing the date?

(4) Have students missed out on their Austudy?
(5) What will the Minister do to rectify the situation?

Hon N.E. MOORE replied:

I thank the member for some notice of the question.

(l)-(5) I am advised that there is no set date for the submission of a schedule of
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TAFE courses to DEET. As a new TAFE course is developed and
approved, DEET is advised for Austudy purposes.

HOSPITALS - MANDURAH- REGIONAL, AND HEALTH CAMPUS
Tenders for Services

241. Hon J.A. COWDELL to the Minister representing the Minister for Health:
(1) What expertise do Health Care of Australia, Macquarie Bank Ltd and

Health Solutions (WA) Pty Ltd have with respect to the particular services
required to be short-listed for a key role in the new Mandurab Regional
Hospital and Health Campus?

(2) What are the timetable and criteria for a final choice of tender for services
at the Mandurah Regional Hospital?

Hon GEORGE CASH replied:
I thank the member for some notice of the question. The Minister for Health has
provided the following reply -
(1) Respondents to the call for expressions of interest for private sector

participation in the development of the Mandurali Health Campus were
evaluated against specified and publicly available selection criteria. Three
organisations - Health Care of Australia, Macquarie Bank Ltd and Health
Solutions (WA) Pty Ltd - were assessed as having demonstrated capacity
to deliver the exposed services and/or facilities. Each of the organisations
either operates existing health service facilities or has affiliated with
potential partners who operate existing health service facilities. Further
release of any other information may jeopardise commercial sensitivity as
confidentiality agreements have been signed.

(2) The criteria for final choice of tender are still being developed. The
timetable is being amended and finalised. The previous timetable
provided for the contract to be finalised and signed by 29 September 1995.

CHILD WELFARE ACT' - AMENDMENTS
242. Hon J.A. COWDELL to the Minister representing the Minister for Community

Development:
(1) Is the Government considering amendments to the Child Welfare Act?
(2) Is the Minister considering the privatisation of child protection services?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
I thank the member for some notice of the question.
(1) Yes.
(2) No.
EDUCATION DEPARTMENT - EMPLOYEES, INDUSTRIAL DISPUTES

243. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Education:
Recently we noted that secondary and primary school teachers will continue their
workplace bans, TAFE teachers throughout the State will be holding stop work
meetings, and the administrative staff of the Education Department have imposed
overtime and on-call bans.
(1) Are any of the 30 000 employees in areas of education and training not

currently involved in industrial disputes against the Minister?
(2) Can the Minister name these people individually?
Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
(1)-(2) It is all very amusing to hear questions like this, and for Hon John Halden

to give himself a thrill by telling us a little joke. The situation is simple.
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The State School Teachers Union is not anxious to reach agreement on
enterprise agreements. The department has spent many days seeking to
reach a position where we can commence negotiations. From my point of
view and that of the Government the only condition now attached to
negotiations commencing is that the bans be lifted. All the other
impediments to negotiation have been lifted.

Hon John Halden inteijected.
Hon NY. MOORE: Again, Hon John Halden demonstrates his total and abysmal
lack of knowledge of industrial relations.
Hon John Halden: I would have resolved the matter by now.
Hon NYF. MOORE: The member may have, because he would have done exactly
what my predecessors did: He would have borrowed money. If the teachers'
union put up its hand for $160m and Mr Halden were the Minister he would just
borrow the money. Peace in our time is an appropriate comment. The problem is
that in Western Australia we have an industrial system largely imposed on us by
state laws passed prior to my time, and federal laws passed by a Federal
Government of another political persuasion, which require, in an enterprise
bargaining situation, that both sides sit down and bargain. The parties must argue
for trade-offs from the other side. The teachers' union has stated that it will not
entertain the concept of trade-offs. Thbat is outside the wage fixing guidelines that
apply to every other worker in Australia. I have said that any negotiations must
be on that basis. I understand that some progress has been made towards the
resolution of the problem, but it is taking a long time for the union to wake up to
the fact that we are now in the 1990s, not the 1960s when the old "stand and
deliver" industrial relations tactics were in place.
The same situation applies with other persons employed in the education system.
The issues complained about by TAFE lecturers are before the federal Industrial
Relations Commission. Those issues are being worked through in the proper
environment. For some reason the union believes that by taking industrial action
now it will in some way improve its chances of getting what it wants. That is the
course of action the union chooses, and it is entitled to act in that way under the
federal system. Ultimately, whatever comes out of this matter, it will involve
significant expenditure. It is appropriate that 1, as the Minister, ensure that
whatever money is spent on salary increases is part of a package negotiated
between the union and the Government. I am endeavouring to reach the stage
where negotiations can start.
Hon John Halden: We are happy to start.
Hon N.F. MOORE: It seems that some people in the teachers' union are not
interested in negotiating at the state level. They would prefer to have a federal
award. If we eventually reach that stage, control of education in Western
Australia will largely pass from the State Government prerogative to the federal
Industrial Relations Commission, which may decide to include all sorts of things
in a federal award. That will result in significant consequences for the capacity of
the Western Australian Government to make decisions about how it spends
money on education.

TUNSTALL, ARTHUR.- RACIST JOKE, RESIGNATION CALL
244. Hon GRAHAM EDWARDS to the Minister for Sport and Recreation:

I draw the Minister's attention to the racist remarks by the great parasite of
Australian sport, Arthur Tunstall, chief of the Commonwealth Games
Association. Has the Minister joined with other state Ministers of Sport who have
supported the federal Minister's call for the resignation of this disgusting, ugly
Australian?

2574 [COUNCIL]



[Wednesday, 10 May 19951]57

Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
Mr Tunstall made some comments during the Commonwealth Games which I
found offensive. On that occasion I called for him to be sacked, as did many
other people. Now, it has been reported that he has told a racist joke. I have not
heard the joke. I do not know whether the member has heard it.
Hon Graham Edwards: I have heard it. It is racist, and it has been outlined in the
newspapers.
Hon N.F. MOORE: I have not heard it. If someone tells me the joke and it is
offensive - as the member suggests - I will join those people who think
Mr Tunstall should be removed. I do not want to hear the joke. People who tell
jokes in private do that for their own purposes but when a joke becomes a public
statement - and I hear what has been said publicly - I will make a public statement
in response.

SCHOOLS - HEDLAND DISTRICT'
Welfare Officer Visits Reduction

245. Hon TOM HELM to the Minister for Education:
Can the Minister confirm that schools in the Hedland education district have been
informed that because of cutbacks in expenditure to district offices, Visits by
welfare officers to schools will be curtailed?
Hon N.F. MOORE replied:
I understand that in the Hedland and Karratha districts some attempts have been
made to reduce expenditure by having welfare officers travel in a different way
than in the past, to try to save costs of travel and overnight accommodation. I am
not familiar with the details, but I will provide them when I receive them.

WESTRAIL - JOB LOSSES
246. Hon BOB THOMAS to the Minister for Transport:

(1) Is it correct that officers from the head office of Westrail travelled to a
meeting in the country yesterday to announce the job losses, and that none
of the meetings commenced before 1.00 pm?

(2) Is it also correct that the meetings were to last no longer than one hour,
and that in Albany, after the officer had delivered his spiel, the 26 people
who have lost their jobs were left seven minutes to ask questions of the
officer regarding their future at Westrail?

(3) Does the Minister think it is fair to deliver an announcement in that
manner and allow only seven minutes for people to discuss a very serious
matter that affects their future?

Hon E.J. CHARLTON replied:
(1)-(3) It is correct that yesterday people representing Westrail travelled to a

whole range of places across its network, both country and metropolitan,
to outline to employees the modernisation program for Westrail. The
whole thrust of yesterday's exercise was to inform employees first-hand
about the Right Track program as part of the modernisation of Westrail. It
was not intended to go through the detail or to respond to employees
yesterday; it was intended to outline the program.

Hon Doug Wenn: To tell them they were being sacked.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: Nobody is being sacked.
Hon Doug Wenn: Oh, come on!
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: I take particular exception -
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Hon Doug Wenn: You can take all the exception you like. It is true; they are to
be sacked.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: Although Hon Doug Wenn can say that, be should take
note of his own credibility in making those sort of statements.
Hon Doug Wenn: There is nothing wrong with my credibility; yours is shot to
pieces.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: There is more chance of the member being sacked from
the Labor Party in this place than any Westrail employee being sacked. His job is
on the line.
Several members interjected.
The PRESIDENT: Order! When I call order, I mean that members should stop
interjecting. If members want the Minister to answer the question, they should be
quiet.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: It is absolutely correct that 25 people went to various
locations yesterday to outline the modernisation program. Employees were also
advised of the hot-line arrangements and that on Friday all representatives of
employees would have an opportunity, through a direct video link to the acting
commissioner in Perth, Mr Drabble, and Mr Martin Bagot, to go through a
question and answer process. The 25 people who were involved in explaining the
modernisation program to employees did not have, and it should not have been
possible for them to have, all the answers that employees might have required.
As a consequence, it was a very important component to ensure that accurate
information would be relayed to the employees when they had time to look at the
program and to see how it would possibly affect their position. Yesterday no-one
could be told that he or she did not have a position in Westrail. It was physically
impossible to tell employees what their future would be. From the information
given, they quite probably would have been able to understand that if a section of
Westrail were being discontinued in their area, no job would be available for them
in that area. That does not mean that there is not another job in another place.
That will be part of the negotiations that will take place between Westrail
employees and Westrail management.
Hon Bob Thomas: It is callous to drop a bombshell on them and leave them to
stew.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: The purpose was to meet the employees, not the union
representatives.
Hon John Halden: We would not do that; we would tell the TV people first!
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: Under no circumstances would we inform the union first
because in November, of its own volition, the union decided that it did not want
to be part of the debate, the discussions and the deliberations in making this
decision.
Hon Kim Chance: Why did the Premier in question time yesterday say that they
had been informed?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: They had been informed.
Hon Kim Chance: Was the Premier trying to mislead the House?
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: The unions had been informed and were invited to take
part. They chose not to continue to be part of the process. They were part of it
and have been brought up to date with certain developments; however, they were
not part of the final decision. The whole basis of the future - this is an important
issue and if those opposite are interested in the people whom they represent -

Hon Doug Wenn: You are not; you are interested in dollars.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: Those opposite regulated freight and allowed it to die on
the vine. That is about all the previous Government did.
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The PRESIDENT: Order! The Minister should stop having a conversation with
those who are intezjecting. He should just answer the question and forget about
what the unruly members are doing.
Hon Doug Wenn: The Minister would be better off if he sat down.
The PRESIDENT: Order! If Hon Doug Wenn interjects again, he will spend the
rest of the afternoon out of the Chamber. I have asked him once but he just defies
me. When I say, "Cease your interjections', it means that members must cease
interjecting. It does not mean that immediately the Minister starts to answer the
question members can start to interject again. That is a pretty simple thing to
understand.
Hon E.J. CHARLTON: My final comment is that there will be an ongoing
response from the business people and management, including the acting
commissioner, going back continually and discussing the various components of
the decision with employees. This is not being implemented overnight. It will be
done over a long time. Although it may affect some people early in the process,
others will not be affected until the end of the two or three year program.


