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Wednesday, 3 April 1996 

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

PETITION - HOMESWEST, KARA WARA REDEVELOPMENT 

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

To the President and Members of the Legislative Council of the Parliament of Western Australia 
in Parliament assembled. 

We the undersigned residents of Western Australia oppose the following aspects of the 
Homeswest proposed redevelopment to create single residential building lots for public auction in 
the eastern part of Karawara by: 

1. Demolition of the Karawara Hall and Fun Factory (special playground for 
children). 

2. Demolition of the three storey Homeswest flats which could be used for student 
accommodation by Curtin University. 

3. Destruction of the remnant native vegetation (urban bushland comprising about 
4 hectares of Banksia woodland) at Lot 690, Gillon Street, Karawara. 

Your petitioners. therefore respectfully request that the Legislative Council will request 
Homeswest to: 

1. Retain the Karawara Hall and Fun Factory (special playground for children) in 
its present location. 

2. Retain the three storey Homeswest flats for sale to Curtin University for use as 
student accommodation. 

3. Retain the remnant native vegetation (urban bushland comprising about 
4 hectares of Banksia woodland) at Lot 690, Gillon Street, Karawara for 
community use in the well developed City of South Perth which has little other 
remaining bushland. 

And your petitioners as in duty bound will ever pray. 

[See paper No 213.] 

PETITION - REGIONAL PARK SOUTH OF GUILDERTON 

Hon George Cash (Leader of the House) presented a petition, by delivery to the Clerk, from 46 people 
requesting the Government to establish a regional park immediately to the south of Guilderton. 

[See paper No 208.] 

PETITION - REGIONAL PARK SOUTH OF GUILDERTON 

Hon J.A. Scott presented a petition, by delivery to the Clerk, from 116 people requesting the Government 
to establish a regional park immediately to the south of Guilderton. 

[See paper No 209.] 

PETITION - LOCAL GOVERNMENTS, AFFIRMATIVE ACTION 

Hon J.A. Scott presented a petition, by delivery to the Clerk, from one resident of Western Australia 
requesting that affirmative action be effected in all local governments in Western Australia. 

[See paper No 210.] 

PETITION - PORT KENNEDY LAND CONSERVATION DISTRICT 
COMMIITEE PREMISES 

Hon J.A. Scott presented a petition, by delivery to the Clerk, from one resident of Western Australia 
concerned about commitments given in the Legislative Council indicating that the Port Kennedy Land 
Conservation District Committee would be able to use existing premises until new premises were provided. 

[See paper No 211.] 

PETITION - COOLBELLUP, URBAN DEVELOPMENT OF REMNANT BUSHLAND 

Hon J.A. Scott presented a petition, by delivery to the Clerk, from one resident of Western Australia 
opposed to the use of remnant bushland on the comer of Stock and Sudlow Roads, near Coolbellup, for 
urban development. 

[See paper No 212.] 
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Importation of Labour 
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THE PRESIDENT (Hon Clive Griffiths): I wish to advise members that I have received the following 
letter, dated 3 April 1996-

Dear Mr President 

At today's sitting, it is my intention to move under SO 72 that the House, at its rising adjourn until 
9.00 am on 25 December 1996 for the purpose of expressing concern at the importation of labour 
into Western Australia when 71 000 Western Australians are out of work. 

Yours sincerely 
ALANNAH MacTiERNAN MLC 

In order for this matter to be discussed it will be necessary for at least four members to indicate their 
support by rising in their places. 

[At least four members rose in their places.] 

HON A..J.G. MacTIERNAN (East Metropolitan) [2.39 pm]: I move -

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

It is the subject of some notoriety that a Bassendean company, Specialized Welding (W A) Pty Ltd, has 
imported some 10 employees from the Philippines to be employed on skilled engineering tasks. This has 
caused a great deal of consternation in the community. I make it clear that this is not because we do not 
welcome Filipinos into our country but because some 71000 Western Australians are currently out of 
work. The question reasonably asked by those 71000 Western Australians and their families and friends 
is, "Why aren't Australian workers being trained to fill these jobs and what precedent is being set by this 
importation of labour?" I again make it clear that we are not criticising the Filipino workers. ., 

A member interjected. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: We are not at all. We understand that they are simply acting in the same way 
that our ancestors or, indeed, many of the migrants who are citizens of Australia have done. They are 
simply seeking job opportunities for a better material standard of living. That is quite understandable. 
This is no criticism at all of those workers. However, we are questioning why the system has failed to 
provide the requisite skills to Australian workers. Those skills would enable them to take up such job 
opportunities as have been presented to these Filipino workers. We question whether any real effort has 
been made to address these skills shortages by the company or the State Government. We also question 
whether another, separate agenda might be at play here. These are big issues. As a result of this easy 
importation, will we see employers and government abandoning the national training agenda in favour of 
the cheap option of importation of labour? This has occurred in Australia over many, many years. 
Certainly since the gold rushes in Victoria in the 1850s, the response to skills or labour shortages has 
simply been more migration. We have arrived at a stage in our development where a considerable critique 
of levels of immigration is occurring. This is compounded by the difficulties we have in attracting migrant 
labour from our traditional sources. It is no secret that the wages offered to Australian workers are some of 
the lowest in the Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development. 

A member interjected. 

Hon AJ.G. Mac TIERNAN: I am quite happy to give proof of that. The fact that we see a declining 
number of applications for immigration from those countries quite clearly demonstrates it. The building 
industry has clearly demonstrated this. Considerable shortages have occurred during the cyclical booms. 
Over the last 10 years we have been unable to address such shortages through immigration from European 
sources. We have traditionally catered for this problem by immigration, which has perhaps often been at 
the expense of proper investment in skills development in this country. Now that there is some sensitivity 
about immigration we may well be seeing the beginning of a strategy similar to that adopted in the northern 
European countries post Second World War; that is, the introduction of guest workers. That issue must be 
subjected to considerable debate in the community. 

Another big question which is begged by this practice is what will be the impact on wages and conditions 
of Australian workers. An important aspect to note about this incident, which has grabbed the attention of 
the Press, is that the guest workers are on a workplace agreement; they are not on an award. As a result of 
that we have no way of knowing what are their wages and conditions. 

Hon P.R. Lightfoot interjected. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: We will get onto that for Hon Ross Lightfoot. I am glad to see that the cogs 
are still grinding, no matter how slowly. Unlike the system under an award, no capacity exists for any third 
parties to inspect times and wages records or to ensure that the wages being paid are up to general 
Australian standards. There is no way of compelling an employer to pay the award wage, let alone the 
above award payments that may be the industry norm in that area of high technology welding. 

Hon P.R. Lightfoot interjected. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTiERNAN: We will get onto that. Hon Ross Lightfoot is saying that workplace 
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agreements are underpinned by the Minimum Conditions of Employment Act. We all know that the 
princely sum delivered by the Minimum Conditions of Employment Act is some $317! 

Hon P.R. Lightfoot: That is higher than the basic wage. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: $317 for a 40 hour week is well below the award standard for that industry 
and well below the norm that skilled workers could expect to receive. There is no transparency at all in 
these arrangements. One workplace agreement for imported labour that we have been able to see, which 
involved a couple of Thai chefs working at The Thai House Restaurant, had a number of provisions which 
caused grave concern. Not only was the level of payment received by these workers much lower than 
would have been accepted by skilled Australian workers but also the workers were in many ways bonded 
labour. The sorts of penal provisions in the agreements, such as the obligation to repay, put the workers in 
a position which is not unlike that to which many Filipina maids and domestic workers are subjected in 
many of the middle eastern countries. We have those very legitimate concerns. If workers coming into 
Western Australia are subject to workplace agreements, there must be a degree of transparency in those 
agreements. They must be made public, so that any fears Australian workers may have that we are seeing 
the substitution of imported labour for Australian labour in order to obtain a price advantage may be 
redressed. 

In 1982 Specialized Welding had a similar problem of skill shortage. It is interesting to see the approach 
that was taken then. I understand that the company at that stage consulted the union involved in covering 
those workers and an amicable agreement was arrived at. It was recognised that there was a shortage but 
that the company also had an obligation to do something about skill enhancement. The arrangement set 
was for a general agreement that 13 labourers could be imported but the quid pro quo for the company was 
that 13 apprentices would be taken on by the company to provide ongoing opportunities for Australian 
workers. Under the new right wing industrial relations regime that is in place and with all the advantages 
that workplace agreements can deliver to employers who are perhaps a little less than scrupulous, those 
sorts of procedures are not undertaken. I do not know what mechanisms have been put in place by this 
company to address the long term shortages. However, it seems that it is not replicating what occurred in 
the early 1980s. We have the problem of whether an industrial relations agenda exists here. Are we seeing 
the substitution of cheaper labour? I am not saying that in this instance that is the case, but we must have 
mechanisms in place so we may be confident that that is not so. Given the workplace agreement system, 
we do not have at the moment any capacity to do that. 

The other issue is, why is it that Australians are not being trained to do this work? I understand that the job 
of the imported labour is welding offshore piping. It must be done to a certain standard to satisfy the 
Lloyd's code, which is a prerequisite for a company to be able to insure the entire project. They are pretty 
exacting standards. These standards are not outside the realm of Australian welders. We know, even from 
today's newspaper, that the metal workers' union maintains that it has on its books some 200 welders who 
are unemployed. From my discussions with people involved in the provision of skills through the TAPE 
system, I understand that a tradesman welder can gain in six to 10 weeks the requisite skills to qualify for 
this Lloyd's code and to reach the standard for offshore pipeline x-ray welding. Therefore, within six to 10 
weeks they could be undertaking that work. We must ask why it is that we have not taken Australian 
welders and provided them with that skill enhancement. There is no long lead time in doing that. Why has 
it not been done? Again, I understand that six to 10 weeks' full time training can deliver a tradesman 
qualified to that Lloyd's standard. 

A very valid question that every Australian worker has the right to ask is, why was this option not taken 
up? Skilled shortages in these areas have been predicted for over 18 months; indeed, the plan to use guest 
labour has been brewing for some time. For example, 12 months ago the Business Council of Australia 
began in earnest agitating for change in the immigration laws to allow greater flexibility to bring in guest 
workers. We are not saying that a case will never arise where this would be warranted. Both workers and 
business have generally accepted that instances may well occur where this is required, particularly in areas 
of new technology involving highly specialised skills that have recently come into play. Because of their 
newness or the time taken to acquire such skills, it may be necessary for the benefit of our industrial and 
mineral development to permit people with those skills to enter this country on either temporary or 
permanent visas. However, we have grave concerns that this is not the case in this instance. 

We are very curious to know how frequently this has been put into play around the country and, indeed, 
what cases exist where guest workers have been brought in. We believe that the real problem in Australia 
is that employers do not invest enough in training and that they will continue the age old practice of 
Australian business, which is to import labour to fill those skills shortages. Those problems will be much 
worse over the next couple of years. The Chamber of Commerce and Industry's forecast for 1996 to 1998 
shows a 5.5 per cent increase in the demand for workers in the structural steel, boilermaking and welding 
fields. 

A member interjected. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: It is good, but let us make sure that all Australians can participate in it. Let us 
make sure that as a quid pro quo of that development we invest in capital and that we do not continue in the 
way that Australian industry did for many years after the last war when it lived in a protective cocoon in 
which very little was invested in machinery. Let us make sure that that error, which I think has been 
corrected, is not now taking a new direction by a complete failure to provide adequate training to 
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Australian workers, so that every person in Australia can participate in the development and exploitation of 
the resources of this country. 

HON JOHN HALDEN (South Metropolitan - Leader of the Opposition) [2.54 pm]: From reading the 
headlines in The West Australian today, the general public must be concerned that labour is being imported 
into this State. Australians were told in the 1980s that their jobs were being exported to Asia because 
labour was cheaper there. Having gone through that cycle, we are now in a cycle where we are not 
exporting jobs but importing workers to reduce further the number of jobs available to Western 
Australians. It is not as though this situation was not predicted. It has been known for more than 18 
months, and probably more like two to two and a half years. 

A member interjected. 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: The member can talk about a change of government and say what he likes about 
that, but if this State is to prosper then surely the first obligation the member and the Minister for 
Employment and Training has is to ensure that that prosperity goes to Western Australians before anybody 
else. That is what the present Government has not delivered because of government policy. 

Hon Max Evans interjected. 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: Let me go on. The Government policy that has not achieved an appropriate 
outcome for Western Australians is its training policy. The Minister broke down the department for 
training and privatised, outsourced and allowed a laissez faire, Adam Smith-type market to develop about 
training. The Minister knows that when one wanted training, historically it was provided by the 
Government at the State Engineering Works, the Midland Workshops. If the Minister wants a better 
example, he should go to his mate, the Premier, on whom he models himself, and ask what happens in 
Singapore. Its Government invests millions of dollars in training and education. This Government broke 
down training. I do not know how many times I got up here and told this Government about the 
consequences of what it was doing. The Government's responsibility is to provide training. -rraining 
cannot be outsourced and left to the vagaries of the market. I will concede to Hon Max Evans that 
prosperity can be left to the market. Mr Deputy President (Hon Barry House), you would know more than 
anybody else - because I was in your neck of the woods on Friday - that 17 major resource projects are 
likely to go ahead in the south west between now and about 2002-2003. If only 70 per cent of those jobs 
come on stream, there will be a skills shortage of 1 500 to 2 000 jobs. The opportunity for the Government 
to provide training now should be there. The Government should be considering injecting $2m, $3m or 
$4m into training. Has it done that? The answer is no, and the Government knows the answer is no. A 
fundamental role of the Western Australian Government is to provide jobs to Western Australians. Given 
the opportunity to inject the potential for people to lift their lifestyles and have secure future employment, 
the Government has not reacted. It has allowed the importation of overseas labour to the disadvantage of 
Western Australians. All its rhetoric about how pro Western Australia it is goes down the gurgler on this 
fundamental issue. It is already too late, quite obviously, and it will cause more problems in this area, but 
if the Government wants to address this, in its next Budget it will have to make a sizeable injection into the 
training area to compensate. 

A member injected. 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: What a silly comment. I do not expect any better. I am against the absolute 
stupidity of deregulated training and the Government's belief that it can be left to the market. If we need at 
the end of the day to bring in highly specialised talent from anywhere, we do that because it is to the State's 
advantage. However, we are talking about welders and boilermakers; we are not talking about 
neurosurgeons. That is the level we are at. We cannot get Western Australians to do those jobs, but they 
could do those jobs. The Government's responsibility is that the Department of Training had not quite 
clearly identified where the job shortages would be. It has not provided the training by providing capital or 
ensuring that industry committed itself. As a result Western Australians are being denied the opportunity 
of long term jobs. 

Hon Max Evans interjected. 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: That could well be the case. As I was saying, in Bunbury and in the south west the 
potential exists for $IOb to $12b of resource development together with 1 500 to 2000 skilled jobs. 
However, the Government must have future plans and commit itself, so that people can take those 
opportunities. That has clearly not happened. As I said, we are not talking about neurosurgeons but 
welders. The situation is made worse by the enormous prosperity - and here I agree with the Minister for 
Finance - that is developing in the north west. However, we must be assured that his Government is taking 
the path to providing those jobs to Western Australians. Quite obviously the Government is not doing so. 
I know how it is justified. We have read in the newspapers the rhetoric about how these workers were 
imported to do skilled and semiskilled jobs in Western Australia and are being paid over-award payments. 
How do they justify an over-award payment? They get these people to work in certain instances a 50 hour 
week, not 38 or 40 hours, and pay them $2 or $3 more than they would get -

Several members interjected. 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: I am not referring to them. 

Several members interjected. 
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The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: My knowledge is not about those people. I want that to be clear. However, I know 
of another instance. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: I am talking about the importation of labour, and the con that is being perpetrated 
on people. These people do not receive over-award payments in the traditional sense. They receive $2 a 
week more than an average Australian worker would receive for a 38 or 40 hour week, but they work 
50 hours. They have been given split shifts and no penalties. It is demanded of them that they do not leave 
their employment, because if they do leave, they are returned to their home and they have to repay the air 
fare for themselves and their families. Therefore, they are indentured or bonded workers, surely something 
we got away from in the nineteenth century. While we allow this to continue, the bottom line is that we 
deprive West Australians - to use the Premier's words "Western Australians" - of jobs, because we deny 
the opportunity for good planning and a financial commitment to good infrastructure in order to provide 
training to Western Australians. 

A member interjected. 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: Everything is about "if the previous Government had done", and it has been for 
three years now. The Government cannot get away with that any longer. This problem is its creation. 
That skills shortages would arise was identified in this Government's time and it was determined that 
between six weeks and six months were required to lift the skills of some workers. We have not been in 
Government during this period so, I am sorry, that excuse is utter rubbish. 

A member interjected. 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: The member knows it is rubbish. This sits squarely on the Government's 
shoulders. It cannot be blamed on Burke, Dowding, Lawrence or anybody else, or even me. I am popular 
these days! The Government has created this problem. It must now make a commitment of at least $lOm 
to start the rectification process to guarantee jobs to Western Australians. Government members say they 
are all pro Western Australians, and now is their big chance to put it on the board. In essence the 
Government has failed in this area. It is looking to blame somebody else. Members opposite would prefer 
that I sat down, but at the end of the day they know that they have failed in this area. Western Australians 
have a right to employment, training and education. The Government's obligation is to provide that 
opportunity. 

HON MAX EVANS (North Metropolitan - Minister for Finance) [3.04 pm]: I cannot work out whether it 
is my popularity or unpopularity - last time we dealt with one of these motions I was given 20 minutes' 
notice to prepare for it; today I had six minutes' notice. Next time no doubt I will be lucky to have any 
notice at all, but I will accept that as it comes. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon MAX EVANS: I know that; I was just making an introductory comment. I was not initially certain 
whether the motion was anti-immigration when I know that Alannah MacTiernan strongly supports 
immigration. The motion is about people being brought in temporarily to fill some skilled positions in 
order to avoid delays to major projecls in lhis State. To her lhat seems to be a crime. Many olher migrants 
come into the country who go on the dole and take sickness benefits etc, but that is supposed to be all right. 
Workers are being secondcd from the Philippines to improve the State's economy. Only two weeks ago, a 
young lady from the Philippines, a most impressive person, was here for trade talks. A considerable trade 
imbalance exists between Australia and the Philippines. I would hate this motion to be misreported in 
relation to that because much can be done with the Philippines. For example, we do not have an airline 
operating directly between Australia and the Philippines. 

In her letter to the President, Hon Alannah MacTiernan refers to 71 ()()() Western Australians being out of 
work. From memory - I have not had much time to check my figures - roughly 100 000 people were out of 
work three years ago. Therefore, in three years 29 000 people have found jobs - or perhaps they have gone 
elsewhere, such as to the Eastern Stalcs, because no jobs exist here. Members opposite and I know that is 
not the case. The Government work force has been reduced considerably, but those people have also been 
absorbed into the work force. We know that more than 30000 new jobs have been created in this State. 
That is obvious from the payroll tax figures, which indicate expansion in the work force. We must 
therefore be doing something right. Someone said these imported workers are getting six to eight weeks' 
training. 

Hon Tom Helm interjected. 

Hon MAX EVANS: Hon Tom Helm knows that unskilled workers cannot be employed on offshore 
pipeline work because of the enormous legal liability involved when something goes wrong. I would not 
accept someone's topping up their skills in six to eight weeks. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan interjected. 

Hon MAX EVANS: If I were organising a contract such as this, I would make certain the workers were 
very conversant with the necessary skills. Training officers are well aware of that and a considerable 
amount is being done to train more people. That can only be done at a certain rate. We must find the 
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people who want to become welders, fitters and turners. We are not allowed to conscript people as they do 
in China or somewhere like that. Most likely in Alannah MacTiernan's regime she would have done that. 
We must accept that people can decide for themselves whether they will be trained as welders. Welding is 
not a fashionable trade these days; it is hot and dirty work and people are not seeking to be trained in that 
area. Nonetheless, even more will be needed. 

Unfortunately I did not have sufficient time to research the statistics on how many will be participating in a 
training scheme. Plans are in place to increase the number of skilled workers. We are well aware of the 
figures in relation to skilled workers available in the south. Our success in opening up more business and 
more opportunities is creating problems by using up all the skilled workers. In a few years there will be 
problems recruiting many skilled workers. However, we will cope with that. 

I am glad Hon John Halden said he would not refer to specialised welding. Surely it would be most unfair 
given the articles I have read. Credible reports have appeared in The West Australian about the company's 
actions and that it has had talks with the union. This is about only one company which has imported 
10 people. When a contract must be finished within a certain period, it is not possible to waste time 
training workers. The appropriately trained people must be found. Delays in reaching deadlines could cost 
companies millions of dollars in penalties because an entire project is reliant on the various smaller 
contractors finishing on time. 

Hon Tom Helm interjected. 

Hon MAX EVANS: This article does not refer to that. 

Hon Tom Helm interjected. 

Hon MAX EVANS: Above award wages are referred to. 

Hon Tom Helm interjected 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon MAX EVANS: I said earlier that I wanted to see evidence. I do not believe just the quotes referred to 
by Hon Tom Helm. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan interjected. 

Hon MAX EVANS: Of the 71 ()()() unemployed Western Australian workers, how many want to be 
welders? How many are partly skilled workers? Members opposite have not given me that information. 
Not all the 71 ()()() unemployed people are potential welders. We are talking about 10 welders coming into 
a huge work force. The company concerned should be congratulated for its initiative in seconding these 
people. As a result of the developments in this State and Queensland the number of skilled workers 
available in the Eastern States is limited. They will become even more limited. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: Do you know how many guest workers are involved? 

Hon MAX EVANS: No; does Hon Alannah MacTiernan? 

Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: No. 

Hon MAX EVANS: I was not given sufficient time to find out; otherwise I would have that figure. The 
benefit of hiring skilled workers from overseas is that the work: stays in Western Australia rather than being 
exported. A local company will benefit from the imported skills. The company could have the steel work 
done in Singapore or Indonesia, similar to the deals done in Bunbury. However, part of its contract is to 
have the work done here. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan interjected. 

Hon MAX EVANS: I am not drawing any line. A company had work to be done and it used its initiative. 
It should be congratulated. The people of Western Australia will be the beneficiaries of that company's 
actions. As a result, the friends of Hon Alannah MacTiernan and my friends and their children will get 
jobs. She would have major projects held up while local workers were trained. I wonder if Hon Alannah 
MacTiernan is not against Filipino workers coming in here. 

An Opposition member interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Let us just listen to the Minister. 

Hon MAX EVANS: The company concerned won a big contract last year for which it needed 40 workers 
in addition to its existing 70 employees. It filled an additional 30 positions with local workers but did not 
h~ve sufficient Australian applicants qualified to fill the other 10 positions. Ten local applicants were 
rejected because they were not qualified. One would be a damned fool to use inadequately qualified 
workers to do offshore pipeline work. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan interjected. 

Hon MAX EVANS: This Government has an excellent record of increasing employment opportunities. 
Other companies may have to take similar action to get jobs under way. That is the "law" in business life. 
If a contract must be fulfilled and workers are not available within the country, they must be recruited from 
somewhere else. 
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Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan interjected. 

Hon MAX EVANS: It is not possible to plan ahead in that way. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Would Hon Alannah MacTiernan stop interjecting. Let the Minister get on 
with telling us. 

Hon MAX EVANS: No; she is wrong. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan interjected. 

Hon MAX EVANS: Shell Co of Aust Ltd has drilled nine holes since May 1994. New reserves of oil and 
gas have been discovered and more work is to be done offshore. It is expanding at a rate even Shell could 
not have anticipated two years ago. I wish the Minister for Resources Development were here. That 
department is doing a considerable amount of work to address training needs. In the meantime responsible 
employers and contractors must recruit workers who can carry out the contract for the betterment of 
everyone in Western Australia. 

HON SAM PIANTADOSI (North Metropolitan) [3.12 pm]: I agree entirely with everything Hon Max 
Evans said about securing work for people here in Western Australia rather than giving it to overseas 
contractors. However, employing labour from overseas to carry out work in this State is almost as bad as 
having the work done overseas. In light of the growth in development anticipated over the next few years 
it is obvious that demand for skilled tradespeople will increase. Mr Ferguson said quite correctly that a 
number of tradespeople in this State are unemployed. I know a number of people employed in the 
construction industry and I know the people in United Construction Pty Ltd, quite a large operator here in 
Western Australia. 

Hon Max Evans interjected. 

Hon SAM PlANT ADOSI: According to the people in United Construction, which does much of that work, 
there are an insufficient number of trained welders in Western Australia. Obviously a training problem 
exists. We must consider what else brought about this skills shortage. 

Hon Max Evans interjected. 

Hon SAM PlANT ADOSI: I listened to Hon Max Evans. He may learn something if he listens to me. 
Obviously there is a difference between cooking books and knowing something about welding! He 
introduced in his speech the immigration factor as a red herring. 

Hon I.D. MacLean interjected. 

Hon SAM PlANT ADOSI: I challenge Hon Max Evans and Barney Rubble by saying that I probably have 
closer links to the Asian community than members opposite. 

Hon I.D. MacLean interjected. 

Hon SAM PlANT ADOSI: It is not a matter of being anti-Asian or in favour of the white Australian policy 
as Hon Max Evans alluded to. Projects are to commence shortly in the face of the skills shortages when 
some tradespeople, including welders, in Western Australia are unemployed. Had Hon Max Evans 
bothered to speak to Mr Bontempo and other people at United Construction, they would have told him that 
some of those unemployed people could be retrained. The Opposition is seeking to find out why they are 
not being retrained. Why are we not considering the needs of projects coming on stream when skilled 
tradespeople are not likely to be available? Training programs should be established. The motion has 
nothing to do with migration or racism as alluded to by Hon Max Evans who used that as a red herring to 
avoid the core of the problem. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan interjected. 

Hon Max Evans: It is importation, not training. 

Hon Peter Foss interjected. 

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: It is not training and the reality is -

Hon Peter Foss: It's your letter. 

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Mr Foss should listen; I know it is difficult for him. Outside his law office he 
finds everything very different. If he got a bit of a hot tip from a welding machine he would not know 
whether to be excited or whether to yell in pain! The fact is that people are not being trained. I heard 
Hon Max Evans; he should speak to companies such as United Construction. I had a conversation with 
Mr Bontempo who said that a number of projects were in progress and that he had difficulty finding skilled 
workers in Western Australia. He also suggested - this is something the Government should take up, 
including the Minister for Employment and Training - that a training program should be implemented to 
retrain people with skills in other areas. 

The main thrust of the Opposition's motion is that people are available in Western Australia who are not 
being trained. People with trade skills have been entering the country for many years as long as they meet 
specific requirements under federal immigration laws. Hon Max Evans said that it would be impossible to 
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train people in time to take advantage of the positions requiring skilled welders. I grant him that. 
However, the real thrust of the argument is that many projects, particularly in the south west and the north 
will come on stream, that are not offshore. The reality is that will occur, and skilled workers will not be 
available so labour will need to be imported if training programs are not implemented. People are available 
in the State who can be retrained. 

I urge the Government to speak to United Construction Pty Ltd; I am sure Hon Max Evans will agree that it 
is probably one of the largest companies in that field. If Mr Evans spoke to Mr Bontempo - he can quote 
me; I will probably have a coffee with Mr Bontempo next Tuesday - he would find Mr Bontempo would 
tell him that I said that the Government should get its act together and implement a training program which 
will take advantage of unemployed people. Otherwise, as one of the major players in that area, United 
Construction will not be able to find the skilled labour necessary to take advantage of jobs when people are 
available in Western Australia who could be trained. I am talking about a major company. 

Hon Max Evans interjected. 

Hon SAM PIANTAOOSI: Whose responsibility is it? It is the Government's responsibility. United 
Construction is training people. The Government is leaving things to chance by saying it is not the 
Government's problem, but someone else's. United Construction probably has one of the best records of 
any company in training and recruiting apprentices, nationally. It cannot alone see that all skilled training 
needs are met. That task is the Government's responsibility and it should take up that challenge. If the 
Government is not prepared to do that when considering the future development of Western Australia, it 
should spell it out clearly rather than bring racism or immigration into the issue. 

HON P.R. LIGHTFOOT (North Metropolitan) [3.18 pm]: I often hear humbug in this place, 
particularly during these urgency motions. I do not think I have heard any greater humbug than what has 
been said by members opposite today. 

Hon Max Evans: They were not accurate. 

Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: Their comments were inaccurate and misleading and they made statements as 
though they were facts. 

Hon A.1.G. MacTieman: Name one. 

Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: They were not factual at all. I will provide some facts that I am happy to 
substantiate. Firstly, it appears that the Labor Party is drifting back to the old days of Cocky Caldwell who 
kept the Labor Party out of power for a decade or more. His assertion was, "Two wongs do not make a 
white." That was part of his white Australian policy. Members opposite can deny it as much as they like, 
but this situation is the same. Specialist welders are needed by Australian industry for a company which 
employs more than 100 people. Those tradespeople are so specialised they are akin to a brain surgeon in 
the meticulous way in which they carry out their trade. One of the problems for members opposite is that 
the once great ALP has become so elitist that it thinks it must be run by lawyers or socialist school 
teachers. That is not wrong. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: I remember the Labor Party when I used to work on the wharf and in the mining 
industry - which industries were run by decent, hardworking people. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! There are no Hansard reporters here. Members do not have to speak loudly to 
allow them to hear them. They should just speak normally; the microphone is picking up everything. 
Members who are interjecting should cut it out. 

Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT: I felt I had to raise my normal voice a decibel or so above the interjections in 
order that the audio could pick up what I was saying because it is very important. The Australian Labor 
Party was a great party when it was run by people who knew what was going on. However, it has become 
so elitist that very few workers and tradespeople are becoming members of the ALP through the union 
movement. The very name of the Trades and Labour Council is discriminatory. It discriminates between 
people who do not have a trade and the people who do - "trades" and " labour" . It is an elitist party run by 
lawyers, socialist school teachers and even marriage guidance counsellors who have not had their hands in 
the soil. They have had their noses in the trough, but they have not got any dirt under their finger nails. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTieman interjected. 

Hon Sam Piantadosi interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

~on P.R. LIGHTFOOT: What they have under their finger nails is Cashmere Bouquet soap. They smell 
mce bu.t they have not done anything worthwhile in their sordid little twisted lives. I hate to see an 
alternatIve government that is run by people who are so discriminatory. The ALP was far better off when it 
was run .by tradesIX:0ple and workers who knew what it was like to sweat and who did not mind smelling 
sweaty, If I can put It that way. The ALP membership has changed dramatically. 



842 [COUNCIL] 

Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! Hon Alannah MacTiernan should come to order. She is completely out of 
order at the moment . 

Hon P.R. LIGHlFOOT: Thank you, Mr President The Labor Party's motion is symptomatic of the· 
problem. I note that The West Australian is not represented in the Press Gallery today; its representative 
went long before I got stood up. It knows this motion is a farce and implies that because those people are 
Asian they are not welcome in this country. If they had been recruited from Italy, Germany or the United 
Kingdom -

Hon SAM PIANTADOSI: Mr President

Hon P.H. Lockyer interjected. 

Point o/Order 

Hon SAM PlANT ADOSI: Hon Phil Lockyer may learn something from this. It was spelt out that the 
Labor Party is not racist I hope that Hon Ross Lightfoot is not accusing us of being racist. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! There is no point of order. 

Hon Sam Piantadosi interjected. 

Withdrawal 0/ Remark 

The PRESIDENT: Order! That is out of order and I ask Hon Sam Piantadosi to withdraw his statement. 

Hon SAM PlANT ADOSI: I withdraw. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! If members stopped interjecting and screaming at each other it would not be 
necessary for me to invoke these rules. 

Debate Resumed 

Hon P.R. LIGHlFOOT: Thank you, Mr President. In the time left to me I want to articulate some facts. 
This Government spent $22m annually or thereabouts - it is generic figure - on apprenticeships and 
traineeships to cover what we believe will be an unprecedented boom. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon P.R. LIGHlFOOT: Is it any wonder I must talk in this loud voice Mr President? 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon P.R. LIGHlFOOT: I am trying to get across my point of view. This Government has created a 
prolonged and unprecedented boom, which will benefit not only this State but also the country. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! The reason I want the member to get on with his speech is that another member 
is seeking the call. When he sou~ht the call there was sufficient time for him to speak. I am getting 
annoyed that time is being used up with my having to call people to order all the time. 

Hon P.R. LIGHlFOOT: I will leave judgment of the spurious statement that wages in Australia are the 
lowest in the Organisation for Economic Cooperation and Development countries to people who know that 
of the 27 OECD countries, five of which are outside Europe, Australia is one of the countries with the 
highest overall average wage. I admit that it is not as high as Sweden or Germany; nonetheless it is one of 
the highest. It is simply wrong to say that it is one of the lowest. In 1984-85 when both the Federal and 
State Governments were Labor Governments approximately 3368 apprenticeships were commenced. A 
decade later 4 743 people were accepted for apprenticeships, a rise of more than 40 per cent. In 1994-95, 
12000 people were involved in total training and only 10 000 in 1984 - a 20 per cent rise. Through TAPE 
courses and other areas the Government is moving to ensure that, as near as practicable, sufficient 
tradespeople are available to meet the needs of the boom created by this Government. I think the boom 
will be even greater now that a Federal Liberal Government is in power. However, that is not to say 
specialist welders will be available here; they move on. 

The company that employed the welders from the Philippines did some work in China. How would it have 
been if the Chinese said they would not have Australians there because China had a yellow Chinese policy? 
It seems to be okay that China should accept our people but we should not accept people of Asian origin. 
That is abhorrent Specialist welders have been recruited from outside Australia and when they finish the 
job they will leave this country and go back to the Philippines. They may be called by another country to 
use their redoubtable skills. I do not believe that United Construction Pty Ltd has done anything wrong and 
members opposite should have no fear - members opposite cannot say it, but I will say it - that the 
importation of those workers will open the floodgates to cheap labour. I happen to believe that Australia 
should be a high cost labour country if it can afford it I believe that wealth will dissipate throughout the 
community and have a very positive effect on it Those floodgates should not be opened; nor should 
people who do not have specialist skills be allowed into this country. I remind members opposite that the 
application to bring in those people was approved by the Keating Labor Government before it was put out 
of power several weeks ago. 
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That wealth will dissipate back through the community and have a very positive effect on the community. 
I do not believe that those floodgates should be opened and that anyone who does not have a specialist skill 
should be aIlowed into this country. Let me remind members that the application to bring in these people 
was approved by the Keating Labor Government before it was put out of power several weeks ago. 
Members should have no fear; I will not stand by idly and allow those gates to be opened and allow wages 
in Western Australia to be artificially depressed as a result of bringing in from overseas people who are 
skilled, partially skilled or unskilled. That is wrong. In so far as we can afford it, we should remain a high 
labour cost country. 

To spread malicious untruths about the motivation for this is clearly wrong. Members opposite should not 
do that because they put fear about opening the floodgates into ordinary working men and women who 
support them. When Arthur CalweIl said, "Two wongs don't make a white", it was a rather funny play on 
words. It has become a catchcry for Arthur CalweIl. He was not without some foundation in saying that 
We should not have the floodgates open for an unlimited amount of Asian or any other migration for that 
reason. If people have a skill which can be used by this country, upon which the building of offshore 
platforms depends, it is not a matter of whether we can get people from Australia to do it, because they are 
simply not here. The employers carried out the proper sequence of advertising in national and state 
newspapers. They simply could not get welders to do the job that could stand up to the scrutiny of the 
insurers. The employers did not do the wrong thing. They went through the proper course and the syllabus 
set down by the previous Federal Labor Government, and they followed it to a T. Members opposite 
should not spread subterfuge. 

Members should remember what I say in the last few seconds of my speech: The Australian Labor Party 
was a great party when it was run by people who knew what it was like to sweat and get some dirt under 
their fingernails. Members opposite are not like that. It is anathema to most people in the Labor Party. 
There are exceptions on the other side, and I am now looking at two of them. 

HON TOM HELM (Mining and Pastoral) [3.29 pm]: The metal workers union has 152 weftfers on its 
books in this city. They would take the same kind of training as the Filipinos. 

A member interjected. 

Hon TOM HELM: Where did the member read that? How does he know they are offshore. If he can 
represent even half of what he said as the truth and support it with evidence, one might say, "You know 
what you are talking about." Someone on the other side mentioned floodgates. If mention was made of the 
White Australia policy, it was not from this side. We mentioned workplace agreements and secret wage 
deals. We have not been talking about anti-immigration. That would be a bit hypocritical. 

A member interjected. 

Hon TOM HELM: He is the one who is talking about the White Australia policy. He is the one who cares 
whether the workers are from the Philippines. 

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

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY 

Motion 

Resumed from 2 April. 

HON P.H. LOCKYER (Mining and Pastoral) [3.31 pm]: I wish to discuss a number of items. I hope my 
friend, Hon Thomas Gregory Stephens, makes an appearance from his heavy parliamentary schedule 
outside the House. I wish to draw some matters to his attention during my speech. 

A member interjected. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: If he is paired, it is a new arrangement, because I made sure he was not to be paired 
today. I particularly wanted him here. I made him aware of it too. 

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I congratulate the Governor on the way in which he presented the Address-in
Reply. I have a great deal of respect for Major General Jeffrey. I cringe when one of the lower House 
members with whom I share an electorate criticises him from time to time more on a personal basis than 
anything else. By and large the office of Governor in Western Australia has been held over many years by 
a number of eminent people. Major General Jeffrey is in exactly the same category. His contribution 
throughout Western Australia is well known. He and his wife conduct themselves extremely well. They 
are popular wherever they go and do a tremendous amount of good. From time to time some of my 
~epu~lican friends .do not look too kindly on the office of the Governor of Western Australia. However, it 
IS an Important offIce. 

Hon Sam Piantadosi on the other side of the Chamber mentioned water during his Address-in-Reply 
speech. W~ in Western Australia must continue to look at this subject. Two major river systems, the 
Gascoyne RIver and the Fitzroy River, are in my electorate. The horticultural production from the area of 
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the Gascoyne River is among the highest in the State. If it were not for the Carnarvon and the Gascoyne 
River horticultural industry, many of the prices of winter vegetables that are available to Western Australia 
would be much higher, because they would have to be imported from the Eastern States. The industry is 
going through a period of instability for a number of reasons. The ftrst is the unreliability of water to the 
horticultural industry. People who have visited Carnarvon, as many in this Chamber have done, will have 
noticed the bridge commonly known as Ten Mile Bridge. It is the only main bridge over the Gascoyne 
River. When the river is flowing the bridge is the only means by which one can get onto the North West 
Coastal Highway. In last year's Budget a sum of money was set aside in the Minister for Transport's 
portfolio for the planning of a new bridge. 

When I heard of the new bridge, I immediately drew to the attention of the Minister for Transport and the 
Minister for Water Resources, as well as the Premier, the very important factor that they consider a dam or 
other system to impede the water running out to sea. A massive amount of water runs out to sea when the 
Gascoyne River and the Fitzroy River flow. As one of the driest nations in the world, if not the driest, our 
nation will not be allowed to do this in the future. Steps must be taken to ensure the massive conservation 
of water in Australia, particularly if we are to play our part in the food bowls of South East Asia and 
Europe. The Gascoyne River catchment area and the river itself must be the starting point The second 
point must be the Fitzroy River. I considered very carefully the comments made by Hon Ernie Bridge on 
his policy of "watering Australia", as I think he calls it Although I do not necessarily agree with all of his 
plans, particularly the plan to pipe water from the Ord - it may look fantastic on paper but the water will be 
dearer than gold when it gets here - I applaud him for at least putting before people the whole subject of 
water conservation. As a result he has standing in the community right across Australia. He is a good 
friend of mine, and I have always supported his efforts on water conservation. 

I hope the Minister for Transport is tuned into this. The Government must bite the bullet when it comes to 
these planning matters, particularly when we are putting bridges over rivers. It must ensure that it will 
have in place the sort of structures that are able, ftrst, to hold back water when it gets down to a 
manageable level and, second, to enable the aquifer to be refurbished. This matter has been close to me for 
some considerable time. Thanks to the Minister for Water Resources, Hon Roger Nicholls, I was able 
recently to take a large group of growers to the Burdekin River area in Queensland, to the Lockier Valley 
outside Brisbane and down to Goondiwindi to look at a whole host of things. Not the very least of them 
was that at Goondiwindi, bridges are used to control rivers when they reach a manageable stage. Artificial 
rechargers are used in the Lockier Valley. The Burdekin River area contains one of the largest sugarcane 
industries in Australia. They are able to manage the water resources without government involvement. 
Their water dissemination is run by the north and south Burdekin water board. The board runs the whole 
operation. A representative of the Department of Primary Industries of Queensland sits on that board. The 
Queensland Government is involved only with planning requirements. Inevitably this will be the same 
right across Australia. 

Growers in Carnarvon over the years have been reluctant to be involved in the distribution of their water. 
By the completion of this trip they had certainly changed their attitude. They are now re-examining the 
possibility of running totally their own water scheme in Carnarvon. I do not expect that to happen 
overnight, but they will certainly consider it. To give this Government its due, it has taken further steps to 
examine ways in which we can imrrove the capacity to conserve water in the Gascoyne River. One of the 
ways in which the Government can do that, with the help of the Federal Government, is to install a bridge 
structure that is acceptable in engineering terms to hold back water when it reaches a manageable state. 
Another option is to put barrages across the river to replenish the aquifer when the river flows. These 
matters need to be examined, and at the moment they are being examined. I chair a steering committee that 
is coming towards the end of its findings. We are about to engage a consultant to bring together all the 
studies that have been carried out with a view to suggesting an achievable solution to the Government. 

The same occurs in the Fitzroy River basin. Either the Fitzroy River or one of its tributaries will have to be 
dammed for development to take place in the Fitzroy River basin. Members will have seen the other day 
press reports of objections from part of the Aboriginal community in that area. Now is the time for all the 
people involved to be talking to one another about it. This applies particularly to the Aboriginal people. I 
respect their right to input into this, because they can benefit quite greatly from such a development. The 
soil in the Fitzroy Valley has been targeted by horticulturists as making it one of the most suitable areas in 
Australia. I see an industry there in the future as big as that in the Ord Valley. We have seen the 
development that has been occurring in the Ord Valley. The big sugarcane growers in the Eastern States, 
such as Bundaberg Sugar and CSR, are all indicating that they will take large tracts of land in the Ord 
Valley to grow sugarcane. 

Hon Sam Piantadosi: I hate to agree with you, but you are 1 000 per cent right. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I am pleased that Hon Sam Piantadosi agrees with me. Although I have grown used 
to his inclement interjections at times, he and I will never disagree on our commitment to the horticultural 
industry. I have always regarded him as being a member with very strong ties to the horticultural industry. 
He understands it very well. He has a particular interest in this subject, which is why I listened very 
carefully to his speech and read his notes afterwards. 

Hon Mark Nevill: Have you become a vegetarian? 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: No, I cannot bring myself to do that. I have tried to tone down my tackle of red 
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meat, as we all do when we approach the half century mark, which is a number of years away for Hon 
Mark Nevill. 

The Ord Valley is going through a massive expansion. I urge people of all persuasions who have not been 
to Kununurra to do so. It is one of the most exciting areas of Australia. Things happening up there are 
second to none. The first sugar mill to be built in Australia for 40 or 50 years has been built at Kununurra 
using the latest technology. I think the last sugarcane mill was built in the 1930s in Queensland. The Port 
of Wyndham is being used as its shipping port, and it can only get bigger. That is not to say that the 
industry in Queensland has anything to fear from it and, in fact, it does not fear it 

Hon Sam Piantadosi: There are no ships there. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: In the end private enterprise will take over. 

Hon Sam Piantadosi: Indicate to me when that might happen? 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: There is no Stateships in Queensland. All shipping is by private enterprise. The 
point I am making is that the sugarcane growers in Queensland said to me that they think the Ord Valley 
scheme is great. They also think it great that Western Australia has a sugar industry, and they want to be 
involved. People with huge holdings around the town of Ayr south of Townsville will benefit. I will get 
my two sons a block at Kununurra. The sugarcane growers in Queensland have reached a point where they 
can develop no further in places like Ayr and around the Burdekin River. They see the yields of the Ord 
Valley and want to be involved in it. Contrary to the comments made over the years that the people of 
Queensland have fought against the sugar industry in Western Australia, I have not found that to be the 
case. I have found they want only to be involved. Several groups of growers from Bundaberg and from 
the Burdekin Valley have travelled regularly to the Ord Valley to talk to people about the availability of 
land. That situation can only improve. 

Hon Sam Piantadosi: You will agree with me that we both have canvassed for many years the need for 
infrastructure to kick off that area. Transportation and access to markets are needed. I am not s~ing this 
to knock you, but it is the reality. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Infrastructure must always be put in place. I commend the Minister for Transport 
for the steps he has taken, the first of which was to improve the infrastructure of the roads. The roads 
around the Ord Valley were a disgrace. They were built to cart cotton around the area. 

Sitting suspended/rom 3.45 to 4.00 pm 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: The afternoon tea break was very pleasant. I am sorry that our colleagues on the 
other side have declared it black or are fasting or something. 

Hon Sam Piantadosi: We have pride. You would not know anything about that. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I know all about pride. Not one tear has been shed because of what members 
opposite are doing. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: My good friend over here made a comment this afternoon about my belt. People in 
glass houses, particularly the person who said that, should never throw stones. 

Hon Sam Piantadosi interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I had mentioned that some $IOm has been put aside for the road infrastructure in 
the Ord Valley. That will be required to ensure that the industry is up and running. When the sugarcane 
industry is in full flight we must have in place the infrastructure of roads and the port. I commend the Ord 
Valley cooperative, which has taken steps to build at the Port of Wyndham the sort of storage sheds that 
will be required for the ongoing Shipment of the product. That is relevant to the point Hon Sam Piantadosi 
was making about infrastructure. 

I want to draw to the attention of members another matter. Some members will have heard me raising this 
m~tter during questions without notice. Every now and then we hear government members ask a question 
Without notice. The Leader of the Opposition gets upset when government members might possibly ask a 
question without notice. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: On only one occasion have I had to square off my colleague with whom I share an 
electorate. There was a slight misunderstanding. 

A Minister almost grabbed me by the throat because last week I asked a question without telling him 
anything about it. I did that because if Ministers are worth the extra money they are paid they should be 
able to answer questions under wet concrete, let alone from a lowly backbencher on their own side. I refer 
to the decision by the State Government, particularly the Minister for Primary Industry, to shift the 
quarantine point from Norseman to Eucla. First, I applaud that. It is a good move. The quarantine point, 
like that at Kununurra, should be as close to the border as one can possibly place it. Even though not too 
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many roads branch off the Eyre Highway prior to Norseman, roads go from Balladonia across to 
Esperance. I think the Minister for Transport has some other plans to upgrade that road. It is a good step. 
Eucla is the first town that people find on the Nullarbor Plain when they come from over the border into 
Western Australia. It is a struggling little place that has been left behind by successive Governments. My 
Government has been extremely slow in taking the responsibilities that are required for such a town, which 
include the supply of power. The power supply there is higgledy piggledy. It is supplied by the Amber 
Motel, which does a mighty job, at a fairly hefty cost, because it has to get back its costs. People have their 
own generators and other forms of power. Eucla will always be a growing town. Its police station has 
eight or nine officers because of the necessity to patrol the road and apprehend people, conduct drug 
searches and those sorts of things. It is a very important post Eucla has no school. If a policeman wants 
to go to Eucla, that is no good if he or she has children, unless they are sent off to school or are taught 
under distance education or by the school of the air. That is untenable in this day and age. 

A member interjected. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: It has now a population of 60 or 70 people and it is growing all the time. The 
Bureau of Meteorology moved its operation from Forrest to Eucla. It built four homes. Those sorts of 
things are going on. The Minister for Primary Industry gave an undertaking that all the people to be 
involved in this quarantine point would live in the township of Eucla. I applaud that However, he 
proposed to the South Australia Government that it should shift its quarantine point from Ceduna to a joint 
point on the border at Border Village, 12kms east of Eucla. If that were to work, we could probably live 
with that. However, the South Australia Government has indicated that it does not want to do that. The 
member who represents the township of Ceduna, as I understand it, is the Speaker of the South Australian 
Parliament. He is vigorously opposed to it on the basis that it will take people away from Ceduna. 
Although I applaud him as a local member, because it is his job to do that, it is not the best decision for the 
interests of the South Australian Government. If that occurs, the checkpoint should be built adjacent to the 
Eucla township for many reasons. The first reason is that we as a Government are not in the business of 
building operations in other States. The operation at the border, which is called Border Village, is in South 
Australia. It does a mighty job, and I know the people well. However, the simple fact of the matter is that 
it is in South Australia. Eucla has all the infrastructure. We will encourage Western Power and the 
Education Department, as they are the sort of organisations to be involved in all the operations around 
Eucla. If we are to encourage Western Power and the Education Department to be involved, they must be 
involved around the town of Eucla. Ceduna's member indicated to me and to the public that one of the 
reasons his Government would consider the border as a place for the checkpoint was that Main Roads had 
advised that it was the only safe spot at which to put it. That has since been reversed. It now says that 
provided the appropriate speed signs are put in place, a position some 600 metres east of the Eucla 
township will be a perfectly safe place. I have had great cooperation from the Minister for Primary 
Industry on this issue. He has listened well, particularly to the business people at Eucla who have some 
concern about this matter. In the end I think that good sense will prevail. However, it is important that 
members here are aware of what is going on. When travelling by road from the Eastern States across the 
Nullarbor Plain the first township in Western Australia is Eucla. That is where this State should position 
its major operation. 

I have listened to some of my lea.'":led colleagues give various speeches, particularly last night when my 
good friend Hon Cheryl Davenport spoke about the terrible rate of incarceration of Aboriginal youths in 
Western Australia. Other members in this place have referred to the new federal member from 
Queensland, Pauline Hanson, whose comments caused such a furore. I do not want to defend her or 
anybody. I am the last person in Australia who could be called a racist. I have always thought that the 
Aboriginal people have had a pretty tough row to hoe and that we should make every effort to do good for 
them. However, comments such as those of Pauline Hanson are made because a certain proportion of our 
community is sick and tired of another minority group in the community not conducting itself in a manner 
that is deemed acceptable. It does not matter whether that group is black or white, people are intolerant of 
the sorts of things that occur. I will home in on a couple of them. 

In areas in my electorate which have a high Aboriginal population, such as Derby, Fitzroy Crossing and 
Carnarvon, generally the people get on together particularly well. However, one of the things that offends 
people on both sides is street drinking. People are offended by groups of people, regardless of their colour, 
sitting in the middle of the main street of Derby, for instance, and drinking. I have asked the police why 
they do not pick up those people. Those towns have licensed premises where people are supposed to go if 
they want to drink. 

Hon Tom Helm: What if they are not allowed in? 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Why would they not be allowed in? 

Hon Tom Helm interjected. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Hon Tom Helm has been to Derby - they even let him in up there. At times he is a 
bit like I am - a bit loose with his dressing. I do not believe what he says is the case. 

Hon Tom Helm interjected. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Has the member seen it? 

Hon Tom Helm interjected. 
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Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I have too, but I am sure Hon Tom Helm does not find acceptable groups of people 
sitting in the middle of the main street of Derby. I am getting to the nub of the point It is important that 
members recognise this. Police receive a complaint from somebody to shift the people, regardless of their 
colour. I am sorry the Attorney General is out of the Chamber on more important parliamentary business 
because I think he should tune in to this. The stupid legislation contains an anomaly. For the police to 
book them they must see the people consume the liquor and they must ensure that it is liquor. The police 
would have to sit there forever to get that information. The legislation should be repealed. It is totally 
unacceptable for people, regardless of their colour or creed, to sit and drink alcohol in public places such as 
the main street of Derby. If they do not want to do it in licensed premises, let them do it in their backyard. 
The legislation is unacceptable. 

Hon Tom Helm: It depends on their behaviour. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Their behaviour does not matter. I am telling the House why people in the 
community get upset. I work closely with the Aboriginal fraternity wherever I possibly can, particularly in 
Carnarvon. I played football with many of the senior Aboriginal people, such as Patchy Councillor - a 
bloke who is taking a leading role around the town. He gets frustrated with what is going on. One of the 
latest tricks of the Aboriginal youth is to target pensioners such as a poor old lady, Mrs Hanson, and a poor 
gentleman, Mr Richards. They knock on the door and ask for directions. Because the pensioners are nice 
people, they come out of the house to give directions, but as they do that other youths rob their house. 
Thanks to the police in Carnarvon those young offenders were apprehended. Those robberies offended the 
Aboriginal population so much that senior members of the Aboriginal community apologised to both of 
those people and are taking steps to stop it. I am not saying that the Aboriginal people condone this sort of 
action - they condemn it. 

I will read in its entirety a letter I received from the Shire of Leonora. I do not know whether Hon Tom 
Helm received a copy of this letter; it came to me only this morning. It is important that the ~liament 
understand that this is another town that finds these things more and more unacceptable. I quote -

[Quote not checked.] 

My council wishes to draw your attention to an increased criminal activity here in Leonora. It is 
not that an increase in such criminal activity is noted merely because it is a step from a peaceful 
environment. The level of crime has been with us for quite some time. The concern expressed 
now is the intensity of the activity together with the increase in severity. The time is now here 
when the people of the town no longer feel safe in their abodes. There is a distinct feeling of fear 
pervading in the community and it is indeed justified. There is a distinct pattern emerging where 
such criminal activity is occurring very late at night or in the early morning hours. It also appears 
that most of the perpetrators are juveniles. My council does recognise the problems facing our 
local Police Force. In the main such problems are seen in the time frame most of the crimes are 
committed as well as the age of the perpetrators. It is considered that the Police Force in Leonora 
is sorely in need of a staff increase. A work roster system is called for where the patrols are 
undertaken during the night hours when criminal activity is at its height. The age group of the 
criminals, although not a direct problem to the Police Force, does have its effects. It must be 
demoralising for police to bring the same people in time and time again only to see them released 
by the proverbial slap on the wrist. The perpetrators are already hardened in their teenage years 
and are full of the knowledge that they can get away with it without any serious repercussions. 
There is a calion you and your fellow members of Parliament, the legislators, to recognise the 
problem as it is in reality and act accordingly. Much more can be said on the subject. As a first 
step my council makes a plea for more police time; for either more officers or the work time of 
existing Police Force [Inaudible], preferably the performer. 

That letter could just about be roneoed for each place at which that sort of thing occurs, including 
Carnarvon, Broome, Derby, Fitzroy Crossing, Kununurra and Halls Creek. Members can sit back and hope 
that somebody does something about it. However, I think that unless something comes from within, this 
problem will become more serious and sooner or later people will take the law into their own hands. It is 
~nly a matter of time before that occurs. Already people in Carnarvon have said to me that the very next 
time they catch someone in their house or find out who has robbed them, they will give them a thumping. 
There is no question of that. They do not care what happens to them. The thumpings will start, and next 
there will be a death. I have no doubt that that is what this is leading to. I do not have a magic wand to fix 
things; I do not have an answer to this problem. 

The worst part about it is that most of these juveniles do not have a job. They obtain their money easily 
through the dole system. There is the recipe. I was heartened to hear our new Prime Minister say that 
various organisations that handle taxpayers' funds, such as the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander 
Commission, will be subject to checks on their credibility. The Aboriginal Legal Service in the Eastern 
Stat~s w~ targeted on the weekend. I am happy to say that from what I have seen of the Aboriginal Legal 
Servl~e. 10 Western Australia, it is doing a damned good job. In some cases it is the only agency to which 
Abongmal people can tum when they are involved in the court system. The dedication of some people in 
the ~S in this State astonishes me. A program on Channel 9 on Sunday morning alleged a gross waste of 
funds m Aboriginal services in the Eastern States. I do not know of one person in the white community of 
Western Australia who would deny the dollars going to the Aboriginal people in need. I hate seeing 
drunken Aborigines lying under trees in various towns. It makes me feel sick that we allow that sort of 
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thing to occur in this modem country - one of the richest countries in the world. I hate seeing kids 
wandering around, seemingly parentless. On a recent Friday night I went to the Fitzroy Crossing inn. My 
wife is a hardened teacher from the Kimberley; however, she was scared and would not come to the hotel. 
I had no fears, but many people were milling around and Aboriginal ladies were fighting in a Mike Tyson
like way outside the hotel. This occurs on a regular basis. It is demeaning for those Aboriginal people and 
it shows that we as a society are doing nothing about it. Everybody is too scared to do something because 
the first thing people are accused of being is a racist Many people are not racist. 

My Aboriginal friends in Leonora tell me that, unfortunately, one of the things that is setting back those 
involved there is the present arrangements under the Mabo legislation. It requires major changes. Graeme 
Campbell, formerly a Labor member for Kalgoorlie, has for a long time highlighted the problem: It is the 
Aborigines verses the Aborigines. They are all vying to see how they can get into the system. They tell me 
it is an unworkable situation around Leonora. Mining companies are trying to get around the native title 
legislation by giving major payouts to people. The more white Toyotas the Aboriginal people can get, the 
better; that is seen as a status symbol. However, the sad thing is that their health, their housing and their 
education does not seem to be improving. It is easy to knock Aboriginal people in those communities 
because in some places enormous steps are being taken and people are doing their very best for them. It is 
easy to say that the white leaches are dragging all the money away. There are some non-Aboriginal people 
who try to rip off the system; however, they are far outnumbered by people who want to help. A lady 
called Marie Gaffney in Fitzroy Crossing is an outstanding and tireless worker because she believes in 
what she is doing. There are people like her across the State. Unfortunately, an increasing core of people 
in the community, particularly in the northern areas, has simply run out of rope. These people will not put 
up with this antisocial behaviour any more. In the end they will take it into their own hands. That will be 
terribly wrong. We should not allow that to occur. These people must do something for themselves as 
well; however, I see no sign of that. I see some signs from the more senior members of the Aboriginal 
community that they want to do things. Some of the older people are appalled by the actions of their youth, 
but they cannot do anything with them. The younger people could not care less about the traditional ways 
of their elders. They are out of control delinquents. It does not matter what colour they are. We all know 
there is nothing worse than kids disobeying their parents and not taking their point of view. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: Why do you think this is happening? 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: It has been brought about because Governments of all persuasions have just flung 
the dollars at them. They have not been hard enough in directing where the money should go. For 
instance, nobody will agree that rather than give them the total dole, a portion of the payment should be in 
food vouchers only. That is a good idea, and it could probably be sold to the Aboriginal people. I have 
always found them wanting to help themselves. However, they see an area of total hopelessness, and I feel 
for them. Thirty years ago a massive number of Aboriginal people were employed on stations. For a 
variety of reasons that does not occur any more. Through A TSIC and a range of other agencies they have 
bought a number of stations. They are the major pastoral landholders in Western Australia. However, I 
put it to the House that for a variety of reasons very few, if any, of those places are making a dollar. 

An opposition member interjected. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I have examined the matter closely. I do not think anyone could convince me that 
they are making a dollar. I hope I am wrong. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan interjected. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I am not against all of them having those stations. In fact, if they are run as a 
community, I do not mind that they are not making a profit from the stations. Unfortunately, when they 
buy these properties - not so much in the Kimberley but in other areas - they do not let anybody come 
there, except a small handful of their own operation. That is not how it should be. Many communities that 
shifted out there would not have a bar of alcohol. I commend that. Let us face it, many people in this 
place, including me, are not the most attractive people when they have had more than sufficient down the 
throat. 

An opposition member interjected. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Of course we do, and they probably do too. They are aware of it, and many of 
these communities want to do something about it. Mr Coppin at Yandeyarra had his own method of 
dealing with people. If he found alcohol on them he did not send them into the white man's quarters; he 
would grab the biggest piece of mulga he could find and beat the living daylights out of them. I suggest 
that would be the answer. Although I do not agree with Pauline Hanson - I have not met the lady and I do 
not know any more than I have read in the Press - I suspect that her comments have been taken out of 
context. I suspect that she was probably saying exactly as I am; that is, many in the white community are 
sick to death of seeing the waste, of the dollar not finding its way into the right areas. I am sorry that Hon 
Tom Stephens is not here. I have just come back from the Kimberley. He used to work for people there. I 
wanted him to defend himself against some rather hefty charges. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: Why are you raising that in this forum? 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: This is the appropriate place to raise the matter and I have a perfect right to do so. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: It is pathetic. 
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Hon P.H. LOCKYER: The Kimberley community has made strong allegations against him and he should 
be in this House to hear them. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: He should be here, but you must question your motives for raising them in this 
forum. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I do not have to question my motives at all. My constituents have demanded that I 
raise this issue. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: All right; then we will go to the front bars and get a few stories about you. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I advise the member that I have a file on her and I will bring it to her attention if 
she wants to go to the front bar. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan interjected. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I am sure the member would not like me to bring up the issues in that file. There is 
nothing I do not know about Hon Tom Stephens. I can tell this House his Bankcard numbers, his doctor's 
name, his real estate agent's name, his income tax file number, the name of his insurance agent and from 
where he buys his newspapers. I know that because I take a personal interest in him. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon Kim Chance: That is beyond the bounds of invasion of privacy. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: What does the member mean? 

Hon Kim Chance: Having access to a person's income tax file number is illegal. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: A lot of things are sent to me through the mail. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTieman: You are receiving stolen information. .. 

Hon Kim Chance: You are aware of that and when you say it in here you are compounding illegality. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I have not said anything. 

Hon Kim Chance: You said you are in possession of the number. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTieman: It is a real invasion of privacy. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I do possess the information and it was given to me this afternoon. All sorts of 
things are sent to me, particularly information about Hon Tom Stephens. Members opposite often use 
parliamentary privilege in the most appalling way. I have no intention of reading out his tax file number in 
this House. Members opposite should not come into this place and adopt the attitude that they are 
innocent. Only two members have been in this House longer than I and that is Mr President and the 
Minister for Sport and Recreation. I have witnessed the terrible misuse of parliamentary privilege on many 
occasions by members opposite. 

Hon Kim Chance: That might be so. The possession of another person's tax file number is illegal under 
Commonwealth law. Have you reported the fact that somebody disclosed it to you? Do you know who 
gave you the information? 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I wish I did because information about this member comes to me on a regular basis. 

Hon Tom Helm interjected. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I would have given Hon Tom Stephens a copy of this information had he been in 
this place today to give him the opportunity to check it out. Some people in the community do not think 
very much of Hon Tom Stephens and they do not like the way he carries on in this House. He has used 
parliamentary privilege on many occasions to provide information to the House. 

Hon Kim Chance: Certain people are prepared to break the law of the land to make their point in this 
place. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I received a small brown parcel which was similar to those which are frequently 
sent to Hon Kim Chance. 

Hon Kim Chance: We are just establishing the credibility of your witnesses. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I wish I knew who they were. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: Are these the same people who are making allegations

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: No, they are Aboriginal people. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: Are they friends of Graeme Campbell? 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: No, I do not think so. It came out of the blue. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTieman: Was it after the federal election? 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: No, it was prior to the federal election. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: Was it prior to Graeme Campbell's disendorsement and Hon Tom Stephens' 
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highly successful campaign in the Kimberley where Ian Taylor got an absolute majority? It would not be 
motivated by that, would it? 

Several members interjected. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Graeme Campbell made fools of the members opposite, including Hon Tom 
Stephens. The Gascoyne figures show that neither Ian Taylor nor Graeme Campbell won a box. 

Hon Kim Chance: The Labor Party has never won a box in the Gascoyne. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: The Opposition still holds the State seat. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: As a matter of interest, the Kununurra box was won by the Liberal Party without 
any trouble at all. 

Last night my good friend Hon Cheryl Davenport carried on about how wonderful it is now that the Liberal 
Party has more women members in federal Parliament than the Labor Party. In case members opposite 
missed my interjection last night I will get up their nose by reiterating that the Liberal Party did that 
without a quota system. Women in the Liberal Party are chosen on pure ability. I know that some 
members opposite are uncomfortable because pressure has been applied to them to vacate their safe seats 
for women. Members opposite cannot deny that there is no pressure on them because I know there is. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan interjected. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: My departure from politics is because I have become old and cranky and for far too 
long have I had to listen to idiots like the member opposite. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I have not lost my political judgment at all. In fact, I have made a pretty good 
judgment to get out of the joint. One of my friends who is under pressure is Hon Sam Piantadosi. For 
some time he has been urged by his faction to make way for a lady. I am sympathetic to his cause and I 
have a solution. All he has to do is put on a dress. Some of the comments he has made to me recently have 
been girlish and he will take to wearing a dress like a duck takes to water. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): Order! 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I am only trying to help him out because this place will be the poorer for his 
absence. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Hon Tom Stephens has just returned to the House and I am sorry he has been away 
on parliamentary business. 

Hon Tom Stephens interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! Let us try to get through the remaining 14 minutes without any 
interjections. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I advise Hon Tom Stephens that somebody has been releasing information about 
him. 

Hon Tom Stephens: You are a liar and a thief and -

Withdrawal of Remark 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I ask that that remark be withdrawn. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: The remark must be withdrawn. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: Should I withdraw anything in particular, Mr Deputy President? Which comment 
does the member take offence at? 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: I thought it was obvious and the member must withdraw the comment. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: Mr Deputy President, if you identify the offensive bit I will withdraw it. Which 
bit do you find offensive? 

Hon P.H. Lockyer: All of it. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: I withdraw it. 

Debate Resumed 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I am pleased we had that little outburst because over the years Hon Tom Stephens 
has absolutely abused parliamentary privilege. He is sitting in his seat as white as a sheet because he did 
not have the intestinal fortitude to come into this place earlier. I warned him a week and a half ago that J 
would have something to say about him. 

Hon Tom Stephens interjected. 



[Wednesday, 3 April 1996] 851 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I inquired of the whereabouts of the member on several occasions and I was told he 
was listening to my speech in his office. If a member hands out abuse he must be able to cop it. 

Hon Tom Stephens: Do you have something to say, Mr Lockyer? 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I have some very interesting information and I might pass it to the member later. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTieman interjected. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: It is not bad information. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: It is very interesting and at the end of my speech I will provide the member with a 
copy. 

Hon Tom Stephens: Put it on the record. You will then show the House that you are a bag of hot air, and 
always have been. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: The member just demonstrated the sort of thing the Aboriginal people of Dunham 
River complain about. 

Hon Tom Stephens: Name an individual from Dunham River who has complained about me. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: A complete investigation has not been undertaken. The auditor said he could not 
find any evidence of criminal activity, but he did find evidence of gross incompetence. 

Hon Tom Stephens: You are a liar. 

Withdrawal of Remark 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): Order! That remark must be withdrawn. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: I withdraw, but this man does tell porky pies. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: The member cannot say that. He must withdraw unconditionally. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: I withdraw unconditionally. 

Debate Resumed 

Hon Tom Stephens: Tell the truth, Lockyer. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I have 11 minutes to get the member tossed out and I think I will succeed. 

.. 

There is no question at all that prior to Hon Tom Stephens coming into this Parliament something was 
wrong. Every time I mention windmills in this place he has a mild haemorrhage. 

Hon Tom Stephens: Tell me about the windmills. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: If there is no truth in this issue, why would good people like Mrs Sheehan 
remember it for so long? 

Hon Tom Stephens: Mrs Sheehan? 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: A number of people are still offended by what happened. Hon Tom Stephens had 
better travel to his electorate to clear his name. 

Hon Tom Stephens: I was in Dunham River three weeks ago and I was welcomed by the community. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Not with open arms. 

Hon Tom Stephens: Name one individual with whom I have a problem. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Does the member deny there was a problem in those days? 

Hon Tom Stephens: I absolutely deny there was a problem in those days. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon Tom Stephens: What year are you talking about? 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: A number of years ago? 

Hon Tom Stephens: Give me the exact year. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon Kim Chance: It is unsubstantiated hearsay. 

Hon P.ll. LOCKYER: In my last 12 months in this place I will act like Hon Tom Stephens. This issue has 
completely disturbed him. 

Hon Tom Stephens: It is true you disturb me. I dislike members of Parliament whose comments are as 
vacuou~ as are yours. You have spent the 14 years I have been in this Parliament taunting me on 
somethmg you know nothing about and about which I know all. I know there is absolutely nothing wrong 
with my activities which have been in support of Aboriginal people. . 
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Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Nothing will convince me that Hon Tom Stephens is right. I know he is up to no 
good. 

Hon Tom Stephens: Prove it. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Unfortunately, it is more than seven years since the event; therefore, people like 
Hon Tom Stephens cannot be charged. 

Hon Tom Stephens: You were found guilty of criminal assault. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! Let us proceed without interjections. 

Hon A.1.G. MacTiernan: There is no limitation on criminal assault. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: In that case, we might still get Hon Tom Stephens into the dock. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! 

Several members interjected. 

Hon Tom Stephens: Mr Lockyer cannot produce one skerrick of evidence. He should not embarrass 
himself. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! I call Hon Tom Stephens to order. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I apologise for Hon Tom Stephens' behaviour. It occurs time and again and I do 
not know what to blame it on. If he were a porn, one could call it the mad cows' disease. I cannot make a 
case for his behaviour. Doctors would probably say he is suffering from schizophrenia. 

Hon Tom Stephens: What have you been on about for 14 years? 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Hon Tom Stephens should be quiet. 

Hon Tom Stephens: Hon Phil Lockyer asked me to come into the Chamber and listen to him. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! Hon Phil Lockyer should address his comments to the Chair and 
ignore Hon Tom Stephens. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I am happy to address my comments to you, Mr Deputy President, because there is 
nobody in this Chamber who respects the Chair more than I. It is very important that members do that. 

I will change the subject by referring to -

Hon Tom Stephens: Mr Deputy President, Hon Phil Lockyer has again abused the processes of this House. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Mr Deputy President, why do you not ask Hon Tom Stephens to stamp his feet or 
do something else to get rid of his frustration? 

A government member: He has just been beaten with a feather. 

Hon Tom Stephens: What do you have to say, Mr Lockyer? 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I thoroughly enjoy seeing Hon Tom Stephens feeling uncomfortable. 

Hon Tom Stephens: Have something to say now and forever shut up or get out of the place. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Hon Tom Stephens has been suffering for the past two weeks because he has been 
worrying about what I would say. 

Hon Tom Stephens: I have had to put up with Mr Lockyer for 14 years. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Even in my contribution last night Hon Tom Stephens was worrying about what I 
would say. I know how he operates and treats members in this House. 

Point o/Order 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: I have been misrepresented. I was away from this House because I had a visitor 
from Melbourne with whom I wanted to have dinner and that was more important to me than worrying 
about the flatulence that comes out of this member. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: That is not a point of order. 

Debate Resumed 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I am delighted at Hon Tom Stephens' outburst and he has responded as we 
designed it. Many members in this place have known for some time that he is unbalanced. 

Hon Tom Stephens: You trade in lies. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I will not ask Hon Tom Stephens to withdraw that remark because he is somewhat 
indisposed. 

Several members interjected. 
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Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Mr Deputy President, can you visualise the lead-up to the 1997 election with the 
Leader of the Opposition figuring in advertisements in the same way as the fellow referred to as "shifty 
Sheehan" in the recent Victorian campaign? 
Members on this side of the House hoped the Leader of the Opposition in this place would stand down after 
he was found guilty of telling porky pies. I was one of the people who said that the best thing would be for 
him to remain in that position because it would give the Liberal Party the opportunity to use what he did in 
its advertising at the next election. 

Hon Tom Stephens: You called me into this Chamber to listen to what he had to say. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: There is no question that some of the best advertising that the Liberal Party will 
have in the 1997 election campaign will figure the actions of the Leader of the Opposition. . 

Several members interjected. 

Hon Tom Stephens: You are a slime bag. 

Withdrawal 0/ Remark 

Hon P.R. LIGH1FOOT: For how much longer do members in this Chamber have to listen to members 
opposite saying unparliamentary things? At some stage it should be brought to a halt I ask that Hon Tom 
Stephens withdraw that remark. 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Will the member identify the comment he would like withdrawn? 
Hon P.R. LIGH1FOOT: He called me and other members on this side of the House a slime bag, or words 
to that effect. 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Those comments must be withdrawn. 

• Hon TOM STEPHENS: I wish to withdraw those comments. 

Point o/Order 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: Now that I have an opportunity I would like to seek the withdrawal of certain 
comments by Hon Phil Lockyer. In today's address Mr Lockyer suggested that I am somehow guilty of 
criminal offences in my dealings with certain people. That is what he said to the House. He did not 
substantiate his claim and for 14 years he has persisted with the same claim. This is the first time that I 
have risen to make a point of order to ask him to put up or shut up. He will not be in this House much 
longer and I want to hear what he has to say. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: It is not a point of order. 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: I seek to have those comments withdrawn. 

An opposition member: Do you find it offensive? 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: I do find it offensive to be accused of criminal activity in my dealings with 
Aboriginal people. It simply is not true. 

Hon P.R. Lightfoot: You cannot debate a point of order. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: That is quite right If the member finds the comment offensive he should 
have sought a withdrawal of remark at the time it was made. He cannot come back at a later stage and 
request the withdrawal of the remark. 

Debate Resumed 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I make the point that they are only allegations. I never said they were true and I 
have been very careful about that. 

Hon Tom Stephens interjected. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Hon Tom Stephens is like small change to me. 

Hon Tom Stephens: Why the hell did you summon me to the Chamber? 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I wanted to stir up the member and I have succeeded. 

I do not forgive Hon John Halden for his actions and he will be a fantastic help to the Liberal Party in its 
advertising for the next election campaign. I know that a lot of people in the Liberal Party agree with me. 
The. polling which has been undertaken by the Australian Labor Party indicates that he will be a problem 
for It. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTieman: How do you know that? 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: One thing I admired about Brian Burke was that he kept his party tightly under 
control. They are rabble now. More information is leaked to the Liberal Party than was ever leaked to the 
Labor Party. That is how the Liberal Party receives its information. It knows exactly what Labor Party 
members are up to. The Australian Labor Party is a shadow of its former self. It has been flogged in every 
State of Australia. The only Labor Party in Australia which holds Government does so by one miserable 
seat. 
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Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: How do you hold Queensland? 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: The Labor Party in one State is scared to hold by-elections and I am sure that if one 
of its members dies or stands down, it will be confronted with a problem. The Labor Party does not hold 
Government in Queensland. It received its marching orders in the federal election by a 48 per cent 
majority. The Labor Party thought it could knock Kennett off in last Saturday's election. In that State the 
Victorian Labor Party does not have enough members in the upper House to form a cricket team. The 
same thing will happen in this State. Surely the Labor Party does not think that the people in this State 
have forgiven it for the $lb it stole. Many members opposite, including Mr Stephens, did not say one word 
in this House or in Caucus when that occurred. They allowed other people to walk over the then Premier 
and rape the Treasury. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Members opposite allowed those people to walk over the then Premier and did not 
do one thing to stop them. They stand condemned and surely they do not think the people of Western 
Australia will forgive them. 

Hon Tom Stephens: Who was a friend of Laurie Connell? Was he a friend of yours? 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Absolutely. 

Hon Tom Stephens: Was he a partner of yours? 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Yes, he was. 

Hon Tom Stephens: A business partner? 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Yes, absolutely. 

Hon Tom Stephens: Some little island in the Philippines? 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: We made a lot of money together. 

Hon Tom Stephens: There were great activities there? 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: It was a wonderful thing. 

Hon Tom Stephens: Marvellous! 

Hon AJ.G. MacTieman interjected. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: No, I am sorry to say. There were no underage children and no paedophilic 
activities. 

Hon Tom Stephens: Not like the photos that were sent to me. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: What went on at that island? 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: Years ago Mr Stephens accused me of owning a brothel in the Philippines. At that 
time I said I did not. The only lady of the night I knew -

Hon Tom Stephens: You were a scumbag when you made those comments and you are a scumbag now 
with the comments you are about to make. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon Tom Stephens: At that time you made comments about my wife. You are a scumbag. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! I formally call to order Hon Tom Stephens. I do not want to invoke 
Standing Order No 116, but I will have no alternative if the member continues to interject. 

Point of Order 

Hon TOM STEPHENS: I know that the comments Hon Phil Lockyer is about to repeat about my family 
are offensive. Mr Deputy President, I ask you to closely watch this member. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! That is not a point of order. 

Debate Resumed 

Hon Tom Stephens: The member is about to repeat those comments now. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: At the time Hon Tom Stephens made those accusations I dealt with him. He used 
parliamentary privilege to make those accusations. They fell upon deaf ears then and that is what will 
happen now. 

Hon Tom Stephens: Tonight I will table those photos of you. 

Hon P.H. LOCKYER: The member can say what he likes. 

The majority of members opposite have credibility and would never stoop to adopting the methods used by 
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some of their colleagues in this House. For many months I have sat in this place and watched them abuse parliamentary privilege. It is my decision to hand a tiny bit back today. The information I have is not of any great substance, but the reaction of the member opposite must astonish members. He has screeched across the Chamber that I am a scumbag and goodness knows what else -
A member: Except that they are innocent. 
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: There is no question of Mr Halden's being innocent. 
Hon John Halden: It is more a question of my innocence. Five million dollars has been wasted. You are a scumbag and I hope that Mr Stephens gets you tonight This is a disgrace. What you are perpetrating is an outrage and you should stop it. You started this sort of stuff and you will get it. 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! The Leader of the Opposition will come to order. 
Hon John Halden: We do not want to be provoked by this member. 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! 

Withdrawal of Remark 
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I ask that the comment be withdrawn. 
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Which comment? 
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: The entire remark. 
Hon JOHN HALDEN: I withdraw everything I said about Hon Phil Lockyer. He is Rathetic and he knows it. 

Debate Resumed • 
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: I am sure members recall what was said in the report of the Royal Cpmmission Into Use of Executive Power about the Leader of the Opposition. If he thinks that this Parliament will continue its business without making any reference to him and the royal commission, he has another think coming. 
Hon John Halden: Of course it will not You are alone and your day of reckoning is almost here. 
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: No doubt all members of the Liberal Party will refer to Mr Halden in the lead-up to the next election. He cannot expect to be labelled as he was by a royal commissioner without the Liberal Party taking notice. 
Hon A.1.G. MacTiernan: It really affected Carmen Lawrence, didn't it! 
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: It certainly did not help the Federal Government. 
Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: The result in Fremantle was no different from the result everywhere else. It suggested that people were not listening. 
Hon P.H. LOCKYER: The point has been made and I support the motion. 
HON MARK NEVILL (Mining and Pastoral) [4.50 pm]: In my contribution to the Address-in-Reply debate I will refer firstly to the Governor and his wife. Unfortunately, I have not had the opportunity to meet them at a public function - for some reason our paths have not crossed. On several occasions I had ~e opportunity to meet previous Governors. His Excellency the Governor, Major General Michael Jeffery, IS discharging his duties very well. However, many Western Australians feel uneasy with the appointment of a military person as Governor, especially after the appointment of two excellent civilian Governors in Sir Gordon Reid and Sir Francis Burt 
A member interjected. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: He was a Chief Justice. We have had excellent Governors, incIudingSir Wallace Krl.e. Major General Michael Jeffery appears to be doing a good job. I object very strongly to the type of mIlItary Governors this State had in the 1960s - for example, British military people like Kendrew. 
Hon Graham Edwards: You might remember that in 1982 a British military person was Governor of this State. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: Who was that? 
Hon Graham Edwards: His name escapes me! 
H?n MARK ~VILL: Many Australian military people could be appointed to the position of Governor of thIS State. SIT Wallace Kyle came from Britain to take up the position of Governor. However, he was the son of.a Kalgoorlie couple. He was well and truly a Western Australian. I understand the Governor will be attendmg the Wiluna centenary celebrations on 21 and 22 August and I look forward to meeting him. I also understand that Wiluna is his place of birth. 
I wish to make a few comments about Hon Phil Lockyer's speech. I have always had a lot of time for him !l"d he.~rves his electorate very well. He does not exaggerate issues and does not cry wolf. If he raises an Issue, It IS usually of substance and I respect him for that. His effort today did him a disservice considering th~t. he has strongly represented his electorate in the 15 years he has been in this place. He was obviously brutmg Hon Tom Stephens, which is something he has done for the last 15 years. It is absolutely appalling 
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that he has remarked in the corridors in the past two or three weeks that he would drop a bucket on 
Hon Tom Stephens. He did that today. Quite frankly, I wondered what he was going to say. I thought it 
may have had something to do with the last federal election. I did not dream it would be a rehash of the 
allegation he has made for the last 15 years. He has never laid the facts on the table, including the auditors' 
reports, about the allegations he has made against Hon Tom Stephens. Of course Hon Tom Stephens 
would react, and I do not blame him. He reacted because of his innocence. I point out to Hon Phil Lockyer 
that at one time Hon Tom Stephens was employed by the federal member for Kalgoorlie, Graeme 
Campbell, who strongly supported his endorsement and his campaign in 1981. I am sure Graeme 
CampbelI would be aware of Mr Lockyer's innuendos about alleged misdeeds in the east Kimberley. 
Mr Lockyer has never put the information on the table. He clearly said the actions were not of a criminal 
nature, but there was evidence of gross incompetence. Hon Phil Lockyer could go to any Aboriginal 
community in this State and manufacture charges of gross incompetence against anyone who had 
something to do wiih that community. Auditors' reports are generalIy qualified and are not worth the paper 
they are written on. The auditors in Kununurra and Kalgoorlie are not asked to do these jobs; instead, they 
pay $50000 to one of the big four auditing companies, which supposedly have credibility. If Hon Phil 
Lockyer has something to say against Hon Tom Stephens, he should either deliver the evidence or reserve 
his opinion. His actions today do him no credit. 

Hon P.H. Lockyer: I have it here. The reason I did not table it is I do not believe it should be tabled in the 
Parliament. It would be an embarrassment and I would not do it 

Hon MARK NEVILL: I suggest the member take it up with Hon Tom Stephens. Were I to repeat the 
scurrilous comments I have heard about every member of this House -

Hon P.H. Lockyer: Mr Stephens hands it out mercilessly. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: Mr Stephens did not hand out anything mercilessly tonight apart from allegations. 
Mr Lockyer has let himself down. 

Hon Phil Lockyer commented about Hon John Halden. Members on this side of the House waited with 
bated breath after the report of the Royal Commission Into Use of Executive Power was brought down for 
a government motion to expel that member, but not even a whimper was heard. Some noises were made in 
the Press, kites were flown and flags were raised, but nothing happened. A noise was made about some 
drastic action they will be taking, but it was a whimper. It had the same result as Hon Phil Lockyer's 
outburst tonight. 

Hon Phil Lockyer made great play about the plight of the Australian Labor Party. I acknowledge it is in a 
bad position. However, I remind the member opposite that were the Labor Party in this State to receive a 
2.6 per cent swing in its favour, which is what happened in Victoria, the coalition Government would be 
out the door. 

A member interjected. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: Maybe not. I would not be as confident as the member. These days the electorate 
is very volatile and the polls move much more quickly than they did in previous years. The old rules about 
how much polls can move in a month have been rewritten. Members opposite should not be too confident. 
To ensure that they are re-elected, members must do the work. The speech which Hon Phil Lockyer gave 
tonight did not do him any good. He intends to retire at the end of this parliamentary session and he should 
do so with dignity. He would achieve that by adopting a different approach. 

In the time remaining I will address a number of issues. Some of my colIeagues pleaded with me not to 
mention Wittenoom. I have decided to leave that until last in case I do not have time to cover it. I can 
assure the House that the Minister for Transport will be interested in those comments. 

Recently I received both a shock and a pleasant surprise when I worked on the mobile polIing booths in the 
Northern Territory prior to the federal election. I visited a number of Aboriginal communities, including 
Aregonga, Papunya, Haast Bluff and Mt Liebig. Compared with communities in Western Australia, I was 
absolutely shocked by the level of literacy of the people in those communities and their inability to fiU in a 
ballot paper. 

A member interjected. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: Those four communities are in the Northern Territory. I have always had 
misgivings about the Aboriginal federal education system in this State. It is a pleasant surprise to see it is 
doing better than is the system in the Northern Territory. Truancy is a problem in Aboriginal education in 
both the Northern Territory and Western Australia. I suspect that problem is far greater in the Northern 
Territory. In my assessment, many teenagers in the Northern Territory are illiterate. I was surprised at the 
level of assistance required by those people to filI in their ballot papers. These people know whether they 
want to vote for the Liberal Party or the Labor Party. The vast majority of the votes with which I was 
involved were assisted votes, and that reflects badly on the Aboriginal voter education program in the 
Northern Territory. However, the same program has been more successful in this State. 

[Questions without notice taken.] 

Hon MARK NEVILL: The right to exercise a vote is one of the fundamental rights of all citizens of 
Australia, including Aboriginal people who have difficulty completing a balIot paper even though it is clear 
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in their minds for whom they want to vote. It is essential that the commonwealth voter education programs be improved, particularly in the Northern Territory. I hope that the efforts that have been made in Aboriginal voter education in Western Australia are continued by people who have done such a good job compared with the situation in the Northern Territory. 
I tum now to literacy. I have already referred to the standard of education provided in remote Aboriginal schools. When I was at Balgo on my way to the Northern Territory one of the Catholic nuns who teaches in adult education told me that some of the students I taught in the mid-l960s are now more literate than those she has taught since then. I found that quite flattering, because the school now has far better teachers than I ever was. It has far better equipment than I ever had. The facilities are incomparable. Students have computers, videos, libraries, sporting equipment, grassed areas, and air-conditioning. The facilities are magnificent. When I was teaching in the area we had no facilities. There was no P & C association; therefore, there was no sporting equipment. The only sporting equipment the children had was the basketball that I purchased. The Native Welfare Department gave us $3 per child per year to spend on equipment, which did not last very long. 
One may ask why the children I taught are possibly more literate than the majority of those that followed, when they learnt from books such as Dick and Dora and Fluff and Nip, which were absolutely irrelevant. The answer is that the children attended school every day with a square meal in their stomachs, and without ear infections and eye problems. That is the only reason for the good results, not my capacity as a teacher, because, when I compare the skills of myself with those of recent graduates, I would have been left wanting. 

It seems that the great problem in the Northern Territory and in Western Australia is the truancy levels. On election day I visited the Mt Liebig school with the member for Eyre, Julian Grill, and his wife Lesley. There were six or seven children in the classroom but I counted five or six times that number wandering around the community. It is no wonder that the literacy levels are so low. It is imporUMt for any Aboriginal person to complete his or her schooling with a good education. 
Several members interjected. 
Hon MARK NEVILL: The solution is fairly draconian and involves the Fedetal Government's allowances being on the basis that children attend school. These days they could get away with that. 
Several members interjected. 
Hon MARK NEVILL: They are not higher; they are lower. 
Han Peter Foss interjected. 
Han MARK NEVILL: Because there is no real follow-up. Even under our system, a child who goes to school at 9.00 am and disappears at 9.30 am is counted as being present all day. I am not knocking the school at Balgo. The Catholic education system does a magnificent job. The children are taught in their own language for the first two or three years, and then go to English. The school does a magnificent job. However, one day I was watching the children coming to school in dribs and drabs at midday because they had been out on the oval listening to the band until two or three o'clock in the morning. I do not know how to overcome that situation, but we must have a much more rigid system: If the children do not tum up for school, a penalty should apply. I do not know whether there could be a reward system, but the important point is that truancy levels must decrease. 
These days Aboriginal children are much more mobile. They can be in Warburton one week and in Laverton the next. They move around more now than they did in the past. They have motor vehicles at their disposal, and do not value education as highly as we do. No matter how they value education it is important that those children can read and write to survive in this modem world. 
I tum now to the Police Service and the warden system that operates in Aboriginal communities. I believe that the Government and the Police Service are putting neither the funds nor the effort into the warden system to ensure that it functions properly. It appears that the system is launched, and a vehicle is provided, but the system breaks down a few weeks after the initial fanfare and nothing further happens. Law and order is essential in Aboriginal communities. I am told that they want law and order but it is very hard for them to discipline their families or relatives. A police presence in the larger communities and a serious upgrading of the warden system in all communities is necessary. 
During the recess I was very pleased to read that the former Deputy Commissioner of Police, who is currently on leave, is to retire. I hope that morale in the Police Service improves as a result. I am not con~dent that either the Police Service or the Minister for Police will be more forthcoming in providing Parliament with information when questions are asked. 
I tum to the most recent question I asked about evidence given to the New South Wales royal commission by a corrupt detective WS 14 in the Brennan case. The detective gave evidence about a Mercedes that was stolen from a woman in Katherine and was being driven around by a bookmaker in Sydney. As I understand it, the evidence was that the police officer involved was corrupt. I asked the Minister for Police wheth~r he was aware that the Mercedes Benz referred to in part (1) of my question was the vehicle belongmg to a woman living in Katherine in the Northern Territory, referred to in previous questions I had asked. I then asked: If not, will the Commissioner of Police ensure that the evidence to the New South Wales police royal commission by corrupt Sydney detective code named WS14 is examined? The answer 

~-----------------------
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was that the Minister for Police had advised that the Ombudsman had advised on 14 February 1996 -
before I asked the question - that he had commenced a formal investigation into the complaint of Mr R. 
Brennan. Therefore, it was stated, it would be inappropriate for the Minister for Police to comment on the 
mauer. Why would it be inappropriate for the Minister for Police or the Commissioner of Police to say 
they would look at the evidence given by the detective in Sydney regarding this matter? How would that 
affect the Ombudsman's inquiry? I did not ask the Minister to comment on the mauer. I asked whether he 
was aware and, if not, whether he would make himself aware so that any information arising from the 
evidence in the New South Wales royal commission could be followed up. 

The answer by the Minister for Police is evasive. I do not know whether the answer was supplied by the 
Commissioner of Police. If it was, the Commissioner of Police is being evasive. That question does not 
impinge on the Ombudsman's inquiry. It is unacceptable and spurious for the commissioner to avoid 
answering the question on that basis. This continual failure by the Minister for Police to provide answers 
to Parliament on the Brennan case is unacceptable. Not all areas are being investigated again by the 
police - I understand the investigation has finished, although it seems to be cranked up every now and then 
when the issue gets hot - or by the Ombudsman. I have asked questions about certain areas that can be 
answered without any possible interference in the matters being investigated by the Ombudsman. 

While the Minister for Transport is in the Chamber I will comment on Wiuenoom. 

Hon Max Evans: While your friends aren't here. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: My friend Hon Graham Edwards is lending moral support. I refer to the way in 
which the Government dealt with Wittenoom airport during recent weeks - an act of complete bastardry. A 
couple of weeks ago government members said that the airstrip would not be closed; the buildings would 
just be demolished. On the Friday before last, a telegram was sent which referred to doing a bit more than 
just demolishing the buildings. All the emergency lights at the Wittenoom airstrip have been ripped out; 
crosses have been put on the runway; the windsock has been removed; channels of 450 metres have been 
gouged in both approaches to the runway, at either end; and the searchlight has been removed. 

Hon Max Evans interjected. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: The Government gave an instruction to the contractors, and I find that appalling. 
Members may recall that about two years ago while travelling between Newman and Perth, a BAC136 jet 
lost power in all four engines and made an emergency landing at Meekatharra. The crew members were 
not certain the jet would get there and they went through emergency procedures. That plane had previously 
flown from Port Hedland to Newman. Had it lost power half way through that flight, the nearest airstrip 
was Wittenoom. The Wiuenoom airstrip can take just about any plane. It is a very long, very solid, all
weather strip, with emergency lighting - a very safe strip. That jet could have used the strip in an 
emergency. I cannot understand why the Government wants to disable an airstrip that is an important part 
of the emergency services infrastructure in the Pilbara. It is very central to many flights, even the Perth to 
Karratha flights. 

Hon P.R. Lightfoot: I am staggered. You say that it is bitumen, too. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: A lot of bitumen is still on it, particularly where the planes' wheels usually touch 
the ground on landing. As I said, the searchlight that is sometimes used during storms has been removed. 
The worst flight I ever had was on a light aircraft from Karratha to Wittenoom during a big summer 
thunderstorm about two or three years ago. A friend and I, and the pilot, were in a twin-engine plane. 
When the pilot saw the storm approaching, he tried to fly around it. However, the storm continued to move 
in the same direction as our plane, and we had to fly through it. I have been on literally thousands of 
flights both as a geologist and a member of Parliament, and it was the most frightening experience that I 
have had in my life. Although I had my seat belt on, I was still bouncing off the ceiling of this light 
aircraft. I received some quite bad cuts to my thumb as a result of hitting the side panels of the plane. We 
landed at Wittenoom in the thunderstorm with lightning bolts striking the ground on either side of the 
plane, and a tree on fire at one end of the airstrip where lightning had hit the ground. There are not too 
many options for landing a plane at that time of the year when many of the mustering airstrips are wet. 
Planes cannot land just anywhere. The runway at Wittenoom is an all-weather airstrip. Although the 
searchlight was not on, the visibility was enough to see the airstrip from the air. It is an important airstrip. 

The Government is thinking of using the Munjina airstrip at the Auski Tourist Village Roadhouse, about 
40 kilometres east of Wittenoom. No-one owns that airstrip; no-one is taking any responsibility for it. As I 
understand it, because it is not a registered airstrip it has no insurance cover. The management at the Auski 
roadhouse usually changes every three months. The current manager, one of the longer serving, has been 
there for 12 months and will be leaving shortly. Because the airstrip does not have a caretaker and no-one 
is taking responsibility for it, the manager has to take the battery emergency light onto the airstrip when 
required. The Shire of Ashburton does not want to know about it. There is no guarantee that the weeds on 
the airstrip will be cleaned up after the wet season. I understand from the Department of Transport that it 
will not licence it as an official airstrip because there is a fairly deep drain at one end. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: There is only one reason all this came about. Any time I tried to do something about it, 
as you know, whether it was payment of the caretaker, negotiations with the shire or involvement with the 
Department of Transport, the problem was that if we were responsible, we were then liable. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: I do not want to get distracted; however, the caretaker at the Wittenoom airstrip 
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worked at the Wittenoom mine, so the CSR company would have had to fork out for any damages if the 
caretaker had been unfortunate enough to get mesothelioma. That person has been the caretaker of the 
airstrip for the Commonwealth for about 20 years. If the State had any liability, it would be absolutely 
minimal. It is not a case that would go to court; it would be settled straight away. No legal costs would be 
associated with the matter unless the State refused to pay 5 per cent or 2 per cent, or whatever the liability 
was. There is no way it could be suggested that the caretaker's mesothelioma was caused by exposure 
during the last year before the airstrip became Crown land. This man would have to have been there for 
about 15 years for there to be a suggestion that mesothelioma had been incurred during his time as 
caretaker. 

Wittenoom used to be the main airport on the route to Darwin for hundreds of thousands of passengers 
until the mid-1960s when the iron ore industry was opened up. Hundreds of thousands of people landed at 
Wittenoom during their flights north. Where are the claims from this massive number of passengers? 
They are not there. Occupational exposure is the problem. The caretaker, Frank Timewell, is certainly a 
high risk person, but that will not translate into a big claim against the State Government. I think we 
should pay him the $22 000 that he is more than owed. He is still maintaining the airstrip. 

As I said, the Munjina airstrip has a big ditch at one end, and it will not be licensed by the Department of 
Transport. The Wittenoom strip has been used by the Deputy Premier. It has also been used by the Shire 
of Ashburton and it is used by Western Power and the Royal Flying Doctor Service on a regular basis. If 
anyone is injured in the Hamersley Range National Park, it is a lot quicker to take them to the Wittenoom 
strip rather than to take them back to Mt Bruce and Marandoo, which is a private strip anyway. That 
option is now out because of the structure of that strip and people have to risk landing at Auski with no 
insurance. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: That is not right. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: The Minister should check that. .. 
Hon EJ. Charlton: I will. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: The strip has been upgraded. Because of the ditch at the end of it and other factors, 
it is equivalent to a mustering strip on a station. One lands there at one's own risk. 

Hon EJ. CharIton: It has been approved to Royal Flying Doctor Service standards. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: I hope that we will sort that out. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: I know that is right. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: The Wittenoom strip is much closer for injured people than the Munjina strip. I 
cannot see any problem with that strip remaining open. Most of the government owned buildings in 
Wittenoom have been demolished. I read in the newspaper last week that demolition had been completed. 
In fact, it has not been completed. McMahon's still has to demolish a number of buildings. Because the 
Government has not completed the paperwork, McMahon's has had to leave machinery idle for three 
weeks. I do not know what it is costing the Government. However, it must be in the order of $100 000 
when one considers equipment stand downs while waiting for these buildings to be cleared. McMahon's 
has left the town for three weeks. It has demolished the buildings and removed a number of concrete pads. 
However, it still has not touched what is the biggest health hazard in the town; that is, those surface areas 
that are covered with tailings. Therefore, the risk in Wittenoom has not been reduced at aU. The tailings 
on the surface of approximately 30 per cent of the town are still there. I hope members will excuse my 
inability to understand what the Government is trying to do at Wittenoom. 

While the Minister for Transport is present I want to mention the new Mt Windell road which goes through 
the national park, from west of the Munjina Gorge to the Mt Bruce/Marandoo area. Main Roads recently 
set up a large camp and brought in crews from Port Hedland and Carnarvon. Over 100 staff were 
assembled to commence the Mt Windell road. However, the department was advised that it did not have 
the permission of the Minister for the Environment to build that road and those men had to sit on their 
hands for 10 days. The Minister for the Environment was so cheesed off by the incompetence of the 
Minister for Transport, he refused to look at the document for 10 days. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: It was too quick. They are not used to it. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: They jumped the gun before the statutory processes had been followed up. 
However, one hundred men were stood down for 10 days and machinery and equipment remained idle. I 
do not know what the daily wages bill is, or what are the mobilisation costs or the lost opportunity costs for 
that equipment not working elsewhere. However, that little faux pas probably cost the Government, at a 
conservative estimate, some $200 000. The Minister for Transport does not seem to be able to keep out of 
trouble. 

Sitting suspended/rom 6.00 to 7.30 pm 

Hon MARK NEVILL: Before the dinner suspension I commented on the management of some issues in 
the Karijini National Park by the Minister for Transport, and an incident where approval to commence 
~oadworks in the Hamersley Range National Park took 10 days. The Government has been in office for 
Just over three years, and I understand that the three-year coalition agreement has expired. I am not sure 
what will happen in the 12 months' run up to the election. 
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Hon George Cash: The agreement was for the life of the Parliament. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: That is regrettable; however, I still to want to make an important point. It is a pity 
that there is not more freedom of choice for the ministerial labour market on the benches opposite, because 
the disquiet on the back bench is clear to members on this side when the Minister for Transport answers 
questions in this place. It appears that if a Minister from the National Party were replaced, he would be 
replaced by a National Party member under the coalition agreement. We have seen a shuffle of Liberal 
Party Ministers. The Premier has taken the portfolio of Health away from one of the more capable 
Ministers in the Parliament, and all the capable Ministers in this place come from the Liberal Party; 
however, there has been no movement in the ranks of the National Party. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: When the Premier wants to do that, he will. Hon Mark Nevill is in the Labor Party, so 
he should concentrate on fixing up the problems in the Labor Party. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: I do. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: The member should sort out a few of the things that are going on there with his mates. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: The Minister for Transport criticised Hon John Halden because of the support he 
receives from this side. The simple fact is that we vote together for the team. We do not have a Liberal 
Party Minister and a National Party Minister who are quarantined from each other. The National Party gets 
fewer votes in this State than the Greens (W A) yet manages to control 25 per cent of ministerial positions 
on the front bench. The ministerial labour market within the National Party is inflexible. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: Firstly, the Minister required a management plan, and that was the cause of the hold up. 
That 10 day delay did not cost anything, because the roadworks team carried on with other roadworks in 
that area. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: The advice I received was that they did not have much to do in those 10 days. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: I received that advice at six o'clock tonight. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: Probably the version I was told was portrayed in the worst light and the Minister's 
version in the best light; the truth probably sits somewhere in between. It would be good if the National 
Party Minister, the Minister for Transport, could coordinate better with the Liberal Party Minister, the 
Minister for the Environment, so we would not have hold-ups in these important roadworks. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: It would never have happened during a Labor Government? 

Hon MARK NEVILL: Many things were done during our Government. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: Yes, the Labor Government lost a couple of billion dollars. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon MARK NEVILL: We are a bit more modest about our achievements. We do not claim credit for 
starting all the new gold mines in the past 10 years. Those things happen anyway. 

Hon EJ. Charlton interjected. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: It is not that, Mr Charlton. I could give the Minister for Transport examples of 
mineral projects that are being held up by this Government; however, in some cases they are being held up 
for good reason. Most of these developments occur of their own volition. Usually it is not Governments' 
holding them up or pushing them along; they occur anyway. I would love to read the Minister chapter and 
verse. 

Hon EJ. Charlton interjected. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: We should look at the way members opposite carried on about Hillarys Boat 
Harbour It is a brilliant facility. I refer also to the Whitford nodes and to Star Swamp Reserve. I can give 
the Minister for Transport a litany of projects if he wants to get into a slugging match about who has done 
the best things. 

Hon EJ. Charlton interjected. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: Mr Charlton, I have been in Parliament for 15 years and I can count on one hand 
the number of Ministers who have had an impact on their portfolios. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: So can I. I can give Hon Mark Nevill three or four names. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: Who are they? 

Hon EJ. Charlton: How about Pam Beggs, Gavan Troy, and Bob Pearce? 

A member interjected. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: Julian Grill did a good job. 

Hon MARK NEVILL: I will not comment on Mr Charlton's personal view on Ministers. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon MARK NEVILL: The simple fact is that things happen no matter who is in government. It is only 
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small-minded people who grasp at straws to get every bit of credit out of a situation. Most things happen anyway and very few Ministers make a positive impact on their portfolios. I do not want to single out anybody, because many good Ministers will be offended. 
I will comment on the demands that are placed on members of Parliament, particularly on shadow Ministers who have no resources. The time has come where research facilities should be provided to shadow Ministers. A research person could be attached to someone like me, or two or three research officers could be employed by the Clerk and made available to shadow Ministers on a consultative basis. The demands on shadow Ministers are so great that it is difficult these days to do anything thoroughly, and I like to do things thoroughly. One does not receive any satisfaction if one is forced to touch on things and leave them, and it is a real problem if one does not get job satisfaction. In some way members of the Opposition, particularly shadow Ministers, need more assistance. I have had to catch public transport to Parliament for the past three days. I have two cars, a wife who works and two children who attend university. More facilities for the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, perhaps in the way of a car, would make it a lot easier to do one's job. That was a flippant comment. Some research facilities should be made available to assist members. One is placed in a difficult situation when one has a week to comment on the Transfer of Land Amendment Bill or some other piece of legislation that one does not know much about. It will benefit the State if Oppositions can make worthwhile suggestions and amendments to legislation. 

Recently some problems were outlined in a briefing on a Bill that will come before this House, to which I will not refer because I do not want to breach standing orders, and I understand there have been discussions to address that matter. Many issues are cleared up before they come to the House. If a research officer were provided we would have better legislation. If research officers were employed by the Clerk on a consultative basis and they researched policy and legislation and did not organise election campaigns and that sort of work, there would be no possibility for their misuse. I suppose that is up to the Salaries and Allowances Tribunal; however, the time has come to provide the Opposition with research f~ilities. Members like me with massive electorates find it difficult to get into their electorates because of the number of meetings that we must attend in Perth. 
My final point relates to a promise made to the Aboriginal community of Yagga Yagga, which is 300 kilometres south of Halls Creek. In June last year the Government announced that it would spend $5m on five Aboriginal communities for sewerage facilities: Yagga Yagga; Pangurr, which is in the western desert area east of Newman and Marble Bar; Yiyili, which is about 100 kilometres west of Halls Creek; Kupingarri, which is Mt Barnett station; and Wingellina, which is near the South Australian-Northern Territory border junction. At Yagga Yagga some 18 months ago the sewerage system was blocked. The pipes were opened and an Aboriginal man, Kevin Looma, was bailing the sewage out with a bucket and a rope. I was told that this man, whom I taught at Balgo 25 years ago, had hepatitis. It is no wonder that he had hepatitis. 

The Government issued a press release stating that Yagga Yagga would receive $600 000 to fix its sewerage system. I was pleased that the Government would spend this money, because all five communities that the press release identified had serious environmental health problems. However, it turned out that not one cent of the $5m allocated would be spent at Yagga Yagga. Recently the Aboriginal and Torres Strait Islander Commission announced expenditure of $16.7m, of which $1.6m would go to Wirramarnu, which is another name for Balgo. I telephoned someone to find out whether any of that money would go towards Yagga Yagga's sewerage program, and I was told no. The people at Yagga Yagga expected that their septic system would be upgraded. Four new houses are being constructed by the Aboriginal Housing Board, and they will put a greater load on the existing sewerage system, which has not been fixed. It is cruel when a Government announces that it will spend $600 000 on a community's sewerage system, and it receives the credit and kudos for doing that, but 18 months later that money has not been spent. It is disappointing for the people in that community. I ask the Government at least to look at upgrading that community's sewerage system with the funds that it promised to make available. 
The Government's Aboriginal health group, which is directed by Mr Shane Houston, identified those five areas for priority funding under the Western Australian environmental health action plan. Thatfunding did not eventuate. The Government should honour its commitment to the people of Yagga Yagga and provide that money this financial year to ensure that the people of that community can live in a healthy environment where the sewage is not overflowing all the time, so that people will not come down with the usual health problems because sewage is not disposed of properly. That problem will recur when it next rains and the area floods. I am pleased to support the motion. 
HON REG DAVIES (North Metropolitan) [7.50 pm]: I am pleased to support the motion moved by Hon Barry House. Once again I express my loyalty to our sovereign, Her Majesty the Queen. She has alw~~s been seen as a capable leader of a modem monarchy. Her liberal views have been evidenced by her deciSIon to pay income taxes. She is certainly moving with the times. Australians and Western Australians are well se~ed and comfortable living under a constitutional monarchy. However, there is still much talk of a repubhc and I have no doubt it will come in due course. I am sure that Her Majesty wants Australians to decide their own future. However, if Australia becomes a republic during the reign of Elizabeth II it will be seen as a rejection of Her Majesty, so perhaps the right time for a change should coincide with the end of Her Majesty's reign. Of course, we pray that will be a long time in coming and we wish her continued good health. 

The Governor is a worthy representative of Her Majesty. Although I do not know the Governor well, I 
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have had a long association with him as he was one of my former commanding officers in the Special Air 
Services regiment. I have had a lot to do with him and his wife over many years, although from a distance 
as he was, and remains, a superior of mine. 

Many changes have occurred si!lce the last Address.-in-Reply, ~me of them have: been personal and some 
not. It is almost 12 months smce my beloved. Wife Kaye died suddenly. I did not expect, nor was I 
emotionally prepared for, that event. In fact, It has taken me many months to escape that emotional 
wilderness. Grief is an all-consuming emotion. I have been fortunate in as much as I have been suPported 
b a very close family, and an extended family. I also thank members in both this House and the other 

lace for their support .over this tim~, particularly. in the early stages with their condolences, flowe:rs, notes 
gf support and also their understanding of my feelIngs over the past months. It has been a most trymg time. 
I am once again a fully responsible member of Parliament doing my duty. I also record my thanks to my 
electorate officer, who has been a great support to me during this time. 

I also express my disappointment, and that of those people close to me, with my employer, the great 
Legislative Council ?fWestem Australia. It was an insult to my wife's me":,ory, ~d to her role as the wife 
of a member of ParlIament and all that she had to go through and put up With dunng the years of my time 
in this place .il! supporting me, that the Legislati~e Council did not see fit to recognise my bereavement 
with the traditIonal new~paper condolence, a m.otlOn, a card, or even a flower. I do not k~ow whether it 
was part of the cost cuttmg measures, an oversight, or because I was not part of the establIshment, but it 
was fairly ordinary behaviour from a supposedly professional organisation. 

A federal election was held recently, and a new Government has been installed in Canberra. I was pleased 
at that, bec.ause I ha~e always been .a gn~at supporter of John Howard: I know that he wi!1 make,,: worthy 
Prime MiOls~r of thiS cou!ltry. I Wish him well, and I hope that he wIll keep all the electIon promises that 
he made dunng the campaign. 

We have seen the emergence of a third political force in Australia; that is, the Independents. Currently we 
have 32 Independent members in Parliaments across Australia. If I were to include the four ungrouped 
Independents in New South Wales - two Call to Australia members, one Shooters' Party member and the 
Better Future for Children member - which I do not now choose to do, the figure could be extended to 36 
Independent members of Parliament compared with 10 Greens and 11 Democrats with a combined total of 
21 A loose alliance of Australian independents holds some attraction to me. We could become a 
r~sonable political force in this cou~try. It is interesting to note that the majority ?f Independents h~ve 
conservative backgrounds. Included 10 the total number of Independents, of course, IS Western AustralIan 
Senator Noel Crichton-Browne. It i~ interesting to note that as soon as federal members of .Parliament 
became independents, they were given an extra staff member. The staff member received travel 
entitlements and remuneration of a ministerial adviser. I guess that the federal Administration sees 
Independents in a different light, and perhaps acknowledges that they do not have the support of the 
extended party machine as do those people within structured political parties. 

Hon Peter Foss interjected. 

Hon REG DAVIES: The situation is different in the States, particularly in Western Australia. I share an 
electorate of 500 000 people, 320000 of whom are electors, with six other members, and I have one staff 
member. As a member I receive invitations to many functions during the day and in the evening and often 
my electorate officer shares those responsibilities. The result, essentially, is that the electorate office is 
manned by an answering machine. Members could say that I chose that situation. The former Government 
saw fit to acknowledge the difficulties of Independents and allocated them an allowance to employ extra 
staff. I hope that the current Government will also direct its thoughts along the same lines. The situation is 
different nOW because this Government does not need the vote of Independents in this place, whereas the 
former Government required their support in the previous Parliament 

I will also comment on the interest I have shown in the review and reform procedures committee of the 
Legislative Assembly, which has handed down a few reports. I understand that in the other place the 
Government has now commented on those recommendations. I noticed an article in The Australian on 
2 February which reported that the Deputy Premier, Hendy Cowan, appeared before the Commission on 
Government and spoke about the Parliament and the role of the Clerks and the Presiding Officers. It is 
time that we started to change the structures of the Parliament. During my last contribution to the 
Address-in-Reply debate I spoke about the changes that were needed for the upper House. It is time we 
looked at appointing a chief executive officer who is accountable to the Parliament, someone whom 
members can question on the running of the Parliament, while leaving the day to day running of the 
Chambers to the Presiding Officers and the Clerks. Sometimes it is difficult when one wants to ask a 

uestion of the Presiding Officer and one cannot. Perhaps we can look at our standing orders to see 
!hether they are appropriate for today, bearing in mind that accountability is the key word in every facet of 
publiC life. In 1996 accountability requirements for the Legislative Council need to be brought up to date. 
I understand that if we have concerns, we can write a letter to the President to seek a response. However, I 
would rather question the President directly. That could take the form of a set period one day a week 
where the President responds to written questions; however, we need at least to explore those avenues. 
Mr Cowan's comments were a step in the right direction. I have not had an opportunity to read the 
recommendations of the Commission on Government on that issue, if indeed it has reported, and I await 
those with interest. 
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Western Australia is a great place. We: ha~e plenty of sunshine, wonderful white beaches, cool nights, fresh crisp night air, and the greatest wme m the world. However, every day our newspapers are full of reports of significant crimes against people. Most recently they have reported on abductions, rapes and attempted rapes o~ women. I oft~n wonder wh.at our c?mmunity is.coming to. Should we accep~ this sort of behaviour or wIll we start making laws and mfluencmg communIty standards, so that once agam people can feel safe living in this State? For years I have heard that the per capita crime rate in this State is nothing to be concerned about. Primarily, I suppose that is because crimes have largely been against property rather than people. However, now the focus seems to be violence against women, from young women to grandmothers. Surely it is time to sit up and take notice. Only a couple of week ago The West Australian showed in chronological order the sequence of sex crimes that have occurred in Western Australia since 27 January, which was the night that Sarah Spiers disappeared from a Claremont night club. The newspaper claims that the string of offences are due to the copycat syndrome, and another source has claimed that pornographic material tips criminals over the edge. However, it is my belief that the major reason behind criminal behaviour in this State is drugs. 
Integrity is needed to tackle the drug culture in Western Australia so our lives can be free from the hassle and danger of criminal behaviour. The drug culture in this State is out of hand; more to the point, it has been allowed to get out of hand. The authorities must be made accountable for the lack of proper investigation into stopping these criminals. Though people might want to deny it, drugs in Western Australia are part of the culture of our young people and are in the pockets of the Mr Bigs and Mrs Bigs, who get away with their crimes every single time. They prosper because they can afford to hire fancy lawyers and win court cases. 
The drug scene in our State represents one of the major problems in our society today. Besides destroying young lives, drugs thrust our youth into a life of criminal activity and hopelessness. I acknowledge that drugs are used across the spectrum of society. However, they are likely to have a more detrimental affect on those kids from the wrong side of the tracks than on rich kids who have more choices, plfts they are likely to receive more help; in fact, all the help that money can buy. Drugs are behind the irritations that we become accustomed to daily in our lives - burglary, car theft, escalating insurance premiums and even the death of innocent people. In spite of all this I cannot see any significant commitment on behalf of our Police Service to bring to trial these criminals who provide the drugs. I do not mean the end user, the small drug dealer who needs to sell drugs to feed his or her own habit. I mean the criminals who import the drugs into this State and who have all the money. We cannot use the excuse any longer that the police lack the resources. That is not an excuse. The Police Service must make a commitment to integrity in investigations and to prioritising drug investigations. 
Drug barons cannot prosper as well as they do without some form of protection from the top. Serious corruption does not thrive in society anywhere without protection. I do not think this State is any different from other States. The laws must be changed. We must insist that the Mr and Mrs Bigs are put behind bars. We must get the real criminals. Maybe we need a royal commission like the Wood royal commission in Sydney to get to the bottom of it all. I am happy to make a commitment to assist in catching the Mr Bigs, the drug dealers, by acquiescing to requests by police for telephone interception powers. On my part that is a massive turnaround. Everybody in this place knows my opposition to giving those powers to the police. However, if at the end of the day these powers will allow the police to put drug dealers behind bars, they have my total support. 
Another area that has caused great concern to many members of the community, and particularly members of this House, is the revelations from the Wood royal commission in recent times about the extent of paedophilia in Australia. Children who are hurt by these perverts remain scarred all their lives. Only a warped individual would suggest that a child who is sexually abused somehow derives pleasure from that ~buse .. The only person who derives pleasure from that abuse is the deranged perpetrator. It was an mte~estmg experience to visit the child sexual abuse unit of the Police Service. Its members comprise a dedIcated group of people who do their very best with limited resources in cramped quarters. They believe the~ are fairly well resourced and staffed, but that is a lot of poppycock. If we were really serious about gettm~ to the bottom of this problem, we would properly resource that unit and give it more help. In order ~o asSISt ~em we should consider mandatory reporting of child abuse. Western Australia is the only State m AustralIa that does not have some form of mandatory reporting of child abuse. Until we do that, injured and damaged children will suffer the consequences of the actions of these perverts. I also believe drug dealers should be considered on a par with paedophiIes, as they too destroy innocent young lives. I thank members for their indulgence, and I have great pleasure in supporting the motion before the House. 

Debate adjourned to later stage of sitting, on motion by Hon M.D. Nixon. 
[See p 870.] 

CRIMINAL LAW AMENDMENT BILL 
Introduction and First Reading 

Bill introdUCed, on motion by Hon Peter Foss (Attorney General), and read a first time. 
Second Reading 

HON PETER FOSS (East Metropolitan - Attorney General) [8.16 pm]: I move-
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That the Bill be now read a second time. 

This Bill reflects the Government's "tough but fair" approach to law and order and its commitment to a 
system of laws which is responsive to the needs of the community. The Bill is part of the Court 
Government's ongoing program of reform of criminal justice legislation and complements a broad range of 
innovative legislative and apministrative reforms implemented by the coalition over the past two and a half 
years. 

The Bill is largely concerned with addressing issues of access to justice. In broad terms it seeks to address 
five distinct problem areas -

(1) The backlog of cases in the Supreme and District Courts. The Bill addresses this problem by, 
firstly, including summary conviction penalties for a number of offences in the Criminal Code 
and, secondly, enlarging the jurisdiction of the District Court in relation to serious sexual 
offences. 

(2) Procedural problems currently being experienced in bringing people before the courts. The Bill 
addresses this by proposing changes to a number of processes relating to the serving and issuing 
of summons. 

(3) The need for greater clarity in respect of the right of members of the public to protect themselves 
and their property. The Bill amends certain provisions of the code to make their application 
broader and more readily understandable by the public. 

(4) The defendant's right of appeal against a magistrate'S decision to commit them for trial. The Bill 
amends the Justices Act to abolish this right of appeal because it can waste scarce judicial 
resources and undermine the expeditious conduct of criminal proceedings. 

(5) The overly restrictive limits imposed by the Young Offenders Act on the power of the Children's 
Court to sentence juveniles to the pilot work camp. In response to this the Bill provides the 
President of the Children's Court and Superior Court judges with greater flexibility in determining 
which juvenile offenders can be sent to the Laverton camp. 

I will now outline in greater detail specific reforms contained in the Bill. 

Amendments to the Criminal Code: Part 2 of the Bill contains the majority of the reforms proposed. It 
deals with the extraterritorial operation of the code, inclusion of summary conviction penalties for certain 
offences and amendments relating to people's right to protect themselves and their property. I will deal 
with each of these matters separately. 

Extraterritorial operation of the code: Sections 12 to 14 of the Criminal Code provide a regime for dealing 
with the extraterritorial operation of the code where part of an offence is committed in Western Australia. 
A significant problem with the operation of section 12 is that it restricts the jurisdiction of Western 
Aust,ralian courts to try offences in Western Australia which were orchestrated by persons outside the State. 
In particular, this occurs when there is a conspiracy to commit an offence inside Western Australia by 
persons outside the State. For example, notwithstanding the fact that section 558 of the code refers to 
conspiracy as an act or omission made in "any part of the world", unless a conspirator actually enters the 
State, Western Australian courts have no jurisdiction to try the offence. The potential ramifications are 
obvious. Drug traffickers, for example, may take advantage of this loophole and establish drug trafficking 
headquarters in other jurisdictions to service a network of deals in this State. The same problem is 
encountered with section 13. 

A further problem with this section is that it is currently limited to counselling or procuring the commission 
of an offence. Its scope does not extend to aiding the commission of an offence. The case of Gummer and 
the police provides a practical illustration of these difficulties. In this case the Queensland Supreme Court 
quashed an extradition order made by a Queensland magistrate to return Mr Gummer to Western Australia 
on the basis that sections 12, 13 and 14 of the Western Australian code did not have an extraterritorial 
operation. With a view to addressing these problems sections 12, 13 and 14 of the code have been 
redrafted to expand Western Australia's territorial jurisdiction in relation to criminal offences. 
Specifically, section 12 provides that if an act or omission occurs which would constitute an offence in this 
State, the person committing the act or omission attracts the jurisdiction of this State's courts irrespective 
of where the person resides. Section 13, which deals with offences aided, counselled or procured by 
persons in other States, is amended to provide that the provisions of the code dealing with principal 
offenders will apply even if the circumstances of the offence occurred outside Western Australia. 

Finally, the repeal of the last paragraph of section 14 will allow Western Australia to prosecute offenders 
for offences procured to be committed in this State without the need for the State in which the offence 
occurred to request that the offence be dealt with within Western Australia. In short, as the offence is the 
procuration to commit an offence the requirement to obtain the permission of the other State is an 
unnc,cessary limitation on the jurisdiction of the Western Australian courts. 

Summary conviction penalties: Very considerable efforts have been made in recent times to address the 
problem of backlogs in our courts and a range of innovative strategies have been employed in both the 
criminal and civil jurisdictions to address these problems. A problem which contributes to the backlog in 
the District Court is that the Criminal Code contains a number of indictable offences which by their very 
nature should be capable of being dealt with by the Court of Petty Sessions. However, as the code does not 
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provide summary conviction penalties for these offences the District Court has had to deal with a large 
number of relatively minor offences with consequent demands on court time. The Chief Justice, the Chief 
Judge and the Chief Stipendiary Magistrate have identified a group of offences in the code for which 
summary conviction penalties are considered to be appropriate. In the main these are minor sexual 
offences and offences related to fraud, impersonation and obstructing the course of justice. The inclusion 
of a number of summary conviction penalties in the code will enable certain relatively minor offences to be 
dealt with by the Magistrate's Court, thereby assisting to reduce the backlog of cases in the District Court. 

The protection of person and property: Members will be aware that the matter of people's rights under the 
law to protect themselves and their property has recently received prominence across the country. 
Although the Criminal Code already provides safeguards for these rights, it is evident that the law could be 
clearer in this area. The Government is determined to take a twofold approach. Firstly, amendments 
contained in this Bill seek to broaden those sections of the code which deal with the prevention of offences 
and violence and the defence of dwellings. Specifically, the Bill will amend section 243 of the code to 
make it applicable to all offences instead of only those that are "arrestable offences". It will amend section 
244 so that a person can defend his or her house against entry by a person thought to be going to commit 
any offence, not just an indictable one, and replaces the definition of a dwelling house with a definition 
which encompasses any place used for human habitation. 

Secondly, a detailed review is to be undertaken in the longer term of the provisions of the code relating to 
the subjective/objective tests to be applied concerning people's right to protect themselves and their 
property_ Although these matters are not dealt with in this Bill, members may be interested to know that in 
addition to sections 243 and 244 the code has a number of other sections which involve applying tests that 
may be subjective, objective or a mixture of both. The sections all form part of a comprehensive scheme 
dealing with justification and excuse. I expect a review of relevant sections of the code to be completed 
early next year, and it is likely that I will be subsequently approaching Parliament with further reforms in 
this area. ., 
Amendments to the District Court of Western Australia Act: Earlier I outlined amendments to the Criminal 
Code aimed at reducing delays in the District Court. To partially address a similar problem in the Supreme 
Court this Bill seeks to amend the limits on District Court jurisdiction in relation to some serious sexual 
offences. Section 42(2a) and schedule 2 of the District Court of Western Australia Act provide that 
offences under sections 186(1)(b) and 398 and chapter XXXI of the Criminal Code cannot be tried in the 
District Court. Both the Chief Justice and the Chief Judge agree that the District Court of Western 
Australia Act should be amended to allow the District Court to deal with these offences. This will provide 
the Supreme Court and the District Court with concurrent jurisdiction over the full range of sexual 
offences, which would assist in reducing the backlog of other cases in the Supreme Court. 

Amendments to the Justices Act: This part of the Bill proposes amendments to provisions in the Justices 
Act relating to serving summonses by post, reissuing summons, the issuing of further summonses and 
abolition of a defendant's right of appeal against committal decisions. I will comment on each of these in 
turn. 

Serving summonses by post: In Western Australia summonses on complaint for simple offences must be 
served personally except where service by registered post is permitted under the Justices Act. Use of postal 
service is permitted for summonses alleging breaches of simple offences under certain Acts specified in the 
Justices Act and also for other Acts and regulations prescribed in regulations made under the Justices Act. 
While agencies administering state laws can have their relevant legislation included in the regulations, it is 
not possible to prescribe Acts which are not Acts of the Parliament of Western Australia. An example of 
this is the Corporations Law. The Australian Securities Commission bears the considerable cost of serving 
summonses in person, which is a costly alternative to postal service given the reported thousands of 
summonses with which that agency is involved. Further, some Western Australian Statutes have not been 
prescribed, for seemingly no discernible reason. Personal service of summonses is an unnecessary burden 
and is costly, and that currently over 90 Acts are prescribed for postal service. I understand that the list 
betrays no underlying logic save that some departments have been more zealous than others in seeking to 
have their Acts prescribed. To address these problems, the Criminal Law Amendment Bill proposes to 
amend the Justices Act to allow summonses for all simple offences to be served by registered post. The 
Justices Act and the Sentencing Bill provide adequate safeguards for a defendant; in particular, no 
imprisonment may be imposed without the defendant being brought before the court. 

Reissuing summonses: Difficulties are currently being experienced by court personnel and court users 
when hearing dates on summonses issued pursuant to the Justices Act need to be amended. Sections 52 
~d 53 of the Justices Act provide that only the justice or clerk of petty sessions before whom a complaint 
IS made can issue a summons. A hearing date to appear in court forms part of the summons which is issued 
by a justice or clerk of petty sessions. When a summons is returned to court unserved prior to the court 
hearing date court officers are, at times, having difficulty in locating the issuing justice or clerk of petty 
sessio~s. This can be because they may be at a distance from the court concerned, or they may be 
unavailable because of sickness, holidays, transfers and so on. Consequential delays caused as a result are 
ca~s~ng inconvenience to complainants. To overcome the problem, and to therefore provide a more 
effICIent and effective service for court users, the Bill will amend the Justices Act to permit any justice or 
clerk of petty sessions to reissue a summons to a defendant with a new appearance date in the event of its 
non-service. 
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Issue of further summons: Many offences in the Criminal Code are indictable offences, notwithstanding 
that the facts surrounding a particular offence may be quite insignificant. The classic case is shoplifting 
offences which are prosecuted under section 378 of the Criminal Code as stealing. Section 378 provides 
that stealing is a crime and carries a penalty of seven years' imprisonment. However, most shoplifting 
cases involve property valued at under $400 and the provisions of section 426(3) of the code allows the 
prosecutor to request the charge be dealt with summarily. 

If the prosecutor so requests, the maximum penalty, pursuant to subsection 426(4) is reduced to six months 
imprisonment or a fine of $2 000. However, if the property is valued at over $400, such a request cannot 
be made and the maximum penalty available is two years imprisonment or a fine of $8 000 if the defendant 
elects to be dealt with summarily. The present procedure is unsatisfactory because stealing remains an 
indictable offence and the prosecution must proceed by way of the prescribed complaint and summons for 
indictable matters. That procedure does not allow a defendant to endorse a plea in writing and send it to 
the court. Rather, the present procedure requires the defendant to appear in court because section 97 A of 
the Justices Act states that, if a defendant is served with a summons in respect of an indictable offence and 
does not appear on the specified day, the court may issue a warrant for the arrest of the defendant. For this 
reason, in the event of nonappearance of the defendant for a shoplifting charge of property under $400, 
magistrates are issuing bench warrants to arrest defendants. If the court elects not to issue a warrant there 
is no alternative mechanism to compel the defendant to appear in court. The Criminal Law Amendment 
Bill addresses this problem by making provision for amendments to the Justices Act to provide justices 
with an alternative power to issue a further summons requiring a defendant's appearance in court prior to 
the issue of a bench warrant. 

Abolition of right of appeal against committal decisions: Under the Justices Act there is a right of appeal 
for defendants against magistrates' decisions to commit them for trial. However, this right serves little 
useful purpose and can waste scarce judicial resources and undermine ~he expeditious conduct of criminal 
proceedings. 

In Parker v Taylor the Chief Justice suggested that this right of appeal should be abolished. Reasons for 
abolishing such a right of appeal include -

committal proceedings do not finally determine the matter and the Director of Public Prosecutions 
may present an indictment notwithstanding a discharge from committal; 

the High Court recently stated that the DPP's power to present an ex officio indictment renders 
ineffective any order made on appeal. Consequently scarce judicial resources are wasted to hear 
and determine appeals, the outcome of which may be effectively overridden by the DPP; and 

the right to appeal against committal undermines the expeditious conduct of criminal proceedings 
and results in an undesirable fragmentation of the criminal process because prosecutions are 
effectively delayed, in some cases for over a year, while the appeal against committal is heard and 
decided. 

In view of these factors, the Criminal Law Amendment Bill will amend the Justices Act to abolish such 
right of appeal. It should be noted, however, that the remedy of declaration will still remain available to 
defendants where the magistrate's jurisdiction to proceed to committal is in question or where the 
information or complaint discloses no offence known to law. 

Amendments to the Offenders Community Corrections Act and the Young Offenders Act: A situation has 
arisen where it has become clear that certain juveniles who may benefit from the pilot work camp are, for 
technical reasons, missing that opportunity. Currently, section 119 of the Young Offenders Act makes 
provision for certain juvenile offenders to be placed at Camp Kurli Murri work camp at Laverton. Section 
119(2) provides the criteria to determine which offenders may be placed at the camp. 

The current legislation limits the placement of juveniles at the camp to those who have not previously been 
placed in detention and who do not have any previous schedule 1 or schedule 2 convictions. Other criteria 
relating to age, length of sentence and consent also apply. The President of the Children's Court has 
indicated that there have been occasions where she has dealt with offenders who could benefit from the 
camp but who are excluded by the current legislative provisions. The Criminal Law Amendment Bill 
addresses these issues by inserting a new section 119 in the Young Offenders Act which allows the 
president or any superior court judge greater discretion in determining which juvenile offenders should be 
placed at Camp Kurli Murri work camp. Superior court judges have been included in this regime as on 
occasions a juvenile offender may elect to be dealt with by either the Supreme or District Court. 

Members should note that other criteria in relation to age and consent are not affected by these proposed 
amendments. As a consequence of these amendments, cross references in the Offenders Community 
Corrections Act to section 119 of the Young Offenders Act are also amended. 

The Criminal Law Amendment Bill 1992 is a practical Bill which addresses a number of practical 
problems which have arisen in Western Australia's system of criminal justice. Taken as a whole, I am 
confident that the Bill is an important contribution to improving the efficiency and effectiveness of the 
justice system consistent with community expectations. I commend the Bill to the House. 

Debate adjourned, on motion by Hon Bob Thomas. 
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SITTINGS OF THE HOUSE - EXTENDED AFTER 11.00 PM 

Wednesday, 3 April 

HON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Leader of the House) [8.30 pm]: I move -

That the House continue to sit beyond 11.00 pm. 
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In discussions with the Leader of the Opposition and the manager of opposition business in the House it 
was agreed that we complete Order of the Day No 2, which is the Planning Legislation Amendment Bill 
1995, and then return to the Address-in-Reply. Five or six speakers still want to make a contribution to 
that debate, and that will take us beyond 11.00 pm; that is, if speakers were brief and to the point we would 
be out of here by 9.55 pm. Obviously, that is the prerogative of members yet to speak. 

The motion before the House reflects the Government's intention to complete the Address-in-Reply tonight 
and not to sit tomorrow because a number of members, particularly country members, have indicated they 
would have difficulty returning to their electorates on Good Friday. That was the course of action taken 
last year and it would not be unreasonable to add some extra work tonight, so that we do not have to sit 
tomorrow. I hope that members will support the motion. 

Question put and passed. 

Resumed from 27 March. 

PLANNING LEGISLATION AMENDMENT BILL 

Second Reading 

HON J.A. COWDELL (South West) [8.34 pm] - by leave: I recognise the situation as outlined by the 
Attorney General concerning the Government's attitude to the passage of this Bill. The Attorney General 
stated -

." 
In hammering on behalf of the environment I achieved all the things that the Bill was seeking. 
The Bill cannot be rewritten at this stage ... If we were to take one thing out of the legislation the 
whole thing would fall like a pack of cards ... Notwithstanding how accepting members opposite 
are of the principles of the Bill, if they find that it is not acceptable they can vote against it. 

... The Government could not accept an amendment because it would take another 12 months to 
finalise new legislation ... The Bill either goes ahead or does not go ahead, but it cannot be 
changed. 

The Attorney General has outlined the Government's stance on the legislation. I note his willingness to 
move a referral to the Legislation Committee which would allow the committee to consider two aspects 
and report back to the House: First, the committee considers the balance in the overall scheme of the Bill 
and the various changes made by the Bill to determine whether it achieves a reasonable balance between 
the bringing forward of environmental assessment and the certainty given by that assessment; and 
secondly, the committee considers whether the basis of further review of any assessment is adequate. This 
will allow some scope for consideration of the final compromise. 

The Opposition will not oppose a second reading of this Bill. It will support the referral to the Legislation 
Committee, so that interest groups can be satisfied with the final compromise and the Bill meets the 
Government's goals. The compromise has emerged after 16 pages of amendments in the lower House and 
19 proposed amendments for this House. Perhaps the Attorney General was not 100 per cent correct when 
he said that perfection had been achieved already. 

A member interjected. 

Hon J.A. COWDELL: It was a claim to near-perfection - as near as God's viceroy on earth could get! We 
recognise this. 

Hon Tom Helm interjected. 

Hon J.A. COWDELL: Yes. We are looking at the final compromise. Obviously we will be very 
interested in receiving explanatory notes about the amendments that have been accepted in another place or 
about the amendments in this place, even if they are of a technical nature. 

Different interest groups have not been entirely satisfied by the Government's response to their many 
concerns, despite the Minister's assurance that the best of all possible worlds has been arrived at. 

Although I will not go into my previous arguments at length, I previously indicated that the stakeholders -
to wit, the developers, local government planners, environmental groups and perhaps the Environmental 
Protection Authority - have raised some serious issues. With the new emphasis on the up-front 
environmental approval, concerns were expressed that the approval be so far ahead of the project that it is 
not considered to be effective. In many instances members of the public become aware of implications at a 
stage other than at rezoning; for example, when subdivision, or whatever, is taking place. We must be 
aware that this change is adequate and not too far removed from reality so that members of the public may 
become aware of the changes that will impact on them. 

~he special conditions must also provide for the public to get a rehearing if there are exceptional 
CIrcumstances. Other major concerns include that pre-eminence is not being given to the planners over 
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environmental planning considerations; that the system is not being politicised too much by the 
considerable involvement in a number of clauses of appeal from Caesar to Caesar - that is, from the 
Minister for the Environment to the Minister for Planning to Cabinet if there is disagreement; and that the 
planners be satisfied that the process is not made too dependent upon the whims of a Minister or the 
Cabinet process. Concerns were expressed that previously environmental advice given to the Minister was 
on the public record - it was known - whereas now that advice may be given in private. 

Some of the major concerns of local government relate to cost; that is, what the up-front expenses will be 
and whether major changes will come through under town planning schemes and the responsible local 
authority may be left with a bill for the whole exercise that it may not be able to recoup from the developer 
in all cases. Given the very expensive process involved, some quarters are concerned that there should not 
be cost cutting and attempts to obtain environmental assessments on the cheap that are not adequate. 

I will not go into all of the concerns that I covered in a previous speech during the debate on the referral of 
this matter to the Legislation Committee. However, the concerns to which I have alluded are very real. I 
hope the interest groups can be satisfied that their concerns have been accommodated in the compromise 
that the Minister has presented to this House. 

Hon Peter Foss interjected. 

Hon J.A. COWDELL: Two or three local government authorities, the City of Mandurah being the most 
important to me, have expressed concern. I noticed the survey conducted by the Western Australian 
Municipal Association that showed environmental concerns and those raised by the planners about various 
aspects that had, and had not, been satisfied. 

As the Opposition we retain our right to seek amendments during Committee, although I note the 
Minister's comments about that, and to oppose the Bill at the third reading stage. The report of the 
Legislation Committee should shed some light on our future actions. 

HON A..J.G. MacTIERNAN (East Metropolitan) [8.45 pm]: I will be brief. The matters I will traverse 
were covered during the sec,ond reading stage, and there is no real need to reiterate them. However, I have 
some doubt about what we will achieve out of this process of referral to the Legislation Committee, given 
the statements made by the Minister during a referral motion earlier. 

Nevertheless, I understand that later this evening we will refer this matter to the Legislation Committee. 
We hope there will be some capacity to amend the legislation if we feel it necessary, notwithstanding the 
Minister's comments and view that it will not be possible to finetune or change any of the elements of the 
package that is before us. Hon John Cowdell touched on an area that I want to cover again; that is, the 
impact that this legislation may have on the local authorities. 

The new mechanism in the legislation will have a significant impact on local authorities. Although we 
understand that the Western Australia Municipal Association has endorsed it, a number of local 
government authorities on the fringes of the metropolitan area and those in the expanding country shires 
have advised us that they are most concerned about this. That is quite understandable because those areas 
will be affected most profoundly by changes to rezoning process. 

As we and the local authorities understand it - we look forward to the Minister putting us right if we have 
this wrong - under this new mechanism planning schemes will require formal environmental approval at 
the rezoning stage. This means that local authorities must fund detailed environmental assessments when 
they are embracing a new plan or amending an existing town planning scheme. This is in contrast with the 
existing situation where the environmental impact statements are usually required at the development stage. 

Under those circumstances the proponent of the development pays for the environmental assessment. The 
process of rezoning and drawing up a town planning scheme will trigger the need for an environmental 
impact assessment. Local authorities, in their role as planners but not as developers, will be responsible for 
the environmental impact statements. We understand that on occasions councils have taken on a 
developmental role. It is proper that they have the responsibility for an environmental impact statement, as 
is the case with any private sector developer. However, the difference here is this: When local authorities 
are acting purely as a planner, they may find themselves liable for the cost of these assessments. If the 
assessments are properly and rigorously undertaken, they will be enormously expensive, bearing in mind 
that they will now be undertaken at a very early stage. If all possible future options are to be canvassed, 
the studies will be very expensive to complete. 

Further, local authorities now have an obligation to review their town planning scheme every five years. 
For the municipalities in the high risk areas - that is, those on the outer fringes of the metropolitan area and 
in the growing country shires - there is a strong likelihood that at least every five years these expenses will 
be incurred. In addition, 17 major metropolitan region scheme amendments have been made in the past 
couple of years. Each time an amendment is gazetted and finalised, it is incumbent on the local authorities 
whose jurisdiction is affected to amend their scheme. That again invokes the obligation of these local 
authorities to obtain an environmental impact statement. 

I ask the Minister to address that matter because of that concern conveyed to us by the local authorities. I 
think the Minister talked about the general scheme amendments, rather than the general view. 

Hon Peter Foss: I am saying that if there has been an MRS amendment, they have to pay for that and the 
ones pursuant do not require assessment. 
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Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: That would have to be paid for, but then consequential amendments need to 
be made. 

Hon Peter Foss interjected. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: That is some relief. Not all town planning schemes are rezonings taken under 
the umbrella of an MRS. Our point remains for those sorts of changes. Local authorities are concerned 
also that environmental conditions could become not part of a separate environmental licence but 
conditions that form part of a planning approval. Therefore, local authorities, which police and supervise 
planning, will be required to supervise and enforce provisions that have traditionally been the responsibility 
of the Environmental Protection Authority. Local authorities are concerned that they do not have the 
personnel in many instances or they do not have sufficient personnel to undertake this work. In addition to 
the need to undertake expensive environmental impact assessments, they will have a new and expanded 
role in the enforcement of environmental conditions. Again, this will be a burden on rate revenue which, 
as we all know, is a very limited and not necessarily terribly well targeted way of collecting revenue,and 
distributing responsibility and liability. 

I wanted to use this opportunity to raise those issues again and hope that perhaps we can have some 
response. When they were first raised during the earlier debate on this matter, the Minister was busy trying 
to reach some sort of compromise on what we would do about the progress of this legislation. One aspect 
has been clarified. If this matter proceeds later this evening to the Standing Committee on Legislation, 
what capacity will that committee have to look at those concerns of local government? I am pre-empting 
here, but the term of reference that is being mooted is very limited. I am keen for the Minister to give us 
his view on whether those local government issues will be able to be canvassed by the committee within its 
term of reference. I endorse the comments of my colleague Hon John Cowdell. 

HON PETER FOSS (East Metropolitan - Attorney General) [8.53 pm]: I thank members for raising 
serious issues which needed to be addressed and have already been addressed. I realise that it iSiPt always 
easy to reach everybody in Western Australia and to explain to every person the necessary detaIl of a Bill 
of this complexity. I have never claimed perfection for this Bill. As I have said, it is rather like 
democracy; it is the best thing we have got, but it is not necessarily perfect. We have attempted a very 
difficult but a very worthy task. The important point, which I have made before, is that planning must 
require the consideration of environmental matters. People in this day and age cannot say that they are 
planning if they do not consider environmental matters. If they do, they are not doing the job for which 
they were elected. It is as though a great blockage in their eye is preventing them from seeing things 
appropriately if they leave that out of planning. I will not go into the detail of the Bill where many of these 
matters are addressed. The principal cost will fallon the Western Australian Planning Commission. The 
Western Australia Planning Commission plans not only for the metropolitan region but also on a regional 
basis for country areas. The major amendments that are likely to require assessment are those under 
regional development plans. Members will notice that although a matter has to be referred, it does not 
necessarily have to be assessed. If it is not assessed one does not get the benefits of its being assessed. 
One does not get the inability for the proposal to be referred. We see the major area of assessment taking 
place in regional development. 

On such aspects as minor amendments that tend to take place, those costs can be passed on to the 
developer. The major revisions of plans in which there has not been a regional amendment are the only 
ones that we are really looking at. Some procedures are in place for what will be assessed or not and what 
we see as being required to be assessed. Where it is necessary to be assessed it will be assessed; where it is 
not necessary to be assessed it will not be. Appeals may occur against that People will often want 
something to be assessed in order to be certain. An appropriate provision will be in place to ensure that 
things happen correctly. Also important is that certain matters remain still assessable and still referable at a 
later stage. To give an example, if land is zoned to be industrial, whether that land is appropriate to be 
zoned industrial is assessed - in other words, should it be industrial land or should it be, for instance, urban 
open space or should it not be industrial because it will have an effect on residential land next door? Those 
environmental matters are relevant in rezoning. Once the land has been zoned industrial and one is about 
to put a factory on it, someone cannot say, "This has never been zoned industrial land. It is unsuitable for 
industrial land because it should be public open space." That point can no longer be raised. Will it have 
appropriate environmental standards for emissions, water quality, noise? All of those matters are still 
assessable and referable. We need to see at this stage what is intended to be done and what is not. If it has 
not been assessed, it is not immune from the referral proposal. I have my views about how this might work 
out in practice. It will be very interesting to see whether people go for more or less assessment. If they go 
for less assessment, of course, more is left open to be argued at a later stage. If they go for more 
assessment it will of course cost them more. We will find a reasonable balance will occur there. 

I w~lcome the opportunity of having this discussed in the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated 
LegIslation. As I have said, my concern was that I could not afford to have the scheme fiddled with, 
because it took a tremendous amount of effort just to arrive at this agreement. It is for the Delegated 
Legislation Committee to determine because it interprets its terms of reference. It will have to decide 
wheth~r there is an appropriate balance. I would hesitate to tell the committee what to do. The only extent 
to WhICh I have sought to tell it what to do is by appropriate directions. That is the limit I will ask the 
House to seek to tell the committee how to do it. The Delegated Legislation Committee must determine it. 
I look forward to the opportunity later of dealing with this in more detail at the Committee stage and to 
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refer to some of the interesting matters where we have achieved a balance, where we have the appropriate 
tensions, and where we will be causing planning authorities to do what they should have been doing all 
along; that is, to regard the environment as one of the single most important matters to be considered when 
planning. If one does not do that one is not planning. I commend the Bill to the House. 

Question put and passed. 

Bill read a second time. 

Referral to Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation 

On motion by Hon Peter Foss (Attorney General), resolved -

That the Bill be referred to the Joint Standing Committee on Delegated Legislation with the 
following instructions -

(1) The committee not return an amended Bill or recommendations as to amendments other 
than mere drafting amendments. 

(2) The committee consider the balance in the overall scheme of the Bill and the various 
changes made by the Bill to determine whether it achieves a reasonable balance between 
the bringing forward of environmental assessment and the certainty given by that 
assessment. 

(3) The committee consider whether the basis of further review of any assessment is 
adequate. 

(4) The committee report no later than 2 May 1996. 

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY 

Motion 

Resumed from an earlier stage of the sitting. 

nON AJ.G. MacTIERNAN (East Metropolitan) [9.00 pm]: Today, I want to deal with a miscellany of 
matters. I note the desire of the Leader of the House for us to be speedy. However, I want to get on record 
a number of issues. I will press through them as quickly as I can. I commence by conveying my best 
wishes to the Governor. I would normally do that or believe that a Governor would read Hansard. 

A member interjected. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: I very definitely support the notion of a full time Governor. Our current 
Governor is a close reader of Hansard. Given that, formally acknowledging the role the Governor plays 
has some merit. I am a proud republican, but that does not in any way diminish my respect for the office of 
the Head of State. I also acknowledge the Governor's work in travelling round the State, meeting people 
from a wide variety of circumstances, and bringing together people of different persuasions for the purpose 
of generating discussion, debate and understanding. I had recently a most enjoyable and interesting lunch 
at Government House with a range of people. It was organised by the Governor to create such an 
environment and, I think in the Governor's view, to ensure that he remains in touch with a wide diversity 
of views. The office of Governor in the past perhaps had a more limited audience. Governors may have 
mixed more readily with people of a more conservative political persuasion. It is good to see that this 
Governor, notwithstanding whatever might be his political persuasion, is keen to entertain a variety of 
views. I appreciate that opportunity of speaking with the Governor and having a look around Government 
House, which is something I have always wanted to do, and particularly to go into the royal bedrooms. I 
found that very exciting. I went in alone! Although I was unaccompanied I felt the ghost of Fergie brush 
past me while I was there. I think she was climbing out of the window. 

It is worthy to commemorate this anniversary year of Edith Cowan, the frrst woman to take a position in a 
Parliament in Australia. A member opposite claimed by way of interjection that Edith Cowan was a 
Liberal. I know that at least Hon Ross Lightfoot has enough knowledge of Liberal Party history to know 
that that party was not even a twinkle in Sir Robert's eyes at the time that Edith Cowan was a member of 
this Parliament. I think it was Hon Peter Foss, QC who remarked that it was curious that her party 
affiliation was not noted on her portrait. That is not so curious when we read her inaugural address, which 
made it very clear that she eschewed party affiliations, or believed that they should form only a small part 
of the position of a member of Parliament. 

A member interjected. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: I do not necessarily agree with that. I believe that, by and large, people vote 
for a party and not for an individual member. 

A member interjected. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: We seek to give a philosophical account for that position. Over 90 per cent of 
the people who stand for election for the Legislative Council nominate their party; so it is fatuous to 
presume, particularly in this place, that it is the individual who is getting the support. 

A member interjected. 
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Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: That is not true. I acknowledge that some years ago Hon Peter Foss made a 
courageous tramp across the Chamber to distance himself from the homophobic attitudes of his colleagues. 
I do not want to reflect upon his motives, because I am sure he supported that legislation genuinely, but I 
would not be surprised if that was a little set piece that had been played so that the conservatives could -

Hon Peter Foss interjected. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: I congratulate Hon Peter Foss for taking those steps across the Chamber, and I 
am sure Hon John Cowdell and Hon Graham Edwards could give us plenty of examples of Labor members 
who have crossed the floor. I think Hon Graeme Campbell when a Labor member crossed the floor in 
respect of the gold tax. We certainly did not kick him out for that reason, any more than -

Several members interjected. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I acknowledge the efforts of my colleagues in this place who are more versed 
in parliamentary history than I am and who have been able to assist with some fine examples of Labor 
members who have crossed the floor. 

Hon Graham Edwards interjected. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: I do not believe that a for a minute; Hon Graham Edwards is a man of fine 
understanding and tolerance. 

One of the Address-in-Reply discussions of this Edith Cowan memorial year has been the historical 
placement of Edith Cowan. I think Hon Muriel Patterson commented that Edith Cowan was in fact the 
second woman to be elected to Parliament in the British empire. By way of interjection I commented that 
she was the third, because the second and unfortunately not very well known is Countess Markievicz about 
whom I will take a couple of minutes to tell a few stories. She was elected to the House of Commons 
about -

Several members interjected. 
.. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (Hon Barry House): Order! Let Hon Alannah MacTiernan make her speech. 
Everybody is very keen to make it for her. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: She was a countess in Polish right at the time of her election to the House of 
Commons. She was not Polish; her husband was a Polish count so it did not preclude her from being 
elected to the House of Commons. 

A member: She would have to renounce her title. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: She did not renounce her title. The most interesting thing about Constance 
Markievicz's election to the House of Commons was that she was serving a life sentence in an English 
prison at the time, having earlier been condemned to death in 1916 for the role that she played in the Easter 
uprising. She was a member of the Irish Republican Army and, indeed, as a crack shot had a front line 
position at the post office on that fateful day. She was Anglo-Irish from County Sligo. 

A member interjected. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: I confess I would not have believed it either, but this is all absolutely true, 
extraordinary as it is. 

A member interjected. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: That is right. It is an extraordinary story but it is true. She never took her 
position in the House of Commons. It was a matter of principle that she did not recognise the British 
dominion over Ireland and she subsequently became a member of the Irish Dial in 1922 and became the 
first woman Cabinet Minister when she was appointed under that Government to the position as Minister of 
Labour. Notwithstanding having been born to considerable wealth and having married a rather well to do 
count, she died a pauper in Dublin in a paupers' hospital in 1925 or 1926, her health having been ruined by 
the long period of incarceration in a very primitive and punitive English prison. 

Another woman who was mentioned by Hon Muriel Patterson was Mary Reibey, who recently took her 
position on the $20 bill. It may be of interest to the House to know that Mary Reibey was the great-great
great grandmother of a conservative member of Parliament in this State. Her great-great-great grandson 
~as Hugh Guthrie, who was a Liberal Party Speaker in the Legislative Assembly in the early 1970s. An 
mteresting part of the story that did not appear in Hon Muriel Patterson's account is the fact that Mary 
Reibey, when captured for horse theft at the age of 11, was dressed as a male and continued to pass herself 
off as a male for the two years that she was incarcerated awaiting transportation. It was only when she was 
abo~t to be transported, and following an order by Governor Phillip that each transportee undergo a full 
medIcal before embarking on this journey, that it was discovered that this young Reibey boy was in fact a 
young Reibey girl. She was then required to dress as a female and arrived in the colony as such. There is 
no ?oubt that she was a pretty extraordinary character, and her cross-dressing was due to an understandable 
deSIre to protect herself from the ravages of those who might have guarded the prisons at that time. 

A member interjected. 

~on AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: The fact that she subsequently had nine children is fairly strong evidence that 
It really was just a question of cross-dressing. Of course, if Hon Ross Lightfoot has much knowledge of 
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endochrinology he would be aware that the sort of low protein and low content diet during her 
imprisonment would certainly have retarded any of the natural consequences that would flow from the 
advancement of age. 

I am sorry Hon Reg Davies is not here because I want to refer now to some of his comments. I was very 
concerned, and I am sure many members share this view, to hear of the offence and upset that we had 
unwittingly perpetrated on Hon Reg Davies by our failure formally to extend the condolences of the House 
on the death of his wife. I regret that oversight and I am sure everyone would join me in that. I know that 
most members gave Hon Reg Davies private expressions of sympathy in his time of grief. 

However, I was interested to hear his comments on another issue - that is, drug law and the need for us to 
get tough. As he said, there is no doubt that we could not possibly have the level of illicit drug marketing 
in this country that we have without there being an enormous amount of corruption. It is simply not 
possible for organised crime to flog hundreds of millions of dollars' worth of drugs around this country 
each year without there being very systematic corruption in very high places. I certainly share his concern 
in that regard. Unfortunately, his strategies for addressing this matter are completely wrong. What 
Hon Reg Davies proposes only perpetuates the failures we have witnessed over the last 70 or so years. 

It is all very well to say, "Let's concentrate on the Mr Bigs; let's get the Mr Bigs." I attended a conference 
recently in Hobart at which some of the world's most renowned commentators on drug law and policy were 
in attendance. A very powerful address was given by Alfred McCoy, who is a professor of history at the 
University of Wisconsin in the United States. For about a quarter of a century he has made a study of the 
opium trade. He made the point that by and large we are not getting the Mr Bigs; any cursory analysis of 
the statistics within Australia will show that, indeed, 90 to 95 per cent of the drug charges laid in anyone 
year are laid against users, and the vast majority of those charges are against users of marijuana. We are 
getting nowhere near the Mr Bigs. In the last couple of years we have managed to get two absolutely huge 
Mr Bigs; one was Koon Sahn who has a standing army of some 20000 men in the Burma triangle. He 
operates almost an entire state. However, when Koon Sahn was finally apprehended, there was not a single 
ripple in the amount of opium arriving on the streets of New York, San Francisco, Sydney or, indeed, 
Perth. 

Likewise, when Pablo Escobar was apprehended, there was not a single ripple in the cocaine market; 
supply continued. They do not get any bigger than those Mr Bigs and capturing them is simply not -

A member interjected. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: All right, so we are not getting the Mr Bigs; we must capture all their drugs as 
well as the Mr Bigs. We can keep trying. We have not been able to do so for seven years but we will press 
on. 

I was interested in the comments of a very sophisticated police commissioner in Tasmania, John Johnson. 
He had been a senior member of the Federal Police before he took on the position of commissioner in 
Tasmania. For about 15 years he has been turning up at the UN narcotics conventions, and for 15 years 
they have been saying, "We spent more money this year. We are now spending about $500m a year", and 
each year they say that the problem has got worse. More drugs are getting through and there is less 
capacity to control the drug problem. 

A member interjected. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: No, I am not saying that at all. I am saying that it is time to reassess our 
strategies to fight the problem of drug use by way of supply reduction because at present they seem to be 
manifestly unsuccessful. How long can we continue a policy of throwing money at such a futile exercise? 

A member interjected. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: I have certainly done that from time to time. 

With the collapse of the Soviet Union, all across central Asia enormous poppy plantations are being 
established due to the absence of a central authority. Economies are struggling to survive and there is a 
~t deal of ethnic insurgency which is seeking to fund itself in the same way as the Mujaheddin funded 
Itself; that is, by growing and processing opium and selling it on the black market around the world. As 
long as we continue to rely on attempts to contain supply we will be unsuccessful, because we simply do 
not have the means to control enough of the world to control the supply. Hon Eric Charlton asked what 
was the solution. The solution is to focus not on supply but on demand, and we have not done that; we 
have continued to focus on supply. We have thrown billions of dollars at it and neglected to address the 
problem of demand. I share Hon Reg Davies' concerns about the degree of corruption in Australian 
society. I sometimes wonder whether much of the anti-reform agenda might also have been affected by the 
vast profits, and whether the people who agitate against our drug laws are, in fact, in the pay of those who 
are making enormous profits from the status quo. 

Hon Eric Charlton interjected. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: I commend my inaugural speech to the Minister for a little bedside reading. It 
touches on a few of those issues. 

Hon Eric Charlton interjected. 
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Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: That would certainly be one aspect The problem with education programs 
such as the "Just say no" campaign is that they are based on the principle of prohibition. They do not 
recognise the fact of use and the target audience simply turns off. If we tried to run a prohibitionist 
campaign in our society to educate people about the perils of alcohol, it would get nowhere, so we do not 
try. 

A member: We do it with tobacco. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: But interestingly we do not do it with alcohol because we know that it would 
not work. We must say to people "Drink safe", and that seems to have achieved some success. 

Hon E.J. CharIton: Are you saying that people can use a little of all of them provided the education 
program is based on saying, "If you go too far, you will get into trouble"? 

Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: We must educate people honestly about the effects of drugs. We cannot issue 
propaganda against drugs because we would lose the target audience immediately. We must recognise that 
young people, in particular, take drugs not only because they have some psychological problem as has 
often been suggested, but rather because they actually enjoy the experience. If the fact is not recognised 
that people take illicit drugs because they enjoy the experience, in the same way that people drink wine 
because they enjoy the experience, we will not reach fIrst base. That requires a level of honesty and 
maturity that we have not achieved in our society to date. I can see that the Minister for Transport may be 
on the cusp of adopting a more sophisticated approach. I welcome that and I will certainly send him some 
literature to encourage him. 

Hon E.J. Charlton: I would be very interested to have a proper debate on the issue some time and find out 
how you think we will assist young people. You say the campaign against drugs has failed for the past 
seven years; a long time ago when I was a young fellow we did a whole range of things that were not 
acceptable to society. Many people experiencing drugs now do not manage to survive; that is the sad part 
about it and that is what we must address. ., 

Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: It would also be very interesting to compare the statistics. I cannot guess 
which decade the Minister is talking about but I presume it was a decade of cars in which young men and 
young people probably died of other causes. There was massive overdrinking, car accidents and so on. 

Hon E.J. CHARLTON: We now have all the bad things from the past and drugs as well. 

Hon AJ.G. Mac TIERNAN: It is interesting to look at the statistics. There has not been a single death 
attributed to cannabis in Western Australia. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: Because they don't stay on cannabis. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTiERNAN: No, that is not true. 

Hon E.J. Charlton: Well, some people do, some don't. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTiERNAN: Yes; however, comparison of usage rates shows that about 30 per cent of 
males below the age of 40 are regular users of cannabis. That is a substantial proportion. There has not 
been one cannabis-related death yet there have been thousands upon thousands of alcohol-related deaths. 

A member: How do you know? 

Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: It is quite factual. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: The member is also not acknowledging that nobody has died from having half a dozen 
stubbies every now and again; the problem is when you have a few more. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTiERNAN: That is right, but then I ask Hon Eric Charlton, if his concern is for young 
people and their health and welfare, why legalise a drug such as alcohol which has a track record of killing, 
on his own admission, thousands and thousands of people, and make illegal a drug which has not caused a 
single death? Where is the logic? 

Hon EJ. Charlton: It is because people can have a few drinks and not die or get cirrhosis of the liver. The 
difference is that you can have a few beers and then not have any for six months -

Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: Even if a person smokes 60 cones in a day, there has not been a single death 
from cannabis use. I ask the Minister for Transport why the drug is banned. I would be fascinated to 
know. I would also be very interested to hear his account -

Hon E.J. Charlton: Simply because the medical people whom I suppose it suits me to listen to say that 
cannabis use does not stop there but goes on to something else, and those are the people who die. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: It is a great issue and perhaps we could set some time aside for further debate. 

Another issue I would like to raise relates to the Builders Registration Board. Members are well aware that 
I am a critic of much of what the board does. I recognise it has an extremely difficult job and that it is 
un~er-r~sourced - and for that it has my sympathy. However, there are enormous problems in the way in 
whlch. its affairs are conducted. There is a huge crisis in confidence among consumers about the 
effectlVeness of the Builders Registration Board. I know that this has tended to fallon deaf ears -

A member interjected. 
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Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: Not at all, but certainly it is an organisation which requires massive reform. 

I refer to the case of Jean and Kim Baker, who bought their house with their parents-in-law, David and 
Valerie Gray. They contracted-

A member interjected. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: No; this business is already ruined. Unfortunately it is the poor home buyers 
who are likely to be ruined by this episode. 

A member interjected. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: We will talk about Kestrel Homes another day. I would be very interested to 
hear Hon Ross Lightfoot's support of Kestrel Homes in a few months. 

Jean and Kim Baker and David and Valerie Gray were about to enter into a contract with a company called 
Wayburn Nominees Pty Ltd. They found that Wayburn Nominees was experiencing grave financial 
difficulties and an administrator had been appointed. However, they were consoled by the Builders 
Registration Board. The board decided to launch an inquiry into Wayburn Nominees to see whether it was 
able to meet its fmancial obligations. The board having concluded its inquiry, Wayburn Nominees assured 
Mr and Mrs Baker and Mr and Mrs Gray that the company was in a secure position and that it was able to 
discharge its obligations as and when they fell due. It appears that the basis for this finding was that - and 
it is very nebulously described - Mr John K wee of a company known as Olympic 2000 Homes would put 
some money into the account of Wayburn Nominees and would provide the Builders Registration Board 
with monthly updates on the financial position of Wayburn Nominees - obviously not an undertaking that 
has been successful. 

Nevertheless, the Grays and the Bakers continued the arrangement believing the Builders Registration 
Board's decision or judgment could be trusted. They entered into a contract with Wayburn Nominees Pty 
Ltd, notwithstanding the company had been under administration. 

A member: Was all this set out before the Builders Registration Board? 

Hon A.J.G. Mac TIERNAN: It certainly was. It turned out - and I do not blame the Builders Registration 
Board for this - that a substantial error was made in the construction of the home; in fact, it was erected in 
the wrong spot. As a result the value of the land was diminished by about $28 000 because easements over 
it had to be taken out. That is about 20 per cent of the value of the home, which is a substantial sum. 

The matter was taken before the Builders Registration Board complaints committee and the preliminary 
hearing commenced some months later on 4 August. On 8 September the full hearing commenced under 
the chairmanship of a Mr Raymond. It must be remembered that the Builders Registration Board now has 
a number of panels each of which is chaired by a lawyer engaged by the board on a part time basis. 

A member: The overall chairman is Mr Paul Marsh, who was appointed by Mrs Yvonne Henderson in 
1992. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: That is right and I certainly have a lot of time for Mr Paul Marsh. 

A massive expansion in the number of complaints before the building complaints committee has taken 
place, as we predicted would happen. As a result a range of panels was formed, chaired by these 
supposedly independent lawyers. Most of these lawyers appear to be barristers who have a background in, 
and are practicing, construction law, the relevance of which will appear later. This case took many months 
to reach the first hearing on 8 September. At the hearing the name of the builder was given as Wayburn 
Nominees but, interestingly enough, Mr John Kwee, who supposedly represented Olympic 2000 Homes, 
was cited in the documentation as managing director of Wayburn Nominees. The solicitor appearing for 
Mr Kwee and Wayburn Nominees sought to have the matter adjourned. To give Mr Raymond his due, 
fortunately he refused such an adjournment. We have brought many other cases before this place in which 
there has been an extraordinary willingness on the part of these chairpersons to grant adjournments to 
builders seeking to delay the case. In the event, the matter was only part heard and was agreed to be 
relisted on another day. The matter was set down for hearing on about 13 November. 

A member: Are you getting this information from Mr Marsh? 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: I received some from the constituents and some from answers to questions 
from the Builders Registration Board. 

A member: You are getting other information from the Builders Registration Board. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: Yes; some of this information is from the Builders Registration Board. 

A member: From Mr Marsh? 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: It is from Nigel Lilley, who is the officer in charge, and I have to say a very 
powerful officer in charge -

A member: Isn't that improper? 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: The information was provided to me by the Minister for Fair Trading, so I can 
only presume that in the course of parliamentary questioning -
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A member: It was coming direct to you from the Builders Registration Board prior to a dispute being 
settled. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: I am not going to waste time. It was not coming to me direct. If the member 
had bothered to listen to question time, he would know I have asked several questions trying to gamer 
information on this case. 

A member: Are you denying that you get it from Mr Marsh? 

A member: No, she hasn't said that. Don't put words into her mouth. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTiERNAN: The point is we have this case on 8 September; there was an attempt to 
railroad the case altogether, nevertheless it was part heard and then set down for hearing on 13 November. 

The Bakers and the Grays then received a telephone call from a member of the Builders Registration Board 
in early November who said, "Oh, sorry. About that case of yours that's due to come up next week, we've 
got a little problem with it. Mr Raymond is now acting for the building so he can't continue to preside over 
the hearing of your matter." How cosy! As we have been able to reconstruct events, I suggest there was a 
deliberate attempt on the part of Mr Kwee, allegedly the managing director of Wayburn Nominees, to 
railroad this whole process. He was unable to obtain the adjournment he wanted; he could see from that 
first hearing that there would be a finding against the company and he was doing what he could to disarm 
the process. 

Interestingly, Mr Kwee was well aware that Mr Raymond was the presiding officer of the building 
complaints committee in this matter. On 23 October Mr Kwee's architect, Mr Phil Faigen, contacted 
Mr Raymond and asked him to do a job for Olympic 2000 Homes. That in itself is very interesting. It is 
very rare for an architect to be able to instruct a barrister directly. Indeed, part of the articles sworn by a 
member of the independent bar is not to accept a brief from anyone other than a practicing solicitor. That 
occurrence is therefore very strange. Having achieved that, Mr K wee then telephoned Mr Raymon ... and 
to give him the benefit of the doubt, quite possibly Mr Raymond was not aware of the connection between 
Olympic 2000 and Wayburn Nominees - and told him of this conflict of interest. The case was then 
adjourned. Mr Raymond said, "I will still hear the case but this time I'll hear it as a mediator." Members 
can imagine how satisfactory that would be to the home buyers who had a very legitimate grievance. 

The hearing on 13 November was cancelled, because Mr Raymond was tainted by acting for the builder. It 
was relisted on 16 January. At that hearing the Grays and Bakers comprehensively won the case and were 
awarded damages of $32 000. Alas, as they struggled to have that judgment executed, they found that on 
15 December 1995 Mr Kwee and the directors of the company had applied to the Australian Securities 
Commission to have the company wound up as a member's voluntary liquidation. This was discovered by 
the Grays and the Bakers by accident when one of them was flicking through the public notices section of 
the newspaper in February. They investigated the matter with the ASC, which advised them that that 
application had been made on 15 December 1995. This presents to members a very clear scenario: We 
have a building company which I question should ever have been allowed to continue to operate after it 
went into administration on the vague promise made by another company. When the prospect arose of an 
adverse finding against it on 8 September 1995, it sought to sabotage the hearing by invoking -

A member interjected. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: Yes. I am drawing inferences here but they are quite reasonable in the 
circumstances. As a member of Parliament who is very concerned about abuse of process I feel quite 
entitled to draw those inferences. It defies any probability that this set of circumstances could have 
occurred without a deliberate intent on the part of the builder to pervert and corrupt the hearing that had 
taken place and was further set down for hearing on 13 November. 

A member: Say that outside the Chamber. 

A member: You couldn't say that outside the Chamber; you'd be sued. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTiERNAN: When I receive further information from the board I will. 

A member: You'd defend Satan. That's your problem. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! Let us cut the interjections across the Chamber. 

Hon AJ.G. Mac TIERNAN: As I said, 13 November was the day on which the hearing was listed. 
C~incidentally, two weeks before that, the presiding officer of the hearing was strangely engaged by the 
buIlder to undertake private work for his other company. Between the time the matter was set to be listed 
and when it could be relisted with a new chairman, what happened? The company attempted to go into a 
voluntary liquidation. For members who are not familiar with company law it is important to understand 
that a company can go into voluntary liquidation only if it can show that it does not have any outstanding 
~ebf:S a&ainst it. Of course, it would want to postpone a judgment against it so it could sneak the voluntary 
hq~lIdatIon through, sign the form and say there were no liabilities. These innocent home buyers, who 
rehed on the representations of the Builders Registration Board that the company was solvent and able to 
operate, subsequently found that the company had no money. Not only that, the operator Mr John Kwee, 
who was supposed to have given all these undertakings, seemed to have deliberately sabotaged the 
proceedings of the building complaints committee in order to weasel his way out of having to pay the -
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Hon P.R. Lightfoot: On your own evidence, he did the correct thing. He went through the right channels. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: I do not understand what Hon Ross Lightfoot is saying. I am saying that a 
very clear inference can be drawn from the facts. How else can it be explained that out of the blue the 
chairman of the panel was engaged by the builder? How else can it be explained that between the time of 
the original hearing and the relisted hearing this company raced off in secret to the Australian Securities 
Commission, knowing that this case was outstanding, and declared it had no debts and requested that the 
company be wound up? It is a complete disgrace on the part of the Builders Registration Board. I am not 
suggesting that Mr Raymond was knowingly involved in the matter, but it points out that the procedures in 
place in the Builders Registration Board are clearly inadequate. Such a situation should never have arisen 
in which a matter that is part heard -

A member: Your Government appointed Mr Marsh to the Builders Registration Board. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: We are not talking about Mr Marsh, for God's sake! The member has an 
obsession with Mr Marsh. Clear procedures must be put in place so that such conflicts cannot be engaged 
in inadvertently. I believe the situation was engineered by the builder, but if people operate as presiding 
officers on the building complaints committee, mechanisms must be put in place to ensure that these 
conflicts of interest do not arise. I would go much further than that-

A member: Tell us about what you think should be done with the board. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: I am telling the member, if he will listen. 

A member: You are not. You have talked about what happened but you haven't said anything about the 
board. 

Several members interjected. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! I call the Minister and Hon Graham Edwards to order. 

Hon Graham Edwards: Excellent speech, and I can't understand why government members should get 
upset about something that should concern them. 

A member: I asked a simple question and I just want an answer. 

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! I ask Hon Alannah Mac Tiernan to address her comments through the 
Chair and other members to stop interjecting. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTIERNAN: A number of recommendations should be made about the structure of the 
board. The first is that at the very least, if we continue the practice of having part time panels and drawing 
barristers from the legal profession who, on the whole, have practised in the construction field, then we 
must set up procedures to ensure that these conflicts of interest do not exist. It should behove any chairman 
of any panel of the Builders Registration Board to check before any new instructions are accepted that a 
conflict of interest does not exist. That was not done in this case, and it is clear that a formal process is 
required to prevent its happening in the future. 

I will go further and say that we must look very seriously at abolishing the whole notion of part time 
panels. The prospects of a longe: term conflict are very profound. One could well understand that a 
chairman of a panel would be loath to make a finding against a powerful and influential builder upon 
whom he might at some future stage rely for instructions. A stage has been reached when the building 
complaints committee must be upgraded and formalised as a full time tribunal. The workload is certainly 
there to warrant such an upgrade. This is a most unfortunate case in which, at every tum, the home buyers 
have done the right things. They have taken the proper precautions, they have consulted the board, and 
they have gone through the formal processes, only to find that they have been tricked and deceived in the 
most alarming fashion. At the very least they have been the victims of some very shoddy practices on the 
part of the Builders Registration Board: Firstly, in allowing Wayburn Nominees, notwithstanding its 
fmandal problems, to continue on the very unsound representations of Mr Kwee; and, secondly, in 
allowing these sorts of conflicts of interest to arise without putting in place proper procedures to prevent 
them. 

I refer briefly to a workers' compensation matter although there is a great deal to be discussed on this issue. 
As members know, profound changes took place to the system of workers' compensation on 1 March 1994. 
Two years have now elapsed and we can move beyond a theoretical critique of this legislation. The issue 
of workers' compensation is very serious and profoundly affects the lives of many thousands of Western 
Australians. I admit that some positive developments have occurred in those two years. Certainly many 
disputes are being dealt with quicker than they were under the old system. It is also true to say that there 
have been significant reductions in workers' compensation premiums, although I believe they are not quite 
as great as is sometimes argued. 

The Opposition shares the Government's concern - and always has - about the level of workers' 
compensation premiums because it recognises that they are an impediment to employment growth and they 
must be considered very carefully. However, the benefits we have identified have come at a price which 
we believe is too high for many injured workers. I will set out one of the injustices in the system which 
will not be dealt with in any way by the legislation proposed at a later stage to be introduced into this 
House. The new system of workers' compensation introduced a conciliation phase in which an injured 
worker and the insurer in dispute met with a conciliator to see if differences could be ironed out. If the 
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matter is not resolved, it goes on to semiformal proceedings before an individual WorkCover officer, 
known as the review stage. An important element here is that there is a general prohibition of legal 
representation at the conciliation stage. It can be approved only where the conciliation officer and both 
parties agree. 

It is important to understand that generally most workers do not even ask because when they receive their 
letter from WorkCover advising them to attend the conciliation, they are told that they cannot bring legal 
representation. At the review stage the presumption continues against legal representation, although it is a 
little easier to overturn. Either both parties or the conciliator agrees. Exceptions to agreement are a rarity. 
A comprehensive survey undertaken by the Workers' Compensation and Rehabilitation Commission in 
August 1994 showed that over 90 per cent of injured workers were unrepresented at either the conciliation 
or the review stage. Some 6.7 per cent were represented by unions and about 3 per cent were granted 
entitlement to be represented by a legal practitioner. 

A very grave unfairness arises from that: A worker, who has never applied for workers' compensation 
before and who could not normally be expected to have any understanding of workers' compensation, is 
required to attend a hearing and pit himself against a full time professional employed by the insurer who 
does the work of representing the insurance company day in and day out. That is hardly a level playing 
field but that is what occurs when legal representatives are taken out of the system. An extraordinary 
statement is made in a document produced by the Workers' Compensation and Rehabilitation Commission. 
It states -

[Quote unable to be checked.] 

The ease of access to dispute resolution and the lack of formal technical legal proceedings has 
meant that representation by legal practitioners is minimal. It is not the ease of access and it is not 
the lack of formal technical legal procedures that has resulted in this lack of representation. It is 
in fact the reality that legal practitioners are barred. ., 

I want members to be aware of these figures because they do not seem to have received any attention or 
publicity anywhere. When those workers who had appeared before these various tribunals unrepresented 
were surveyed, it was found that 50 per cent felt that they had been badly treated as a result of not being 
represented. They felt they had been severely disadvantaged and gave the following reasons: They had 
insufficient experience or knowledge; they had been intimidated; insurers were more experienced and thus 
at an advantage; they did not know what was going on or were confused; they did not understand legal 
jargon; and they were not allowed legal representation. 

The Opposition will take up this matter again when Parliament resumes, but I ask members to give serious 
consideration to the injustice and unfairness inherent in that system. 

nON M.D. NIXON (Agricultural) [10.00 pm]: I thank the Governor for his speech to the House, which 
gives an opportunity not only to hear the Governor but also to thank him for the way in which he conducts 
his services to the community throughout the year. Certainly other members have paid tribute to the very 
fitting manner in which he performs those services. 

During the recess many of us became involved in that extracurricular activity known as a federal election. 
As a country Liberal I believe it was an excellent election, not only for the Liberal Party generally but 
particularly for country Liberals. We now have 14 Western Australian Liberal members in the federal 
Parliament, incuding six in the Senate, three of whom represent rural Western Australia. One new senator 
is Dr Alan Eggleston, who is the ex-Mayor of Port Hedland, and he will, of course, represent the iron ore 
industries and that area of the north, which has not been represented for a long time. Two of the other 
members, Winston Crane and John Panizza, are well known farmers in the eastern areas of the rural sector, 
and they will represent rural Western Australia with great distinction. 

One issue that comes out of elections is that not all people are winners. That applies to both major parties 
and also to independent and minor parties. Certainly all those candidates who made a contribution to the 
democratic system must be thanked for the effort they made. In many cases, candidates are successful only 
because they have the support of other candidates who are running in seats in the same team. Almost all of 
them depend on a huge group of volunteers who support them in the electorate, and all groups depend on 
professional staff who make a tremendous contribution. I pay tribute particularly to the State Director of 
the Liberal Party in Western Australia, Peter Wells, a former member of this House, who made a 
tremendous contribution to the Liberal Party success during the election. Members who know Peter 
recognise that he works harder than probably anyone I know. He also has excellent political judgment and 
the ability to come up with the right answer at the right time. He is to be commended for his efforts. 

I became aware of many things while knocking on doors throughout the electorate. The result achieved 
was due largely to the fact that small business, in particular, had certainly had enough. Over the years, it 
h~ found taxation an enormous burden. Many small businesses on whose door I knocked were operating 
WI,th far ~ewer people than they had a few years ago. That, of course, is reflected in unemployment. They 
saId, "It IS not worth employing people. I used to have five or 10 people, or whatever, and I have cut it 
~ack. I have only one or two now, and I am just as happy working on my own because employing people 
IS not, really worth the effort." That is a dreadful indictment. However, not only small business supported 
the LIberal Party but also many of the employees of small business, and even large companies. I suppose 
the reason they supported us is because they realised either that their boss was having a tough time and in 
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the long run that might influence their job prospects, or that it would be very difficult for their children to 
enjoy the careers that they had enjoyed. 

There have been many great contributions during the Address-in-Reply. Hon Kim Chance, who also 
represents the Agricultural Region, commented that the overseas balance of payments problem is easier to 
service now than it was some years ago. That may be true if one just takes the basic amount and multiplies 
it by the interest rate. Of course, the community is concerned because it looks at it differently; it realises 
that the debt is escalating at the rate of about $19b a year. Although it is escalating at that rate, the total 
debt has not increased that much. The reason it has not increased that much is that during the period there 
has been quite a dramatic increase in the value of the dollar. Currently, it is well over 78¢, an increase of 
about 8 per cent in the past 12 months. If that is compared with the pound sterling, $2 easily buys £1. 

The value of the dollar is extremely important for people in the export industry. The beef and wool 
industries, for instance - unlike the grain industry, which is enjoying good times - are now suffering, 
largely because of the revaluation of the Australian dollar. This is due to a peculiar set of circumstances in 
that America is not only Australia's greatest beef market but is also Australia's greatest beef competitor. 
The increase in the price of grain has interfered with the lot feeding industry in the United States of 
America and has forced more cows back onto the USA market from a record cow herd. Australia exports 
into the hamburger market, so our sales to America are affected. America is then forced into being more 
competitive, because of the relative values of the exchange rate, and exports to Japan, which in tum is also 
a major market for Australian beef. In the long run, this leads to decreased prices for Australian producers. 

An issue that did not arise during the election was the republic, to which Hon Alannah MacTiernan referred 
earlier. If Mr Keating could have got it up and running, I am sure it would have become a political issue. 
However, the average Australian felt that if it was not broken, it did not need to be fixed, and was prepared 
to leave it alone; so it never became a political issue. 

Hon Derrick Tomlinson: Mr Keating made it a focus of his election campaign, however. 

Hon M.D. NIXON: He tried, but people were not interested and it died a natural death. It is interesting to 
note that the recently retired Governor General, Bill Hayden, who describes himself as coming from a bog 
Irish background and who has been a republican for most of his life, has examined the situation from the 
inside and has understood its importance. He has come out in support of not only the institution but also in 
broad terms the actions of John Kerr. He states that overall, in his view, Australia would gain nothing from 
a dramatic change to a republic. I suppose that means that many Australians are nationalists at heart and 
want something unique to Australia. Certainly the cars they drive are no longer unique, nor is the music to 
which they listen, and the companies for which they work are probably multinational, so perhaps they 
should have a republic rather than share a Queen with Britain. However, although the system we have is 
not unique, it has certainly been specially adapted for Australian conditions and works very well. 

Having just experienced a federal election, we have all learnt, within the parties as well as between the 
parties, that probably nothing is more divisive than an election. The nature of an election is that people 
take sides and run campaigns to support their arguments, and before we know where we are, people finish 
up head to head. A democracy is a very important system, but it certainly does not lead to unity. One of 
the great features of our parliamentary system is that our head of state is not elected, unlike America, where 
presidents are elected. America is undergoing an election campaign at the moment. The electors must 
choose someone to run for the Republican Party, and having elected their candidate and having put him 
against the Democrat candidate, whichever side wins by a few per cent must then lead America and hope 
that the country will unite behind him as President. That is not very realistic. 

In broad terms, while our system does require certain adjustments from time to time, it works well. It 
certainly does not require radical change. However, I hope that the possibility of a republic will be 
discussed over time with logic and realism, where we go through the effects of any changes step by step so 
that what we do adopt is an improvement and not an untried step that will lead to difficulties. 

We imported from Britain not only our democratic system, but also many other things, among them foxes 
and rabbits. Hon Kim Chance dealt in his speech with the rabbit calicivirus and expressed some concerns 
about the fact that it had escaped and was now on the mainland. I think all Australians would express some 
concerns about a disease which was in quarantine but which, by whatever means, escaped onto the 
mainland without proper introduction. However, at this stage, it is very much on the mainland and there is 
no way that we can stop it arriving in Western Australia. It is important to ensure that it arrives in such a 
manner that it does the job for which it was intended; namely, to reduce the rabbit population. It is also 
important to ensure that there are no undue side effects from this disease. If the rabbits were wiped out, the 
other half of the equation, foxes, would undoubtedly tum on our native animals and birds, many of which 
are in reduced numbers, and that would create huge problems. 

Western Australia has many conservation groups, a large number of which are in my electorate. The 
Mallee Fowl Preservation Group is very positive; it does not stop people doing things, but finds other 
means of trying to preserve the mallee fowl. The mallee fowl is an interesting bird. It is one of very few 
mound building birds. The mallee hen starts to lay eggs at about two years of age. The birds can live for 
about 30 years and they mate for life. The male has to produce the home, so he digs a hole and lines it with 
leaves, and up to 30 eggs can be deposited in the mound. It is important to maintain the temperature of the 
leaves at about 33 degrees. The eggs are then covered with leaves and gently covered with soil. 
Eventually, the spontaneous combustion of the leaves warms the eggs and they hatch. Because they are 
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hatched by the male, the young are very well brought up, to the extent that within 24 hours they are not 
only able to climb out of a hole up to a metre deep but can fly, and from that stage they are completely 
independent. This demonstrates that when the male turns his hand to raising a family, he can do it with 
great expertise. 

The problem is that many areas in the Agricultural Region have been cleared for agricultural production 
and some of the habitats of the mallee fowl have been thinned out. Fortunately, it does very well in some 
of the national parks and certainly in the pastoral areas which fringe the agricultural area, so some natural 
habitats remain. However, for these birds to survive, we must understand their habits - which is what the 
Mallee Fowl Preservation Group is doirig - and we must also control the vermin, because they are certainly 
affected by both foxes and cats. Members of the group are involved in burying eggs which have been 
treated with 10.80, a naturally occurring poison which does not affect our native flora and fauna but is 
deadly on the imported species which have not built up an immunity to it, and they are able to maintain 
some control of the cats and foxes in these areas by those carefully laid baits. Unfortunately, cats are a bit 
harder to control than foxes because foxes do dig for the eggs. 

Rabbits are a tremendous problem for mallee fowl because they destroy the leaves and so forth by killing 
some of the small shrubs used for building the nests. Fire, particularly if it is in only a small area of park, 
can also be a serious problem. If it burns the leaves, it may be two or three years before there is enough 
suitable material for the nests. I commend the work done by the Mallee Fowl Preservation Group. It has 
made a significant contribution to the maintenance of one of our native species which would certainly run 
the risk of extinction if it were not cared for. 

Members of Parliament, of course, become involved in many diverse projects in the service of their 
constituents. During the recess I received a telephone call from a friend asking me to contact the Minister 
for Health, who was on holiday. As members can imagine, he was trying not to be found, and the acting 
Minister was in the Eastern States. Many members will recall both on television and in The West 
Australian the case of a 27 year old mother of two, Peta Herrera, who required a heart transplant an~had to 
be transferred to the Eastern States. Obviously, at that stage it was necessary to locate the Minister, whose 
assistance was required for the transfer. CRA generously donated the use of its executive jet for the trip 
across. Having become interested in the matter, I became aware of the general issue of transplants. I knew 
that it was a new project in Western Australia but had not really studied the details. It is interesting to note 
what actually happened. 

Most members will recall that about 30 years ago, Christian Barnard pioneered heart transplants with the 
first operation. Unfortunately there were rejection problems and it was not until the mid-1980s that the 
immunosuppression factor, cyclosporin, was discovered. This drug made it possible for patients not to 
reject the transplanted organ. Indeed, at this stage one patient has survived for 24 years; in other words, 
almost back to the time of the discovery of that drug. Certainly in that and other cases, heart transplants, 
although not commonplace, are often successful operations. 

A patient who requires a heart transplant must obviously be carefully selected as being suitable for the 
operation. The patient must be relatively young and fit - apart from the heart - and generally have the right 
attitude towards the operation, which obviously involves some trauma. The right support from family and 
friends is vital; obviously a person who is suffering from near total heart failure is never very well and 
needs all the help he or she can get. Royal Perth Hospital was chosen as the institution for this unit because 
it had the necessary expertise to perform bypass operations in Western Australia. The Federal Government 
funded the unit's operation in Western Australia - as it has in all States, in the first instance - but it expects 
the States to take over the operation in the long term. There is absolutely no doubt that because of Western 
Australia's distance from the other States, it needs its own transplant unit if it is to provide this service to 
Western Australians. It simply costs too much and is very difficult for Western Australians to visit the 
Eastern States for the time it might take for them to undergo a heart transplant. The average waiting period 
for the operation is about six months. Royal Perth Hospital has already performed seven transplants, and 
s~wen patients are currently waiting for the operation. Unfortunately, one heart transplant recipient has 
died. 

Donors are usually people who have sustained a head injury and been pronounced brain dead. They must 
be under 55 years of age, and generally the heart and blood groups must match those of the recipient; in 
other words, a small person or a young person would need a similar sized heart and correct blood grouping 
for. a ~~ccessful operation. Generally speaking, the difficulty with transplants in this State is the 
B:vaIlablhty of suitable donor organs. Although some of us have made that little mark on our driver's 
lIcences, the main reason for raising this matter tonight is that I believe all Western Australians, now that 
the transplant operation has become a normal part of medicine, should consider seriously their ability to 
d~nate or~~s. As I said, it can be shown on the driver's licence, but it is important to discuss the matter 
With famlhes well away from the time of the trauma of a violent accident so that families are happy that 
certain o~ their members are willing to donate their organs. The Australian Medication Association has a 
form avrulable for prospective donors, and a register is kept at Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital. I encourage 
all members under the age of 55 to become heart donors, and indeed donors of other organs. It is important 
that members think now about becoming dQnors. 

The cost of a heart transplant operation is about $14 000. I find that quite surprising, because I thought it 
wo~ld b:e ~ lot more than that. The total first year's care amounts to about $78 000. Even at that cost, I 
belIeve It IS pretty good value. In the case of Peta Herrera, certainly there is no way in which the life of a 
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young mother of 27 years can have a value placed on it. I have no doubt that $78 000 would be money 
well spent from the point of view of the family, and that it would also be a sensible contribution from the 
community and of good value to the taxpayer. 

Currently lung transplants cannot be perfonned in Western Australia. I suppose the next step in the 
operation process to include this technique is cooperation between Sir Charles Gairdner Hospital and Royal 
Perth Hospital so that clinicians can work together to perfonn the operations. If there is continuing 
deterioration of a heart transplant candidate's heart, and no organ donor is available, it is possible to go 
onto a ventricular assistance device - just as one can have kidney problems and go onto an artificial kidney 
machine. However, that really helps only to keep the ventricle pumping and the blood circulating until 
such time as a donor heart is available. It is a portable unit, and once it is fitted to the patient, that person 
can move about, go to the gym and so on, and maintain his or her good health. However, no such machine 
is available in Western Australia. Three, and possibly four, patients may have to be transferred to the 
Eastern States to receive this service. It is very difficult for Western Australians to go over there because it 
costs about $70 000. It also means that patients are removed from their friends and relatives to make that 
trip. It makes sense that before long ventricular assistance devices be installed at Royal Perth Hospital. I 
am told that a minimum of two machines are required in case of one machine failing or two candidates 
requiring treatment at the same time. It costs about $lm in the first year to set up a unit. The people with 
the expertise would probably cost more than the actual machines required, but after that, costs should settle 
down to about $500 000 a year. I suggest it should be part of a heart transplant unit at Royal Perth 
Hospital. We must take the next step and add a ventricular assistance device. Western Australia must take 
this direction if it is to continue being at the forefront of health services in Australia. 

HON W.N. STRETCH (South West) [10.24 pm]: I wish to express my thanks to the Governor, Major 
General Philip Michael Jeffery, for opening the Parliament. I appreciate the work he does throughout the 
State, especially in our electorates, where he has been a visitor on many occasions. Both he and 
Mrs Jeffery make an outstanding impression on the people they so willingly go out of their way to meet. 
They have been frequent visitors to the south west and I have not found anyone who has not been touched 
by their sincerity and interest in the everyday things that people do around the State. We are very fortunate 
that the Government chose to appoint such an outstanding couple to represent Her Majesty in a position 
which plays a very special role in the Parliament of Western Australia. I wish to address several topics 
tonight but, as my colleague has said, we are moving towards the witching hour so I will keep my remarks 
as brief as possible. I also congratulate John Howard and his federal Liberal team on their stunning 
victory. I do not think anybody believed that such an outstanding victory was possible. Years ago 
Malcolm Fraser's 34 seat majority was called a landslide and now the John Howard victory of 
approximately 44 seats is an unbelievable win. The result is of tremendous credit to John Howard. 

One of the people who, for better or for worse, helped shape my interest in parliamentary politics was the 
late John Heannan, a fonner Speaker of the Legislative Assembly in this State. He was an outstanding 
member for Blackwood and a very strong and forthright person. One of his sayings was that in politics 
only three things matter - probity, patience and persistence. If any words describe John Howard, it is those 
three. He has been around for a long time. He has taken a belting from political opponents - from both 
sides of the fence at times. He has never wavered in his devotion to his country or his party. He has now 
received his just reward, and willlf'ake a great Australian Prime Minister. I wish him well. 

In a similar vein, most people, indeed all Liberals, were very pleased - maybe stunned also - by the 
electoral success of Jeff Kennett in Victoria, the man everybody loves to hate. Labor Party members have 
always assured us that Jeff Kennett would go down as soon as people had an opportunity to vote against 
him; that he would be a nine day wonder and would disappear. That has not happened. He went down to 
the wire in a difficult election, never wavering, holding his course, believing that what he was doing was 
right, leading strongly and never hiding his intentions from the public. He is a very open person where his 
politics are concerned and, I believe, in every other way. He cast his bread upon the waters. The people 
respected his strong leadership whether they agreed with it or not, and he achieved a very significant 
victory. 

These election results demonstrate very clearly that the people of Australia are looking for strong, upright 
leadership. They are looking for probity, patience and persistence. They have turned their back on 
Governments that do not provide sound financial management. It has long been political wisdom that 
people do not really care about the economy and they are not interested in the national debt. However, the 
last few elections around Australia have proved that that is not so. People have much pride in their State 
Governments and the Federal Government. They seek certain things and the Labor Party has failed to 
deliver those things in government. People are responding to good management. They are sick of pork
barrel politics - the reckless buying of votes of individuals and special interest groups and organisations. 
~s they observe their States being run down to near bankruptcy, they finally realise that that is starting to 
Impact on their lives and their businesses. 

In Victoria, which has a proud and established business community, people did not take kindly to the joke 
that the new capital of Victoria was $2. That really hurt. They had always thought it was Melbourne, but 
when they heard that joke they felt it was an insult because they had allowed their State to be run down in 
that way. People rebelled and took the business community with them. Similarly, in South Australia, with 
its major losses and a scandal involving the State Bank, people turned their backs on Labor and said that 
that party was not fit to govern. It will be some time before those two States get back on track. 
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We are all aware of what happened to the Western Australian economy under a Labor Government, but I 
will not dwell on that any longer. The State has now turned the corner. It is under sound management 
which is creating more jobs. I concede that there are still more unemployed than we would like to see. 
However, in that context, it was interesting to read the editorial in The West Australian tonight because it 
reflects on debate in this place earlier today. The editorial highlights training, which I want to address. I 
will not rehash the events that occurred earlier today, because that would be improper. Suffice it to say 
there had to be a change in the ethos of training and the philosophy of how people should be trained to 
meet the challenges of a rapidly changing and infinitely more technological work force. 

Recently I spent some time with Hon Norman Moore travelling in my electorate looking at training and 
opening T AFE college wings. What is happening now is very significant. When opening the facilities the 
Minister made the point that training under a Labor Government had gone the wrong way. Too much of it 
was aimed at giving people part training and providing token skills which still left them virtually 
unemployable. It could be a generalisation, but in many cases it was felt there was not enough 
coordination with industry to develop and produce the types of graduates that were needed. Tonight's 
editorial in The West Australian explains the situation very well. By way of interjection a member stated 
that most of the training was federally funded and administered by various state and commonwealth 
agencies. There appeared to be a huge diversity of organisations delivering the training and that seemed to 
be the problem. For instance, at Collie in my electorate at long last a very exciting power station project is 
to progress. I will refer to that in detail later. Both the industry and the community at Collie have been 
aware for years that one day a Government would provide the resources to develop a project which would 
require the employment of technical and advanced labour skills. Two or three different organisations were 
competing and yet not cooperating sufficiently to enable people to get suitable training to fit that project. 
The Collie shire and employee and employer groups got together and consulted the power station consortia 
and put together a training package for the local TAFE and the Bunbury South West College of TAFE. 
Two or three years ago they started getting these people in. The difficulty is getting enough of the right 
people who are interested to carry on the training; the success rate is not good. To their credit tiey have 
managed to train and employ two Aboriginal people who are working on projects in and around the power 
station. However, they are not as skilled as we would like to see them in the future. A lot of attention must 
go into that side of it because like most towns there is a very high Aboriginal unemployment level and it 
has always been my belief that four essentials are required for working the Aboriginal people back into the 
Australian community. Employment plays a very big part and it is essential we manage training schemes 
to enable them to do that. There are other reasonably technical requirements from other parts of the 
industry, other trades; these are going reasonably well. However, there will never be enough people trained 
in time. The boom and bust nature of Australian industry and project development throws great stresses on 
the supply of sufficiently trained labour. With the amount of development projects coming on-stream now, 
we have a solid base to start training people who can be guaranteed some sort of continuity or at least 
opportunities for continuity of employment. This should make a huge difference. I agree with many of the 
things Hon Alannah MacTiernan said about training. However, under the heading "Guest workers are not 
the answer", tonight's editorial in The West Australian said-

The former government's pre-election advertising campaign for Working Nation was based partly 
on an extravagant claim that thousands of people who had been through the scheme were "job 
ready". If the experience of Specialised Welding is typical, those claims will be seen to be 
political ... 

The word used to describe it is unpublishable, butit means nonsense. Earlier, the editorial states -

There are indications that the Keating government was motivated as much by a political 
imperative to try to hide the level of unemployment - particularly among young people - through a 
range of ostensible training schemes as it was by a recognition of the need to diagnose and attend 
to the skill shortages in the labour market. 

~ am sorry Hon Norman Moore could not be here tonight to partake of that debate. He had another very 
Important function to attend; that is, Western Australian gymnasts and tennis players being required to go 
to Can~rra to train. He has gone to Canberra to put this State's view on the importance of keeping these 
people 10 their home environment, if at all possible. I think the House will understand why he is not here. 
I hope that at some stage he will make a ministerial statement on the new attack on unemployment and on 
th~ ~aining methods of fitting people for meaningful jobs in industry and not giving them the sort of part
trammg that has left them, as the editorial says, off the unemployed list but unable to make the full 
quantum leap into the list of very employable and available workers. 

Wel~ing is not just welding; I can weld and make things stick together. However, there are many scales of 
weldI~g up with gas pipelines, which is a skill that is not easily attained. Although Hon Alannah 
MacTIern~n claimed that a trained welder can be turned into a highly specialised shielded arc welder, or 
whate~er, 10 10 weeks, practical experience shows that often it takes a lot longer than that. The difficulty is 
that ~Ith the speed of construction of many of these projects these days, there is not 12, 15 or 18 weeks' 
lead tIme to put those people in. 

Hon Tom Helm interjected. 

Hon W.N. STRETCH: That is right. 

Hon Tom Helm interjected. 
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Hon W.N. STRETCH: I take the member's point Experience on many of the projects in the south west 
has been that it takes a little longer than that in lead time to get enough people onto the project. 

Hon Tom Helm interjected. 

Hon W.N. STRETCH: I know. We will not extend the debate too long as we do have homes to go to. 

A member interjected. 

Hon W.N. STRETCH: Fortunately, I missed that. Industry will always have to find skilled workers at 
short notice and I, like Hon Tom Helm, hope that workers can be trained as quickly as possible to fill these 
jobs. Everything possible must be done to prevent this sort of thing happening in the future. The projects 
coming on stream because of the confidence generated by the Court Government will ensure there is scope 
to train people to be specialists in their field who will be assured of meaningful employment. 

One of the offshoots of the federal election was an interesting letter published in The Australian on 
7 March 1996. It said a lot of things that a Liberal would say about previous Labor Administrations. It is 
something I have said in this House many times, but it is worth repeating, because the letter was written by 
a very proud blue-collar ALP member from South Australia. I will read the letter to the House because it 
holds not only a salutary lesson for the Labor Party, but also a commentary on what has happened to the 
Labor Party and indicates why it might be in trouble. It is written by Frank Nielsen from Queenstown, 
South Australia, and it reads -

Before the election fades into history, as a blue-collar ALP member in South Australia's Labor 
stronghold of Port Adelaide let me say this: 

I am sorry that one of the two practical blue-collar members of the Labor Party in this House is not in 
attendance, but one is certainly here. To continue -

Nationally, the ALP's 170 candidates comprised about 130 with university or similar 
qualifications, 19 were lawyers, and over 50 had Arts or lesser degrees for their quasi-professional 
careers like nursing, teaching, etc. but very few the harder disciplines such as medicine and 
science. 

We products of the horrors of the big Thirties Depression, who were in the Labor movement 
before the present controllers of the ALP and ACTU were born, are angered that middle-class 
opportunists who Paul Johnson called Australia's "indoctrinated pupils of the second-rate Marxist 
dons who infiltrated the campuses in the sixties" have now brought the political party of legends 
like Chifley and Curtin to its knees. 

Mick Young ruled Port Adelaide with over 60 per cent, now Rod Sawford gets back with 48.83 
per cent - down 5.39 per cent - which means that for the first time in a hundred years most 
"Portonians" didn't want Labor. So be proud of yourselves, you middle-class Laborites posing as 
Fabian Socialists, because you are the only ones who are. 

I hope the genuine Labor Party people we know and trust will display a copy of that letter somewhere in 
Trades Hall or elsewhere and use it as a building block for gaining the respect of the Australian people, 
which they have lost in fec!eral elections and many state elections. 

Hon J.D. MacLean: Most of the people at Trades Hall are liniversity educated and have no trade 
background. 

Hon W.N. STRETCH: That may be the case. I do not have the membership lists and I am not privy to the 
secrets of Trades Hall. Certainly, they are not over-represented in organisations which tend to be more 
agrarian in their background. I will take the member's word for it. 

It has been said that weak oppositions, which is the case around Australia, are not really good for 
Governments. A Government likes to have a huge majority because it puts it in a very comfortable 
position - in some instances that may not be the case. The good thing that has come out of recent elections 
in this country is the strong polarisation in lower House elections back to either Labor or conservative 
parties. An organisation does not do its best work when it has minorities holding the balance of power. A 
good example is the situation which prevails in the Senate; that is, no Government, regardless of its 
political persuasion, can govern with decisiveness. 

This nation must return to a system where any Government that has the majority in both Houses can 
operate according to its mandate, or its perception of its mandate. I reiterate that this applies to both major 
political parties. Every three or four years, whatever the case may be, the people, either on a national or 
state basis, have the opportunity to vote for the party of their choice. Compromise is the worst form of 
Government and countries do not advance under that situation. A major party which must compromise 
with a minor party bases most of its decisions on compromise. This does not take away from that fact that 
good Governments can still form a coalition. 

The Labor Party, being 50 years older than the Liberal Party, has learnt to manage the differences within its 
organisation probably better than the Liberal Party. A coalition Government operates successfully in this 
State and the Commonwealth. The Labor Party has managed to weld its factions into a tight umbrella and 
it is the better for it. Bargaining and most of the blood-letting is done, as we do, within the party forums 
and a solid agenda can then be presented to the people. After all the role of government is to tell the people 
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where they should be going and where the country is heading. The art of survival is to lead in that positive 
direction - as Jeff Kennett has done. However, the Government must be wary that it does not get too far in 
front of the field, because if it disappears over the hill it might find that suddenly the people are not there. 
That situation puts certain pressures on leadership. However, it is worth it in the end because people will 
then have that opportunity to see where the Government is going without having to kowtow to a Democrat, 
a Green or whoever might have the balance of power at the time. 

I believe there will be a watershed for Australian politics and that it is not far around the comer. Changing 
technology, the changing nature of the work force and, in particular, the amount of leisure time becoming 
available to the Australian people are issues that have to be accommodated within the political system. 
These changes are putting strains on various sectors of the community and on various portfolios; they are 
issues that we have to consider very seriously. The trouble with politics is that it is a short term business 
occurring in three or four year bursts, whereas many of the changes that a Government needs to make in 
the interests of good government are of far longer duration than that. 

In that context one of the tragedies of such debate is that the environment is endangered when it is meddled 
with for political expediency; that is, a short term objective is mixed with a very, very long term objective. 
The old forestry department used to have l00-year working plans. It had its cutting, clear felling and 
replanting programs set out 100 years in advance. The department could predict what it would be doing 
that far ahead. It then scaled the programs back to more comprehensible terms of seven, eight or even 10 
years and cutting programs were clearly identified. 

In 1983 there was severe political interference in the management of the forestry department. Everyone 
now accepts that that occurred for political reasons. Different parameters altogether were set for a very 
important industry. Since that time the environment movement and the timber industry have become the 
meat in the political sandwich. They have been pushed this way and that way and that has led to a lot of 
environmental tragedies such as the lessening of the road and stream reserves and some of the buffer zones 
which were so important to those overall management plans and which were set out for up to 50 ~s or, 
in certain cases, 100 years in advance. 

As parliamentarians we must be particularly aware of our responsibility to look at the long term 
implications of what we do. We must look beyond the next election or the next two or three elections and 
have long term agendas. We have been given a very special trust: To manage the State for the betterment 
of all the people for the long term. It is not something we take on lightly. When we are sworn in we take 
on the trust of the people and that puts particularly heavy loads on our shoulders. We must be very 
cognisant of the dangers of what we do and the effects a long way down the track. 

I want to address several issues relating to my electorate and the area adjoining it. Landcare has been 
referred to by many previous speakers, so I will not go into it in any great detail. The threat of salinity is 
the bogey brought out all the time. It, too, is one of those issues that can easily be distorted by politics and 
that is not a good practice. The advent of the decade of Landcare was a good initiative but, unfortunately, 
like training, it started to become a political employment stunt. Whenever there was a problem with 
unemployment another group of people would be assigned to writing reports, doing studies and otherwise 
using the money. The tragedy is that the Government has a great number of reports - a pile that cannot be 
jumped over - but very little practical experimentation and programs on the ground. Landcare committees 
were extremely valuable in that they focused public attention on land care and the problem of salinity. The 
growth of the land conservation groups has been very positive and they have achieved some excellent 
work. What saddens me is that somebody will always come to talk but it is often difficult to get someone 
to come with a level to mark out where contour drains should be and advise what trees to plant. Books and 
reports can be read; a study group can be formed; a part time adviser from one of the colleges can come 
down to write a thesis on why that particular paperbark should have survived in the middle of a saJtpan -
that is all very practical and a good build-up of knowledge. However, it is not actually addressing the 
problem on the ground, which is where it all starts. 

Hon Kim Chance interjected. 

Hon W.N. STRETCH: Yes, we have. If the money allocated in the decade of Landcare had been put into 
practical projects we would be a long way in front. The honourable member is correct. We have a lot 
more knowledge but I do not believe we are any wiser. 

Hon Kim Chance: In terms of access to technicians, we have actually gone backwards rather than 
forwards. 

Hon W.N. STRETCH: In a way, yes. A person used to be able to ring the old agriculture department and 
say, "I've got a waterlogging problem; can you send out someone?" That person would come and wander 
around and have half a day -

Hon Kim Chance: You could get an agronomist and a technician -

Hon W.N. ,STRETCH: Yes, but now we get only endless reports. I do not want to be too critical because 
aw~eness IS a very valuable thing. The public support that has been engendered for Landcare and the fight 
agamst salinity is valuable. Groups like the Men of the Trees were working long before the decade of 
Landcare an~ have now suddenly experienced a rush of support from other members of the community 
who are helpmg and achieving significant results. 
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The thing that concerns me about Landcare - and I have raised it many times, including with the chairman 
of Landcare, Rex Edmondson - is the question of drainage. Western Australia is unique in that many of its 
landforms are actually former seabeds, so there is an inherent salt load in certain parts that will always pose 
a problem to the development of shallow rooted agriculture. Fortunately, most of that country is already 
crisscrossed by natural drainage lines such as the lake system. Providing these lines are kept open and 
flowing out to sea the salt cycle can be kept open. Members may not be aware that in a year in an area like 
Manjimup, for example, rainfall contributes approximately 50 kilograms of salt per acre of land. One can 
imagine the effect of dropping a bag of raw salt on good pasture land to get an idea of the accumulated salt 
build-up. It is not a lot per drop of rain but the consistent precipitation and the (depositing of that salt over 
the land causes a build-up over millions of years. 

When a river is dammed or when the natural drainage lines silt up - as they do over many of the sand plain 
areas leading towards the coast - there is no way for that salt to complete its cycle by getting back to the 
sea. Drainage has been what I have often described as the "bastard child" of Landcare: Everyone knows it 
is a problem but nobody wants to own it Drainage has to be looked at seriously because there has to be a 
way of getting the salt back to the sea from whence it came. Like any equation, if a block is put in the 
middle, the figures do not work out at the other end. The conventional wisdom seems to be, "Whatever 
you do, do not move the water. It must be made to sink into the ground wherever it falls otherwise it is 
wasted." Unfortunately, that is not valid because there are areas where a lot of drainage is picked up from 
other farms and landforms and even from forests, where it will accumulate in certain places. If this 
accumulation cannot be led back to the sea a build-up will occur elsewhere, which will be deleterious to the 
quality of that land. 

Salinity and salt encroachment is certainly a problem, but it should not be overemphasised. The 
resourcefulness of Australian agriculturalists since the very early days has managed to overcome these 
problems as they have arisen. Salinity is simply another challenge to the ingenuity of Australian scientists 
and farmers. As I said, Landcare groups have helped enormously and with goodwill and commonsense -
and not looking for too many short term fixes - we will overcome it Members of Parliament must support 
the coordinated thrust towards the solution of the problem but not get too deeply involved in the program. 
Otherwise, the result will be as we had with a decade of Landcare: Too many experts and not enough 
people working on the ground. I urge members to take more notice and to think more deeply about 
drainage and the salt equation, because unless we deal with it and open up the various conduits to the 
ocean, we will have ever-increasing problems. 

The damming of rivers for water supply and other uses also is a problem. If a natural drainage area is 
blocked the result is deposition of silt as well as salt in drainage areas. We may have been negligent with 
dam design in the past by not allowing for total scouring down to bottom depth. I know a lot of the dams 
do allow that but quite a few of them do not. If there is 100 much interference in the natural flow, all kinds 
of problems can arise, such as the situation in the Peel Inlet and other areas. I was very encouraged 
recently by comments the Minister made concerning future dam constructions. He postulated that they 
may not be the way to go and that we must look more closely at protecting and recharging our underground 
aquifers. 

Hon Phil Lockyer's comments earlier today in respect of the northern rivers and his reference to the 
Burdekin and the Lockyer Rivers were particularly apt. I did not know about the Lockyer River - it must 
be a pretty good one! If we can direct the water -

A member interjected. 

Hon W.N. STRETCH: Do not be cruel. It was his last Address-in-Reply speech and a very interesting 
one. I will leave it at that. 

We must look at the source of our future water supplies for our growing population. It seems that if more 
underground aquifers such as the Yarragadee formation can be utilised and the recharge accelerated by 
directing some of the surface water into the recharge areas rather than damming it up in big weirs it will be 
a better use of our most precious resource. 

A member interjected. 

Han W.N. STRETCH: The metropolitan area has particular difficulties because of the very nature of the 
development. I am referring to the bigger formations away from settlement. The point I am making is that 
we must avoid the very things that the member has raised: We must manage the recharge of the aquifers -

A member interjected. 

Han W.N. STRETCH: That has been encroached upon by settlement. I am referring to further down in the 
massive Yarragadee formation where there is still the opportunity to manage the recharge areas. That 
could well be a better alternative to surface storage if we could redirect water into the underground aquifers 
and keep them topped up. 

Hon Sam Piantadosi: Why not redirect and retreat our sewage rather than pump it out into the ocean? 

Han W.N. STRETCH: Yes, there are many alternatives. The member and I have debated these things on 
many occasions in a very good spirit. I respect the member's experience and I hope my somewhat more 
ethereal but possibly wider views on the issue are also respected; we are kicking in the same direction. 
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It was a great pleasure to attend the opening ceremony of the construction phase of the Collie power 
station. As a member for the area for 13 years I have had a very good time with the Collie power station. I 
attended two luncheons hosted by the former Premier, Carmen Lawrence, when all the deals were "signed, 
sealed and delivered apart from a couple of t' s to Cross and i' s to dot". We then waited and waited. Peter 
Dowding came down to the twenty-fifth celebration of Muja and we were all waiting with bated breath for 
the big announcement that the power station was going ahead. It did not come. Everyone went away 
disappointed. They took their 25 year medallion and said, "Thank you very much", they enjoyed another 
good lunch and away they went. I forget which company or Minister came next, but again we enjoyed a 
splendid community luncheon and a short address from the Premier in which it was said again that it was 
all ready to go. However, the international financiers packed their bags and quietly stole away because at 
that stage they had no faith in the Western Australian economy. They were very doubtful about the State's 
ability to service its side of the deal and the whole thing fell into a hole under the Labor Government. 

With the change of Government some very difficult decisions had to be made. The Collie community was 
fomented to a frothy-mouthed stage about the power station being 600 megawatts or nothing. That was the 
reality facing the Government. I will not go through the long, sad story about how we had to cut it back to 
300 MW to make the figures work but at least the project was progressed. There it is now, a solid project 
going ahead with trucks delivering concrete day and night. Labor people in Collie have said to me, "We 
really think you might be dinkum about this one. We always worry about you Liberals because you pull 
out at the last moment." I replied, "Just go out there and have a look at it She's on her way." Major 
construction has occurred, foundation work is virtually finished and even the old timers now admit that the 
power station will be built this time. It is a fantastic project and there is a lot of confidence in town 
because of it. 

As I said earlier, there is a shortage of skilled labour and there will be further shortages -

A member interjected. 

Hon W.N. S1RETCH: Yes, all those people. The work force is starting to gather momentum. At .,resent 
they are involved in foundation work and concrete pouring and the training group in town has done a lot 
The drivers of the concrete trucks, who had been reduced, under the previous Administration, to installing 
small factory floors, footpaths and things like that, are now buying new trucks to keep up with the demand. 
The amount of concrete in a power station is incredible. Many drivers and operators had to go through a 
locally arranged upgrading and retraining course and the town is now directly gaining the benefit of that 
initiative. 

The development of the new mine to service the power station has restored confidence in the Department 
of Minerals and Energy. The enlarged office in Collie is now responsible for the mining operations taking 
place there and in the south west. It has been a very successful decentralisation move and it is creating 
more employment and more business concentration in the town itself. Collie is an interesting town. I have 
known it since 1959. It has been through ups and downs but it has survived. There is a wonderful spirit in 
the town. When the underground mines closed almost simultaneously in the 1960s everyone thought that 
would be the end of Collie, but somehow it survived. People retrained and the open cut operation took 
over a lot more of the coal supply. Then we had the State Energy Commission, the finding of gas and the 
change to oil in Kwinana. These things happened predominantly because of industrial relations issues, but 
I will not dwell on those problems. An industry can be pushed so far and now the mining work force has 
come to grips with the fact that the world is changing, supplies are changing and there are viable 
alternatives. To the great credit of the entire community, including the mining unions, the challenge of 
change has been accepted. It is not easy and it is not cheap and it has cost many families dearly, but it is a 
tough old world out there. 

I sometimes smile when people say that they have suffered a cut of 8 per cent in real wages. My son has 
suffered a cut of about 60 per cent in real wages for the past two years in the sheep and wool industry. We 
know what it is like; it is very tough for a while but if one is flexible and determined enough a way can be 
found to make up those shortfalls and one plans for better times. My son's is not a special case; he is one 
of a multitude throughout industry, both primary and secondary, who suffer these fluctuations. The great 
thing about the Australian spirit is that these people just pick themselves up, dust themselves off and start 
allover again. It is not easy and no-one pretends that it is. 

The future of mining in the south west is very sound. Approximately one-third of the mineral production 
of Western Australia comes from the south west. The contribution that that area makes to the State's 
economy is often overlooked. 

Hon John Halden: The interesting one is the biggest gold mine, isn't it? 

Hon W.N. S1RETCH: Boddington is incredible. It was found by accident The company was trying to 
prov~ up laterite for more bauxite and came up with the biggest open cut gold mine in the southern 
hemIsphere. There is a very large open cut mine at Kanowna Belle. Boddington was one of those 
extraordinary anomalies. 

Hon Kim Chance: I had no idea Kanowna Belle was so big. I was there the other day. 

Hon W.N. S1RETCH: A geologist friend who did a lot of the early pegging work for Hancock up north 
and who knew the Pilbara like the back of his hand said that it had every mineral known to man. However, 
he guaranteed that there was no real gold south of Perth even though I suggested that there were traces of 
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gold around Donnybrook. He said, "Forget it, there's nothing there." Then we have this extraordinary 
anomaly. 

Hon Kim Chance: Gold is where you find it 

Hon W.N. STRETCH: Yes. One of the other very interesting things in my electorate has been the 
development of the tree planting projects. That brings into question the location of the new pulp mill for 
the pulp paper industry in the south west of the State. It is a remarkable turnaround and one that has been 
seized upon by many previously purely agricultural enterprises. The previously purely agricultural 
enterprises are now planting a lot of Western Australian blue gums and a few Tasmanian blue gums, 
although the Western Australian gums are better if they can be obtained. The site of the pulp mill is the 
$64 000 question. 

Hon Kim Chance: I hoped you would make an announcement. 

Hon W.N. STRETCH: No. Many shire councils have asked me to make that announcement and I have 
resisted the temptation. I have simply told them, as I advise members now -

Hon Kim Chance: It starts with a big K. 

Hon W.N. S1RETCH: It will be a totally commercial decision which will be made by the proponent 
company. 

Hon Kim Chance: Kanowna? 

Hon W.N. S1RETCH: No, I would not lay short odds on Kanowna or Kwinana. 

Hon John Halden interjected. 

Hon W.N. S1RETCH: I could lead the member to many very attractive sites in my electorate. 

Hon John Halden: I am sure you could. 

Hon W.N. S1RETCH: However, the proponent will decide the site of the mill and while everyone goes 
into hysterics about the planning requirements for various sites, the reality is that the company will make 
the decision. The infrastructure will then be planned. Buffer zones are available in most places, and it is 
quite evident the proponent will be guided by the five main features required to set up such an industry. 
More important than that is the area the proponent can utilise to plant the trees. One could construct the 
best pulp mill in the world but we must plant enough to avoid the need to import chips from native forests 
in Indonesia to feed a pulp mill - or some equally absurd situation. We must put a great deal of research 
into further drought proofing of the blue gum species - the Eucalyptus globulus. The work by the 
Department of Conservation and Land Management in developing the Western Australian blue gum is 
significant, and the species is now growing faster and better. However, we also need a genus that can 
survive in drier areas, thereby increasing the catchment area. At present there are limitations with regard to 
the rainfall zone in which the trees can be planted, and it is necessary to expand that. Of course, that will 
be done in time. As we can develop cereals which grow in places where it was once thought they could not 
be grown, producing yields that seemed unreachable, so progress will be made with these trees. It has been 
found that the fastest growing pines, far from being those located in Boddington and Dwellingup, were 
those on the south coast around Albany. 

Hon John Halden: Is state forest envisaged to provide pulp as a total of a quantity? 

Hon W.N. S1RETCH: From the timber industry residue? 

Hon John Halden: Yes. 

Hon W.N. STRETCH: I cannot give the figures on that. It is a very important component of the pulp mill 
feedstock. 

Hon John Halden: It cannot be very much - not much more than 25 per cent. 

Hon W.N. S1RETCH: It is a huge amount. 

Hon John Halden: As a percentage of what is needed for the pulp mill, and as a percentage of the total 
production from state forest, it cannot be much more than 25 per cent 

Hon W.N. S1RETCH: I do not think it is much more than that. It will be in that ball park figure, but I 
cannot give a quantified figure. I am sorry Hon Jim Scott is not in the Chamber, because I am sure he 
would interject if he were. The important point is that the woodchip industry is a very important 
component of general forest management. The woodchip mill is hard put to chip enough log to maintain 
an adequate level of forest management. Members will know that some farmers get permits to clear land to 
plant trees, and the farmers have some difficulty getting their logs picked up to go into the chipper because 
of lack of time. If the capacity of the chipper is reduced, it will reduce the opportunity for CALM to best 
manage some of its forest areas. In the past that forest residue was put on the floor and burnt, or it was left 
to become a mulch to feed the grubs and insects and every other thing that might hide under rocks. The 
reality is that most of it had to be burnt to enable the process of replanting the young trees to give good 
forests for the future. This is a very complex subject. 

The pulp mill is a very exciting prospect for the south west. I hope that the decision will be made soon. It 
would be an important development for each of the communities vying for this project. I am not choosing 
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favourites because I think all those communities are in my electorate and, therefore, it would be both 
economically stupid and politically inept to do so. Wherever it is located, I hope the proponents will make 
a decision in the next few weeks. 

Hon John Halden interjected. 

Hon W.N. STRETCH: Yes, there are many problems. I refer to another important aspect; that is, transport 
routes in the south west. 

Hon John Halden interjected. 

Hon W.N. STRETCH: Yes, they do indeed. The Minister for Transport is doing a superb job on road 
construction and reorganising the railways. 

Hon Kim Chance: He has so much money, it is not surprising. 

Hon W.N. STRETCH: The road construction needed for the pulp mill will be a burden for both the 
proponent and the Government. As with so many other matters, we must give consideration to road 
construction needs for the future. Most of this State's road systems have developed from horse tracks and 
wagon tracks, and have been built up over the years. We must adopt an approach to our road system 
similar to that adopted by the Americans, and look 50 years ahead. There is no way the size of trucks will 
be smaller or that axle loadings will decrease. Trucks will be longer and loads will be heavier, thus 
increasing the axle loadings. There is no point putting our heads in the sand, hoping it will not happen. It 
is happening now and the existing system is being strained to its limits. We must consider the total issue of 
road construction and particularly the way foundations are constructed. Some wonderful advances have 
been made in road construction in W A, achieving mileages of tarred surface at very low cost. However, 
those roads are deteriorating under the impact of modem transport, which is getting bigger and faster. We 
must construct better road bases. I know Main Roads is carrying out research on this matter, but it must be 
processed even further and faster. We are being overtaken by the transport revolution, as has h!t'lpened 
with so many other technologies. We must address this matter, which affects everyone in this State and not 
just the transport operators but also those drivers who want to get away from the big trucks. We must 
consider designated transport routes, such as the routes used by trucks feeding the chip mill at Diamond 
Tree. Those roads are dedicated to those trucks, and other motorists use them at their own risk. We must 
consider the establishment of more industry roads, possibly in partnership with the Government, because 
the cost of infrastructure is so high that it may be necessary to levy a compulsory contribution from 
companies as part of the agreements made. A toll system may even be a consideration, although I hesitate 
to use the word. If a heavy transport dedicated route were constructed, I am sure most industries party to 
the original agreement would be happy to use it. However, as other companies began to use that road, it 
would be fair for them to meet part of the cost of that structure. We must consider some method whereby 
industries that follow the original industry make a contribution to the road system. 

In conclusion, I wish the Court Government continuing success. I thank the Governor for the leadership he 
has shown and the honour he has bestowed upon us by opening this session of Parliament. I support the 
motion. 

RON B.K. DONALDSON (Agricultural) [11.23 pm]: I support the motion moved by you, Mr Deputy 
President (Hon Barry House), on the Address-in-Reply. It was a lengthy, most interesting and informative 
expose of the south west region. Certainly all members in this House were much wiser -

Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: Had more knowledge, but not necessarily wiser. 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: Certainly our knowledge increased dramatically and I felt we were wiser. It 
was a very good expose of the south west region. I congratulate the Governor, on not only his address to 
the Parliament on the opening day but also his contribution to Western Australia. Major General Jeffery 
and Mrs Jeffery have been made very welcome in Western Australia and their warmth and keen interest in 
people's everyday lives are appreciated. The Governor is also taking a keen interest in the Government's 
activities, which is a healthy state of affairs. 

Hon John Halden: He is probably as concerned as we are about it. 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: I do not think he is concerned; I think he is proud to be Governor of a State 
which is so exciting. In the years I have been involved in politics, I have never seen such an air of 
enthusiasm. I am sure that it is generated by my colleagues in the Agricultural Region. 

Opposition members interjected. 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: I will deal with that matter in a while, because I think it is very important. 

Hon John Halden: Have you been to Tammin lately? It is dying on its knees. 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: I am very confused. I have been a member of this place for three years and in 
the past 18 months I have heard a great deal of rhetoric from members opposite about the so-called 
elect~ral reform with one-vote-one-value. Hon Bob Thomas allocated some time during his speech to the 
q~estIOn of one-vote-one-value. I was raised as a country boy and was taught to respect other people's 
VIews, although one may not agree with them. That is an important principle. The President has often 
expressed the same view to members in this Chamber; that is, although we may not agree with the views 
expressed by other members, we must listen to them. I listened to the comments made by Hon Bob 
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Thomas, but I found them confusing and hypocritical. On the one hand the Labor Party has challenged the 
electoral distribution in Western Australia and, almost at the same time, it is roaring around the mining and 
pastoral areas signing up every possible person eligible to be on the electoral roll in order to retain a seat 
that on the first draft of the Electoral Commission on the redistribution -

Hon John Halden interjected. 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: No, the member is putting words in my mouth. That seat was intended for the 
south west. That is why the comments by Hon Bob Thomas confused me, because he is a member for the 
South West Region. However, he opposed the provision of that additional member for the people he 
represents. It is amazing and confusing. 

Hon John Halden: It is a wonder you did not want another seat in the Agricultural Region for the National 
Party. 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: In view of the income generated by the Agricultural Region, it is probably due 
for another seat. Of course, the system does not work that way. 

Hon John Halden: Are there some sheep out there you want to put on the roll? 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: With regard to one-vote-one-value it is interesting to note what the Labor Party 
was trying to foist on the people of Western Australia. They would walk away from those people in the 
mining and pastoral areas that members on this side of the House represent - country members who 
supported the retention of the seat in the Kimberley. I am amazed that the members of the Labor Party -
the doyens of across-the-board-representation - are walking away from rural and remote communities. It is 
important to remember that, and I am sure people in those regions will remember it at the next election. 

Hon J.A. Cowdell interjected. 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: I have not yet dealt with Hon John Cowdell. 

Hon J.A. Cowdell: It is a spurious argument. 

Hon John Halden: If you knew exactly how many votes we needed to win, you would love one-vote-one
value because you will not like the figure needed at the next election. I am sure Hon B.K. Donaldson 
knows the figure. It is not easy like 50:50. 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: I will return to that point in a while. It is surprising to learn that people like 
their members to visit them. They do not want to communicate with them just by telephone or fax 
machine; they like their members to be among them. They take great joy in meeting their parliamentary 
representatives. Surprise! Surprise! I hope at the end of the day we shall talk about equity in 
representation. It is all very well to move to one-vote-one-value, but members opposite want to move to 
one-vote-no-value in those areas in which the wealth of this State is created. I acknowledge that some 
electoral reform may be needed as the population grows. All realists must recognise that. Some changes 
will occur as the growth continues along the coastal zone. 

Hon John Halden: It is all very well to say that, but what will be the compensation? 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: Bearing in mind the predicted growth for 2010 and 2027, between now and 
2005 there must be some electoral reform. Generally people in Australia live in coastal zones. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan interjected. 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: The Federal Government introduced the fringe benefits tax that made it almost 
impossible for companies to establish those towns. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: Yes, the Federal Government put the burden on those people; it was not our 
Government. It was warned about that. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: I am raising my voice in order to be heard above the noise. I must apologise for 
that; it is unlike me to raise my voice. However, I felt I had to-

Several members interjected. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: Mr President, I can remember your looking at me that way during my 
Address-in-Reply contribution in 1993. I sat down in a great hurry at that time. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: I would like to refer to Hon John Cowdell. 

Hon J.A. Cowdell interjected. 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: No, I am on very safe ground; I can have this debate at any time. Hon John 
Cowdell's contribution was interesting: He elaborated and gave an overview of committees of this House. 

The Delegated Legislation Committee met this morning rather than tomorrow morning because this 
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Chamber will not sit tomorrow. Unfortunately, as a result of that, two Liberal members and one Labor 
member were missing. I looked around the group of five that made up the quorum and noted that there 
were four non-government members and me. In spite of that we dealt with a number of regulations and 
reports. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: I did; I felt warm and fuzzy when I walked out of the meeting. 

Hon John Halden: And there was no petty ambush, was there? 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: I was still the chairman. 

Hon John Halden: We did not ram something back to the House. 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: That does help, of course. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: I suggest to Hon John CowdelI that perhaps he should put his hand up during 
the next Parliament for membership of the Delegated Legislation Committee. If he were a member of that 
committee, he would find out how true committees really work. I should return to the major issues that I 
know the President would wish me to address. 

I draw members' attention to the Chief Executive Officer of the Chamber of Mines and Energy, Mr Peter 
Ellery, and the opportunities that the chamber, the Minister for Mines, Hon George Cash, and his staff 
provide to members of this House to undertake informative tours. I know that many members of this 
House have availed themselves of the opportunity to go on these tours - they are an excellent opportunity to 
see what is being done. The producing companies, exploration companies and associate members of the 
chamber are fortunate to have a man of Mr Ellery's competence, ability and ambassadorial skills. • 

Several members interjected. 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: He is tremendous. It is a great credit to the mining industry that it has been 
able to take on board this public relations exercise to bring home to the people of Western Australia -
especially the environmentalists and conservationists - that mining does not rape and pillage this State of 
ours. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: No, mining companies have been very responsible. I know that Hon Mark 
Nevill would be the first to acknowledge that. The Nifty copper mine that he found -

Several members interjected. 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: Yes, a small percentage. I have previously referred to the Nifty copper mine 
and the downstream processing that is undertaken. We are very fortunate to have the opportunity to be 
kept so well informed about what this resource industry is doing. It is providing a great deal of value not 
only to the economy of Western Australia but also to the nation as a whole. I am very thankful for the 
tours that are provided for members. As a matter of fact, the Leader of the House will acknowledge that as 
I step off the plane from these trips I usually tum to Peter Ellery and the Minister and ask where we are 
going next. That is an illustration of the sort of enjoyment I get because of the interesting program that is 
provided. Great credit is also due to the Minister's staff and to the mining companies that cooperate so 
well with the chamber. Their hospitality and attention to detail have been first class. We are very 
privileged to have had these opportunities. I congratulate the chamber and Mr Peter Ellery for the excellent 
job they are doing for us as politicians so that we understand the real issues. 

I know that my colleagues have talked a great deal about our Agricultural Region. Of course, as a member 
of Parliament for that area -

Several members interjected. 

!Ion B:K. DONALDSON: Hon Kim Chance would also acknowledge that. We have very diverse 
mdustnes spreading from one end of the electorate to the other. We can talk about tourism, mining, the 
rock lobster industry, farming and so on - there are opportunities in every part of the region. In addition, 
one does not need to leave the area for a holiday because the scenery in our electorate, at places such as 
Esperance and Kalbarri, is some of the best in the world. We are very fortunate that we have such 
wonderful natural resources in the region. 

On~ of the other issues I would like to raise is the Coast West program which has been announced and in 
whlch I have had some involvement. The proposal is that shacks will eventually be removed under a 
program whereby leases will be paid for about four or five years. The money thus collected will be used to 
pay for the removal of the shacks - they really have got out of control. A lot of rehabilitation work must 
take pl31ce and many councils or local communities are not in a position to do that work; it is fairly 
ex~nslve: The Coast West program was announced by the Premier and a grant of $350 000 was made 
avaIlable 10 the last Budget, along with some matching money from the Commonwealth. In this first year 
of th~ program's, operation, the total funding will be about $265000. I believe there have been applications 
totallIng approxlmately $l.5m to date, and unfortunately we will not be able to provide that amount of 
money. However, with the Commonwealth's matching the grant dollar for dollar, about $l.2m could be 
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spent on the State's entire coastline. There is a whole list of other priorities to be addressed over the next 
few years, but this is a major contribution by the Government in recognising our pristine coastline. 

It is interesting to note the number of people who naturally gravitate to the coast for recreation. Many 
people who live inland have holiday homes on the coast and they go to those areas with their families. As 
a result, they take just as great an interest in the area as those who live there permanently. They may not be 
living close to the coast but they take a very keen interest in what is happening there. That demonstrates 
the keenness of Western Australians generally, no matter where they live, to ensure that our pristine 
coastline is well managed. Part of that management process is the road from Lancelin to Cervantes. I 
remember speaking in the Address-in-Reply debate in 1993 and making reference to the fact that I had 
been promoting that road for two or three years while I was involved in local government. The firing range 
is in the way a little bit, and whether the Federal Government will continue to have that lease, I do not 
know; that is up to the State Government I know that the Minister has discussed this issue with the 
Premier recently, and certainly all members for the region have been to the Premier and to the Minister to 
raise it. Although it is in the program for 2001 or 2002, we have asked that that be fast tracked. We 
believe it is important not only for tourism and industry but also so that we can manage the coastline more 
effectively. 

I am sure most members will have flown over the area and will have seen the extensive damage being done 
to our coastline by four-wheel drive vehicles. There is a four-wheel drive track beyond Lancelin. It seems 
that everyone in Perth has to have a four-wheel drive vehicle these days and they take to the road beyond 
Lancelin and carve out new tracks. If there is a blowout somewhere, they just move further across into the 
bush. I know the Minister for the Environment, Hon Peter Foss, recently flew over the Pinnacles in a 
helicopter. He knew about some of the damage, but that low flying trip would have opened his eyes. I 
know that the Minister has been promoting this road very strongly and I hope that we can find the funds to 
fast track it. It is vitally important, especially as the Minister and the Government have ensured that the 
road to Leeman and Jurien is close to completion, and that in itself is a major benefit. 

We were very privileged recently to attend the opening of the Batavia rock lobster fishery and a new wharf 
area, which have been established by a consortium of Geraldtor fishermen. This development includes a 
very modem processing plant. I was delighted not only to look at the building but also to note the public 
viewing facilities provided. Tourists can see the operations on the floor without interfering or perhaps 
creating an unsafe workplace. That was quite visionary thinking and I believe that this will become a great 
tourist attraction. It was very pleasing to note that the season opened with tremendous catches. Even with 
the new factory and all the new live pens the lobsters were almost standing on top of one another. It is 
great to see that sort of catch after a very disappointing big bank catch earlier this year. 

There is also the possibility of a direct reduced iron steel mill being established at Geraldton by Kingstream 
Resources. That company is looking at equity funding and I hope that the project will get off the ground. 
One of the great things that may come out of that is the investigation of the new southern transport corridor 
and the establishment of the rail link over the foreshore. Geraldton will exist for a long time and it would 
be a shame to see future port developments go ahead while still relying on the current rail link. Geraldton 
is one of the few towns on the coast that does not face the sea. It is very sad when one stays overnight at 
some of the motels or hotels to find that the buildings shake as the trains pass through the area - although 
there are not many at present. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan interjected. 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: I am sure it does; I have not gone into that issue. 

Another issue I wish to raise is the release for public comment of the Geraldton port and industrial site 
study. This very good report sets the parameters for Geraldton in the future and it has been well received. 
It is the old story: If one is prepared to put pen to paper and explain what is really happening, people will 
understand. There may be a vocal group making statements, but at the end of the day we are looking for 
public consultation. I understand that the report has been well received. I hope that people will view it and 
look at the long term role that Geraldton will playas a regional centre. 

Of course, the new marina development is another issue. I was very pleased to see the relocation of the 
maritime museum abutting the marina itself - the original site defeated its purpose. I have seen indications 
that the Government is prepared to commit funding to that project. There was something in the newspapers 
recently and I hope that that is the case. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: It is a great opportunity, the member is right. I welcome the changes that are 
occurring in that area. I was also privileged to go with the Minister to the Cascade and Lake King road 
opening. It was interesting to note the history of the road and the fact that the farmers pushed that road 
through themselves. It is a pretty good road and it will certainly make a big difference not only to tourism 
but also to the transport industry and those farmers. 

While driving down the road I noticed that the surrounding land is pretty good. The area receives an 
annual rainfall of about 350 millimetres. Although it would be very difficult to clear that land, one day we 
may be required to do so. We would not be able to clear it the way we cleared land years ago; it would be 
done quite differently and salt mapping may be a good way to start. I commented to the people travelling 
with me that I would not mind 4 ()()() ha of that land. It would be quite a challenge, but planned 
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environmentally it would very viable in the long term. It would be a shame if that land were not opened up at some stage. 
Hon Kim Chance interjected. 
Hon B.K. DONALDSON: As I said, it would be very difficult to get that up and running, but I like to think that one day we may see it. 
I referred to the enthusiasm and general change in attitude in country areas in the past two or three years. We have seen a shift in commodity prices, especially in grain, but at long last farmers are getting rewards for their efforts. For a number of years we have had some good seasons usually coupled with a complete collapse of commodity prices - nothing seems to have come together. We had a boom in wool for a short time and that helped many graziers and those who rely very heavily on the wool clip. Although the situation is still depressed, there is a multitude of things to be done to resolve it. It is great to see at long last that there is much more enthusiasm. People have gone away on holidays with a few dollars in their pockets and they have been able to look forward this year to being able to provide an education for their children without having to go on bended knees to the bank manager. I have noticed a tremendous difference when I have been talking to people in these areas; there is a completely different atmosphere. I am sure all my colleagues in the area would have seen that. 
Several members interjected. 
Hon B.K. DONALDSON: At present when driving one must allow additional time to get from point A to point B because no matter on which road one travels, resealing and reconstruction roadworks are under way. Work on the Great Eastern Highway is long overdue. It took tragic circumstances to get the roadworks cranked up. 
Hon Kim Chance interjected. .. Hon B.K. DONALDSON: I am talking about the past few years, and it has not been too good. It is to the great credit of the public of Western Australia that at the end of the day it supports the 4¢ levy on petrol. 
An opposition member interjected. 
Hon B.K. DONALDSON: Come on! Look at the signs. They realise that the other 5.67¢ that was raised also went to roads. It was a commitment of the coalition when it came to government that it would return to the road system in Western Australia the money raised at the bowser. The present Commissioner of Main Roads, or even the former commissioner, Albert Tognolini, will say that previously local government had to fight like hell with Main Roads to retain just 63 per cent of the transport trust fund. In fact, one year it dropped to around 53 per cent. Main Roads was becoming concerned. I was involved in getting the then Minister, Bob Pearce, to institute a report into the road system in Western Australia. He said that he hoped I was not going to use it to bash him around the head over the issue. The report came out late enough for that not to occur. However, it showed clearly that there was an underfunding each year of about $80m in Western Australia just to maintain the existing road infrastructure. It is to the credit of the people of Western Australia that they realise that, and I am glad the Government is erecting signs around the State to indicate that the roadworks have been funded by Western Australians. 
Hon Kim Chance: I'm sorry; I thought you were talking about the Commonwealth. 
Hon B.K. DONALDSON: No, the State has erected some signs as well. Has Hon Kim Chance not been to the Reid Highway and a few such places? 
Hon Kim Chance: I haven't noticed them; but now that you mention it, I did notice one in Bullfinch which stated that the road could not have been built without the assistance of the Minister for Transport, Hon Eric Charlton. The egotism is incredible! 
Hon B.K. DONALDSON: That is a bit rich. One cannot go anywhere, whether it is in the elector(ite or heading home from Parliament, without allowing additional time to account for the roadworks. The beauty of the situation, however, is that I have not heard people complain about it: They know they will have a better road at the end of the day. Main Roads had a good "distance" book. It was publ~shed in 1989 and is an excellent book if one is travelling around the State. It is very simple, but worth having in the car. The book cost about $10 in 1989. I do not know how much the new book will cost or whether it has been updated. 

. 
Hon EJ. Charlton: It has been. 
Hon B.K. DONALDSON: That is good. I was most interested to hear in debate on the urgency motion today a discussion about the lack of skilled workers in this State. When I was with the Chamber of Mines ~d Energy at BHP's new beneficiation and direct reduced iron plant we were asked whether anyone's fnends or relatives were either mechanical engineers or civil engineers, because BHP was desperately short Of. them. Only about two or three years ago mechanical engineers graduating from university could not get a Job. I said to a young friend of mine who works with another company that if he wanted to make some money, he should join BHP on that site for a couple of years. 
~on Kim Chance: I thought Mr Cash told us that the Native Title Act would stop all of this. He didn't say It would cause a boom. 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: No, it is extending the time frame. The company he worked for gave him a 
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couple of tickets to the Australian Football League grand final with breakfasts and lunches at various clubs 
and accommodation and spending money provided. Many companies are now looking after their skilled 
workers, particularly those with engineering skills. One fabrication firm told me recently that it had won 
enough contracts to go through until about the year 2007. It is head-hunting experienced boiler makers and 
welders from other companies. That is surprising. I saw figures bandied around the House today on the 
number of people unemployed in that skills area. I do not know what is occurring, but those companies 
cannot get the workers. I would like to find out where they are. 

Hon Tom Helm: The phone number of the metal workers' office is 481 1511. It has 152 welders and 
boiler makers on its books. 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: I will pass on that information to that company. 

Another issue I will address is mobile telephones. Telstra announced that by the end of this year it will 
have covered 87 per cent of all Australians. That 87 per cent live in Brisbane, Sydney, Melbourne, 
Adelaide, Perth, Launceston and Darwin, plus other regional centres around Australia. It is the other 13 per 
cent who could do with its services more than anything else. At present the technology is available, but at 
a cost of about $6 ()()() a phone, not everybody will rush to buy one for mum and the kids this coming 
Christmas - not unless one works in the mining area like Hon Tom Helm and can afford one. 

The last issue I will address is the recent good news on the national Landcare awards. One award went to 
Beverley; the other went to the World Geoscience Corporation Ltd for salt mapping around Broomehill. 
That process involves the use of electromagnetic overfly by a plane. Over the years many of us have 
undertaken soil conservation measures and wondered why on some farms they worked and on others they 
did not. Although the terrain looked the same, the trees that were planted in some areas died within four or 
five years. There was no reason for their dying because they were up the hill. The technology allows this 
salt mapping to 50 or 60 metres below the surface. The mapping has found dykes, which are a barrier and 
are trapping salt waters. Some of the old ideas about doing things have, I think, been proven quite wrong. 
The salt mapping will not be the complete answer, but it will be a most useful tool in looking at the salinity 
problem. My colleague Hon Bill Stretch talked about this issue. The present cost of the mapping is about 
$5 a hectare for the overfly. A farm management plan and its implementation can cost anywhere between 
$30 to $40 a hectare if the work is done by the farmers to about $100 a hectare if someone is brought in. 
This has been a major breakthrough. 

Many arguments have occurred over the years about the success of the Whittington or Wye salt banks, 
trenching, and the planting of blue gums or other salt resistant trees. However, the salt mapping shows that 
these other factors were unknown. Rather than being discharged, the salt water is being held up by small 
darns - solid rock formations - 30, 40 or 50 metres below the surface, sometimes halfway up the hill. 
People have planted trees on the slopes thinking that they are safe because they are away from the saline 
area; however, the trees become established and the root system gets down into the area and the trees die. 
Some of the work that has been done in the Broomehill project has shown the overlays. It is interesting. I 
look forward to visiting the Broomehill area to look at the benefits and also to understand a little more 
about the technology. The fact that it won a national Landcare award is a good indication that it is a system 
that could be utilised in the fight against salinity. The Minister issued a media statement in August last 
year -

An opposition member interjected. 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: No, I will not tell the member that again, but that the Government is keen to see 
something occur. However, it now comes to the issue of dollars. Another catchment group is situated in 
the Dumbleyung-Moulyinning area. A few proposals have been put forward for that area, one of which is 
whether $1 a hectare should be contributed by the farmers, $2 by the Federal Government - possibly out of 
the Landcare package that Prime Minister Howard would like to see implemented - and $2 by the State 
Government to cover the $5a hectare cost. The other option would be for the Government to do the lot 
and for the farmers to buy that information - a little like the Department of Land Administration operates 
by providing information for sale. There are many ways to look at the issue. I am excited about it because 
it has been a major breakthrough in the area of salinity. It is not something we need to rush into tomorrow. 
However, I would like to see more projects because it has an effect on the upper catchments of other river 
systems. 

The fence at the Dumbleyung-Moulyinning area through Broomehill has much to do with the upper reaches 
of the Blackwood River, which is experiencing problems. For many reasons, not only for Landcare but for 
the environment, both options could playa major role in establishing more projects to understand the full 
implementation of what is needed to combat salinity. Salinity has been around for many years. There was 
a hue and a cry some time ago in The West Australian as though somebody had suddenly noticed that 
salinity had come upon us. Salinity has been around for many years. Many conflicting arguments have 
been put forward and it is about time we had another look at the issue and created a few more projects to 
see whether we can benefit from this new technology. Western Australia has led the world with some of its 
technology. 

I take this opportunity to wish you, Mr President, and my fellow colleagues and their families a safe and 
happy Easter. I thank you for allowing me to run a little over the time I expected to take. I will return to 
the one-vote-one-value debate at another time when it is not so late in the evening. 
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Hon John Halden: And another fairy story. 

Hon B.K. DONALDSON: I do not think so. I thank members for allowing me to contribute to this debate. 
It took longer than I expected, and I will certainly return to the one-vote-one-value debate at another time. 

Question put and passed; the Address-in-Reply adopted. 

Presentation to Governor 

On motion by Hon George Cash (Leader of the House), resolved -

That the Address-in-Reply be presented to His Excellency the Governor by the President and such 
members as may desire to accompany him. 

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE - SPECIAL 

On motion without notice by Hon George Cash (Leader of the House), resolved

That the House at its rising adjourn until Tuesday, 30 April 1996. 

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE - ORDINARY 

BON GEORGE CASH (North Metropolitan - Leader of the House) [12.08 am]: I move -

That the House do now adjourn. 

Adjournment Debate - Skilled Labour. Shortage; Specialised Welding (WA) Pty Ltd 

HON TOM HELM (Mining and Pastoral) [12.09 am]: Members should be made aware of the headlines 
in The West Australian for yesterday, 3 April, and also for today, 4 April, which refer to a probljlln of a 
shortage of skilled workers at a company called Specialised Welding (W A) Pty Ltd. I have been In touch 
with the Assistant Secretary of the Metal Workers Union, Jock Ferguson, who paints a different picture. 
The view of the Metal Workers Union is that there is no shortage of specialised welders in this State to 
cover the current situation, but that in future we will have problems. The view of the Metal Workers Union 
is that the problem could revolve around workplace agreements. The problem could be that the 10 Filipino 
guest workers signed workplace agreements in the Philippines and no-one knows whether those workplace 
agreements were in English or in the Filipino language, which I understand is Spanish. No-one knows 
whether those 10 workers were employed as specialised welders through a contract labour firm on 
15 January, and worked for three weeks at Specialised Welding. The contract hire firm pulled out those 
10 people because the rate of pay was so low that it could not continue to employ them, and neither could 
any other contract labour firm in Western Australia. 

The Metal Workers Union believes we should consider the fact that when Specialised Welding advertised 
throughout this nation for 10 workers, it did not mention that a workplace agreement was in place and that 
the rates of pay would be so low that no Australian would work for that firm. This company offered about 
$9.10 per hour for specialised tradespeople - six welders, two machinists and two fitters. The Metal 
Workers Union has found out that these 10 guest workers from the Philippines are being trained on the job 
to fit in with the requirements of Specialised Welding. Specialised Welding has given these 10 guest 
workers bicycles to enable them to get to work. They have been offered bicycle safety helmets. 

A government member: Do they have to pay fringe benefits tax for that? 

Hon TOM HELM: I am sure that on $9.10 an hour they would not mind paying FBT for the push-bikes. 
The Metal Workers Union intends to make a claim on the company for those workers to get a puncture kit 
so that they can get to work and back home each day safely. 

This argument has absolutely nothing to do with a shortage of skilled labour. As I have said in 
interjections, there are 152 people with welding skills on the books of the Metal Workers Union alone. 
When Specialised Welding applied to the Immigration Department to bring in these workers, the point was 
not that there was a shortage of specialised welders but that the wages that it was offering were lower than 
would be accepted by workers in Western Australia, or, for that matter, in Australia. It was not that 
Specialised Welding could not get those workers in Western Australia, but that it could not get those 
workers in Western Australia at that price. Some members opposite would see nothing wrong with that -
some government workers work for $9.10, or even for 10¢, as long as they have got a job - but the fact is 
that the metal workers have led the push in this State to try to go along with the Government's use of 
taxpayers' funds to develop mineral exploration, and the boom that is taking place - quite rightly, because 
the Government spent money to promote that boom - is also attracting unemployed workers who are not 
Australians. 

The metal workers are arguing, and I agree, that we should spend taxpayers' funds to promote the boom 
and to see this State go ahead, but that should be to provide jobs and training opportunities for the people 
~ho .live here and for their children. This mob has brought in workers from overseas, not for the gas 
pipelIne or the North West Shelf, but for the fabrication shop. In 1982, when employers wanted to import 
workers because they did not have the right people here, they were required to take on one apprentice for 
each employee whom they employed from overseas. However, the apprentices did not keep coming; as 
soon as that short term job was over, the apprentices went too. We do not see the same deal this time. 
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The metal workers are saying, and I am sure Hendy Cowan would agree, that there has been some 
wonderful cooperation between the metal workers of this State and the Government in regard to developing 
greenfield sites, and agreements that will see developers come to the State to open factories so that we can 
have downstream processing of our minerals and go into manufacturing rather than dig holes around the 
place. However, the Metal Workers Union will not stand by and see that there are no jobs for its members. 
The reason that the metal workers have been able to work with certain sections of this Government, 
particularly Hendy Cowan, is that there have been some job benefits, but if the job benefits go overseas, 
there is no point in that cooperation. 

It is important to make it clear - I hope the Press will pick this up - that we are not finding fault with the 
training programs that are available. The Chamber of Commerce and Industry of Western Australia, and 
people on this side who have more knowledge than I have, have said that we are facing a disaster. Training 
programs should be in place now, and the State Government should be playing an active role in training 
people so that they can participate in the boom which will take place. The north west of this State will 
become like California after the gold rush. The boom should not be for the benefit of workers who are not 
Australians. We have unemployed people who have some of the skills that are required and who can be 
trained to do that work. 

We do not know how much those workers are being paid, because these workplace agreements are 
confidential, and no-one knows for sure what is going on, but the evidence is there. A welder has told the 
union the rate that the company is offering. Specialised Welding is saying not that it cannot find the skilled 
labour, but that it cannot find the skilled labour at the price that it wants to pay. It is not good enough to 
say that it is a training problem and that these people from the Philippines have been specially trained. It is 
just a job. Some of our specialised Australian workers, the top ones, go to work overseas - we do not have 
a problem with that - and top workers should come here, but not under workplace agreements and not for 
un-Australian wages. 

Adjournment Debate - Address-in-Reply Speeches; Australian Labor Party 

HON KIM CHANCE (Agricultural) [12.17 am]: I do not want the House to adjourn until I have the 
opportunity to say a few things, particularly because this will be a long break. I want to say, firstly, how 
much I enjoyed some of the speeches given during the broad-ranging Address-in-Reply debate. One of the 
real joys of a broad-ranging debate is that we hear from people from whom we would perhaps like to hear 
more often but the pressures of the Parliament make that impossible. I would like to hear more from 
Hon Murray Criddle, Hon Murray Nixon and Hon Bruce Donaldson; their contributions were excellent. As 
for the speech tonight from Hon Bill Stretch, it is fairly rare in this place that we see a flash of 
statesmanship. I am looking forward to rereading his speech because I was very impressed by most of 
what he said. However, one point needs some correction. Hon Bill Stretch made some unsolicited but not 
necessarily ungenerous comments about the Australian Labor Party. I will not address the point about the 
Fabian socialist. I take up the point about the chardonnay socialist. Other people have made the same 
comment recently. It seems to have come from the result of the federal election and I believe that was the 
context used by Hon Bill Stretch. 

It might be instructive for people to understand the make-up of the Australian Labor Party. The concept 
that the ALP is or somehow should be composed entirely of blue collar workers is a myth. That is a matter 
about which Hon Ross Lightfoot made a rather long speech recently. The Australian Labor Party involves 
a large section of the labour movement. It is one of the very few social democrat parties in the world 
which has the trade union movement as an integral part of its structure. That is the binding strength of the 
Australian Labor Party, and the reason it is the longest surviving socialist party in the world. I believe that 
A.V. Lenin when told about the formation of the Australian Labor Party - which has a considerably longer 
history than the now failed Soviet Communist Party - said that soft socialism would never work. However, 
104 years later it most certainly still exists and has outlived Leninism by decades. 

The other strength of the Australian Labor Party is that it is representative of all groups in Australia. 
Members opposite have some difficulty getting around that point. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon KIM CHANCE: Indeed, it is broad church. One could say it is almost catholic in its representation. I 
thought it would be instructive to look at the former occupations of the Caucus members of the current 
Parliament. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon KIM CHANCE: This will not take a moment. Indeed, it is a very short list and when I read it, 
members will understand just how broad is the representation of the ALP. The list comprises one nurse, 
two journalists, five union officials, five solicitors, four teachers, three court officers, one police officer, 
one electrician, one academic, one doctor of medicine, two small businessmen, one pastoralist, one 
linesman, one social worker, one district officer, one geologist, one rigger, one electorate officer, one 
soldier, one clerical worker, one party officer, and one farmer. That gives us a very good idea of the make
up of the Australian Labor Party. It has never been very different. Historically, the ALP has always been 
representative of a broad group of Australians. It is true that in the past it might have had a greater balance 
of blue collar workers, when blue collar workers formed a larger part of Australian society. However, as 
Australian society has moved, so has the Australian Labor Party. For example, the union movement now 
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represents a much greater proportion of white collar workers. I thought it would be instructive for 
members not to believe the Australian Labor Party has run away from its traditional roots. Those roots 
have always spread across the Australian culture. 

Adjournment Debate - Lockyer, Hon Philip, Intimidating Hon Tom Stephens 

HON JOHN HALDEN (South Metropolitan - Leader of the Opposition) [12.23 am]: I wish to comment 
on some of the issues raised by Hon Kim Chance. It is a pleasure to hear comments by members who 
rarely speak in this place - with one exception! I am aware that the member to whom I refer is not in the 
Chamber at the moment, but I could not care less. He is the one person in this place to whom I pay no 
courtesy. Based on his behaviour tonight, I do not propose to pay any such courtesy in future. Hon Phil 
Lockyer has ranted around this place for days, telling us how he would drop a bucket on Hon Tom 
Stephens. He insisted that Hon Tom Stephens be present in the Chamber to cop his medicine. Last night, 
Hon Phil Lockyer would not begin his Address-in-Reply contribution because Hon Tom Stephens was not 
present. When he finally rose to speak he wanted to know where was Hon Tom Stephens so that he could 
drop a bucket on him. The bucket was the same old line that this grovelling little guttersnipe has delivered 
during my 10 years in this place; that is, some time in the past Tom Stephens was involved in some 
inappropriate, criminal or whatever activity. I am sick to death of hearing about the past. When I 
challenged Hon Phil Lockyer tonight to put up or shut up, where was he? He provided no proof. Indeed he 
has no desire to substantiate his accusations - and that is an abuse of this place. 

I will tough it out with anyone in this place as long as we are clear about the issues. However, it is an 
outrage for Hon Phil Lockyer to carry on his pretence for days. Hon Tom Stephens has had his difficulties 
in this place - as have many other members - but it is not appropriate for any member to be intimidated by a 
schoolyard bully such as the pompous, balloon shaped Hon Phil Lockyer for an entire week. I suggest that 
the Leader of the House should draw this unruly character into line. Hon Phil Lockyer has been a member 
for 14 years and has done nothing in this place. His record is abysmal. He has insulted you, Mr Pr~ident, 
as well as Deputy Presidents. He has insulted the members of various committees by making outrageous 
accusations because he wanted to take his revenge on a few members. I was not one such member. 
However, he wanted to get several members. That is the sort of grovelling guttersnipe that Hon Phil 
Lockyer is. If he thinks he will get away with a character assassination of one of our members, he is 
wrong! 

I do not care where Hon Phil Lockyer is currently or where he will be in future; if he does not put up or 
shut up, he will be in for a surprise. Hon Tom Stephens was very upset today, and I do not blame him for 
that. We are all aware that he is temperamental from moment to moment, but the events of the past two 
weeks have been outrageous. I warn Hon Phil Lockyer that he will not like the bombshell that could be 
dropped by Hon Tom Stephens. He has some incriminating material. I have often protected Hon Phil 
Lockyer in this place because whenever he finds himself in difficulty he seeks my protection. Whenever I 
raise issues or make accusations regarding the Minister for Transport, he seeks no such protection from 
anyone. I respect him for that. We have our differences regarding his statements or his behaviour - and 
mine - but he seeks no quarter. However, the moment Hon Phil Lockyer has a problem he is at my door 
begging me to prevent anyone on this side from raising the issue, and I have always accommodated the 
member. However, I warn him that if he makes one more outrageous unsubstantiated assault, he will dread 
the outcome. I do not make these remarks lightly. I do not wish to take such action, because it is not 
appropriate in this place. However, no member in this place should be expected to tolerate the intimidation 
faced by Hon Tom Stephens. 

Hon EJ. Charlton: It would be a good idea if we all thought about that. 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: That may be so. In this case it is not character assassination. It is long-term 
intimidation. We have been listening to this intimidation for a decade. We have heard many threats. To 
be honest, I give up with the lunatic! It is time for Hon Phil Lockyer to put up or shut up because if he 
does not shut up, he will get a very rude surprise. However, I do not want to get into that. Tne member has 
thrown some grenades at me from time to time, and I guess I have returned them. That is the interaction 
between government and opposition. However, the interaction between these two members has not been 
the same. The intimidation has been outrageous, and it should not be allowed. When members leave this 
Chamber they may have a drink and get on together socially very well. However, it is a different situation 
between Hon Phil Lockyer and Hon Tom Stephens, and it must stop. I draw this matter to the attention of 
the House because I am concerned. The events over the past few days could be called an abuse of this 
House, and it should stop. I calion the Leader of the House to speak to Hon Phil Lockyer. He is as much 
the responsibility of the Leader of the House as opposition members are mine. I often speak to opposition 
members regarding standards in this place. Sometimes it works and sometimes it does not. We must have 
a reasonable working relationship. Members should consider the industrial relations situation yesterday 
and the reasonableness of the President, the Leader of the House and members on both sides. If we do not 
have good relationships and set the limits, we will have a duplication of certain events. The performance 
by Hon Phil Lockyer tonight was an outrage. He wanted Hon Tom Stephens to be present during that 
performance, even though his allegations were unsubstantiated -

Hon A.1.G. MacTieman: It was not even a question of proof. He did not even have a story. 

Hon JOHN HALDEN: Exactly! Hon Phil Lockyer has been intimidating Hon Tom Stephens, and it is not 
good enough! As I said earlier, Hon Tom Stephens raises issues from time to time but never in this 
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context. Hon Phil Lockyer has gone over the top, and it must end. If not, the situation will become very 
serious and I suggest it will be Hon Phil Lockyer who will be very embarrassed. He may not like the 
retribution that will fall on him. If he continues to behave in this way, he will not enjoy that retribution, 
although I do not think we should go to those lengths. It has never been my intention to reach that stage. 
To put it bluntly, Hon Tom Stephens has had a gutful of Hon Phil Lockyer. I am not so insulted by the 
individual. He is a pompous fool and I would rather disregard him than take any other action. However, if 
Hon Phil Lockyer continues to intimidate Hon Tom Stephens, the situation could change. 

Adjournment Debate - Blackmore Primary School; Wanneroo City Council, Break-in at Offices, 1994 

HON I.D. MacLEAN (North Metropolitan) [12.32 am): I am aware of the lateness of the hour but it 
would be remiss of me not to take this opportunity to refer to Blackmore Primary School in Girrawheen. 
The school has very good, dedicated staff. As part of the priority schools program Blackmore has a high 
proportion of students using English as a second language and students with disabilities such as attention 
deficit disorder. The school has never been disadvantaged because of such students, and the fact that all 
students are treated the same is an endorsement of the principal and the way he runs the school. Recently 
an Anzac Day service was held at Wanneroo for schools in the northern suburbs. Shaun Parker, the head 
boy of Blackmore Primary School, was the master of ceremonies. The willingness and confidence of such 
a young student at such a large event provided great encouragement for the youth of this State. We 
frequently hear that children these days are not the same as they were in our day - in my case, thank 
goodness! However, this display was a wonderful example of today's youth. Blackmore Primary School 
is one of many schools that will benefit from the Government's initiatives in introducing preprimary 
classes. Blackmore's preprimary class has been operating off-site for a number of years. Next year the 
class will be on site and will increase from two half days to two full time classes, which will benefit many 
parents and children in the area, especially the single parent families and low income groups who face 
difficulties in finding care for their children for those half days. 

I tum now to an issue faced by the City of Wanneroo. In 1994 there was a break-in at the council offices 
and no-one could work out why or how the break-in occurred. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan interjected. 

Hon LD. MacLEAN: I did not know him at that stage! Was I not lucky? 

During the police investigation it was indicated that the offenders were probably thieves of opportunity. 
One of the staff members was blamed for leaving open a door. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan interjected. 

Hon LD. MacLEAN: The member should be quiet and listen! A staff member was blamed for leaving 
open a door. It was never explained why the alarm system did not operate as a result of the door being left 
open, even though it operated later in the weekend when the door was left open, but a staff member took 
the blame. I will take a moment to outline what happened to those thieves of opportunity whom the police 
were so quick to identify. The administration building at Wanneroo is a three-storey building. The thieves 
entered through the basement and caught the lift to the third floor, which houses the council chambers, the 
mayor's office, a kitchen, the councillors' lounge and the council bar. The thieves of opportunity spent two 
hours on the third floor, and during that time demolished the mayor's secretary's desk. They did not enter 
the kitchen. They did not ransack the refrigerators. They did not enter the bar area, which is protected by 
concertina shutters and which would have been easy to open without a key. 

Hon A.J.G. MacTiernan: Who was the mayor then? 

Hon I.D. MacLEAN: Councillor Rita Waters. This was two or three years after Wayne Bradshaw was the 
mayor of Wanneroo. The thieves of opportunity did not break into the councillors' bar. They ignored the 
councillors' television and video. The disturbing point about the two hours spent by the thieves of 
opportunity on the third floor was that behind the mayor's office the ceiling panels were disturbed and laid 
out on the floor, and then replaced. The thieves of opportunity were probably looking for a way to get into 
the mayor's office because the mayor had something of value in her office. The thieves did not enter any 
other part of the building, although one report was that a money box was missing and no-one could work 
out how the thieves entered that secure area. The thieves of opportunity that the police so quickly fingered 
were the most amazing thieves one could imagine. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTiernan: What did they take? 

Hon LD. MacLEAN: Nothing. The people who broke in, and who spent a great deal of time in the council 
chambers and in a well-stocked and easily accessible bar, and who had access to well-stocked refrigerators, 
a television and video recorder - which could have been easily converted to cash - took nothing. They 
demolished a secretary's desk, and left. The police could not work out how the thieves entered the building 
because no damage was done to any door. One story was that a councillor's keys were found in the bush, 
but no-one could identify the keys or even produce them. This is just an odd situation relating to the 
Wanneroo inquiry. I hope that the newly announced royal commission will shed some light on this event. 

Adjournment Debate - Railway Hotel Facade; Scaffidi Nominees Pty Ltd; 
Subcontractor Plasterer Refused Payment 

HON A.J.G. MacTIERNAN (East Metropolitan) [12.40 am): After that wonderful contribution my 
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comments will be enormously boring! However. I wish to bring a matter to the attention of the House. On 
26 March members may have seen in The West Australian a very attractive colour photograph of the newly 
restored facade of the Railway Hotel. The story followed a press release by the company responsible both 
for the destruction of the facade and its subsequent restoration after a court order. Scaffidi Nominees Ply 
Ltd boasted in that release that the finish of the facade was more accurate historically than that which the 
company had illegally demolished. It was stated that it had taken the company an enormous effort. and that 
it had to rediscover traditional building methods and techniques to create the facade. I admit that a very 
good job has been done on the facade of the Railway Hotel. However. amid all the crowing by Scaffidi 
Nominees it failed to mention that it has steadfastly refused to pay the subcontractor plasterer who did the 
work. which was passed by the conservation architect who said it was work of an exceptionally high 
standard. Obviously the company agreed with that statement. as indicated by the press release. 

When the plasterer pressed his claim for the substantial outstanding amount of $13000 he was threatened 
with legal proceedings by the company. This is not unusual conduct for Scaffidi Nominees. I am aware 
that three plasterers have found themselves in similar situations after undertaking work for that company. 

Several members interjected. 

Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN: They have bought the BGC manual on how to make $400m without really 
trying! 

Hon EJ. Charlton: You made him famous when you were in government. He got 40 per cent of the 
building industry. 

Hon A.J.G. Mac TIERNAN: Since then. he has been delivered about 90 per cent of Homeswest work, 
which is very interesting particularly because we will have to patch up substandard buildings when we 
achieve government. 

This example is not a rare story. Building tradesmen are constantly faced with such a predicadif'ent. In 
many instances it is very difficult for them to obtain justice. The cost of taking court action in many 
instances precludes them from seeking justice through the traditional legal system. Something must be 
done about the situation. Because of the efforts we have made over the past three years to highlight the 
problems faced by certain contractors. an inquiry is currently being undertaken by the Law Reform 
Commission to investigate ways in which building subcontractors might find some security in the event of 
builders' bankruptcy. It is not only the financial bankruptcy but also the moral bankruptcy of some 
builders which is causing concern to subcontractors. We must seriously look at putting in place systems 
that will prevent such abuses of the subcontracting system and the retained payments system as we have 
seen perpetrated daily on building subcontractors in this State. 

Question put and passed. 

House adjourned at 12.43 am (Thursday) 
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QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE 

BOODARIE HEAVY INDUSTRIAL SITE ~ ASSESSMENT LEVEL 

147. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Leader of the House representing the Minister for Resources 
Development: 

I have given some notice of the question. I refer to question without notice 923 of 15 November 1995 and 
the Leader of the House's subsequent answer. 

(1) Why did the Leader of the House inform the House that the assessment for the Boodarie heavy 
industry site "has been set at a consultative environmental review level and a document is close to 
release for public comment"? 

(2) Is the Leader of the House aware that a filtering notice for the Environmental Protection Authority 
dated 3 November 1994 sets the level of assessment for the same project as "proceed with advice 
to the Minister under a section 16"? 

(3) Did the Leader of the House mislead the House by informing the House that the level of 
assessment was a consultative environmental review? 

(4) If no, why is the Leader of the House's answer on the level of assessment different from that of 
the level of assessment recorded in the EPA's filtering notes and stated by the Minister for the 
Environment in answer to a question without notice on Tuesday, 2 April? 

(5) Is it correct that the assessment level for this project has been downgraded after pressure on the 
EPA by Ministers and the departments of Resources Development and/or Lands? 

(6) Will the Minister table all relevant correspondence from the Department of Resources 
Development to the EPA with regard to this matter? 

Hon GEORGE CASH replied: 

I have discussed the matter with the Minister for Resources Development and am able to provide the 
following answers -

(1) On 19 December 1994, the Minister for the Environment on appeal set the level of assessment for 
the proposed Boodarie heavy industry estate as a consultative environmental review. However, as 
a consequence of the Supreme Court's judgment in April 1995 on the ability of the EPA to 
formally assess the Burrup Peninsula draft land use and management, the DEP notified LandCorp 
and the Department of Resources Development on 15 March 1996 that the Boodarie estate referral 
could not be considered a proposal for environmental impact assessment under part IV of the 
Environmental Protection Act. The proposal will proceed with advice to the Minister for the 
Environment under section 16(e). This was only recently advertised in the paper. The proposal 
will still be released for public comment. 

(2)-(3) 

(4) 

No. 

A decision on the level of assessment was provided to the Department of Resources Development 
in writing on 15 March 1996. 

(5) No. As a consequence of the Supreme Court decision, the EPA does not believe it has the ability 
to continue the assessment under part IV and has therefore recommended that it provide advice 
under section 16(e). 

(6) I see no reason for tabling the correspondence between the agency as I believe my answers cover 
all of the issues. 

CHARITABLE COLLECTIONS ADVISORY COMMITTEE - VERBAL 
ADVICE OBTAINED BY EXECUTIVE OFFICER FROM SOLICITOR 

148. Hon AJ.G. MacTIERNAN to the Minister representing the Minister for Fair Trading: 

Does the Minister now have an answer to the question I asked yesterday regarding the Charitable 
Collections Advisory Committee? If yes, will the Minister provide the answer? For the Minister's benefit 
this question concerned a letter to the Sunday Times. 

Hon MAX EVANS replied: 

I thank the honourable member for some notice of this question. 

(1)-(6) In response to the question and the answer provided to question without notice 34, the Minister 
seeks to clarify the issue as follows -

Two instances of verbal advice are being provided. The first advice was received in 1993 with 
further advice being received in 1995. It was not clear in response to question without notice 34 
that the response referred to the 1995 advice received by the current executive officer of the 
committee and provided by Gary Newcombe, a legal officer with the Ministry of Justice. This 
advice was subsequently noted in the July 1995 minutes of the Charitable Collections Advisory 
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Committee. In the terms of the 1993 advice, it was not possible to provide precise answers to the 
member's questions as there were no written records of the receipt of the advice. 

ST A TESHIPS - CLOSURE, LOSS OF NICHE MARKETS 
Global Livestock Exports Pty Ltd 

149. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport: 

On 26 September 1995, at page 8443 of Hansard. the Minister, in the Committee stage of the Western 
Australian Coastal Shipping Commission Amendment and Repeal Bill, said in relation to the loss of niche 
markets because of the closure of Stateships -

I have not received one complaint or question about the loss of that opportunity because there are 
ample shipping services to South East Asia. 

(1) Did the Minister receive written advice from Global Livestock Exports Pty Ltd on 13 June 1995, 
three months before his statement to the House, of the loss of its pig export niche market as a 
result of the closure of Stateships? 

(2) Did the Minister receive further written correspondence from Global Livestock Exports Pty Ltd on 
24 August 1995, one month before his statement in the House, advising him that the company was 
forced, because of its inaction on this matter, to issue a writ to obtain compensation? 

(3) Does the Minister see any inconsistencies between these statements and his earlier statement to 
the House and what does he propose to do about it? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 

The first thing I want to say is that it appears that Hon John Halden and the Opposition in general are 
basing their attitude on this issue on the front page story in The West Australian. which made this matter 
public. The West Australian made the matter public based upon its information and at no time so~ht any 
comment from me or from anybody in my office or the department. Therefore, that story and the 
comments, questions and associated statements by the exporter and the people opposite have been based on 
information, whether accurate or inaccurate. obtained by them. The issues relating to this matter will be 
determined in the court. That is where this issue will be dealt with properly. Questions from the Leader of 
the Opposition based upon hearsay or incorrect information will not be answered. I will continue to cop 
the bagging while this sort of reporting of the matter in The West Australian or by anybody else continues. 
However, I advise the people who have a problem with this matter and who believe they will make some 
political mileage out of it that, before they write anything else to do with this matter, they check the facts 
about the claim, the arrangement with Stateships and the person and make their own judgments. I will 
provide answers on this matter after the court hearing. 

ST A TESHIPS - GLOBAL LIVESTOCK EXPORTS PTY L TO 

150. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport: 

I am more interested in the Minister's answers in this place than in a court case. In response to question 
without notice 110, the Minister for Transport said with reference to Global Livestock Exports Pty Ltd that 
the exporter would be allowed six voyages to enable him to transport his livestock. The Minister said that 
on the first occasion the exporter transported 50 to 60 animals, on the second occasion another 50 to 60, 
and on the third occasion he did not transport any livestock. He said he supposed the department could 
have sent the exporter a bill for non-compliance with the agreement. 

(1) Did Global Livestock Exports Pty Ltd give Stateships notice well in advance of the second, not 
the third, voyage, that a health scare had occurred in the Sarawak pig industry and that its 
veterinary authority had temporarily suspended all permits? 

(2) Did the exporter transport livestock on the third of the six scheduled voyages, the final voyage of 
the Gordon Reid on 17 May 1995? 

(3) Further, on what basis could Stateships have sent the exporter a bill for non-compliance given the 
Minister's assertion during the same answer that the exporter had no contract with Stateships? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON replied: 

Again, the Leader of the Opposition has, as he always does and will continue to do, made assertions based 
on the political benefits that he thinks he will obtain from asking such questions. I happen to know more 
about this issue than does Hon John Halden. 

Hon John Halden: Well, tell us then. 

f:Ion EJ. CHARLTON: No, I will not tell members. The member can pursue the matter as much as he 
likes. I am not hiding anything because I do not have anything to hide. I will not say anything in this place 
that will have any bearing on the pending legal action. 

Hon John Halden: Is this sub judice now, is it? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: The Leader of the Opposition can call it exactly what he likes. I have given the 
Leader of the Opposition a bit of friendly advice to do a bit of homework. 
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Hon John Halden: I have done that. I know what you have been up to. 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: Does the Leader of the Opposition? This is a serious issue and the Leader of the 
Opposition is not treating it as such. I know what the arrangement was between Stateships and the 
exporter. 

Hon John Halden: So do I. 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: The arrangement was that he would be given preference. That is as much as I will 
say about the matter. When the Leader of the Opposition refers to a contract, and refers to my comments 
about the contract, I have answered in that context and will continue to do so. I will ask the Leader of the 
Opposition once more to go away and do some homework before he gets more egg on his face. 

STATES HIPS - GLOBAL LIVESTOCK EXPORTS PTY LTD 

151. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport: 

(1) Does the Minister maintain the view expressed in his answer to question without notice 110; that 
is, that Global Livestock Exports Pty Ltd did not have a contract with Stateships? 

(2) If so, can he explain why the Crown Solicitor would make a without prejudice offer to Global 
Livestock Exports Pty Ltd that involved transferring ownership of the stock pack to Global 
Livestock Exports Pty Ltd to resolve its dispute with Stateships? 

Hon E..J. CHARLTON replied: 
(1)-(2) The operator of Global Livestock Exports was given an option to do work on the crates in which 

the livestock would be transported. He did that at his own expense. As a consequence, he was 
given the opportunity to use Stateships' vessels to transport his livestock over six voyages. People 
can read what they like into that. Again, I advise the Leader of the Opposition to go away and do 
some homework on Mr Boyatt or whatever his name is and to tell me what he finds out. 

PARLIAMENTARY STAFF - PAID HOLIDAYS, FOUR,UPTO 19 WEEKS 
More Net Salary Offer 

152. Hon P.R. LIGHTFOOT to the Leader of the House: 

(1) Can the Leader of the House confirm that some Parliament House employees have either four, 
five or up to 19 weeks paid holidays? 

(2) Can he confirm that all employees have been offered more net salary than they presently receive? 

(3) Can the Leader of the House confirm that Parliament can continue to function with its present 
skeleton staff? 

The PRESIDENT: Order! That question does not come within the ministerial portfolio of the Leader of 
the House. 

RAVE PARTY COMMITTEE - MEMBERSHIP; VON RAEDER, THOMAS 

153. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Attorney General: 

(1) Has the Government set up a rave party committee? 

(2) When was the committee set up, who are the members of that committee and who nominated the 
members? 

(3) Is the committee still functioning and who are the current members? 

(4) Which member of the committee recommended that Thomas Von Raeder should advise the 
committee on rave parties? 

(5) What is Mr Von Raeder's qualification and involvement to give such advice? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1) Yes. 

(2) Cabinet approved setting up of the committee on 24 October 1994. Members include Michael 
Jackson, Health Department of Western Australia, nominated by the Attorney General's office; 
Bill Cullen of the Attorney General's office, nominated by that office; Michael Park of the 
Western Australian Municipal Association, nominated by that organisation; Bob Caporn of the 
Fremantle City Council, nominated by the Health Department; Ken Raine of the Australian 
Institute of Environmental Health, nominated by the Health Department; Vic Langford, 
Department of Environmental Protection, nominated by it; Sid Brady of the Health Department of 
Western Australia, nominated by the department; Owen Ashby of the Health Department, 
nominated by the department; Inspector Con Callameri of the Police, nominated by the 
Commissioner of Police. 

(3) Yes. See (2) 
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(4)-(5) I ask the member to place these two questions on notice. 

ST A TESHIPS - GLOBAL LIVESTOCK EXPORTS PTY L TO 

154. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport: 

In response to question without notice 110, the Minister said that personnel in his office bent over 
backwards to assist the pig exporter. 

(I) Is it correct that Global Livestock Exports Pty Ltd has received no substantive assistance to date? 
If not, what specific substantive assistance has been received? 

(2) Is it correct that on 29 November, Global Livestock Exports wrote to the Minister asking for 
further information about possible assistance and that, to date, some four months later, the 
Minister still has not responded? 

(3) Further, is it correct that no viable alternative method of transportation was been offered to Global 
Livestock Exports and, if it is not correct, what alternatives were offered, and will the Minister 
now table the documents to substantiate those offers? 

Hon E..J. CHARLTON replied: 

(1)-(3) I thank the member for some notice of this question. As I said in response to a question from the 
member yesterday, the Government is contesting the recent court judgment in favour of Global 
Livestock Exports, under which circumstances it would be inappropriate to comment further on 
this issue. The member should be aware of this before posing more questions on the matter. I 
could -

Hon John Halden interjected. 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: Hon John Halden can ask me questions until the cows come home and hTve gone 
away again, and he can go on as long as he likes. People can believe what they like when figures such as 
$500 000 are bandied around by members opposite based on front page stories in The West Australian. 

Hon John Halden interjected. 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: That is good. As I have said, I hope that the court makes its decision sooner rather 
than later; the sooner the better as far as I am concerned so that everybody knows exactly where they are. I 
will abide by that decision obviously; I do not have any option. 

Hon Mark Nevill: Are you putting your job on the line? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: I would not go that far. Why would I want to do that? 

The PRESIDENT: Order! If the Minister has finished answering the question, I think he should allow me 
to make inquiries about whether there are any further questions without notice. 

ST A TESHIPS - GLOBAL LIVESTOCK EXPORTS PTY L TO 

155. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister for Transport: 

(1) Who paid for the stock pack used to transport live pigs to South East Asia by Global Livestock 
Exports Pty Ltd? 

(2) At the time of the closure of Stateships where was that stock pack? 

(3) If the stock pack was not in Western Australia, who paid or is liable to pay for its return to 
Western Australia and what is the estimated cost of such return? 

Hon E..J. CHARLTON replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1)-(3) As I said in response to a question from the member yesterday and just a moment ago, the 
Government is contesting the recent court judgment in favour of Global Livestock -

Hon John Halden: It has nothing to do with that. 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: It has everything to do with that. 

Hon John Halden: You are hiding something. 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: I am hiding nothing. 

Hon John Halden: It has nothing to do with that. 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: Does it not? 

Hon John Halden: Why do we go through this charade with you? 

Hon EJ. CHARLTON: Mr President, the legal man over there, given his history on law, is probably not 
the best man in this place to give advice. 
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HOMESWEST - WAITING LISTS FOR RENTAL APPLICANTS AND HOME 
OWNERSHIP 

156. Hon I.D. MacLEAN to the Minister representing the Minister for Housing: 

Can the Minister advise what was the waiting term for rental and purchase accommodation for Homeswest 
in the following years: 1990, 1991, 1992 and 1993? 

Hon MAX EVANS replied: 

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

I am pleased to inform the House there has been a significant decrease in the number of applicants for 
Homeswest rental assistance over the last five years specifically. As at 31 August 1991, there were 18024 
applicants; 30 June 1992, 14694; 30 June 1993, 17765; 30 June 1994, 14348; 30 June 1995, 13 337; 
31 March 1996, 12 292. 

There are a number of reasons for this including large building programs of recent years encouraging 
people to home ownership, and tighter management of the waiting list. The threshold issue is not so much 
how many people are on the waiting list but how long a person waits for assistance. For the persons 
categorised as "priority", which are approximately 25 per cent of allocations, the Homeswest benchmark 
requires assistance within six weeks. In most cases this requirement is met. There are personnel on 
waiting lists and the following times obtain: A typical three bedroom house in Balga in date, years and 
month: March 1990, 2.2; March 1991, 2.8; March 1992, 2.4; March 1993, 2.1. After this time a new 
system of zoning was introduced to tighten the management of the list, and currently a person will wait 
approximately one year and eight months for a three bedroom house in Mirrabooka. In respect of home 
ownership, there is no waiting time for Keystart. Provided an applicant satisfies eligibility and loan 
requirements, the loan can be made available immediately. Under the right to buy, sale to tenants and 
occupation, there is no waiting but the scheme is subject to eligibility criteria. There are very few people 
waiting under the Aboriginal home ownership scheme, a scheme for people with disabilities, and new 
programs. Those programs have annual budgetary limits. Real Start is an annual program. There is 
provision in the 1995-96 Budget for $86.4m for 870 loans. The current waiting list is 1 100 applicants. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AUTHORITY - COCKBURN CEMENT 
LTD SHELLSAND DREDGING ASSESSMENT, NO REVERSAL; 1994 REPORT 

157. Hon J.A. SCOTT to the Minister for the Environment: 

(1) Does the Minister stand by his comments reported in The West Australian today with regard to the 
Environmental Protection Authority'S assessment of shellsand dredging by Cockburn Cement that 
there has been no reversal by the EPA and the same people who gave the advice had written the 
report? 

(2) What are the names of the people in the EPA who wrote the May 1994 report? 

(3) What are the names of the people who gave the original prior advice? 

(4) Will the Minister table the documentation showing the advice and the authors of the original EPA 
advice before it was reversed? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

(1)-(4) That is what I have been advised by the people involved. I have no reason to suppose that the 
answer is anything but correct. If the member has any reason to suppose that I should believe it 
not to be correct -

Hon J.A. Scott interjected. 

Hon PETER FOSS: No, I said that if the member has any reason to suppose that it should -

Hon J.A. Scott: Is that being accountable? 

Hon PETER FOSS: Does the member want the answer or not? 

Hon J.A. Scott: I am not going to get it, am I? 

The PRESIDENT: Order! 

Hon PETER FOSS: The member will not get it if he keeps interrupting. If the member has any reason to 
suppose that the information I have received from the department is incorrect, I would be very happy if he 
provided it so that I can conduct an inquiry to find out whether the answers need be found. 

ELLIOTT, RICHARD - DOVER CONSULTANTS, DECLARATION OF 
INTERESTS BEFORE BEING ENGAGED BY GOVERNMENT 

158. Hon JOHN HALDEN to the Minister representing the Premier: 

Does the Minister now have the answer to the question I asked yesterday regarding Mr Elliott? If yes, will 
the Minister now provide it? For the Minister's information the question was -
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I refer to the press reports in which the Government said that Mr Richard Elliott declared his interest before 
being engaged by the Premier -

(1) Did Mr Elliott declare his own interests or those of Dover Consultants? 

(2) If the latter, is the declaration updated as Dover Consultants takes on new clients? 

(3) If the interests of Dover Consultants have not been declared, why not, given that it is the company 
and not Richard Elliott who has been engaged by the Government? 

Hon GEORGE CASH replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1) Both. 

(2)-(3) Dover Consultants is engaged under the Government's standard consulting contract and the 
obligations on Dover Consultants are the same as those placed on other consultants to the 
Government. 

ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION, DEPARTMENT OF - CLEARING OF 
LAND APPLICATIONS 

159. Hon J.A. COWDELL to the Minister for the Environment: 

(1) How many applications for clearing land have been referred to and are currently being considered 
by the Department of Environmental Protection? 

(2) What is the total area of land currently being considered for clearing? 

(3) How many applications for clearing land have been received since May 1995? 

(4) How many of these applications have been approved and what is the total area of lanft" approved 
for clearing since May 1995? 

(5) Is there a minimum size of land that must be referred to and considered by the department? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

I thank the member for some notice of this question. 

(1) Four proposals are currently in the process of environmental impact assessment. 

(2) 8 070 hectares. 

(3) Two applications have been accepted as formal referrals under the Environmental Protection Act 
since May 1995. 

(4) A decision has been made not to assess one of these proposals entailing 2 hectares thus enabling 
the Commissioner for Soil Conservation to make his decision on whether to approve the proposal. 
None of the other proposals has been finished through the environmental impact assessment 
process. 

(5) No. Referrals are made on the basis of environmental significance rather than size. 

DWELLINGUP CARAVAN PARK - MURRAY SHIRE COUNCIL, 
PLANNING DECISION 

160. Hon J.A. COWDELL to the Minister for the Environment: 

(1) Does the Minister intend to allow the State to override the decision of the Murray Shire Council 
with respect to the Dwellingup caravan park facility? 

(2) Does the Minister concede that the Department of Conservation and Land Management's policy 
of overriding local planning decisions gives an unfair advantage to one commercial operator - the 
operator associated with CALM? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

I apologise in advance: To answer that question I must give some background and it will take a little bit of 
time. I am happy to do that but often a complaint is made by the other side when I do so. It may be more 
appropriately dealt with by letter. 

The PRESIDENT: The Minister does not need to do that. He can simply answer the question. The 
Minister is trying to enter into some private arrangement with the member. The question has been asked. 
If the Minister answers the question and the member needs further background information, he should ask 
for it. Ministers' selectively volunteering additional information is not really the way question time works. 

H~n P~TER FOSS: Mr President, my problem is that I do not believe I can answer the question without 
golOg lOto considerable detail on the history of the matter since 1991. I do not believe the questions that 
the me~ber has asked regarding this matter are capable of being answered in the House. However, I will 
try to gIve a full account to the member and if he is not satisfied with that answer I invite him to ask me a 
question again. 
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CONTAMINATED SITES - OMEX PETROLEUM PIT, BELLEVUE, MATERIAL REMOVAL 

161. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Minister for the Environment: 

(1) Has it been decided to remove the contaminated material from the Omex Petroleum pit at 
Bellevue? 

(2) Has it been decided to contain the material at the site? 

(3) If neither, when is it anticipated a decision will be made? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

I do not know the answer. The question should be placed on notice. 

LEGAL AID COMMISSION - REVIEW 

162. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Attorney General: 

(1) Has the review of the Legal Aid Commission announced by the former Attorney General in 
August 1995 been completed? 

(2) If not, when is it due to be completed? 

(3) If not, what is the present composition of the committee given the retirement of Mr David Grant 
from the Ministry of Justice? 

(4) If so, when will the findings be published? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 
(1)-(4) As the member probably knows, the review was initiated by the Commonwealth Government. It 

has not been completed. I am not sure when it is due to be completed. I am presently considering 
the replacement of Mr David Grant on that committee and I understand that the Commonwealth 
Government may also be reviewing the matter because of the change of government. 

JUSTICE, MINISTRY OF - CAMP KURU MURRI, LA VERTON 
Review by Kingsley Newman 

163. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Attorney General: 

(1) When is Judge Kingsley Newman due to provide a report to the Attorney General on the review of 
Camp Kurli Murri? 

(2) What are the terms of reference of this review? 

(3) What budget allocation has been made for the review? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

(1) Judge Newman is due to reply in June. 

(2)-(3) These questions should be put on notice. 

YOUTH LEGAL SERVICE - REVIEW 

164. Hon N.D. GRIFFITHS to the Attorney General: 

(1) Has the review of the Youth Legal Service announced by the former Attorney General on 
7 November 1995 been completed? 

(2) If not, when is it due to be completed? 

(3) If so, when will its findings be published? 

Hon PETER FOSS replied: 

The question should be placed on notice. 


