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The SPEAKER (Mr Thompson) took the
Chair at 2.15 p.m., and read prayers.

EDUCATION: SCHOOL YEAR

Alteration: Petition
MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [2.16 p.m.]: I have

two petitions containing I I signatures in total.
The petitions are couched in terms similar to
those already received in respect of amendments
to regulations made under the Education Act.
They are from the Flinders Park Primary School
and the Denmark Pre-School Centre. I certify
that the petitions confoirm with the Standing
Orders of the House.

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

See petition No. S6

RAILWAYS: FREMANTLE-PERTH
Closure: Petition

DR DADOUR (Subiaco) [2.17 p.m.]: I have a
petition bearing 1 867 signatures of citizens of
Western Australia. The petition is rather lengthy,
so I will summarise it. It is against the removal of
the Perth-Fremantle passenger rail service, and it
begs for an updating of the present line and the
rolling stock, etc. The petition conforms with the
Standing Orders of the Legislative Assembly, and
I have certified accordingly.

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

See petition No. 57.

WATER SUPPLIES: CATCHMENT
AREAS

Land Clearing: Petition

MR WATT (Albany) [2.18 p.m.]: I wish to
present a petition on behalf of the member for
Bunbury who was unable to present it before he
went away. The petition reads as follows-

The Humble Petition of the undersigned
electors for the State of Western Australia
sheweth that they are aggrieved by the
hardship they suffer as a consequence of the
provisions of the Country Areas Water
Supply Act 1947-78 restricting their rights to
clear land held by them in the water
catchment areas named in the Act AND

your petitioners humbly pray that Sections
12A to 12F inclusive of the Act may be
repealed AND YOUR PETITIONERS as in
duty bound will ever pray etc.

The petition bears 462 signatures, and I certify
that it conforms with the Standing Orders of the
Legislative Assembly.

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

Se petition No. S&.

EDUCATION: SCHOOL YEAR
Alteration: Petition

MR TAYLOR (Cockburn) [2.19 p.m.]: I have
a petition from teachers of the Hamilton Hill
Senior High School. It has 10 signatures, and it
follows similar petitions protesting at the new
regulations. I certify that it conforms with the
Standing Orders of the Legislative Assembly.

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

See petition No. 59.

STANDING ORDERS SUSPENSION
Bills: Motion

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-
Premier) [2.20 p.m.]: I move--

That so much of the Standing Orders be
suspended as is necessary to enable Bills
listed in the following schedule to be
introduced, without notice where necessary,
and to pass through their remaining stages in
one sitting, to enable messages from the
Legislative Council to be taken into
consideration on the day they are received,
and to enable the aforesaid business to be
entered upon and dealt with before the
Address-in-Reply is adopted.

THE SCHEDULE.

Supply Bill.
Metropolitan Water Supply, Sewerage, and

Drainage Act Amendment Bill.
Aboriginal Communities Bill.
Justices Act Amendment Bill.
Wundowie Charcoal Iron Industry Sale

Agreement Act Amendment Bill.
Iron Ore (Mount Newman) Agreement Act

Amendment Bili.
Evaporites (Lake MacLeod) Agreement Act

Amendment Bill.
Collie Coal (Western Collieries) Agreement

Bill.
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Solicitor-General Act Amendment Bill.
Dairy Industry Act Amendment Bill.
Acts Amendment and Repeal (Road

Maintenance) Bill.
Road Traffic Act Amendment Bill.

By way of explanation, members will know it is
traditional that the first Bill on the list be dealt
with in this manner; however, that is not the main
reason for the motion. The main purpose of the
motion is that each of those Bills has a special
reason for needing to be passed by both Houses of
Parliament before the 30th June. In this regard I
refer to a report in The West Australian of the
25th April, headed, "Deadline for Bills".
Amongst other things, that article states-

Sir Charles said outside the House there
was nothing special about the Bills.

What I did say was that each of these Bills had a
statutory or other reason for being passed during
the autumn session, but that beyond that there
was nothing special about the Bills. Each one, of
course, will be explained in its own right.

I assure members that when they see each of
these Bills they will understand the reason for
their having to be passed before the 30th June-

Mr Tonkin: In one sitting?
Sir CHARLES- COURT: -and during the

currency of this particular part of the 1979
session.

Members also know that whilst the Address-in-
Reply is before the House it is not practicable,
without the suspension of Standing Orders on
specified matters, to proceed with legislation. Sills
may be introduced and taken to the point of the
second reading speech by the Minister concerned,
but there the matter rests on the Notice Paper
until after the Address-in-Reply debate is
completed.

In view of the practicalities of the situati on in
which it is necessary for some Bills to be passed
by both Houses in this part of the session, it is
necessary to suspend the Standing Orders to allow
these matters to proceed.

In moving a motion of this kind, it is not
unusual to include the words-*

.. without notice where necessary, and to
pass through their remaining stages in one
sitting ..

I repeat the assurance that is normally given
when such a motion is moved-that there will be
consultation-

Mr Tonkin: Consultation d Ia Court!

Sir CHARLES COURT: Members will be
sufficiently realistic and experienced in this type
of matter to appreciate that matters of this kind
are normally dealt with in a sensible manner and
with a degree of understanding on the part of all
concerned. Members will understand why and
how some legislation has to be dealt with in a
different fashion.

I repeat that all of the legislation listed is of a
type that has to be through both Houses by the
30th June. There are one or two of these
measures, as I have explained to the Leader or the
Opposition, which might not in fact be presented
if the circumstances prove to be such that their
passage in that period is not necessary. Obviously
we do not intend to put legislation through just
for the sake of having it passed in that time. It is
not for the sake of speeding up the legislation in
the 1979 session. It is due to the necessity to deal
with some matters quickly as a matter of good
government and good sense.

I commend the motion to the House.
MR BRYCE (Ascot-Deputy Leader of the

Opposition) [2.25 p.m.]: The Opposition has
given this matter very serious and lengthy
consideration. We appreciate the notice that we
were given.

I must indicate at the very outset that we are
opposed to the proposal. There are very good
reasons for members of Parliament opposing the
wording of the motion and the introduction of it
at this time and in this way. We are not prepared
to agree to or to participate in. a proposal that
turns the State Parliament into a pressure cooker
Parliament, with the idea of dumping in the
ingredients, pouring on the pressure, and then
after a minimum amount of time lifting off the lid
and taking out a very inferior result.

Less than a fortnight ago we had an experience
in this place of this approach to the government of
Western Australia. The Government came to this
place and said that there was a sense of urgency.
The so-called bread, eggs, and milk Bill was
debated through all its stages in one session that
lasted many, many hours into the next day. It was
absolutely unnecessary. The Premier was not able
to justify that sense of urgency then. Even if he is
able to argue now that these Bills need to be
passed by both Houses of this Parliament before
the 30th June, there is absolutely no reason for
bringing in this motion that gives him the
authority to push through these pieces of
legislation, "without notice where necessary",
during the space of one sitting only. That is the
whole point. The Premier, if he so decides-if this
motion is carried-could push these Bills through
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in the space of 24 or 36 hours. We have seen the
Premier determined enough to do that.

No member of this House could give legislation
adequate consideration during the hours that we
were required to sit during the previous debate to
which I have referred. People in the community
have said, "Isn't it absurd for members of
Parliament to sit and to pretend that they
seriously consider legislation between the hours of
12 o'clock at night and I I a.m. the next day?
How serious could they possibly be? Isn't every
second member of Parliament falling to sleep?"

Of course, it is not so that every second
member of Parliament falls to sleep, because in
fact we do not. However, we all would agree that
it is a very bad way to manage the affairs of this
place to ask members to consider legislation
seriously at such times. Some of the legislation is
very important. The suggestion in the Premier's
motion is that if he thinks it necessary we should
sit here all day, all night, and all the next day if
necessary to push it through. We do not agree.

The Premier has made some reference to a
precedent. There are a number of precedents for
this type of action. Normally, at the end of a very
long session of the IHouse the Government of the
day is inclined to bring in a motion of this type for
the purpose of pushing through the House some
important legislation. However, that is at the end
of a long session. We are three weeks only into
this session. Yet the Premier has come to the
Parliament and said. "Here are 12 important Bills
which must be pushed through this place." We
object to the principle. We object to conducting
the affairs of the Parliament in that fashion.

Had the Premier said to the Opposition, "There
are 12 pieces of legislation which, by virtue of
their nature, should be passed by the 30th June"
we could have reached an agreement as to a
decent and reasonable timetable for the
consideration of those pieces of legislation. The
Premier could have come to the Opposition and
said, "We need these Bills to be put through the
House by the end of June." Had he done that, the
Parliament could have agreed upon a reasonable
amount of time and the legislation could have
been dealt with according to a basic timetable.
We could have proceeded on that basis.

The very suggestion that a Minister of the
Crown can come to this House with a Bill that no
member of the Opposition has seen, explain the
purpose of that Bill, and place it at our feet
saying, "Now, debate that Bill not only through
the second reading stage, but, if you think
amendments are necessary, you must scramble
like crazy and get those amendments typed and

into the Clerk of the House, then conduct the Bill
through the third reading stage and pass it to the
other House of Parliament all in the one sitting"
is a very undesirable way to conduct the affairs of
this House.

The Premier has indicated the motion outlines
12 pieces of legislation. We have no objection
whatsoever to the Government suspending
Standing Order No. 35, which is a fairly heavy-
weight Standing Order, requiring Parliament to
deal with the Address-in-Reply to the Governor's
Speech before the balance of the legislative
programme is considered. We do not have any
objections to that procedure. It has been done on
many occasions and one can imagine a variety of
urgent situations which would require such a
course to be taken.

The basic question that members of this House
ought to ask is, "Why is it necessary to impose
this sense of urgency upon Parliament when in
fact the very time limit which the Premier has
referred to is as far away as the end of June?" Is
it because the Premier wants to wind up this
sitting of Parliament earlier than indicated? May
I ask the Premier through you, Sir, with the
greatest respect whether there is any reason that
this place cannot sit well into June?

Sir Charles Court: It is not for me to say, but I
just remind you that certain representations were
made to me, not from this side of the House, in
connection with the May holidays.

Mr BRYCE: I intend to make the record
perfectly clear about that. In recent years it has
been a tradition in this place that the House
should rise for one or two weeks during the school
holidays.

Mr Mensaros: How old is that tradition? Is it
two years old?

Mr BRYCE: It may be two years old; it may be
10 years old.

Sir Charles Court: It is not 10 years old.
Mr BRYCE: But it has been a tradition since

Governments introduced the autumn session of
Parliament. There is no reason that this
Parliament could not resume sitting after the
May holidays and consider this legislation at that
time.

Mr B. T. Burke: Hear, hear!
Mr BRYCE: We understand some

arrangements have been made by some "very
important people" to go overseas.

Sir Charles Court: Thai has nothing at all to do
with this.

Mr BRYCE: If it has nothing to do with it,
why cannot the Premier indicate to the House
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that the Government is prepared to allow
Parliament the time available between now and
the end of June, if necessary, to consider this
legislation? Politics Queensland style is bad
business. This is a precedent in the sense that, as
far as I am aware, never before has a Government
come to this place with 12 pieces of legislation
and said, "Come what may, we will use our
numbers and we will insist that these Bills go
through in one sitting." It is an illogical and
unintelligent way to consider legislation.

Let us examine the implications this will have
on the different Bills on the list which has been
presented to us. Nobody would quibble about the
Supply Bill. We are all aware that every year the
House meets, a Supply Bill is introduced. Nobody
would quibble about that. It is a formal Bill and
nobody could anticipate .a very complex or
technical amendment to such a Bill. Nobody
would object if, at the end of a long sitting of this
Parliament, circumstances warranted that one or
two pieces of legislation should be introduced on
this basis. However, there is no justification for
introducing 12 Bills on this basis at the present
time. Let us have a quick look at them.

Mr B. T. Burke: It has never been done
before-I 2 Bills.

Mr BRYCE: Presumably the purpose of the
Metropolitan Water Supply, Sewerage, and
Drainage Act Amendment Bill is to provid the
basis (or the appointment of the new
commissioner. The Aboriginal Communities Bill
is a mystery. Nobody knows what it is. It is a
brand new piece of legislation. It is an insult to
the Aboriginal community that it should be told
by this Government that, if it is necessary, this
Bill will be presented in this place and no member
of Parliament will be given the opportunity to
read it.

Sir Charles Court: Which one is that you are
talking about?

Mr BRYCE: I am talking about the Aboriginal
Communities Bill.

Sir Charles Court. It has been introduced
already in the Legislative Council.

Mr BRYCE: If it has been introduced, well and
good.

Mr O'Neil: This morning's paper is full of it.
Mr BRYCE: If it has been introduced, well and

good. I am pleased to see the Government has
done that. Does that situation apply to every other
piece of legislation on the list?

Mr O'Neil: Go through it and see.
Mr BRYCE: I have gone through the list. I

have made the appropriate comments in the

columns beside each Bill. Some of them have been
introduced.

Mr O'Neil: That is right.
Mr BRYCE: The Evaporites (Lake MacLeod)

Agreement Act Amendment Bill has been
introduced, as has the Collie Coal (Western
Collieries) Agreement Bill. The Solicitor,.General
Act Amendment Bill has not been introduced in
this House, nor has the Dairy Industry Act
Amendment Bill. As far as the proposition to
repeal road maintenance tax is concerned, there
will be a great deal of interest on the part of the
people of Western Australia when the Bill
relating to that matter is introduced, because they
will want to see what will take the place of that
tax. Presumably the Government of the day will
explain that to the House. This type of legislation
should not be the subject of pressure-cooker
treatment.

Mr B. T. Burke: It is not necessary; that is the
point.

Mr BRYCE: It is absolutely not necessary.
Mr B. T. Burke: We are prepared to sit.
Mr BRYCE: I want to indicate to the House

that we on this side of the House are happy to sit
through the school holidays if necessary. We
prefer not to do so, but if it suits members of
Parliament not to have a week off to coincide with
the school holidays, we are prepared to sit
through that period of time and the month of
June, if necessary.

Mr B. T. Burke: Hear, hear!
Mr BRYCE: There is no substitute for a decent

time interval to consider seriously the implications
of legislation.

Mr Pearce: You are pulling another political
stunt like the so-called emergency legislation.

Mr BRYCE: When the Premier wrote to the
Leader of the Opposition outlining his intention to
take this particular step, in the second paragraph
of his letter he said, "The suspension of Standing
Orders does not necessarily mean all the Bills will
be dealt with at once." The operative phrase there
is "does not necessarily mean." The letter did not
even contain a guarantee saying that these pieces
of legislation would not follow one after the other.
The Premier can do that and we have seen him do
it.

If he approached Parliament with a different
attitude and in a different frame of mind we
would be prepared, on a gentlemen's agreement
basis, to say that it was a fair and reasonable step.
All the Premier had to do was to say to us, "Here
are 12 pieces of legislation; they need to be passed
by the 30th June. We want a fair and reasonable
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timetable for their debate and consideration."
Instead, the Premier provides himself with this
avenue to keep us here all day and all night. We
do not mind sitting in the House all day, all night,
and all the next day; but it is an insult to
members of Parliament. It is an insult also to the
people who elected us to office and it is an insult
to the people whose vested interest is being dealt
with by the legislation. When we sit all day and
all night, Parliament is brought into contempt.

When we sit all day and all night people are
aware that we cannot consider seriously the
implications of legislation. Is the Premier
assuming that the way in which he conducts his
Cabinet and the Liberal Party parliamentary
meetings is good enough for Parliament also? In
other words, is the Premier assuming that we will
accept government by one man? If the Premier
says, "This is a piece of legislation; this is how we
want it to be proceeded with", ' I a ioh Bjelke-
Petersen style, does he not think that we, on this
side of the House, will be inclined to believe there
is something wrong? There must be something
wrong if the Premier is not prepared to give us a
reasonable and decent interval of time in which to
consider the substance of these Bills.

Since I have been in this House I presume that
some thousands of regulations have been changed
by the process of subordinate legislation. Pieces of
paper have lain on the Table of this House, and
the lives of individuals and community
organisations in this State have been significantly
affected and altered by virtue of the process of
subordinate legislation.

Everybody in this place knows that very few
members of Parliament have sufficient time to
consider the subordinate legislation which is
brought here. It is passed virtually without
comment and without consideration, and it is one
of the more disgraceful features of our system.
Any suggestion that we should begin to conduct
the affairs of the House on this basis is to reduce
Bills to the status of subordinate legislation. That
is about the amount of time and consideration
that can be given under those circumstances.

I repeat: If the Premier did not intend-and did
not see the need-to keep us sitting all day and all
night to force legislation through, there was no
need to bring this proposition to the House; no
need whatsoever. I say again we are prepared and
are quite keen to sit through May and June if
necessary. There is absolutely no justification for
the Bills outlined to be dealt with before the
adoption of the Address-in-Reply. Let us put the
Address-i n- Reply to one side, and let it hang over
to the next sitting. We can make those
arrangements, if necessary. Over the years

Standing Orders have been suspended for a whole
range of reasons.

If these 12 pieces of legislation are important
let us start discussing them now-today; or
preferably next week. One or two of the Bills are
on the Notice Paper, and we should have four or
five weeks of normal sittings to debate them.

Mr Mensaros: Are you prepared to sit without
half of your supporters, like now, and like most of
the time?

Mr B. T. Burke:- Does the Minister not take
anything seriously; what is the matter with him?

Mr BRYCE: Whose responsibility is it to keep
this House operating?

Mr Tonkin: It is arrogant contempt by the
Premier.

Mr BRYCE: We see the way this proposition
has been put to the House as an act which
perverts the basic purpose of Parliament. We have
been sent here to deliberate on legislation which
concerns the electors. The people do not expect us
to give brief and terse consideration to legislation.

It has been suggested these 12 important pieces
of legislation-some of them quite
lengthy-should be pushed through this place in
the space of one sitting if necessary. We object;
we absolutely object. It is unnecessary.

MR TONKIN (Morley) [2.44 p.m.]: We are
used to seeing the Premier use this Parliament as
a personal toy, and this is another example of the
way in which he wants to treat this place as a
rubber stamp for decisions made in Cabinet. He
wants to push the legislation through irrespective
of the parliamentary process. That is in line with
the tactics of his ideological bedfellow, Bjelke-
Petersen, the Premier of Queensland who has
treated the Queensland Parliament in the same
way as the Premier is now treating the Parliament
of Western Australia.

We have heard the Premier talk about sensible
consultation. He uses the word "sensible" when
he wants his own way. He uses this euphemism to
blast through whatever he believes should go
through.

We do not believe this Parliament should be
treated as a joke. It should not be the personal
plaything of the Premier. This Parliament should
not become merely a charade. The Opposition, in
spite of the cynical comments of the Minister for
Fuel and Energy a few moments ago, takes its
responsibilities in this place seriously. We believe
Parliament should operate properly; not be a
place which the Premier refuses to allow to
operate properly. The Premier refuses to have
legislative committees to look into matters, and so
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we have an absurd situation where this
Parliament merely rubber stamps whatever the
Premier likes to put up. He wants to close up
debate in this place because he has an overseas
trip on his agenda.

Sir Charles Court: That is not so, and do not
say things that are untrue.

Mr TONKIN: Is the Premier not going
overseas?

Sir Charles Court: The reason is not that of any
overseas travel by me or any Minister at all.

Mr TONKIN: Is the Premier denying that he
will go overseas?

Sir Charles Court: I will be, and I will tell you
at the right time in the right manner.

Mr TONKIN: So, the Premier will shut this
place up.

Sir Charles Court: My overseas trip will have
nothing to do with the sitting times of this
Parliament.

Mr TONKIN: Instead of allowing proper
consideration of legislation, the Premier uses this
place for his own personal convenience. Because
he has in mind a trip overseas he considers that to
be of greater importance than looking after this
State. He therefore wants to shut up thi s place.
The Premier wants to introduce Bills that we will
not have a chance to read; not only Bills in this
place, but also messages coming from the
Legislative Council. They will be rammed
through immediately they arrive in this House.

We have already seen one farce this session
when we were not even allowed time to read
legislation. That is what will happen again. It has
been stated that one Bill has already been
introduced in the Legislative Council.

Sir Charles Court: Two of them have been
introduced.

Mr TONKIN: Why are those Bills on the list
now before us? It is not necessary to introduce
and pass them in one sitting. It is not necessary to
deal with a Council message at the one sitting.

In other words, this is another example of the
Premier ramming Bills through, instead of
managing the Parliament correctly and saying
that they may reqluire certain treatment and
putting up the reasons. On the other hand, the
Bills which have been introduced already can be
dealt with in the ordinary way instead of by this
sloppy method.

This is the kind of thing the Premier does, and
he does it all the time. We know the Premier
objected to an autumn session of Parliament.-We
remember that when the autumn session was

introduced the Premier said that he agreed to it
with great reluctance. I can remember well the
Premier saying those words, "We agree to it with
great reluctance". So the Premier does not want
to be here at all.

Sir Charles Court: You should tell that to your
colleagues over there.

Mr TONKIN: Before the introduction of the
autumn sitting, prior to 1968, Parliament met
during July or early in August and rammed
things through in this way. Parliament sat for
only a month or two. The Premier will not allow
committees to be established; he wants this
Parliament to act as his own personal rubber
stamp. Cabinet agrees to whatever the Premier
says, and no-one in this Parliament has a say. He
uses the gag and guillotines debate. HeI has
introduced this motion which shows contempt for
the proper procedures of Parliament.

I remind the Premier that although his trip
overseas may be more important to him than the
welfare of this State, and more important to him
than the proper running of this Parliament, we do
not subscribe to that. We believe this Parliament
should consider matters properly. When a Bill is
introduced it should be taken to a committee of
this Parliament so it can be examined.

The Premier may not want to allow this
Parliament to operate correctly by having a
committee of that kind, but we on this side of the
House take committee procedures seriously. The
committee needs to look at matters and research
them, and that takes time.

Much of the legislation goes onto the Statute
book for many years, and the idea is that we
should rubber stamp Bills through the House
without giving them careful consideration. We
object to this contempt for Parliament being
sflown. We believe the Premier's personal glory,
which he will seek on his trip overseas, should not
stand in the way of the proper functioning of this
Parliament. The Premier's obsession with honours
and knighthoods should not be allowed to stand in
the way of the proper functioning of this
Parliament.

We see here a person who has let power go to
his head. We know Lord Acton said that power
corrupts and absolute power corrupts absolutely.
We know that the Premier has absolute power in
the Cabinet, and as a result of that he has
absolute power in this Parliament. And so we see
the rule of this State by one person.

In the past the Premier has tended to go
through the formalities to make the people believe
that the parliamentary function is being pursued,
even though he will not allow the Parliament to
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operate properly. But now the mask is dropping,
and he is so supremely arrogant and confident of
his position he does not even bother to go through
the charade, to go through the pretence of
allowing the Parliament to operate correctly.

The Premier now intends to introduce 12 Bills,
and I would like to hear an argument from him
about the reasons for urgency. Of course, in his
arrogance, he has not bothered to put forward
arguments for Ihe urgency of these 12 Bills. If
they are urgent, perhaps we should sit longer; we
can sit in June, if necessary. The Bills should be
introduced now, or is the Premier mismanaging
the drafting of legislation as he is mismanaging
the functioning of Parliament? Why cannot the
legislation be introduced into Parliament as it is
drafted? The Parliament has been in recess for a
sufficient length of time to have allowed for the
proper drafting of the legislation. There was
nothing to stop an early introduction of the Bills
so that they could remain on the Notice Paper for
a week or two to enable us to examine them
properly, and for Parliament to indulge in a
proper debate.

I repeat: The Premier is using this place as his
own personal toy. Power has gone to his head, and
eventually it will be his undoing. In spite of the
censorship imposed on the Press in this State,
people will realise very gradually that the Premier
has lost all sense of perspective, and that he puts
his own personal glory and his junkets overseas
above the welfare of the State. The Premier wants
to close Parliament up, and he will have the
support of many of his back-benchers in this
action. It is these back-benchers who do not do a
full-time job; they are quite happy to be paid a
full-time salary for a part-time job. And so they
are happy to go along with the Premier; they want
to get out of the place as quickly as possible.

The Opposition does not believe in that
procedure. We believe that the Parliament should
operate as a Parliament. We believe in the
Westminster system. The British Parliament sets
an example which we could emulate. It is with
very great regret that we see this Parliament
being used in this way by the Premier. As I said
before, the message will get through to the people.
It may be travelling very slowly because the
media in this State refuse to print anything
adverse to the Premier; they refuse to put forward
another point of view, and therefore the people
are not aware at the present time just how
arrogant the Premier is. For example, if the
media had taken their job seriously, they would
have pointed out that of the hundreds of
amendments presented in this place by the

Opposition in the last five years, only three or
four have been accepted.

People will begin to see the way the Premier
treats the Parliament. It will happen; the truth
will. out, and it will be to the discomfit of the
Premier. However, in the meantime, very bad
legislation may well find its way unto our Statute
book because we do not have the time properly to
consider legislation brought before us.

We believe in the proper consideration of
legislation, and that is why we oppose the motion.
The Premier has not bothered to put forward a
case as to the necessity for the quick passage of
these Bills. If, in his opinion, legislation is
necessary, then it must be introduced, It is an
absurd situation. There is no reason that these
Bills could not be introduced today or next week,
but it is absurd to ram them through in one
sitting.

The Premier is using the Parliament for his
own personal aggrandisement to ram through
whatever decisions are made by the Cabinet. That
is what we object to. We believe in the
parliamentary system, and that is why we oppose
the motion.

MR JAMIESON (Welshpool) (2.55 p.m.]: For
a long time I have wondered about the desirability
of Standing Order No. 35. A few years ago we
amended this Standing Order to allow a Bill to
proceed to the second reading stage before the
adoption of the Address-i n- Reply. It has been
traditional for the Address-in-Reply to take
precedence, but I see no reason for this procedure
to be persisted with. From my point of view it
would be far more desirable to amend the
Standing Orders so that we could proceed with
normal business or business requiring the
Government's attention before the adoption of the
Address-in-Reply rather than deal with repeated
motions such as the one before us now.

It is understandable that a motion to suspend
Standing Orders should be moved towards the
end of a session so that Bills are not left on the
Notice Paper at the time of the prorogation of
Parliament. However, in my opinion it is not
necessary to take action such as the Premier is
taking now. He wants to deal with numerous Bills
as listed on the prepared schedule we have before
us. We do not know whether or not these Bills are
urgent, and I certainly doubt very much whether
urgency exists in regard to a Bill to amend the
Metropolitan Water Supply, Sewerage, and
Drainage Act except to validate an action of his
Executive, an action that should never have been
taken Without authority. If the Premier wants to
govern in that way, that is his own right and
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choice, but it seems to me to be a rather stupid
way.

The Premier realises that he has the numbers in
this Chamber and in another place, and so he
simply disregards the decision of the legislature
and proceeds to make a decision which he then
validates by passing the necessary legislation. If
we followed such a course he would scream to
high heaven and ask us about the prerogative of
Parliament to make a determination on behalf of
the people. He would be asking what had
happened to democracy, and why should not
Parliament be the one to decide. Of course, the
Premier has already set an example by overriding
the Parliament, and having set such an example,
he must expect reaction fromn the Opposition and,
indeed, from the general public. The public does
not know where they are going next.

I suggest to you, Mr Speaker, as you are the
Chairman of the Standing Orders Committee,
that it might be desirable to look at Standing
Order No. 35 with a view to amending it as this
particular Standing Order has caused problems
every session. Of course, we must move to suspend
Standing Orders for the passage of the Supply
Dill, but it seems to me to be a quite different
situation to suspend Standing Orders to deal with
legislation prior to the conclusion of the Address-
in-Reply. In my opinion, the Address-in- Reply
should proceed when there is an opportunity for a
few members to make speeches to it, but then it
should be postponed to allow the Government of
the day to deal with any necessary business, and
then it could be finalised in due course.

On this occasion we are asked to suspend
Standing Orders for the purpose of passing what
amounts virtually to a whole session of legislation
without the protection of Standing Orders which
give the Legislative Assembly the prerogative to
consider legislation over a fairly lengthy period.
As other members have mentioned, already this
year we have had the example of the suspension
of Standing Orders and an extremely lengthy
sitting of Parliament to push through one measure
in a day.

This sort of thing has not happened previously
in the 27 years that the Premier and I have been
in, this Parliament, and I do not see any necessity
for it to occur now. I do appreciate that the
Government should have the right to introduce
Bills and to take them further than the second
reading stage; in fact to put them through all
stages according to the provisions of Standing
Orders. However, it is desirable that we know
exactly where we are going.

[ would hope members will take due cognisance
of what I am saying because with Standing
Orders about to be suspended members will be
placed in the bad position of having to make
determinations rather more swiftly than they
should have to make them in a Parliament such as
this. As a result of that I feel it is necessary for
me to take some action to improve the proposition
the Premier has put before us. I see no other way
than to move an amendment to this motion to
delete all words after the word "necessary" in line
4, down to and including the world "received" in
line 8.

If my amendment is accepted then, of course,
we will return to some sort of sanity and the
Government will be able to proceed as it wants to,
but it will not have so much of the Standing
Orders suspended as will enable it to push
legislation through in one day. When it comes to
the end of a session, I have no objection to
adopting such a tactic because of the necessity to
get Bills quickly from one House to the other and
to tidy up the business sheet and get the session
wound up. However, I do not see that it will do
the Parliament or the people of this State any
great harm if the Metropolitan Water Supply,
Sewerage, and Drainage Act Amendment Bill is
not approved in this part of the session. Nor do I
think any great harm will be done if the
Aboriginal Communities Bill and the Justices Act
Amendment Bill, which also deals with
Aborigines, are not passed; everything will still go
on. In respect of the Wundowie Charcoal Iron
Industry Sale Agreement Act Amendment Bill,
we have had so many of these Bills before the
Parliament that 1 cannot see that waiting another
few months would do any harm.

I know that "Agreement Act Amendment Bill"
means that some agreement has been entered into
by the Government and that agreement will
merely be validated by the action of the
Parliament; and whether that is done this week,
next week, or in three months' time is not of much
significance. That applies to the Collie Coal
(Western Collieries) Agreement Bill and also the
Lake MacLeod agreement and the Mount
Newman iron ore agreement; they too are Bills to
validate actions already taken by the Government,
and no great harm will be done to the people
concerned if they are not validated until later.
There is no necessity to force a debate at this
juncture.

There is no immediate requirement; nobody is
-waiting on these things. Perhaps in the case of the
Wundowie agreement, the people concerned
might be waiting for .some financial
accommodation; however, I am sure that is
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something which could be done by the mere
agreement of the Government.

The next Bill included in the schedule is the
Solicitor-General Act Amendment Bill. Of
course, the legal officers always have a whole
heap of Bills that they want approved; they are
always most important and they say they must be
dealt with immediately. That is always the
attitude of the Attorney General's officers, and
whether the urgency is necessary is a debatable
point.

With regard to the Dairy Industry Act
Amendment Bill, I will not buy too deeply into
that matter because it may be necessary to do
something now; however the industry seems to
have survived up to now and I do not think too
many people will be saved from going broke by
the action of the Government in pushing a Bill
through now.

The Acts Amendment and Repeal (Road
Maintenance) Bill and the Road Traffic Act
Amendment Bill are included as a result of the
situation in which the Government placed itself
by agreeing to something under pressure recently.
Let me point out that had the same pressure been
applied by a trade union the Government would
have been howling, "communist influence".
However, because the pressure came from a
pseudo, half-baked private enterprise group, the
Government caved in within a few days.

That is not to say I am not in favour of the
removal of road maintenance tax and its
replacement with some other tax; I tried to
achieve that when I was the Minister responsible
for roads some years ago. It seems the
Government has to put these two Bills through
before the end of the financial year to meet
promises it has made. Let me point out that such
promises were made outside the Parliament and
without the approval of the Parliament. We must
have due regard for that. If we were in
Government and tried to do this the present
Premier would cut us to pieces; if he were the
Leader of the Opposition there would be so many
Press releases that The West Australian would
have extra pages.

Mr Tonkin: It would print them all, too.
Mr JAMIESON: Yes. When the Liberal Party

has a sort of half-baked conference here it gets a
six-page cover in that newspaper, but when our
national conference was held in the west it
received only half a page of cover a day. However,
that is by the by.

None of the Bills that I have enumerated
appears to have the desperate urgency that the
Premier attaches to them. Therefore, I think it is

desirable to limit the number of Standing Orders
to be suspended.

Amendments to Motion

Mr JAMIESON: Accordingly, I move an
amendment-

Delete the passage "and to pass through
their remaining stages in one sitting, to
enable messages from the Legislative Council
to be taken into consideration on the day
they are received,".

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-Premier)
(3.01 p.m.]: We have heard a display of
histrionics and heroics today, the like of which I
have rarely heard before in this place. The
member for Morley, when he gets up to speak in
the future, should learn to take his tongue out of
his cheek, because he does not look his best in
that posture.

I want to remind members opposite,
particularly those who have been here a little
longer than others, that there is nothing
extraordinary about what we are doing. I remind
members opposite of the performance of their
Government when it was in power from 1971 to
1974.

Mr Tonkin: Not in power, but in Government;
you had a majority in the other place.

Sir CHARLES COURT: In those days the
story was entirely different from what we are
hearing today. I give a few statistics: during the
1971 session no fewer than 49 Bills out of 54 were
passed after the suspension of Standing Orders.

Mr Bryce: In one sitting?
Mr Jamieson: Why? Because the Speaker had

died.
Sir CHARLES COURT: In a session.
Mr Bryce: This is in a sitting, not in a session.
Mr Tonkin: The Speaker died.

Points of Order
Mr PEARCE: I rise on a point of order, Mr

Deputy Speaker. Am I mistaken in believing that
the Premier should be directing his attention and
himself to the amendme 'nt, which is in fact to
delete that part of the motion which refers quite
specifically to Bills being passed through the
House in one sitting?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: There is no point of
order.

Mr TONKIN: I raise a further point of order.
Did you, Sir, rule that the Premier did not have to
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apply himself to the amendment before the
Chair?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: No, I did not rule
that way at all. The Premier was beginning his
remarks, and at this stage it is not appropriate for
anybody to determine how precisely he is relating
his remarks to the amendment. I have only just
assumed the Chair and as far as I am concerned I
am sure the Premier will speak to the amendment.'
If he does not, then the Standing Orders of the
House will be followed.

Mr TONKIN: Presumably the Premier does
have to obey Standing Orders and direct his
attention to the amendment?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: As you do, yes.

Debate (on amendment to motion) Resumed

Sir CHARLES COURT: For the edification of
the member for Gosnells. I remind him we are
talking about taking out certain words. Those
words are the words which are included in a
motion when we are suspending Standing Orders
in each session, and it is relevant to what I am
about to tell him. When the Tonkin Government
was in power, it sought to bring in Bills and in
fact did bring in Bills at a very substantial rate
after it had suspended Standing Orders by a
motion which included these words. In 1971, 49
out of 54 Bills were handled after suspension of
Standing Orders. In 1972, a mere 77 out of 110
Bills received this treatment. In 1973, the Tonkin
Government went even further, and introduced
1] 2 Bills, 87 of which received this treatment.

Mr Tonkin: Not 'while the Address-in-Reply
was on.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The percentages of
Bills handled in this manner were 90 per cent, 70
per cent, and 77 per cent respectively. I suggest
that if members had a look at the record of this
Government in relation to dealing with Bills after
the suspension of Standing Orders they would
ind we have a much better record than that of

the Tonkin Government.
When a motion of this kind is moved there is a

necessity to include these words because when we
have matters passing between the two Houses and
certain matters are being dealt with in this House
it is often expedient-without any opposition from
either side-to take advantage of this situation. In
this way, days can be saved; often, we can get
something through on a Thursday instead of
having to wait until the following Tuesday. That
is the reason these words are included. They are
usually used with good sense by Governments.

If members opposite are talking about the
Government pressurising business through in one
day, I remind them to go back through the
records and have a look at the way the Estimates
were handled by the Tonkin Government. On one
classic occasion, the Tonkin Government got the
whole lot through in one day, considering
department after department. The Government of
the day was prepared to sit here all day and all
night if necessary.

Paint of Order
Mr TONKIN: Mr Deputy Speaker, I ask you

to rule that this is irrelevant because at that time,
the present Premier, and then Leader of the
Opposition, had gone on record as seeking in the
Legislative Council to stop Supply. This caused a
very unusual kind of situation, where the Budget
could not be trusted to the other House.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! There is no
point of order.

Debate (on amendment to motion) Resumed
Sir CHARLES COURT: I have already made

it clear that in suspending Standing Orders, the
Government will ensure a sensible application of
the suspension, as there has been in the past. I
defy any member opposite to give an example of
where this Government has suspended Standing
Orders by this motion-I refer to the form of the
motion which has been moved in practically every
session I have been here-and has done anything
but act sensibly and responsibly and, where
necessary, in consultation with the Opposition.

Mr Pearce interjected.
Sir CHARLES COURT: In the minds of the

Opposition, Thursday is the day when one causes
as much irritation as one can for the Government.
We had a classic example today, where the
member for Morley got into the gutter and talked
about so-called "junkets". He will be red-faced
when the Government outlines what is proposed
in connection with overseas visits.

Mr Tonkin: That is being in the gutter, is it?
Sir CH4ARLES COURT: The way the member

for Morley was talking, he was in the political
gutter.

Mr Pearce interjected.
Mr Tonkin: You talked about Whitlamn being a

tourist of a Prime Minister, and you say I am
getting into the gutter!

Sir CHARLES COURT: Members opposite
know that if they use phrases like that they have a
better chance of being reported in the Press.
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Mr Bryce: Not if you telephone them and tell
them not to put it in.

Sir CHARLES COURT: I do not propose to
debate the amendment at length because, no
doubt, I will reply to the motion itself in due
course.

Mr Pearce interjected.
Sir CHARLES COURT: As far as I am

concerned, this is a necessary piece of machinery.
The comments made by the member for

Welshpool regarding Standing Order No. 35 are
noted. I must admit that on occasions, I have
wondered why we allow it to remain.

Mr Tonkin: I wonder why we have any
Standing Orders!

Sir CHARLES COURT: It was a colleague of
the member for Morley who made the practical
suggestion. It may be that in the light of modern
requirements and a different timing and attitude
in respect of parliamentary sessions, Standing
Order No. 35 should be altered. However, my
understanding is that there is a traditional reason
for this Standing Order. It is customary, except tn
special circumstances, such as getting Supply and
special measures through, to get the Address-in-
Reply off the Notice Paper and the Address
delivered to Her Majesty's representative as a
matter of courtesy.

Of course, there has been the usual criticism of
the emergency legislation brought in by this
Government earlier in this session.

Mr Pearce interjected.
Sir CHARLES COURT: We make no apology

for it; if we had not introduced such legislation we
would have had chaos and confusion, and
members opposite know it.

Mr Pearce interjected.
Mr Skidmore. Bull!
Sir CHARLES COURT: Members opposite

know they had no right authoritatively to say that
the strike would be over the next day.

Mr Skidmore: Typical arrogant garbage.
Mr Pearce interjected.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I advise the

member for Gosnells that he must cease his
persistent interjections; they are far too lengthy.
If he does not desrst, I will be forced to take
further action.

Paints of Order

-Mr PEARCE: Mr Deputy Speaker, the
Premier has been speaking for some considerable
length of time. I wonder whether you have had

sufficient time to decide on the relevance of his
remarks. The Premier should be speaking to the
amendment, which is to remove Certain words.
The Premier has talked about a recent strike and
about overseas trips, which have nothing to do
with the matter before the Chair.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! The
member for Gbsnells will resume his seat. That is
not a point of order, as he well knows.

Mr PEARCE: Mr Deputy Speaker-
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The member for

Gosnells will wait until he receives the call if he
seeks to go on.

Mr PEARCE: Mr Deputy Speaker-
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: What are you

speaking on?
Mr PEARCE: I am asking you -to rule on

whether or not the Premier is speaking to the
amendment, which is to remove certain words,

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Is that a point or
order?

Mr PEARCE: Yes.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: You should have

stated it as such. There is no point of order. I rule
that the Premier is speaking to the motion before
the House.

Mr Skidmore: To the amendment before the
House.

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: To the amendment
before the House.

Mr Skidmore: Why don't you make up your
mind?

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: The member for
Swan will come to order, too.

Debate (on amendment to motion) Resumed
Sir CHARLES COURT: I come back to the

point that these words are part and parcel of a
motion such as this. They have been used by the
Opposition when in Government, by earlier Labor
Governments and by Governments of all political
persuasions. If these words are not included it will
lead to an unnecessary deferment of some of the
business of the House, without any improvement
in the consideration of these matters by the
House. it is important that these words be
included in the motion, which is simply a matter
of the smooth operation of the session. Therefore,
I oppose the amendment.

At a later stage, I propose to comment on some
of the political nonsense which has been spoken
on the motion before the Chair.
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MR B. T. DURKE (Balcatta) 13.18 p.m.J: I
support the amendment moved by the member for
Welshpool. Despite those things to which the
Premier referred in seeking support for his point
of view, he was unable to tell the House of one
previous instance when a motion of this sort had
been moved during the currency of the Address-
in-Reply. It has not previously been done.

Sir Charles Court: It has .been traditional in
respect of the Supply Bill; it has been automatic,
and always is done.

Mr B. T. BURKE: I had hoped the subtlety of
the Premier would not be so lacking as to force
him to use that weak reed for his own support.
The situation to which I am referring is certainly
true: Never previously has this motion been used
in the manner the Premier now is trying to use it.
That is very clear, despite the examples the
Premier gave to support his own position.

I do not care much for comparisons between
the Premier of this State and the Premier of
Queensland; the elec 'tors can make their own
judgment about that. I certainly think-as
members on this side have previously
expressed-that there are some similarities.

The Premier and the Parliament should realise
that the public are getting heartily sick and tired
of a Government which sits throughout the night
during "concertinaed" periods when proper
consideration cannot be given to legislation, which
consistently refuses to look at the question of
sitting through the day and which downgrades the
importance of the public having knowledge about
the actions it is taking.

This is another example of the sort of action
this Government is taking to minimise the
importance that it assigns to public knowledge
and its degree of participation.

I am very perturbed that the Premier is upset
that some members on this side of the House
believe this motion is designed to facilitate a trip
overseas by himself. I am perfectly happy to allow
the Premier to interject on me to clear up this
point. What is fresh in the minds of members on
this side of the House is that the Premier is
seeking an invitation to the Middle East and will
be calling in there on his way to be invested with
his second knighthood. I am perfectly happy to
ask the Premier when he intends to travel to
London to be invested with his second knighthood
and whether, during the trip, he intends to call
into the Middle East.

Sir "Charles Court: I am not seeking the
invitation to go to the Middle East; I have been
invited to go there and the time of that visit will
be announced at the proper time. As far as the

other is concerned, it Is my private business; I will
not tell you.

Mr Skidmore interjected.
Sir Charles Court: You mind your own

business.
Mr Skidmore: That is exactly right.
Sir Charles Court:, Don't mislead the public.
The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order!
Mr B. T. BURKE: My willingness to permit

the Premier to inform the House resulted in the
learning of the following startling information:
firstly, when he went to London was his own
business and, secondly, he was not asking for an
invitation as he was being offered one. Neither of
those two gems of information is enlightening or
relevant to the debate because the proposition the
Opposition is putting forward as nicely and
politely as possible is this: there is in the minds of
the Opposition and current in the precincts of' the
Parliament the belief that the Premier is welding
the sittings of the Parliament according to his
own schedules. It may be necessary for him to do
so.

Sir Charles Court: That is not so. If the
Parliament sits through to the end of June or
July, I will be here.

Mr B. T. B 'URKE: I have no doubt that if the
Parliament does sit to the end of June the Premier
may well be here. I am equally sure and certain
that he will see to it that Parliament does not sit
to the end of June. We will all be able to read
what will happen during that month.

It is becoming patently clear that there is
absolutely no need for a motion of this type at the
present time. The Opposition has indicated to the
Government that it is perfectly prepared to allow
the Address- in- Reply to lie over;, that it is
perfectly prepared to allow any of the 12 Bills
mentioned, which the Government wants debated.
to be debated according to the timetable the
Government will announce. The Opposition has
said it is not prepared at this stage in this sitting
to allow the Government to take unto itself the
power to refuse adequate time to debate these
important matters. The Opposition says that
giving the power is one thing and is the thing to
be considered, not the assurance that the Premier
gives that he will not abuse the power he takes
unto himself. Because it is not necessary for him
to have the ability to do the things he seeks to do,
we should not give it to him.

It is important to stress that the Premier's
assurance that he does not seek this power and
that he does not need it means nothing as far as
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responsible and individual members of this
Chamber are concerned.

The Opposition is alarmed that the Premier
should seek for the first time in the history of this
Parliament to move a motion of this sort so early
in a sitting and then not to deny he is breaking
new ground, but instead to camouflage his action
by protesting that it does not relate to this matter.
I support the amendment.

MR SKIDMORE (Swan) [3.25 p.m.]: Since I
have been in this place I have become extremely
alarmed about the way in which many pieces of
legislation are forced through with scant regard
for the feelings of members who must try to
represent their electors as best they can. I am
alarmed at the inability on many occasions to get
even a fleeting glimpse of the People's reaction to
legislation before it is forced through this House.
Therefore, it is ludicrous to believe I would be
satisfied with the Government's action in this
instance.

I instance the Aboriginal Communities Bill
mnentioned in the schedule and about which I have
no idea what is involved. I have a certain affinity
with the Aborigines' wants and desires which
have so far remained unfulfilled in this State and
other States because of this Government's and the
Fraser Government's actions. In the short time
permitted in having such a Bill pass through the
House in one day, I would have little chance to
comprehend fully all that the Bill meant to the
Aboriginal people. I would be unable to obtain
from them what their feelings would be towards
the Bill and how they feel it would affect their
welfare. There is no shadow of doubt about the
fact that Aborigines have said on many occasions
that their wishes are not the wishes of this House.
They believe the wishes of this House are the
wishes of the white community which are being
forced down their throats by legislation forced
through by the Government.

That in itself gives me a keen desire to see the
amendment carried. I could well understand the
necessity for the Premier to have some legislation
put through before the session ends. I see no
difficulty with this end as I am happy to stay until
June. I would be prepared to stay until July; that
is all right by me.

I thought being elected to Parliament meant
one was to conscientiously carry out one's duties
in a manner befitting an elected member of
Parliament. However, we seem to have become a
portion of a rubber stamp. It seems all we are
needed for is to act as Opposition members to
enable Parliament to operate so that the Premier
can force through legislation for reasons we have

not been told. At no time has anything been said
as to why the Justices Act Amendment Bill has to
go through in such a hell of a hurry. Nor have we
been told why the Solicitor-General Act
Amendment Bill needs to go through in such a
hurry. Perhaps there is a valid reason, but
certainly we should have the opportunity to
debate those Bills in a proper manner; we should
have adequate time to debate them. If a necessity
exists for thdse Bills to be forced through in one
day, the Premier should introduce them and ask
for the co-operation of the Opposition by
explaining why there is an urgency. He should
explain why they must be passed in one day. I am
not going to cop a 12-Bill blanket rule which will
allow those Bills to go through in one sitting.

Sir Charles Court: They will not go through in
one day.

Mr SKIDMORE: That is all right for
Premier to say, but I have been misled by
promises and by his interjections in the past.
electors and I have been fooled in the past.

the
his
My

I cast my mind back to remarks the Premier
made with respect to legislation covering a service
fee for the State Housing Commission and how
we as an Opposition were misled on that occasion.
That legislation was forced through with undue
haste and later we found ourselves suddenly in the
situation where we had been misled. We were
promised the application of that fee would not be
made for some time, when all of a sudden it
became a reality for many people.

When we consider the manner in which the
Government wishes to operate on this occasion
Surely there is justification for our viewing the
situation with alarm.

Let us consider some of the Bills which are to
be discussed in this manner. Included among
them is the Evaporites (Lake MacLeod)
Agreement Act Amendment Bill. I can only gaze
into a crystal ball and hazard a guess, but if the
Bill is necessary because of the difficulty the
company now faces as the result of the ravages to
its port loading facilities, one might consider there
is justification for our dealing with the matter
with some urgency. However, it is passing strange
that so many Bills are to be dealt with in this
manner. There is no need for the Government to
take such an attitude which demonstrates
irresponsible government. There is no necessity
for all the Bills to go through in one sitting day.

In conclusion I simply say that I do not accept
the motion. I do not believe it is fair to members
of Parliament and it is certainly not fair to our
electors. We have just about had a gutful of
having legislation rammed down our throats by
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this Government, especially when the legislation is
unwarranted, unnecessary, and unwanted.
Members opposite are supposed to represent
responsible government of which we are a part
and I refuse to be forced to act in an irresponsible
manner. Therefore I support the amendment
moved by the member for Welshpool.

Point of Order
Mr PEARCE: Could you guide me, Mr

Speaker? I wish to move a further amendment to
the motion.

The SPEAKER: We must first dispose of the
amendment before the Chair.

Debate (on amendment to motion) Resumed
MR BRYCE (Ascot-Deputy Leader of the

Opposition) [3.33 p.m.]: The Premier's suggestion
to this Parliament that the motion had to contain
the reference to one sitting day does not cut any
ice with us. We sat through a long session in this
place a fortnight ago to deal with a piece of
legislation in one sitting and we sat from 4.30
p.m. on one day to 11.00 am. the next day. How
does he expect us to respect his word? He
manufactured an emergency on that occasion.

Mr Tonkin: H-ear, hear!
Mr BRYCE: Everyone in Western Australia

knows that it was grandstanding then and that
there was no genuine sense of emergency. How
does he expect those on this side at this time to
accept his word that that sort of thing will not
happen again? We went through that experience
and sat all through that night and it was just
unnecessary. We do not mind sitting, but it is a
very inefficient and hopeless way in which to
conduct our affairs. In addition to the pernicious
suggestion that the Government should be
allowed to push legislation through in one night
there is a weakness in the motion. It provides no
time limit whatever. If any of the Bills in question
remain on the Notice Paper at the conclusion of
this part of the session, there is nothing to prevent
the Government, when we come back in the next
part of the session, utilising the same pani.c
method with regard to the treatment of the Bills
listed in the schedule.

Sir Charles Court: Even if it were intended,
which it is not, you would have no gripe because
you would have had that much more time.

Mr BRYCE: The exercise is a question of
decency as far as the House is concerned. No
legislation should be rammed through in one
sitting. We have seen situations arise in this place
during the Committee stage of a Bill when there

has been a genuine exchange of opinion about the
validity of certain clauses and the implications
they may have and it has been necessary from
time to time to adjourn the proceedings in order
that legal or other detailed opinion might be
obtained. Is the Premier assuming that this could
not possibly happen with any of the Bills listed in
the schedule? That is what we are arguing. The
situation is unreasonable.

Sir Charles Court: You are producing red
herrings.

Mr BRYCE: The fair thing would have been
for the Premier to approach the Opposition to
indicate that there were 12 pieces of legislation
that should be passed or needed to be passed by
the 30th June and that he would like to fix a
reasonable timetable for this purpose, giving an
assurance that there would be sufficient time for
the consideration of the legislation. Instead of
that the Premier has submitted to the House the
same motion he used a fortnight ago after he
manufactured an emergency. On that occasion he
kept the House here, on that day and all night,
and then into the following day. This is a highly
unsatisfactory way in which to conduct the affairs
of this place.

I support the amendment.
MR STEPHENS (Stirling) [3.36 p.m.]: We of

the National Party are rather concerned about
the motion itself, and, of course, the amendment,
although the latter does make the motion a little
more acceptable. We are concerned about doing
something to restore the dignity and effectiveness
of Parliament so that it can be regarded by the
public with a great deal of respect, and they can
look to Parliament as a place of democracy.
Unfortunately many in my electorate and in the
State generally regard Parliament as a bit of a
farce, a rubber stamp, and a charade. The motion
and the amendment rather confirm that opinion.
We should be acting in such a manner as to dispel
those thoughts rather than taking action which
will prove their contention.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition has
pointed out that the Opposition would be quite
prepared to enter into an arrangement to ensure
that any urgent legislation went through on a
normal timetable. Everyone would accept such a
course of action.

Members of the National Party have no
objection to essential legislation being dealt with,
but a blanket approach such as is proposed in the
motion is unacceptable. Surely if the Government
knew that certain legislation had to be passed
before the 30th June it would have been more
appropriate for it to plan its programme properly
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and call Parliament together earlier to allow
sufficient time.

Opposition members: Hear, bear!

Mr STEPHENS: As I have indicated, we can
support the amendment because it makes the
motion a little more acceptable as it does allow
any of the Bills which must be passed by the 30th
June to be dealt with, but it would not enable
them to be railroaded through in one day. The
amendment would give members of Parliament
the opportunity to investigate the legislation in a
manner the people we represent expect us to
adopt. To sit here in one day and ram Bills
through is not an appropriate way to deal with
legislation.

Earlier reference was made to the fact that
some members can sleep their way through long
sittings. This may be so; but one thing is certainly
true, and that is that the Hansard staff has to stay
very much awake and we should have some
consideration for Hansard when some' of the
timetables are drawn up.

Mr Pearce; Hear, hear!
Mr STEPHENS: The Premier made reference

to the fact that when the Labor Party was in
government it used (his procedure. We all know
that the Labor Party had certain difficult
conditions, under which to govern and that it
adopted such a procedure only towards the end of
a session, certainly not during the Address-in-
Reply debate. The point I want to make is that I
do not approve of the Labor Party adopting such
tactics either and it is certainly no argument to
say that because the Labor Party did something
wrong,. the present Government is justified in
doing something equally wrong. That is no
argument at all.

While I shall be supporting the amendment, I
would like to give notice that if the amendment is
not carried we shall be opposing the motion.

Amendment put and a division taken with the
following result-

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
Mr Bryce
Mr B. T. Burke
Mr T. J1. Burke
Mr Grill
Mr Hodge
Mr Jamieson
Mr Mclver

Ayes 17
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Stephens
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Dr Troy
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

Mr Clarko
Sir Charles Court
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros

Ayes
Mrt T.H. Jones
Mr Davies
Mr 1-arman
Mr H. D. Evans
MrCarr.
Mr T. D. Evans

Noes 23
Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr O'Neil
Mr Ridge
Mr Spriggs
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

Pairs
Noes

Mr Sibson
Mr Coyne
Mr Rushton
Mr Herzfeld
Mr Die ikie
Mr Sodeman

(Teller)

Amendment thus negatived.

Sitting suspended from 3.44 to 4.04 p.m.

MR PEARCE (Gosnells) [4.04 p.mn.]: I move
an amendment-

Add the passage "Provided that this
suspension of Standing Orders shall cease to
have effect on and after 30th June, 1979."

Despite the small amount of time I have been in
this place-I am sure the Premier will remind me
for the umpteenth time that I have not been here
very long-I am aware that my amendment is in
accordance with some precedents on this matter,
because when the Tonkin Labor Government
moved to suspend Standing Orders on the 9th
May. 1973, it limited that motion to the 31st
May, 1973. One can see the principle on which
that Government acted on that occasion, and on
which I believe the House should act on this
occasion.

Sir Charles Court: This is what we intended, so
we accept the amendment.

Mr PEARCE: Thank you very much.
Amendment put and passed.

Motion, as Amended

SIR CHARLES COURT (Nedlands-Premier)
[4.06 p.m.]: In view of the fact that I indicated I
would reply to the debate, I think I should
respond briefly now.

Great play was made, about the emergency
legislation which was introduced earlier this
session. That was introduced in accordance with
the Standing Orders to deal with an emergency,
and the measure was dealt with in the Parliament
in accordance with Standing Orders-which is
what it is all about. I remind members that of the

(Teller) legislation which is to be introduced, the Supply
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Bill is accepted by the Opposition as being
normally dealt with under the suspension of
Standing Orders. The Aboriginal Communities
Bill and the Justices Act Amendment Dill have
been introduced in another House and are public
property, and have been commented upon
publicly. It will be obvious that both those Bills
should be dealt with expeditiously because they
are important in their own right.

The Bills dealing with evaporites. and Collie
coal are before the House, and members have had
ample opportunity to read them. They will
appreciate the reasons that the measures should
be passed during this part of the 1979 session.
With regard to the last two Bills on the list,
members are aware of their significance because
they have been the subject of a great deal of
public comment. The Minister for Transport is
currently at a meeting of State and
Commonwealth Ministers in an endeavour to
devise something which, hopefully, will have a
degree of uniformity. Of course, we cannot
introduce that legislation until such time as it has
been agreed upon or we in turn have made up our
minds as to what form of legislation we will use if
uniformity between. -the States and the
Commonwealth is not achieved. A number of
constitutional issues are involved and these, again,
are fully understood by the Opposition.

When the Bills to which I have -referred are
taken from the total list, it is reduced to a small
number. With regard to the Metropolitan Water
Supply, Sewerage, and Drainage Act Amendment
Bill, the member for Welshpool raised the point
that an advertisement appeared. That is true, and
an answer was provided. When the Government
sought advice it was stated by the Public Service
Board that it was quite in order to call
applications for the position to save time, but on
the clear understanding that no appointment
could be made until the appropriate legislation
had been passed by the Parliament to create the
position.

Members will appreciate the reason that it is
desirable to pass the Wundowie Bill before the
30th June. The same applies to the Mt. Newman
iron ore Bill and to' the Bills concerning the
Solicitor General and the dairy industry. I repeat
what I told the Leader of the Opposition and
what I have said in this place: some of those Bills
might not be introduced if we ind they are not
necessary because of changing circumstances or if
we receive advice to the contrary of advice we
have at the moment. In that case certainly we will
not proceed with them because we have no desire
or intention unnecessarily to proceed with Bills in
this part of the session.

Let me explain the strategy of the
Government's planning in respect of the Notice
Paper. The idea is to introduce as many Bills as is
practicable without overloading the Notice Paper
before the House rises at the end of the autumn
session. Then when the H-ouse resumes the
Opposition will have had many weeks in which to
consider the legislation, and we will be able to
proceed in a leisurely and sensible manner with
the consideration of the measures.

However, that is quite independent of the group
of Bills contained in the schedule, each of which
has its own special reason for being included. I
explained this to the Press when I was approached
about the matter on Tuesday, but unfortunately
my comments appeared in the newspaper in an
entirely different form. I did not appreciate the
remarks of the Deputy Leader of the Opposition
because they were completely out of context with
the purpose of the motion and, in fact, with its
wording. However, in the final analysis, all of
those Bills must be dealt with in this House.

The member for Morley and others, including
the member for Dalcatta, made great play of visits
overseas. Any visit to be made by any Minister
will not in any way affect the conduct of this
House. If and when I go overseas for certain
visits--one of which will be a private visit of very
short duration-the public will be told of it. I
repeat that none of the visits of Ministers overseas
has any effect on the sitting dates of this session,
and it is quite improper for the Opposition to be
complaining there will be insufficient time to
consider legislation while in the meantime itself
wasting the time of the House and stacking on a
turn. The Opposition has been taking up time that
could usefully be employed on the business of the
House.

One of the ideas put forward by the Opposition
was that we should set aside the Address-in-Reply
for the time being and deal with the Bills in the
schedule. That is exactly what we are seeking to
do with this motion.

Mr Tonkin: Not in one sitting!
Sir CHARLES COURT: I repeat that the use

of those words-and I emphasise "where
necessary" -is not new or novel. Those words are
necessary in a motion of this kind to ensure the
smooth operation of the House, and they make
good sense. However, the Opposition would think
it is good sense to be able to use that machinery in
selected eases. The suspension of Standing Orders
has never been used capriciously. Even when
Standing Orders are suspended towards the end
of a session, consultation has occurred and
business has been conducted fairly smoothly.
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I come back to the point that of all the guilty
people, members opposite should be the last to
criticise. In their first year in office 49 out of 54
Bills were passed after the suspension of Standing
Orders by a motion which included the same
words.

Mr Bryce: Go back and do your homework.
Sir CHARLES COURT: That was in 1971;

and in 1972, 77 Bills out of 110 were passed after
suspension of Standing Orders, while 87 out of
112 were passed after the suspension of Standing
Orders in the following year.

Mr Bryce: How many of those were introduced
after the proposition was carried?

Sir CHARLES COURT: Some of the Bills
covered by this motion have already been
introduced, so that does not hold water either.
The record of this Government in respect of Bills
passed after the suspension of Standing Orders is
as follows: S0 out of 88, 58 out of 114, 74 out of
147, 53 out of 74, and 51 out of 117.

Mr Bryce: On each occasion a great heap of
them were on the Notice Paper already.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The same applies
here. I am telling the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition, who is making a nonsense of himself
and stacking on a turn, that some of these Bills
are already on the Notice Paper. Therefore, his
argument applies in this case, and is just as valid
in respect of this motion as it was in respect of the
motions introduced by the Tonkin Government.

Therefore, I hope the House will without any
further nonsense pass this motion so that we can
get on with the business in an orderly manner at
the appropriate time.

Question put and
following result-

Mr Clarko
Sir Charles Court
Mrs Craig
Mr Crane
Dr Dadour
Mr Grayden
Mr Grewar
Mr Hassell
Mr P. V. Jones
Mr Laurance
Mr MacKinnon
Mr Mensaros

Mr Barnett
Mr Bertram
MrBr' re
M r T. J. Burke
Mr Grill
Mr [Hodge
Mr Jamieson

a division taken w:

Ayes 23
Mr Nanovich
Mr O'Connor
Mr Old
Mr O'Neil
Mr Ridge
Mr Spriggs
Mr Tubby
Mr Watt
Mr Williams
Mr Young
Mr Shalders

Noes 16
Mr Mctver
Mr Pearce
Mr Skidmore
Mr Stephens
Mr Taylor
Mr Tonkin
Mr Wilson
Mr Bateman

ith the

Ayes
Mr Sibson
Mr Coyne
Mr Rushton
Mr Herzfeld
Mr Blaikie
Mr Sodeman

Pairs
Noes

Mr T. H. Jones
Mr Davies
Mr Harman
Mr H. D. Evans
Mr Carr
Mr T. D. Evans

Question (motion, as amended) thus passed.

METROPOLITAN WATER SUPPLY,
SEWERAGE, AND DRAINAGE ACT

AMENDMENT BILL
Introduction and First Reading

Bill introduced on motion by Mr O'Connor
(Minister for Labour and Industry), and read a
first time.

Second Reading
MR O'CONNOR (Mt. Lawley-Minister for

Labour and Industry) [4.21 p.m.]: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

The two purposes of the Bill now before the
House are to provide for [he appointment of a
commissioner as chief executive officer and
member of the metropolitan water board; and to
delete from the principal Act the prescription of
certain fees relating to the board's registers of
debentures and stock.

The Bill proposes- to amend the principal Act
by replacing reference to a general manager as
chief executive officer and member of the board
by reference to a commissioner in these two roles.

The commissioner will coordinate the board's
overall operations. His appointment will recoagnise
the growth of the metropolitan water board's
operations in recent years. This change is to clear
the way to implement recommendations arising
out of a review of the board Organisation
undertaken on the board's behalf late last year.

At the same time, it is intended to remove from
the Act particulars of fees payable for inspecting
the board's registers of debentures and stock
which show details of loan subscriptions, and for
copies and extracts of entries in these registers.
The prescription of such fees more appropriately
belongs in the province of subordinate legislation

(Tle)in the form of the board's bearer debenture and
(Tle) inscribed stock by-laws recently tabled in the

House.
The first proposal is consequential to plans to

improve the organisation of the board; and the
second is to relegate minor details of the present
Act to a lesser authority in keeping with modern
practice.

(Teller) I therefore commend the Bill to the House.
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Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Jamieson.

BILLS (5): INTRODUcTrION AND
FIRST READING

I . Plant Diseases Act Amendment Sill.
Bill introduced, on motion by Mr Old

(Minister for Agriculture), and read a
first time.

2. Western Australian Marine Act
Amendment Bill.

3. Western Australian Marine Act
Amendment Bill (No. 2).

Bills introduced, on motions by Sir
Charles Court (Premier), and read a
first time.

4. Health Education Council Act
Amendment Bill.

5. Dental Act Amendment Bill.
Bills introduced, on motions by Mr

Young (Minister for Health), and
read a first time.

QUESTIONS
Questions were taken at this stage.

ADDRESS-IN-REPLY: SIXTH DAY
Motion

Debate resumed, from the 24th April, on the
following motion by Mr Shalders-

That the following Address-in-Reply to
His Excellency's Speech be agreed to-

May it please Your Excellency: We,
the Legislative Assembly of the
Parliament of the State of Western
Australia in Parliament assembled, beg
to express loyalty to our Most Gracious
Sovereign, and to thank Your
Excellency for the Speech you have been
pleased to address to Parliament.

MR LAUJRANCE (Gascoyne) [4.50 p.m.]: I
rise to support the motion for the adoption of the
Add ress-in- Reply moved by the member for
Murray. During his Speech at the opening of
Parliament, His Excellency addressed himself to
the economy and pointed out to the Parliament,
and to the State, a number of developments under
way and a number of projects in the pipeline
which would assist the economy of this State and
help to overcome a very important and grave
concern; that is, unemployment. My colleague,
the member for Murray, also referred to this
matter when he moved for the adoption of the
Address-in- Reply.

I want to take one particular aspect and enlarge
upon it; one which I believe will have some
bearing on this difficult problem. Whilst
previously in this House I have spoken on the
problem of unemployment with respect to the
nation generally, I believe the situation has
changed over the last 12 months to two years. Not
only is unemployment still with us, and at a level
unacceptably high, but also it has taken a
different turn and is becoming institutionalised
and entrenched in our society. That is a cause for
even further concern.

Mr Bryce: That is what Fraser wants.
Mr LAURANCE: To overcome the problem of

having unemployment institutionalised and
entrenched in our society, we need to reduce the
cause of the problem-the factor costs of
production, particularly labour. This can be done
only by means of some major surgery.

Drastic changes are needed because we have
not reacted quickly enough normally as a society,
or in our economy, to the dramatic changes which
have occurred in recent years. Those changes have
led to the problem, and they occurred between
1972 and 1975. We know why.

Labour costs are only one factor which has dire
consequences to the community as a whole.
Holiday pay, holiday loadings, workers'
compensation premiums, and pay-roll tax, in
particular, are matters which help to bring about
the situation. Those things have been changing
over the years, but in recent years they have
changed dramatically and have allowed to develop
a situation where the marginal cost of employing
an additional employee is such that most
employers would rather not face it. So, we have
the entrenched situation of unemployment being
institutionalised in our community.

No doubt members have seen a small
publication put out by the Journal of Industry in
South Australia titled, "Please, Sir, I want a job".
I do not intend to quote from the publication, but
members will be aware that it lists very clearly
the problems facing employers.

Mr Tonkin: Who put it out?
Mr LAURANCE: It is recorded in Hansard.
Mr Tonkin: No. it is not. You did not say who

produced it.
Mr LAURANCE: The problems are outlined

very clearly in the article and it shows a number
of different ways in which the employer has to dig
deep into his pocket to meet the cost of employing
an additional employee. The natural result is that
production becomes more capital-intensive and
less labour-intensive. So, employers are looking to
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the use of more machinery rather than meet the
cost of additional labour.

The most disastrous period began in 1972 when
unemployment became institutionalised in our
society. This has been recognised not only by
myself, but probably also by all other members in
the House.

Mr Tonkin: You are saying everything the
Premier wants you to say.

Mr LAURANCE: The leader of the ACTU
(Mr Bob Hawke) was reported in a recent article
as saying that the unions must consider the young
jobless. He said the union movement had to stop
thinking about the available benefits for workers
who are in employment, and start to think about
those people who are unemployed. We know that
every additional benefit for a person in
employment costs someone a job.

We must get these things done. This problem
has been with us to a large extent since the
disastrous period of the Whitlam Government.
The present Government has reduced inflation,
and that is a help. There are problems in that
area, but we must keep on top of them. Wage
demands have moderated.

We have to find a solution to the problem of
the enormous increase in workers' compensation
premiums. This Government has that matter in
hand. One factor cost of labour, however, which
must be overcome is pay-roll tax. If this tax could
ever be a relevant form of taxation, it could only
be during a time of full employment. One can get
away with pay-roll tax in that situation.

That is the position we had for many years
uinder Liberal Governments and coalition
Governments, particularly through the 1960s
when we had a very low inflation rate and almost
full employment. Statistically, many of those
years were regarded as full employment years, but
under the Federal Labor Government full
employment became only a shattered dream.
Therefore, pay-roll tax is no longer practicable or
relevant with regard to employment. With the
unemployment situation continuing as it isI
bclieve pay-roll tax is something which should be
abolished.

The marginal cost for every extra employee
varies, depending on the industry involved. If I
could perhaps refer to the highest cost industry, so
far as the total amount involved is
concerned-the mining and quarrying
industry--every additional employee costs the
employer $467 per annum.

Pay-roll tax is only one of the additional
marginal costs of putting on an extra employee,
but those costs add up to the stage where

employers cannot accept the additional cost
burden, so they do not employ. One way to bring
down costs is to remove the incidence of pay-roll
tax.

Pay-roll tax was first levied in 1941 by the
Federal Government as -a contribution towards
child endowment. It was levied at 2.5 per cent,
and remained unchanged during all the years it
was levied by the Federal Government. After
1952, the proceeds from pay-roll tax were paid
directly into general revenue. This was unique to
Australia because whilst many countries
throughout the world did levy some form of tax
on employees' wages or salaries, in all those
countries the contributions went towards a
specific social service programme. Sometimes the
contribution was only partial, but it related to a
specific social service programme. In those cases
the employers were asked to collect a contribution
from the employees to be paid to the national
Government for its social service programme.

In Australia pay-roll tax was transferred to the
States in 1971, when demands were made on the
Commonwealth Government for the States to
have some form of growth tax. That was
particularly necessary after a 1970 High Court
dlecision ruled that the States' receipts taxes were
invalid.

I might add that since 1971, when the States
took over control of the tax, it has been a growth
tax. For instance, 'in the financial year 1976-77
Western Australia received $127 million by way
of pay-roll tax. In 1977-78, the last financial year,
that amount increased to $142 million. It can be
seen that it amounts to approximately 10 per cent
of the State's revenue, and is a major proportion
of the revenue. Pay-roll tax brings in a major
portion of the State Government's revenue.

As I pointed out, with the unemployment
situation as it is at present, there can be no
justification for pay-roll tax. I still believe it
should be abolished. There are alternatives to
pay-roll tax, and one such alternative was
discussed around Australia recently; and I am
referring to the value added tax. This was never
more than an idea, and I believe the Federal
Government handled the idea clumsily. As a
result there was a great deal of criticism,
particularly from retailers around Australia. A
recent statement from the Federal Government
would lead us to believe the idea of a value added
tax in this country has been withdrawn.

The transfer of pay-roll tax to the States came
out of a 1971 Premiers' Conference due to the
difficulties being experienced at that time in
Federal-State financing arrangements. I believe
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the unemployment situation today is serious
enough for alternatives to pay-roll tax to be
discussed at the next Premiers' Conference in
June of this year. Such an alternative could be
negotiated with the Commonwealth because the
whole question of taxation in this country is
coming under increasing scrutiny.

At the moment the relative tax measures to be
taken by State and Commonweal th Governments
are being discussed, and so in this atmosphere it is
relevant to look for some alternative to pay-roll
tax, some alternative that would leave the States
in a situation where their Budgets are not affected
seriously by such a large proportion of their
income being cut off. I am sure the situation can
be investigated so that they are placed in a similar
position by the use of a taxing device that is not a
tax on employment.

I would like to move now to discuss the number
of amendments that have been moved so far to
the Address-in-Reply. It seems to me that these
amendments were a very weak attempt to try to
throw the spotlight onto the Government, and
that the real motive behind them is to try to divert
the spotlight away from the plight of the
Australian Labor Party in this State.

Mr Mclver: You haven't seen the Gallup polls
lately.

Mr LAURANCE: The Australian Labor Party
is trying, and it wishes to indicate it is trying, to
throw off the shadow of its poor showing in recent
times, and trying to live down the drubbing it is
receiving from the Federal ALP and from others
in the Federal sphere. Recently we heard the
Leader of the Federal ALP (Mr Dill Hayden)
saying that the Western Australian ALP had an
undergraduate approach to the whole question of
politics, Indeed, a recent discussion
paper-discussion paper No. S-released by the
ALP-

Mr Tonkin: Where are all your discussion
papers? You don't even have any.

Mr LAURANCE: -talks about Queensland
and Western Australia. With regard to Western
Australia in particular the discussion paper points
out that it is difficult to be optimistic about
Labor's prospects in the short term. The
discussion paper falls very short there, of course,
because it forgot to mention in the long term also.

To try 'to overcome the difficulties and the
criticism it is receiving at the hands of its Federal
colleagues-

Mr Tonkin: Tell us about Texada Salt?

(25)

Mr LAURANCE: -the Western Australian
ALP is setting out to try to woo country electors,
to try to win the rural vote.

We saw the headlines in the Press, "Davies puts
accent on rural areas". We were told that a Labor
Government would aim at improving community
facilities and services in country areas, and all the
wonderful things Labor would do for the country.

Mr Mclver: The only party that has ever
looked after them.

Mr LAURANCE: We will see about that.
Then we see that the deputy leader gives out
recently in Geraldton a pledge on small
businesses. He said there would be a shake-up of
the small-business advisory service if Labor is
returned to office. The small-business advisory
service is a Liberal Party policy item.

Mr Bryce: You do not know your policy very
well. Who set it up in the first place?

Mr LAURANCE: The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition-

Mr Bryce: It will be given a shake up by Labor.
That was a Whitlam Government initiative.

Mr LAURANCE: -then continued-
His . .. trip is part or a concerted drive to

improve Labor's vote in the country and in
the North.

Mr Bryce: That was the editor's comment, I
might say, and not mine.

Mr Watt: What is your story?
Mr LAURANCE: So the ALP is setting out to

try to win over the rural vote.
Mr Bryce: And we are doing it.
?4r LAURANCE: My message to the country

people is: Do not be fooled by this sudden
attempt, this sweetheart deal by the ALP to assist
country people.

Mr Skidmore: It isn't sudden-we have been
doing it for years.

Mr LAURANCE: The ALP is a wolf in
sheep's clothing-

Mr Jamieson: We did more for your electorate
than any Liberal Government has ever done.

Mr T. J. Burke: You have made that statement
yourself.

Mr LAURANCE: -when it comes to winning
rural support.

Mr Mclver: We are very firmly established in
rural areas.

Mr LAURANCE: The ALP thinks that
Western Australia ends at Midland Junction;, that
is where its support cuts out.
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Mr Skidmore: There is no such place as
Midland Junction-it is Midland.

Mr LAURANCE: Country people have long
memories, and they do not need an ALP
discussion paper to remind them of a number of
things about the Labor Party. I would like to
quote from page 3 of discussion paper No. 7
which tells us-

the last Labor Government-
That is talking federally. To continue-

-acquired a very poor image amongst
rural people. . - . Removal of some subsidies
such as those on petrol and mail services
created hardship, with minimal savings in
expenditure. . .. It (the Labor Government)
was associated socially with permissiveness
and governmentally with poor management.

Now country people do not need an ALP
discussion paper to remind them of those things.
They have very long memories, and despite the
honeyed words now being used, they know the
ALP is still centralist to the core, and the
discussion paper points this out, if we were ever
likely to forget it. The discussion paper indicates
that the ALP in its electoral strategy should be
whipping in and making the most of any dissent
between State and Federal Governments. It says
that such an opportunity on any occasion where a
State Government is getting offside with the
Federal Government should be seized; that is the
time to hop in. These opportunities to push the
ALP in Western Australia, are to be seized
without abandoning Labor's commitment to the
role of a Federal Government.

Country people know that; they know the
centralist policies of the ALP. Centralist policies
that have worked against country people have not
been forgotten. They have been conveniently put
in the background for the time being.

Mr Clarko: Are they just after the rural vote?
Mr LAURANCE: That may be the case.

Country people know the ALP's philosophy and
ideology is hostile to country people.

Mr Bryce: Ours is the only philosophy that will
suit them; your philosophy is behind companies
like Texada. You stood up as an apologist for the
company, and you know you let your town down.

Mr LAURANCE: The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition wants them to go.

Mr Bryce: When your town needed you to stick
up for it you stood up at the meeting and
apologised for the company. You let down
thousands of people.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr LAURANCE: I would like to take the
opportunity to answer that interjection, Mr
Speaker, because the strongest speaker at the
public meeting in Carnarvon was a communist.

Mr Bryce: Hullo-he's found a red under the
bed!

Mr LAURANCE: He is a self-professed
cornmu nist.

Mr Jamieson: Well that is all right.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr LAURANCE: He attacked that company

which is a major employer in Carnarvori. I make
no apology for wanting that company to stay and
to keep the jobs for the people. When it goes we
know who to blame because it has been
sabotaged.

Mr Bryce: You showed your colours.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr LAURANCE: I believe it behaves the

Deputy Leader of ihe Opposition not to betray
the best interests of this State or any area in it. I
believe any person who holds a position of
responsibility such as the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition holds cannot betray the best interests
of the State as this man has done, not only in
respect of Carnarvon, but also in respect of the
nation. If one looks at his statements in Hansard
with regard to the North-West Shelf project, he
has betrayed this State. He said that 60 per
cen t-

Mr Tonkin: Who sold it out to foreign
interests?

Mr LAURANCE: -of the North-West Shelf
project will go to Singapore. He is trying to take
the work out of Australia to give it to overseas
interests.

Mr Bryce: The way your Government handled
it, that is what happened.

Mr B. T. Burke: You sold your constituency
down the drain.

Point of Order

Mr BRYCE: Mr Speaker-
The SPEAKER: I assume you wish to raise a

point of order.
Mr BRYCE: Yes, Sir. I would ask the member

for Gascoyne to withdraw that highly
unparliamentary suggestion that I betrayed this
State of which I am very proud to be a member.

The SPEAKER: I would prefer that members
of this House do not use terms that imply
improper motives to other members, and I would

770



[Thursday, 26th April, 1979) 7

ask the member for Gascoyne to refrain from
doing so. The member for Gascoyne.

Debate Resumed
Mr LAURANCE: Thank you, Mr Speaker. 1

intend to justify what I have said about the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition by referring to a
very similar incident-

Mr B. T. Burke: Tell us about the salt in
Carnarvon?

Mr LAURANCE: I told members about that.
Mr B. T. Burke: I know you told us.
Mr LAURANCE: Approximately 12 months

ago the Federal Leader of the Opposition (Mr
Bill Hayden) was saying nationally and
internationally that the Australian currency was
particularly weak. He made a number of
prognostications about the Australian currency,
and it was brought to his notice then that he was
betraying the best interests of this country. He
was told that he was in a position of too much
responsibility to be able to make statements which
could be taken, by other countries of the world, as
an indication that what he was forecasting was
actually going to happen.

A persn who occupies a position of so much
responsibility is not acting in the best interests of
his country when he makes statements like that.
Immediately the point was made forcibly to the
Federal Leader of the Opposition he desisted. He
realised he was not in a position to make those
statements. I make the same accusation against
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition here. In
coming out and supporting a recent publication of
the AMSWU which said that 60 per cent of the
work on the North-West Shelf was going off-
shore, and in coming into this Parliament and
making particular statements about this shelf, he
is betraying-

Mr Bryce: And so, therefore, is the
Confederation-of Western Australian Industry.

Point of Order
Mr PEARCE: I am sorry, Mr Speaker, I

thought that you had asked the member for
Gascoyne to desist from using the word
"betrayed" which is implying improper motives,
and the member for Gascoyne is now saying again
that the Deputy Leader of the Opposition was not
acting in the best interests-

The SPEAKER: Order! I have the gist of the
point of order. Having asked the member for
Gascoyne to refrain on an earlier occasion, I now
ask him to withdraw that comment.

Mr LAURANCE: I withdraw that one I made
a moment ago, yes, Mr Speaker.

Debase Resumed
Mr LAU RANGE: The point I made is that this

relates to what has been said in Carnarvon in
recent days, because the same sort of thing
applies there in jeopardising the future of a
company which employed a great number of
people, both directly and indirectly, in the
Gascoyne area. The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition has placed this company in jeopardy
and it would be-

Mr Bryce: Placed it in jeopardy, nonsense!
Mr LAURANCE: -a very serious step

indeed-
Mr Bryce: If this Government got off its

backside-
Mr LAURANCE: If that company cannot go

on, it may be because, on Monday of this week-
Mr Bryce: What a lot of rubbish-betrayed!
Mr*LAURANCE: -22 buyers representing all

iapanese customers for salt were in Carnarvon to
negotiate future contracts, and to apprise
themselves of the present situation of that
company, and on that very day, as a result of a
visit by the Deputy Leader of the Opposition, and
at his instigation, that project was put in
jeopardy.

Mr Bryce: How was it put in jeopardy?
Mr LAU RANGE: It was published in the West

Australian the very day that the company was
trying to squirm out of your responsibilities.

Mr Bryce: How was it placed in jeopardy?
Mr, LAURANCE: Because of what the Deputy

Leader of the Opposition said.
Mr Bryce: That is absolute rubbish. You are

tying to squirm out of your responsibilities.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr Bryce: You know there is a strong chance

that they won't go back.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Sir Charles Court: You will burst a boiler in a

moment.
Mr B. T. Burke: Everyone in Carnarvon knows

the truth; they saw you at the meeting.
Mr Bryce: You ratted on the people you

represent.
The SPEAKER: Order! I call on members to

refrain from interjecting and allow the member
for Gascoyne to make his speech.

Mr Tonkin: Stick to the truth.
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Mr Bryce: He is so far away from the truth it
doesn't matter.

Mr LAURANCE: The company has acted
honourably-

Mr Bryce: What about the people of the town
you represent?

Mr LAURANCE: -to the State and to the
people. I believe that the first consideration is to
look after the direct employees. In my opinion the
company did this magnificently, and the union
leaders came to me to assure me of that. I know
they did not accept it at the first meeting but that
included members of the Seamen's Union and the
Maritime Workers' Union who were not directly
involved because the men were working for a
contractor. When the company met with its direct
employees, the conditions were accepted
unanimously.

In addition to that, the union leaders have come
to me personally and indicated their support for
the company's methods in the way it has looked
after its 150 direct employees. The company took
over the Texada salt operation only in November
last year and since then has expended some
$500 000 on upgrading the Lake MacLeod
operation.

It is quite obvious to country people, my
constituents in particular, that cyclone "Hazel"
caused the damage to the salt operation.
However, the ALP is blaming the company and in
this it is only a puppet of the Seamen's Union and
the Maritime Workers' Union. The major speaker
and the person who was most vitriolic in his
attack on the company in Carnarvon was a self-
confessed member of the Communist Party.

Mr. Skidmore: What is wrong with a self-
confessed member of the Communist Party
having his say on a particular matter?

Mr LAUJRANCE: I want it on record in this
House-and I will say it again when the Bill
comes up for consideration-that the company
has acted honourably. The people of Carnarvon
need that company to continue.

Mr Bryce: They certainly do.
Mr LAURANCE: They want that company to

continue-
Mr Bryce: So do we.
Mr LAURANCE: -and I hope it will be able

to continue. However, if the company's operations
are continually sabotaged by the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition and it is unable to continue, I
will use every opportunity I have to remind my
constituents that the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition and the ALP were the people
responsible.

Mr Bryce: You weasel, you really are a weasel!
You know there is precious little opportunity for
that-

The SPEAKER: Order!

Sir Charles Court: The local member has taken
very positive action.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr Bryce: He sold out.

Mr LAURANCE: Mr Speaker, in view of your
earlier request-

Mr B. T. Burke: Do not worry about publicity.
We will send copies of this speech to people in
your electorate.

Mr LAURANCE: In view of your earlier
request that I should not use unparliamentary
language, Mr Speaker, I must ask that you direct
the Deputy Leader of the Opposition to withdraw
that remark.

The SPEAKER: I must ask the member for
Gascoyne to repeat the remark.

Mr LAURANCE: It was unparliamentary. I
believe it is recorded in Hansard , and I think you
should take the necessary action.

Point of Order

Mr TONKIN: Mr Speaker, it is improper for a
member to say he wants something withdrawn
and refuse to say what it is. That places you in an
impossible position. Hundreds of words have been
thrown around this Chamber.

The SPEAKER: Order! In fact, I did ask the
member for Gascoyne to indicate to me the words
to which he took offence. I honestly did not hear
such words uttered because there were about I5
members talking at the one time.

Mr LAURANCE: I appreciate your difficulty,
Mr Speaker, because I was suffering under the
same disability. Holwever, I believe I heard
unparliamentary language directed at me and I
would like the Hansard record checked. I would
then like you to take the necessary action.

The SPEAKER: Order! In order to consult the
Hansard record, I will leave the Chair until the
ringing of the bells.
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Sitting suspended from 5. 18*0o 5.21 p.m.
Withdra wal of Remarks

The SPEAKER: I have taken the opportunity
to consult the Hansard report of the debate and I
find that in fact, the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition did use what I believe to be
unparliamentary words when he referred to the
member for Gascoyne as a weasel. I ask the
Deputy Leader of the Opposition to withdraw.

Mr Skidmore: He must b~e a ferret, then.
Mr BRYCE: Mr Speaker, in the intervening

period I have taken the opportunity to check the
definition of "weasel" and out of respect for
weasels I am very happy to withdraw. I certainly
withdraw.

Sir Charles Court: That is not unconditional.
Mr Skidmore: Who is running this show?
The SPEAKER: I am.
Mr Skidmore: I thought the Premier was.
The SPEAKER: The member for Swan will

have the opportunity to withdraw too, in a
moment. The Deputy Leader of the Opposition
knows he should make a withdrawal without
adding other words. I ask him now to withdraw in
a way which is normally accepted by the Chair.

Mr BRY CE: I withdraw, Mr Speaker.
The SPEAKER: During the time I was on my

feet, the member for Swan very rudely interjected
and referred to the member for Gascoyne as a
ferret. I ask the member for Swan to withdraw his
remark, as I find it to be unparliamentary.

M r Jamieson: It is an insult to a ferret.
Mr SKIDMORE: Mr Speaker, I was not aware

that I referred to the member for Gascoyne as a
ferret. I suggest you check Hansard.

The SPEAKER: Order! I clearly heard the
member for Swan use words which implied that
the member for Gascoyne was a ferret, and I ask
the member for Swan to withdraw.

Mr SKIDMORE: If you are so upset about it,
Mr Speaker, I withdraw.

Debate Resumed

Mr LAURANCE: I would also like to have on
record at this time in the debate-

Mr Skid more: Ferrets and weasels!
Mr Barnett: HeI must be a stoat, then.
Mr LAURANCE: I would prefer to raise this

matter during discussion on the Evaporites (Lake
MacLeod) Agreement Act Amendment Bill.
However, I think it is important that this matter
should be discussed in the interim, while the

company is working out how best it can get back
into production.

Mr Dryce: So it should, and we want it to. We
are very keen to see it back in operation.

Mr LAURANCE: The Deputy Leader of the
Opposition has changed his tune; he has done a
360 degree turn. Two proposals recently have
been put forward about which I am very
enthusiastic, because they have great prospects
for the town of Carnarvort when the company
recommences operations. One is that the company
has approached the Government for funds and
assistance to seal the access road to the mining
site at Lake MacLeod while it is trying to resume
production. This is a very important project for
the company and its work force and for the people
of Carnarvon as a whole.

The second proposal is that the company has
approached the Shire of Carnarvon and the State
Energy Commission for advice as to the viability
of providing a power supply to the mine site from
the main source of power in the town of
Carnarvon, a distance of some 45 kilometres from
the mine site. This would be a major project' far
the Shire of Carnarvon and could be undertaken
during the period the company is endeavouring to
get back into production.

Before I was interrupted, I was referring to the
attacks by the ALP on Government- initiated
projects. The attack on the Dampier salt
operation at Carnarvon is similar to all the other
attacks on every project-

Mr Bryce: There have been no attacks.
Mr LAURANCE: -promulgated by this

Government to provide employment opportunities,
particularly in country areas. Most of these
development and resource projects take place in
country areas and provide employment
opportunities in these areas, yet not one has had
the support of the Opposition. Every project has
been opposed in this place. Usually, this
opposition is initiated by a trendy group. We see
half a dozen people dragging a dead tree up to
Parliament House and receiving support from the
Opposition. Country people are aware that any
trendy group comprising about three or four
people can get together and obtain the support of
the ALP. Equally, they are aware that this
support works against the Government and people
in countfy areas.

Sir Charles Court: The member for
Rockingham is always complaining about
unemployment in Rockingham, yet he could not
even express his appreciation or say "Thank you"
when the Government foreshadowed development
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in his area. All he can talk about is environmental
impact statements.

Mr LAURANCE: I wish now to refer to the
ALP's commission of inquiry discussion paper
No. 7 because I believe this brings out the very
kernel of what members of the ALP think about
people who live in the country; it highlights the
fact that their philosophy and ideology is hostile
to country people. The discussion paper states as
follows-

... ALP thinking towards rural interests has
perhaps been coloured by equating country
people, especially farmers, with wealth and
privilege, because they are often owners of
property.

The ALP has an inbred hostility to country
people, and country people know it.

Mr Skidmore: Read the rest of the paper.
Mr LAURANCE: To see a newspaper headline

staling, "Davies puts accent on rural areas" is a
joke to the people living in those rural areas.
When the chips are down, country people know
the ALP will not support them. If it came to a
fight between union pressure and country pressure
the ALP would cave in every time to the union
pressure. What support would farmers have
received from an ALP Government during the
live sheep export dispute last year?

Mr Bryce: It would never have occurred under
A Labor Government; it would have been resolved
by conciliation and negotiation; that is the whole
point.

Mr LAURANCE: Let me give the House
another example: I have spoken before about the
fact that the two great problems raced by country
people are in the fields of communication and
transport. We are on the verge of the greatest
breakthrough in communications this country has
ever seen. I refer, of course, to the provision of a
domestic satellite.

Mr Bryce: Which you want to give to Packer,
and which he will withhold from country people.

Mr LAURANCE: For the first time it would
put people in remote and isolated areas on the
rame communications footing as their city
counterparts.

Mr Bryce: It would do no such -thing if Packer
got hold of it. You are ignorant!

The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr LAURANCE: in this day of modern

technology, why should not people right across
the nation receive the same benefits?

Mr Bryce: This satellite will not do it.

The SPEAKER: Order! Throughout the
member for Gascoyne's speech he has been
interrupted by almost continual interjeetions.
Could I prevail upon members to refrain from
continually interjecting?

Mr LAURANCE: Mr Speaker, after living
half my life and all my political life in one of the
remote areas of this country I know that people in
my electorate-my country colleagues will
support me in this-face two very large problems;
namely, communications and transport.

Mr Bryce: Would you like Packer to have
control?

Mr LAURANCE: There is the ALP's
opposition to big business again. The ALP is anti-
business. It is opposed to anything that looks like
providing employment.

Mr Bryce:, Answer the question.
Mr LAURANCE: No, I will not; this is my

speech, and I will make it as I see fit.
Mr Dryce: You do not have the gumption.
Mr LAURANCE: Mr Speaker, I really must

ask for some protection from the Chair.
Several members interjected.
The SPEAKER: Order! Members will remain

silent. The member for Gascoyne asks for some
protection after having goaded the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition. I suggest to the member for
Gascoyne that more progress will be made with
his speech if he addresses his remarks to the
Chair.

Mr LAURANCE: I would like to take the
minds or members back 40 years to the late
1930s. A blanket of silence-

Mr Jamieson: You were only a sparkle in your
father's eye.

Mr LAURANCE:-lay right over the remote
areas of the State. Any person who went to a
remote station knew he was completely on his
own. Members will recall the story involving
Halls Creek where doctors had to relay to the
postmaster there by way of telegrams the
instructions for a major piece of surgery which
was being conducted in the post office. That event
was one of many which led to the Methodist
Church being involved in what has now become
the Royal Flying Doctor Service.

That blanket of silence which stretched across
the remote areas of Australia was broken in the
1930s by a man who is largely an unsung hero in
Western Australia. His name was Alf Traeger
and he worked for what was to become the
RFDS. This man gave Australia the pedal radio.
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Suddenly these people had communication;
they need not die in the outback unable to receive
help. They were able now to get a doctor to come
to them. Actually the REDS was established
before the pedal radio came along, but it was of
little use to these people in the outback until the
pedal radio was invented.

Things have progressed since then, but nothing
of such magnitude has been in prospect until now.
Now people in the outback have the prospect of a
communication system by way of satellite.

Several members interjected
Mr Bryce: We want a decent satellite.
Mr LAURANCE: Senator Susan Ryan, the

ALP spokeswoman for the media, is reported as
having said that a satellite is not the answer. The
ALP wants to deny this satellite to the people.
Why? Because the unions have said it will cost
jobs.

Several members interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: A few people in the

telecommunications union have got to the ALP.
Mr Bryce: We want the satellite.
Mr LAURANCE: Senator Susan Ryan has

said a satellite is not *the answer.
M r Bryce: That is her opinion.
Mr LAURANCE: She is the ALP media

spokeswoman.
Mr Bryce: It is not our opinion.
Mr LAURANCE: The ALP candidate for

Murchison-Eyre said it was a goad idea. Susan
Ryan said it was a bad idea, so in the next weeks
paper the candidate for the Murchison had ro
come out and Say it was such a bad idea after all.
It is unthinkable anyone could say that the
satellite was hot needed. Yet we have the ALP
trying to win support in the country areas. It is
unthinkable.

Mr Bryce: Answer the question: Do you want
Packer to have sole rights for the satellite?

Mr LAURANCE: The country people will not
be fooled.

Mr Bryce: You don't have the gumption to
answer the question.

Several members interjected.
Mr LAURANCE: The ALP's latest attempt to

gain support in rural Western Australia is merely
a bleat in the wilderness.I

MR PEARCE (Cosnells) [5.33 p.m.]: I hope I
will not be making any sort of runibunctious
contribution such as the previous speaker, the
member for Gascoyne.

Mr Young interjected.

Mr PEARCE: Already the Minister is trying to
start me off. I cast my mind back to one of those
peaceful, almost rural, functions we tend to have
at the beginning of Parliament, and that is the
opening of Parliament. I noticed we had a slight
change this year-not one for the betterment of
the House or the State, even if it is our
anniversary year. I noticed some members on the
other side thought it appropriate to bring
themselves along attired in old clothes. I was told
these members were wearing period dress'. One of
my colleagues in another place said-I do not
wish to indicate who it was except to say it was
not the Honourable Lyla Elliott-that the only
member of Parliament who looked at all
reasonable in period costume was the Honourable
Tom Knight. I thought he was quite spectacular
although a little like a pirate.

It is to be said of the 150th costumes worn by
same members on the other side of the House that
they did adequately represent their political
philosophy, or how close they were to current
trends. Sitting here looking at the member for
Darling Range I thought he looked even more
motheaten than usual. Watching him snooze
during the opening session I thought, "There we
are, Rip Van Winkle is good for another I50
years."

I raise the question of clothes members wore
because I would like to make a passing reflection
on what has happened to WAY 79. I feel the
Government has made an unfortunate error in
trying to make this celebration last over the whole
of the year. If we remember the sort of buildup,
the personal oriented buildup created by the
"Tourist Minister", we will remember the amount
of time he spent travelling around the State. I
have previously referred to him as the "Tourist
Minister", but Hansard keeps changing it to his
official title.

The spirit of WAY 79 is not sustainable for the
whole year. It is fair enough that we do have
celebrations for our 150th Anniversary. It is good
to have functions such as the Parmelia yacht race,
which have a fascination about them for people
not only in Western Australia, but also the rest of
the world. However, many of the organisers of
Various functions are finding now, in May, that
with seven months to go it is not possible to
attract crowds to the functions they are
organ ising.

One of the first instances of this coming to light
was four weeks ago when organisers in the
boating industry organised a function at Crawley
Bay. The net result was that about 50 or 60
people turned up. A tremendous amount of
organisation and effort went into this function yet
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it and others similar to it are not getting any sort
of return. One can understand what the
Government's motivation was-

Mr Watt: That is only one thing.
Mr PEA RCE:-but this sort of thing is

happening throughout the metropolitan area. The
people's interest in WAY 79 is waning; it is an'the
decline.

Mr Tubby: Is there not more of Western
Australia than the metropolitan area?

Mr PEARCE: Surely country people must
recognise that there are a few people in the
metropolitan area! Because of the number of
events organised in the metropolitan area which
are designed to appeal to the metropolitan
people-and they are coming up at 10 or 15 a
week-

Mr P. V. Jones: Some of these are being
organised by local authorities.

Mr PEARCE: Events are being organised by
private bodies, local authorities, and individuals.

Mr P. V. Jones: I am trying to establish what
you are getting at. You said the Government is
not sustaining this.

Mr PEARCE: I will back-track for the benefit
of the Minister and any other member who does
not understand what I said. I said the
Government had made an error-perhaps it was
not realised at the time-in trying to sustain the
150th celebrations over the whole year. The
sufferers from this are club organisers, local
government organisers, and private individuals
who have or are intending to organise functions in
the latter part of the year. They are going to find
their functions dying on them because the spirit of
WAY 79 cannot be sustained over this period of
time. A month would have been better.

Mr Watt: Don't you recognise all the benefits
and the functions which have been brought to the
State?

Mr PEARCE: That statement is misleading in
a sense. Many functions already are held in this
State by interstate bodies. Many of the functions
being held would have been held in this State in
any case.

Mr Watt: Because this is our celebration year
this has been the special thing that has enabled us
to have all these functions.

Mr PEARCE: It may have attracted a few but
many would have been held here in any case.

Mr Watt: Some of them.
Mr PEARCE: Yes, but the member cannot

have read about the 10 000 odd tourists who have
allegedly cancelled their trips to this State

already. Obviously the attempts to attract people
from the Eastern States during this year of
celebrations have not been effective.

Mr Watt: Because of the lower air fares to
overseas countries.

Mr PEARCE: Of course, that is one reason.
Mr Clarko : This is only your opinion. I think it

has been successful.
Mr PEARCE: I am not decrying the idea of

celebrations for our 150th year, but I am saying
that running these celebrations for the full year is
working to the detriment of the people holding
functions in the latter part of the year.

Mr Watt:>On odd occasions.
I-

Mr PEARCE: I think the reason for the
Government wanting to hold celebrations over the
whole year is that it realises it is coming up to an
election at the year's end. It is playing on the
hopes and frustrations of people who will be
organising events.

Mr P. V. Jones: Have you taken notice of how
it has been organised?

Mr PEARCE: Yes, of course I have.
Mr P. V. Jones interjected.
Mr PEARCE: However, I have more serious

problems to deal with,
Mr P. V. Jones: From the point of view of the

major items a lull can be expected now while we
are in the middle period, but the interest will
build up again later in the year.

Mr PEARCE: That is, if the interest builds up.
Mr P. V. Jones: The interest will build up with

functions and events such as the Royal Show.
Mr PEARCE: I fully understand what is

involved in WAY 79, The Government will find it
difficult to build up enthusiasm in September
when we have already had mock landings in
January.

Mr P. V. Jones: You are doing well as a
knocker.

Mr PEARCE: I move now to an area
controlled by the Minister for Police and Traffic.
I have found through personal experience that the
RTA has again reverted to a tactic I thought it
would have dropped long ago. This is the practise
of collecting revenue from people who do not slow
down quickly enough as they pass through
graduated speed signs. This situation exists in the
Armadale area and by personal experience I
found out it is so in the Kelmscott area.

RTA officers are taking up spots just past the
signs where a 70 kilometre per hour area changes
to a 60 kilometre per hour area. On the Albany
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Highway and at least on one side or Gosnells and
the other side of Kelmscots they have made it
their business to station themselves 100 metres or
so from where the speed is reduced to 60 kph. I do
not speak on behalf or those people who obviously
take too long to slow down, but I feel when we are
in a period of a rising road toll the RTA should
station its officers in places where there is at least
some chance of an accident occurring.

The amount of time spent in revenue raising by
picking up people for speeding in areas where
there are graduated speed signs, where people do
not slow down fast enough, is not working in the
best interests of keeping down the road toll.
Everyone knows what motorists do when raced by
graduating speed signs. Everyone knows that
drivers take their foot off the accelerator when
they see these signs coming up and allow the car
to slow down gradually. However, if one drives
through areas such as Gosnells one is being hit
with fines of $30 or $40, which money is going
into the State's coffers.

Mr Jamieson: Especially on Albany Highway.
There are 14 speed changes there.

Mr PEARCE; I am indebted to the member for
Wclshpool for that information. These are not the
areas, in the main, where fatal accidents occur.

Mr Tonkin: Forty per cent of accidents are
rear-end collisions.

Mr PEARCE: There is much to be done in
connection with the RTA; their priorities seem to
be quite wrong.

On the question of priorities and what the RTA
and the Police Force are all about, I want to refer
to another matter which is more serious than the
two I have mentioned so far. This is in regard to
the attempts by the police to secure cbnivictions in
certain cases. - I believe the Government and
perhaps the Parliament have been a little slow in
catching up to changes in the law of evidence that
applies in rape cases in this State.

I want to say at the outset that I believe the
police in Western Australia have a good rate of
clearance in rape cases. In most reported cases the
police are able to bring an alleged offender before
the courts and they claim a rate of 75 per cent
clearance in rape cases. I gloss over the fact that
some authorities would have us believe that only
one in 10 cases is actually reported, which it
would change the rate dramatically if that were
the case.

Nevertheless, the police do seem to be able to
catch people in reported cases relatively easily. I
could also say that the attitude of rape victims
towards the police in Australia is changing. The
victims have in the past believed that the police
were essentially unsympathetic and thus the rape

victims were put through an even more traumatic
ordeal. The attitude of the police was perhaps
justified a year or two ago according to the
evidence of many people given to the Commission
on Human Relationships. I believe the police are
now taking a more humane attitude towards
victims and this is being realised.

However, I am perturbed about the number of
people who are, in fact, brought before the court
and charged with rape, but who are acquitted on
rather specious grounds according to the
newspaper reports of some of the trials.

The difficulty is caused this way: a legal
precedent was established some three years ago in
the United Kingdom that the evidentiary law
required in rape cases that the prosecution had
not only to establish the facts, but also establish
that the person committing the offence knew he
was committing one at the time; that is to say, a
person charged could bring up as a defence the
fact that he honestly believed that the person
against whom the offence was committed was
consenting at the time, irrespective of whether the
victim was actually consenting.

Provided the person charged with the offence
could build up in the mind of the court a
sufficient doubt about whether or not the victim
was consenting he was able to use that as a basis
for seeking an acquittal. Many people in Western
Australia are being acquitted. In the last six
months I have noticed about half a dozen cases in
which the accused has been acquitted and this
perturbs me.

I do not want to mention specific cases because
it would be most unfair of me under
parliamentary privilege to malign people
acquitted of a crime of such seriousness. I would
be prepared to do so, but I think it would be
unfair of me. Therefore on this occasion perhaps
membhers opposite would allow me to make the
assertions without backing them up with details.

An unhealthy position in this State is being
established because of the ease with which people
can gain acquittal. It is niot good enough for the
Government to sit back and watch that happen or,
indeed, to strengthen the penalties for offenders
who are convicted, or increase the number of
police patrols searching out the information.
What is required is a change to the Criminal
Code to make that defence impossible.

In other words I am advocating that the
Criminal Code should be amended so that it is not
a defence for a person accused to build up doubt
about whether he believed the victim was
consenting if in fact she was not. The law should
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he changed so that that defence does not apply in
Western Australia.

I have very little sympathy for many of the
offenders acquitted in rape cases on that ground.
In no other aspect of the law of which I am aware
is it a defence for an offender to say he did not
know he was breaking the law at the time. For
instance, in a speeding case I could not claim that
I did not know there was a speed limit applicable.
That would be no defence. Yet a person can say
that he did not believe the law was being broken
because he thought the person involved was
consenting, whethcr or not that is a fact, and the
person can be acquitted on that ground.

That is a bad situation and I believe it is behind
the increase in the number of crimes of violence
of this sort, which I abhor. I hope the Government
will do something about the situation.

While on crimes I abhor, I turn my attention to
the Minister for Education because I would like
to take up some things with him and his running
mates-if I may use that term without its being
classed as unparliamentary-the members for
Karrinyup and Murdoch, with regard to what is
happening in connection with student guilds.

[ was astounded to read an article in the Daily
News-and I do not doubt the authenticity of the
article-about the Government's interference yet
again in connection with the guild elections of last
year. I am a great believer that elections should
be free and open and should not suffer
interference from outside bodies. I argued along
those lines when we were dealing with the
Kimberley election.

Mr P. V. Jones: Did you say you do not doubt I
interfered with the election of the Guild of
Undergraduates?

Mr PEARCE: I said I do not doubt the story in
the Daily News.

Mr P. V. Jones: You say you do not doubt I
interfered with the election of the Guild of
Undergraduates?

Mr PEARCE: I said I do not doubt the
Minister was trying to interfere.

Mr P. V. Jones: That is not what you said.
Mr PEARCE: I am perfectly happy to have an

adjournment so that we can check.
Mr P. V. Jones: Keep going. You are doing

well.
Mr PEARCE: I want to place on record the

facts concerning the situation because
interference in elections of any type is to be
abhorred, and more so in this case where the guild
led by the present president-but the situation
has been the same ever since this matter has been

going on-is in direct conflict with the
Government over Government policies in this
area. Now a method is being devised by which to
get at the person leading the opposition against
the Government by interference in an election
which the gentleman won.

Mr P. V. Jones: What is the attempt to
interfere with an election?

Mr PEARCE: Has not the Minister written to
the university's administration inquiring about the
circumstances.

Mr P. V. Jones: No.
Mr PEARCE: As recorded in the Daily News?
Mr P. V. Jones: No.
Mr PEARCE: The Daily News article is

wrong?
Mr P. V. Jones: Yes. The Daily News reported

what was said. If you read the article properly, it
is corrected by me. If you read the report in the
Daily News-

Mr PEARCE: I have read it.
Mr P. V. Jones: You asked a question and I

answered it. The answer is "No."
Mr PEARCE: The Government is not

attempting to raise questions again about the
guild elections of last year?

Mr P. V. Jones: You said "raise again". Who
raised them in the first place?

Mr PEARCE: This matter of guild elections
was dealt with in Parliament last year and the
Minister told me the guild admitted impropriety.

Mr P. V. Jones: Not in regard to an election.
Mr PEARCE: The guild wrote the Minister a

stinging letter by which I was impressed, pointing
out that there had been no impropriety.

Mr P. V. Jones: Not in regard to elections.
Mr PEARCE: What the Minister is trying to

refer to is the eligibility of the president.
Mr P. V. Jones: It has nothing to do with

that-not even eligibility.
*Mr Clarko: Was he eligible to hold the position

last year?
Mr PEARCE: I will concede there is some

doubt-
Mr Clarko: Some doubt!
Mr PEARCE: He was perfectly entitled to hold

the position at the time he was elected.
Mr Clarko: And remain through the year?
Mr PEARCE: He was perfectly entitled to be a

member when he was elected. There are only two
points at issue. There is some doubt about the two
months when he may have infringed.
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Mr Clarko: Do you think there is doubt or that
he should not have been in the position?

Mr PEARCE: He assured me he had received
some legal advice on the matter and-

Mr P. V. Jones: Obviously you have not read it.
I said the actual election is an internal matter and
I have no interest in it.I

Mr PEARCE: The Minister for Education
wrote a letter.

Mr P. V. Jones: You are not aware of what I
wrote about. You had better get your information
correct.

Mr PEARCE: I have the information.
Mr P. V. Jones: You have not.
Mr PEARCE: I am commenting on an article

in the Daily News which was of interest to me. I
raised the matter in the House last year and I will
relate again what happened. Mr Strahan was a
post-graduate student elected to the guild council
and at the same time he held a part-time tutoring
position for two or four hours a week.

Mr Clarko: It is unconstitutional to do both.
Mr PEARCE: No it is not. In fact it is common

practice for post-graduate students to do some
part-time lecturing because of Government
ceilings. This was the case even when I was at the
university.

Mr P. V. Jones: What ceilings?
Mr Clarko: He was a temporary tutor?
Mr PEARCE: Not at the time I was talking

about.
Mr Clarko: He was at one time.
Mr PEARCE: During the course of the year.

because the staff in his department became even
tighter, the university administration offered him
a job as full-time temporary tutor and he
continued to sit as a member of the guild.

Mr Clarko: Was he doing so illegally in your
opinion?

Mr PEARCE: I am no lawyer. The guild said
that it sought legal advice and was told that there
should be no problem. At the time when a
question was raised by the Government
presumably at the behest of Mr Shepherd, the
little gentleman who ran around-and his
mates-and it looked as though there would be
difficulty, Mr Strahan resigned from the
temporary tutorship and reverted to his previ .ous
position of post-graduate student. He did not take
on any part-time tutoring thereafter. He then
nominated for the position and was elected quite
comfortably as president.

Mr Clarko: When he nominated for the
presidency was he not a member of the staff?.

Mr PEARCE: Not at the time nominations
closed.

Mr Clarko: I am referring to when he
nominated-when he filled in the nomination
form.-

Mr PEARCE: I do not know when he filled in
the form.

Mr Clarko: The allegation was that he was a
full-time member.

Mr B. T. Burke: You seem to know a lot about
it.

Mr PEARCE: We would have to consider the
time when nominations closed because the
eligibility of office would be decided at the close
of nominations.

The member for Karrinyup does not have to
argue about legal opinions because the matter has
been settled by the court because one of the
unsuccessful candidates (Mr Shepherd) who was
trounced in the election, took the matter to the
Supreme Court and tried to get an injunction to
stop the election on the ground that Mr Strahan
was not eligible. However, the action was
unsuccessful and the election went ahead with Mr
Strahan being elected resoundingly and Mr
Shepherd being resoundingly defeated. That was
the end of the matter. However, then I came
across information.

Mr P. V. Jones: The letter is not as you stated.
Mr PEARCE: The Minister had better go back

over Hansard when he gets the opportunity to see
whether my statement of the matter is not exactly
accurate.

Then I discovered that subsequent to the
election an attempt had been made to apply some
pressure by the Minister for Education and I
raised-

Mr P. V. Jones: To the election?
Mr PEARCE: To the eligibility for the

election, if the Minister wants to call it that. But
it was with regard to the election. The way it was
done was that it was implied that Mr Strahan had
been ineligible to nominate at the time and that
furthermore the guild had broken the law.

Mr P. V. Jones: How?
Mr PEARCE: This was to be a pretext- for

further Government action. I do not know all the
little factions-

Mr P.V. Jones: Obviously you don't know the
big facts either-or the facts!

Mr B. T. Burke: He is not doing a bad job. He
has you answering and running.
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Mr PEARCE: What happened then was that
the Minister, the Government, or the joint
Government parties-there is some
doubt-appointed a committee which describes
itself in correspondence I saw as the
Parliamentary Health, Education, and Welfare
Committee. Then it started to go to--

Mr Clarko: Your question was quite wrong,
and the answer was spot on.

Mr PEARCE: I will deal specifically-
Mr Clarko: You asked whether an interview

was sought. You look at the question. It was
whether an interview was sought, and unless your
English is worse than I thought it was, you got the
answer you sought.

Mr Pearce: Absolute rubbish! There is no
getting away from this. I have the reference to the
Parliamentary Health, Education, and Welfare
Committee in black and white and I have many
photostat copies which I have circulated.

This committee was sent around-I presume by
the Minister-with the idea of eliciting certain
information about what was going on inside
student organisations. I might say that all the
organisations to which I spoke and which were
visited by the committee were dissatisfied with the
activities of the committee and particularly of the
chairman.

Mr Clarko: Is this information second or
thirdhand?

Mr PEARCE: It is quite consistently
secondhand all through, but it is backed up by
some documents and a letter which refers to this
particular crowd as the Parliamentary Health,
Education, and Welfare Committee.

Mr Clarko: Did the students want to talk to
members of the committee?

Mr PEARCE: I do not think so. All they
wanted was no further amendments to the Act.

Mr Clarko: They overwhelmingly wanted to.
They offered to speak to the members of the
committee.

Mr MacKinnon interjected.
Mr PEARCE: That is rubbish, because I speak

consistently and frequently to student
organisations in this State.

Mr Clarko; Which ones?
Mr PEARCE: The Guild of Undergraduates at

the University of Western Australia, the Student
Guild at the WA Institute of Technology, and the
Student Guild at Murdoch.

M r Clarko: Mostly at the UWA.
Mr PEARCE: The Guild of Undergraduates at

the UWA is stronger and it comes to me more

often because it is on the receiving end of
provocative tactics of the Minister and
running dog the member for Karrinyup.

the
his

Point of Order

Mr CLARKO: The member for Gosnells
referred to me as a running dog. I do not mind
what he calls me but I think for the sake of this
House it would be appropriate for him to come to
order.

Mr PEARCE: May I make a submission on
that?

The SPEAKER: The honourable member will
resume his seat. I believe such terms add nothing
to the dignity of this House and I ask the member
for Gosnells to withdraw it.

Mr PEARCE: I am certainly prepared to
withdraw it, but can I make a point? This is the
second time I have used the expression. The first
time I used it I inquired whether or not it was an
unparliamentary term and I got no response, so I
went ahead.

Mr Clarko: You said "running mate" the first
time.

The SPEAKER: Order! The honourable
member will resume his seat. I distinctly
remember the member for Cosnells referring to
"running mate" when he commenced his speech,
and he said, "I hope that is not unparliamentary."
I took no action at that time because I did not
think it was unparliamentary. In any case, if I
misunderstood it at that time and he did in fact
say, "running dog", and it was not drawn to my
attention, there was no opportunity for me to rule.
I distinctly heard him say "running mate" on that
occasion, and I distinctly heard "running dog"
this time, and I rule that it is unparliamentary.

Mr PEARCE: I withdraw what I said on both
occasions, because I certainly said "running dog"
the first time. I did not mean it in any serious
sense, anyway.

Mr Clarko: Had you said "running German
shepherd" I would not have minded.

Mr PEARCE: I wonder how the honourable
member stands with regard to Corgis.

Debate Resumed
Mr PEARCE: The point is I was approached in

January by officers of the Guild of
Undergraduates of the UWA who said a
parliamentary committee was coming down to
interview them and they were perturbed about
what might happen. I said no parliamentary
committee had been established to look into the
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matter, that I understood the Government parties
had appointed some of their own people and that
if it were a parliamentary committee we would
expect same members of the Opposition to be on
it. They replied, "No, it is a parliamentary
committee; we have a letter saying so." I asked
them for a copy of the letter so that I could take
the matter further.

Mr Clarko: Was that before we met them?
Mr PEARCE: Yes.
Mr Clarko: The arrangement was made with

Tony Nutt, and he showed in a letter that he
understood perfectly what it was. That was in all
the correspondence that came to us.

Mr PEARCE: We can hardly *be blamed,
because the initial approach to the Guild of
Undergraduates was not made directly but
through the vice-chancellor.

Mr P. V. Jones: By whom?
Mr PEARCE: My understanding is that the

member for Karrinyup spoke to the vice-
chancellor and asked him to organise-

Mr Clarko: I organised a meeting with the
Guild of Undergraduates.

Mr P. V. Jones: I wrote to the vice-chancellor.
Mr PEARCE: All right.
Mr B. T. Burke: That is a stunning point.
Mr PEARCE: How can I know what is going

on inside the Government? Who is running the
Education Department?

Mr Shalders: You are trying to tell us.
Mr PEARCE: I am trying to tell the Hlouse

what came to the Guild of Undergraduates. The
claim of the member for Karrinyup is that the
phone calls-in terms which cannot be
substantiated-either from the Minister to the
vice-chancellor-

Mr Clarko: He wrote to him.
Mr PEARCE: The member for Karrinyup

claims he spoke on the telephone to the Acting
President of the Guild of Undergraduates, but the
fact of the matter is that when they committed
themselves to writing they suddenly deviated from
the terms they claim they used. Quite definitely a
letter signed by the member for Murdoch went to
the Guild of Undergraduates, and it referred to
the committee as "the Parliamentary Health,
Education and Welfare Committee". That was
total misrepresentation. The member for
Karrinyup, in his own defence, produced a long
String of references, made in Guild of
Undergraduates publications and letters,
describing it as a Government parties' committee.
Other references, by the Guild of

Undergraduates, to this committee as a
Government Committee were made after I had
spoken to the officers of the guild and informed
them of the committee's true status. When, at my
suggestion, the guild asked an early question as to
exactly what was the stat us of the committee, the
member for Karrinyup had the unfortunate duty
to inform them it was not a parliamentary
committee but one set up by the Government.

Mr MacKinnon: On what date did you inform
them of that?

Mr PEARCE: That would have been in
January.

Mr MacKinnon: By letter of telephone?
Mr PEARCE: I was there personally.
Mr MacKinnon: You cannot substantiate it.

You cannot specify the date.
Mr PEARCE: Unfortunately for the member

for Murdoch, he can argue about what I said but
I have his letter in black and white.

Mr MacKinnon: And you denied that.
Mr Clarko: You are wrong in saying I have to

apologise, because I was not aware of the letter. I
had never seen the letter.

Mr PEARCE: It does not worry me whether
the member for Karrinyup is aware or unaware of
his status in the committee. It does not worry me
whether the member for Murdoch has been
appointed to a joint Government parties'
committee which he thinks is a parliamentary
committee, or whether the joint Government
parties' committee acts as a parliamentary
committee.

Mr Clarko: You admit, then, you asked the
wrong question. You asked whether I sought an
interview. You mucked it up, didn't you? You
asked a bad question.

Mr P. V. Jones: Did the guild give you the
letter I wrote?

Mr PEARCE: I am not prepared to state what
the guild gave me. I have a number of documents
on this whole business.

Mr Clarko: For whatever reason, you are now
saying that. When we were talking to these people
they knew exactly what our title was. What are
you making a song and dance about?

Mr PEARCE: The member for Karrinyup
should not go around representing himself as
being part of a parliamentary committee. This
could have had an effect on the Guild of
Undergraduates. The guild would have been
misled had'a representative not contacted me. It
seems a bit rough that the Guild of
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Undergraduates had to ring me to find out about
it.

Mr O'Neil: It is a bit rough if you are the best
they can ind to contact.

Mr Skidmore: If the member for Karrinyup
keeps his mouth open someone may slam a 747 in
it!

Mr Clarko: Listen to the old man over there.
Mr PEARCE: Members are making persistent

interjections while I am speaking. I believe that
the member for Karrinyup ought not to represent
himself as a member of a parliamentary
committee. It does not matter whether or not
these people got away with it; it is still not right.
They did not get away with it; they were caught
out. I feel that the people involved should
apologise not only to me, to the Guild of
Undergraduates, to the House, but also to you,
Mr Speaker, because I feel you must have been
very embarrassed-

Point of Order
Mr CLARKO: I ask the honourable member to

withdraw that remark. At no stage did I represent
myself* to be a member of a parliamentary
committee.

The SPEAKER: I can only be called upon to
ask a member to withdraw a remark if words are
used which are unparliamentary, or if there is
something implied. The whole question of the
letter to the Guild of Undergraduates has had a
fair sort of airing in this place, and frankly, I
believe it ought to be left at that. The member for
Gosnells.

Debate Resumed
Mr PEARCE: I could spend my whole 45

minutes on this matter, but I do not really want to
do so. In fact, probably I would have finished 10
minutes ago had it not been for the interjections
of the member for Karrinyup who would not let
me get a word in edgeways in my own speech.

I am particularly concerned about ihis matter
relating to the Guild of Undergraduates because I
wish to tie it up neatly with my earlier comments
on rape and the Government's propensity to
interfere with student affairs. The manner in
which the Government bears down upon student
organisations in an authoritarian way is
something which the whole community should
resist. Certainly it is not in the best interests of
the community for the Government to bear down
on any part of that community.

The Minister has tried to intimidate the Guild
of Undergraduates of Western Australia ever

since that quite unjustifiable 1977 legislation was
passed. His actions are quite reprehensible. No
doubt we will see more union bashing as a buildup
for the Government to achieve the disaffiliation of
the Guild of Undergraduates with the Australian
Union of Students.

Mr Clarko: A lot of them are doing it on their
own behalf. Do you think we had something to do
with the decision made by the Macquarie
University students?

Mr PEARCE: At the same time that the
Minister is provoking yet another confrontation
with student bodies, I see in the Press that he is
also provoking another confrontation with the
teachers. However, this does not surprise me
because it has been a consistent part of the
Minister's approach.

I was absolutely astounded at the threats made
to the Teachers' Union to disband the committee
of inquiry into the operation of the school year, a
committee which the Minister himself set up
without the teachers themselves asking for it.

The Minister said a committee of three was to
be established, one of whom was to represent
WACSSO. Although I cannot remember this
representative's name, he was a candidate in the
1974 State election for the then seat of Merredin-
Yilgarn-of course he was a Liberal Party
candidate. An independent sort of fellow to have
on this committee!

Mr *P. V. Jones: He is the nominee of
WACSSO. The Government did not appoint him.
You said that he would not be independent.

Mr PEARCE: I am saying that anyone looking
at the composition of the committee from the
outside would have doubts about his
independence. In fact, no-one would have any
doubt about the sort of conclusion the committee
is likely to come to. However, that is not the
particular point I am making.

Mr P. V. Jones: What-because of the
WACSSO representative?

Mr PEARCE: I did not say that.
Mr P. V. Jones: That is what you said. You

said there is no doubt it would not be
independent, and you asserted it would not be
because the WACSSO representative was at one
time a political candidate.

Mr Watt: For the Liberal Party.
Mr Clarko: Now wriggle off the hook.
Mr PEARCE: I am not trying to wriggle off

the hook. That committee was a fallacious
committee right from the outset. The Minister
tried to use it to wriggle off the hook. For the first
time in 50 years in this State the teachers went on
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strike. The representative from WACSSO tried to
get WACSSO into the whole business.

Mr P. V. Jones: Should not parents have a say?
Mr PEARCE: Of course parents should have a

say. Here is the Minister again dividing people
into groups.

Mr P. V. Jones: You said they were trying to
worm their way into the action.

Mr PEARCE: I said that they tried to bring
some peace to the situation which was blowing up.

Mr P. V. Jones: You said that parents were
trying to worm their way into the WACSSO
organisation. That is what you asserted.

Mr PEARCE: To sort out the problems that
the Minister was creating in relation to teachers.

Mr P. V. Jones: I will be very interested in this.
Mr PEARCE: The Minister promised to set up

this committee to try to get himself off the hook.
Mr P. V. Jones: Not at all.
Mr PEARCE: Now it has been set up, and

some people have doubts as to the sort of
conclusion it will come to-even if it has two
years to come to a conclusion.

The Teachers' Union then wanted to conduct
some inquiries into the way its members feel on
the matter, but the minute they did this the
Minister said he would scrap the committee and
the situation would remain as it is.

Mr P. V. Juones: It is totally untrue.
Mr PEARCE: It is not.
Mr P. V. Jones: If you ask the union to give you

the letter I have written to them about
this-because no doubt you will get it-you will
see I have said that if in fact they obtain
information about this matter from their
members, that is a very responsible thing for them
to do.

Mr PEARCE: Provided it goes on to the
committee and the teachers did not take any
independent action.

Mr P. V. Jones: Because it would ensure the
decisions made by the executive reflected the
decisions of the members. Quite obviously they
sometimes do not.

Mr PEARCE: But the teachers had already
held a mass meeting before this whole thing
started. One would think that co-operation would
prevail above all else, but the Minister is using
intimidatory tactics against a group.

Sitting suspended from 6.1S to 730 p.m.
Mr PEARCE: Mr Deputy Speaker, I am sure

you will look after my interests in the remaining

four minutes of my speech, bearing in mind that I
have had quite a number of interjections in the
previous 41 minutes.

I would like to spend the last few minutes of my
speech on a slightly more parochial matter: the
question of Government plans to decentralise
Government departments and Government
employees into areas further out in the corridors
than the central city area.

Quorum
Dr Dadour called attention to the state of the

House.
Bells rung and a quorum formed.

Debate Resumed
Mr PEARCE: I knew I would be packing them

in! I am sorry the member for Whitford is one of
those who are not constituting the quorum
because we could have had a cross-suburbs tug-
of-war. I know he is most anxious to gel some
Government departments to decentralise into the
general area of the northern corridor.

It is important that the Government does take
positive steps to decentralise not only throughout
the country-no-one could accuse the
Government of decentralising throughout the
country-

M r Watt: You are joking!
Mr PEARCE: -but also decentralise within

the city. Perhaps we could convince the
Government to decentralise a little more within
the metropolitan area. Quite recently a plan has
been produced for the Armadale sub-regional
centre, and although I do not agree with a whole
series of aspects of that plan-particularly the
way in which an arbitrary decision was made to
site the redevelopment of the centre in the
existing Armadale townsite, rather than
developing the region properly in new areas which
are due to be developed-nevertheless the plan
has some merit, and it has two aspects.

The first aspect is the growth projected for the
area in the year 2000-and-something on the basis
of likely growth if no effort is made to accelerate
or implement a greater level of growth; and the
second is the maximum potential situation which
establishes a much greater level of growth if the
Government agrees to have Government
departments decentralised into the Armadale sub-
regional area, in the same way as they would be
decentralised into other sub-regional areas.

Unfortunately the decision appears to have
been made in the final report-at least in a de
facto way by the Government-to settle for the
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likely growth without the input created by
decent ralisation of Government departments.

1 think it is very important that the
Government supports the breakup of some of the
monolithic structures in the city area. I use the
Education Department again as an example. That
department is heavily centralised, and has a new
building coming up in the Perth metropolitan
area. I feel it should not be beyond the wit of the
Government to ind ways to decentralise massive
Government entities in the Perth area so that at
least we could have some significant office growth
in the sub-regional areas. Such a degree of
decentralisation would be good for the Education
Department.

Mr P. V. Jones: That is what is happening.
Mr PEARCE: Then I hope it happens quickly.

If the Minister has a significant office built in
Armadale, I will be grateful to him forever and a
day. If the same thing happens with other
Government departments and they are
decentralised into sub-regional areas, it would
remove many of the problems of growth and
transport which are occurring in these areas.

MR CRANE (Moore) [7.34 p.m.: I would like
to add my support in the Address-in-Reply to the
Speech of His Excellency the Governor, moved by
the member for Murray on our opening night. I
was very pleased to note in His Excellency's
address that there are signs of a recovery in the
economy. The Governor mentioned iron ore and
the development of the North-West Shelf natural
gas. I believe the development of the North-West
Shelf will provide a tremendous opportunity for
Western Australia and will create a great deal of
employment if it is wholeheartedly supported by
all the pe ople of this State; and that includes, of
course, the trade union movement. I would hope
the trade unions will co-operate with the
Government and not encourage people within the
movement whio tend to disrupt rather than co-
operate.

I was pleased to notice also-and, of course, I
was aware of this, being closely associ~ted with
the industry-the improvement in the farming
and -pastoral industries. The wheat yield this year
is up by 4.6 million tonnes. I believe it has come
home forcibly once more that when the primary
producers of this State are experiencing good
times, so are the rest of the people. No matter
what we say we cannot get away from the fact
that all of our material wealth comes from the
earth.

Wool prices are up, which is very encouraging;
and beef prices which have suffered over the past
few years some rather difficult fluctuations are

also up. We recall, of course, the drought which
has affected the agricultural areas of the State.
That appears to have left us, and we hope it has
left us all over the State. I know that in my own
area and in most if not all of the areas of my
electorate reasonably good to good opening rains
have been received, and preparations are being
made for the sowing of the 1979 wheat crop.

Unfortunately last summer we did experience
cyclone "Hazel" which caused some problems for
a few people in my area, although fortunately not
as many were affected as in other areas.

I am pleased and thankful that our State
Government was very quick to act and to help in
areas where it could be of assistance. There are
some areas and some people still suffering as a
result of cyclone "Hazel", but I am sure we will
not hesitate to give them assistance when it can be
shown that assistance is needed,

The Governor mentioned education and on this
matter I have one or two comments to make. The
Minister for Education is sitting in front of me,
but it is not my intention to pour a bucket of cold
water over him because he has been particularly
kind to most areas of my electorate; and in
respect of other areas which have not yet been
drawn to his attention, I am sure I can expect his
usual full co-operation.

I have mentioned previously the problems we
have had with the additions to the Moora Hostel.
I am happy to say they are well and truly under
way now, and as the member for the area I
received great assistance from the Minister
himself and from the departments concerned after
I was able to point out to them some of the erring
ways into which they were drifting.

Mr Mclver: They probably took money from
Northam to pay for it.

Mr CRANE: I do not think the Minister would
do that because Northam is represented by a
member who never fails to get up and say his
little piece, whether or not it is important.

Continuing with education, I would mention a
small point which I think is necessary to bring to
the attention of the Minister. It concerns
demountable classrooms. I presume most of us
from time to time have had to suffer demountable
classrooms in our areas. Here I would draw a
parallel: many years ago the horse and buggy
served a very useful purpose in this State, but we
do not still use that form of transport.

Mr Skidmore: It might come back one day.
Mr CRANE: Perhaps it will come back if fuel

becomes Short, but I do not think so. Even if it
does come back, we will have streamlined buggies.
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The point I make is that many of these
classrooms are not really suitable for the areas in
which they are placed. They require better fly-
screening and better air-conditioning. They are
hot and most unsatisfactory places of learning for
young people. Whilst the Minister is busy at the
moment talking to the Deputy Premier, I can
assure him that if he is not listening to me I will
certainly follow it up with a letter.

The Wanneroo High School has suffered
tremendous disadvantages over the last few years.
One of the problems in the building of the
Wanneroo Nigh School in the first instance wa
that the contractor went broke, as a result of
which the job had to be completed by the Public
Works Department. Naturally there has been a
delay in the completion of work at that school, as
a result of which the Wanneroo High School has
always lagged behind other schools of similar
design which were being constructed at about the
same time. I refer particularly to the Willetton
High School.

I believe this Government should make tup that
lag as quickly as possible. The staff and students
at the Wanneroo, High School have had to put up
with a great deal of inconvenience, and whilst
they have co-operated as much as possible, I
believe that we, as a Government, should be doing
a little more to speed up our construction
programme to overcome this unfortunate lag.

The fishing industry is carried on to a great
extent in my electorate, and it was mentioned in
the Governor's Speech. A couple of years ago
during a similar debate I referred to crayboats,
and the manner in which they were licensed. As
members know, the 200 mile fishing limit comes
into operation in Western Australia in the near
future and many active crayfishermen will be
seeking to carry out wet fishing operations in the
off-season.

For this purpose, they will require larger boats
and, as I mentioned on that previous occasion, I
believe we should look very seriously at a different
system of licensing crayboats. We should not
license these boats on the basis of so many cray
pots for each metre-*length of boat but rather
allow so many cray pots according to the working
deck area. This would mean that the
crayfishermen could enjoy a much safer boat.

We have dangerous seas off the coast of
Western Australia. In fact, Admiralty charts
reveal that the swell off our coast often breaks,
which poses a great threat to the fishermen
operating in these waters. We have a
responsibility to enable these people to go out and
fish without endangering their lives unnecessarily.

In addition, with a larger boat, they will not
only be more comfortable but can also go out and
experiment with tuna fishing which I believe in
the near future wilt be of great benefit to this
State.

I notice the Governor's Speech mentions that
additional and new facilities will be provided for
fishermen at several places along the coast
including Fremantle, Greenhead and Port
Denison. I have always maintained that the
fishermen of Western Australia deserve every
consideration from the Government. After all, the
fishing industry earns valuable export income. 1
am very pleased to see these facilities are being
established.

However, one point which should be brought to
the attention of members and the public generally
is that whilst new facilities are being built at
Greenhead-and I agree entirely with this
decision-fisherman have been trying
unsuccessfully for a long time to obtain additional
facilities at Jurien Bay. Recently they were told
by Dr Andrews that Jurien was a safe anchorage.
Jurien is not a safe anchorage. This can be borne
out by the fact that whenever a disabled fishing
boat is laid up at lurien, the insurance company is
only too ready to arrange for its tow to Fremantle.
The insurance companies know Jurien is a
dangerous anchorage.

Greenhead, which presently operates 10 fishing
boats, is to receive new facilities. Yet Jurien Bay.
with 45 crayboats and three wet licensed boats-a
total of 48 vessels-will receive no additional
facilities this year. It is my belief that Jurien
should have priority over smaller centres like
Greenhead, and immediate facilities such as
fishing boat harbours should be placed at the
disposal of fishermen in that area.

Very often we hear of boats having to go out
and rescue people in distress. However, when a
norwester is blowing it is impossible to get off the
beach at Jurien. I do not consider this to be a safe
anchorage.

The subject of transport has received a great
deal of attention lately, particularly since the
SWATS report was brought down; there has been
a great deal of discussion as to what will arise out
of that report. However, my particular concern in
the area of transport is the sad lack of public
transport at Wanneroo and areas north of
Wanneroo. It is an unhappy fact that there
appears to be in the Metropolitan Transport Trust
a body of people who are concerned only with
empire building. These people have told me time
and time again they will not provide public
transport to Quinns Rocks and the Yanchep-Two
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Rocks area. They have also refused to send a bus
into Edgewater, which is an area with a
population of around I1000, and is growing
rapidly day by day. I am very concerned at the
fact there seems to be within the MTT this group
of people who are concerned chiefly with empire
building, almost to the point of denigrating our
railways.

Recently I read a newspaper report in which
the MTT was boasting about putting on air-
conditioned buses in the metropolitan area. It is
lovely to ride in an air-conditioned vehicle; I have
one myself. However, it is far more important to
provide a bus to people who are not already
served by public transport rather than replacing
buses, which presently are serving t he community,
with air-conditioned vehicles. If there is so much
money to spare, let us not waste it.

Mr Mclver: Where were you on Tuesday night
when the vote was on?

Mr CRANE: I was travelling between
Melbourne and Perth.

Mr B. T. Burke: Which way would you have
voted'?

Mr CRANE: I will tell the member for
Balcatta in at moment. If he cares to read
Hansard of two or three years ago-i cannot
recall precisely when it wats, but I will look it up
for him if he so desires-he will see I mentioned
then that transport was very important to this
State and that we should be looking seriously at
extending and tipgrading the rail transport system
so that eventually it ran from Yanchep to
Mandurah. I reiterate that statement on this
occasion. Further, I believe that to pull up the
tracks between Perth and Fremantle is a
retrograde step.

Mr Mclver: Your colleagues do not think so.
Mr CRANE: I do not care very much about

that.
Several iiembers interjected.
Mr CRANE: If members opposite do not want

me to slip straight over to my colleagues' side, just
let themi shut up for a moment and I will tell them
what I wats going to say. If they do not want my
support, that is all right.

Mr Skidmore: I want your support.
Mr B. T. Burke: I was just going to say that it

sounds like you have found out your colleagues
have been tip at Watnneroo looking for a Liberal
candidate.

Mr CRANE: I do not know whether that is the
case. I ami not particularly worried about
retaining my seat. I never really wanted to be a
member of Parliament in the first place, but while

I am here I will do the job to the best of my
abilities. I believe my greatest strength is in the
fact that I do not give a damn, but will do what I
believe is right for the people.

As I was saying before I was so rudely
interrupted, I wonder whether we as a
Government have looked at the capital cost of
what we are about to uproot. The capital cost of
the railway system between Fremantle and Perth
could hardly be gauged in monetary terms. We
have a responsibility not only to ourselves but also
to our children and to our children's children. If
this railway system is destroyed now, it will not be
financially possible to have it replaced.

Mr B. T. Burke: Ever!
Mr CRANE: I suggest to the 13 wise people we

have representing us in the Cabinet that they give
a second thought to this point. I hope that it is not
definite that the railway will be removed. I hope
that the Cabinet will give the railway a stay of'
execution. The problem should be considered
sensibly, because wherever one travels throughout
the world one finds that other countries have
reverted to an improved rail system.

Mr McIver: If you had been here Tuesday
night, would you have supported the amendment?

Mr CRANE: I believe the member for Avon
knows me well enough to know that I would have
supported the amendment.

Mr Mclver: That is very nice to know.
Mr Young: Will you try to talk the 110 000

people who signed the petition into buying season
tickets?

Mr CRANE: No, I do not think I could.
Probably half of those people signed the petition
because most people will sign anything.

Mr B. T. Burke: What a stupid question to ask.
The SPEAKER: Order!
Mr CRANE: Excuse me. Who is making this

address?
Mr Pearce: It is very hard to know. The

Minister seems to be making part of it.
Mr CRANE: Have you all finished? Are you

quite satisfied?
Mr Young: Are you all done?
Mr CRANE: If it is all right, Mr Speaker, I

will carry on. No, I will not try something else; I
will just reiterate what I said. I may be very
wrong-

Mr B. T. Burke: No.
Mr CRANE: -but I am entitled to make my

point in this place, at least. I can make my point
without any fear of party political bias.
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Mr B. T. Burke: Hear, hear!
Mr CRANE: I make my point honestly as a

person, not because I am in Government or
because I am in Opposition. I believe we have a
responsibility, not only to ourselves but also to the
people who are not yet born.

I would like to move on to another very
important point concerning transport, and that
is-

Mr Pearce: Does this mean there will be three
country parties now?

Mr CRANE: My next point concerns the
emission controls which have been imposed on
vehicles in the last few years. To the present iti.me,
emission controls have meant the added expense
or 5 per cent more fuel. The third stage of
emission controls will cost us another 5 per cent. I
understand that up till August, 1976, the sum of
$600 million has been spent on the provision of
emission controls. When we consider the shortage
of fossil fuels, this is one of the most serious,
unpardonable sins that any Government could
have inflicted upon the people of Australia. No
authority has shown that there has been any
improvement in the uirban atmosphere. This was
reported in The Sunday Times of the I11th
February. I believe that the $600 million could
have been used in the development of a small
diesel power conversion unit for medium-sized
cars such as Holdens and Falcons.

Diesel fuel does not cause the pollution which is
caused by petroleum. Diesel fuel is much cheaper,
and it can be made up, if necessary, from power
kerosene and oil. Anybody who runs a
tractor-and that does not apply to members
opposite because they do not know much about
tractors-knows that one can make up diesel fuel
from a mixture of kerosene and oil. The member
for Swan would agree with that.

Mr Skidmore: Yes-full-bottle on it!
Mr CRANE: If we must have emission

controls, I believe we should have been
investigating improved systems. There was a
report in The Bulletin of the I13th March about a
system in Sweden. t will quote from that article,
with your indulgence, Mr Speaker, as follows-

STOCKHOLM-A system claimed to
reduce automotive engine emissions and
improve fuel mileage is being tested by the
Swedish Post Office and the Norwegian
Telecommunication Administration.

Known as Mellamix, the system has been
under development for about four years by
Wellfelt Marketing, a small marketing and
research firm based in Malmoe, Sweden.

Ove Wellfelt, head of Wellfelt, says that
carbon-monoxide emissions are reduced by
about 80 percent, hydrocarbens by about 40
percent, and nitrogen oxides by about 15
percent. At the same time, the system
provides fuel savings of about 10 percent.

The system would cost about $100
installed in Sweden. It consists of a stainless
steel container with tube leading to the
intake manifold. A proprietary liquid is
injected through a nozzle fitted into a small
hole drilled into the intake manifold.

I believe that this system should be experimented
with in Australia, if we must persist in emission
controls. However, I would prefer that emission
controls be dropped.

Mr B. T. Burke: Cripes!
Mr CRANE: Evidently somebody objects to

my suggestion that we drops these controls.
However, as they affect only one square mile in
the heart of Sydney, I wonder whether they are
really worth while.

Mr B. T. Burke: A moment ago you talked
about future generations and the railway line. In
Athens the Acropolis and the Parthenon are being
threatened by sulphur dioxide from traffic. Think
a little ahead.

Mr CRANE: I am thinking ahead. I am
suggesting two alternatives.

Mr B. T. Burke: You said you would prefer to
scrap them.

Mr CRANE: I will continue whilst the time is
available to me.

I wish to make a point about something which
has been mentioned often in the Press lately. My
point relates to the road maintenance tax. I
understand that we are to dispense with this tax in
the near future. Many of us have been suggesting
for many years that this should be done.

There has been a lot of publicity in the Press
about the imposition of another tax to take the
place of the road maintenance tax. We know that.
This subject has been raised many times and is a
policy of the party t 'o which I belong-the NCr.

The revenue loss through the abolition of the
road maintenance tax will be recovered, I believe,
by placing a distribution tax on fuel outlets. I will
quote up-to-date figures which are derived from
the department of natural resources for the 12
months ended October, 1978. These figures relate
to motor spirits and distillates. A fee of 0.25c per
litre would yield $6.550 million; 0.3c per litre
would yield $7.860 million; and 0.33c per litre
would yield $8.730 million. How often do we go
to the bowser to find that fuel has gone up by Ic
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per litre? Using the highest figure I quoted, of
0.33c-and we accept that this is something
which is inevitable-

Mr Mclver: Well, it is in your Federal leader's
hands. He is the Minister.

Mr CRANE: At an almost infinitesimal rate of
0.33c, the sum of $8.730 million would be made
available to take the place of the iniquitous road
Maintenance tax.

There is one other matter which causes me
concern. I am not sure whether our Federal
members of Parliament from Western Australia,
both in the House of Representatives and the
Senate-and there are 10 senators, who represent
both sides of this House-are doing their jobs.

We find that whilst Queensland enjoys $106
million of the fuel tax, Western Australia receives
only $64 million. 1 do not think it is fair to expect
that our hard-working Premier must himself go to
Canberra all the time with his big stick. I believe
our Federal members in both Houses should be
doing their bit for Western Australia and making
the Premiers job a little easier.

Mr McIver: He would not get'past the foyer.
Mr CRANE: Who?
Mr Mclver: The Premier, with his big stick.
Mr CRANE: Another problem which has

created interest in rural areas lately is that of the
Saskatchewan land bank system. This legislation
should be studied very closely. The legislation of
1972 was designed to serve three basic objectives.
The first was to provide a market for those
farmers who wished to sell up and retire from
farming; the second was to assist established or
new farmers to acquire a viable area; and the
third was to offer land for lease on a long term,
secure basis as an alternative system of tenure.

I believe this scheme is worthy of consideration.
It is worthy of our having a serious look to see in
what ways we can apply it here in Australia
generally and in Western Australia in particular.
We should not lose sight of the fact that long
term assistance to farmers and finances which are
made available do tend to increase the already
overpriced cost of rural land. As most members
would know, I am a farmer, not as big as some,
but bigger than others. Quite honestly, I could n ot
afford to buy my farm. Fortunately 1 own it, but
if 1 wanted to go into farming with the returns
available to farmers at the moment and the price
being asked for land, I could niot afford to buy my
fa rm.

Mr Mclver: We will chuck in a dollar for you.
Mr CRANE: It is very important that we look

at the Saskatchewan land bank system, but we

must not lose sight of the fact that we must
always be striving to get farmers out of debt
rather than getting them further into debt.

One of my pet hobbies and something for which
I have a real and meaningful concern is the
supply of water to country areas. The member for
Avon might sit back quietly now because he is
already served by a comprehensive water scheme.
However, there are many others who are not.

Mr Mclver: There are many people in my
electorate who are not.

Mr CRANE: If those people were served by a
person who was as energetic as I am and as are
my electors, they might be provided with such a
scheme. For some time I have tried-without
success to this time, but I am a little like Bruce
and the spider-to have an overall plan drawn up
for extensions to the comprehensive water supply
scheme, particularly for the drier areas in my
electorate. I am endeavouring to have the Agaton
basin tapped and extended to Pithara. There are
areas south of the Agaton basin including Moora,
Miling, Bindi Bindi, Mogumber, New Norcia and
Bindoon where water is needed. If people in these
areas left, others would take their place in order
that we in the metropolitan area could enjoy the
wealth we derive from these areas. There is no
reason that people in these areas should not be
entitled to the same quality of life as we have, Yet
we see people in the metropolitan area who often
turn on a tap without even a thought as to where
the water comes from and as to who really pays
for it.

Recently L-tried to get a water supply scheme
for Mogumber. It would have cost $34 000 but,
unfortunately, whilst some of the officers in the
Public Works Department were in agreement that
the scheme should go ahead there were others
who put the blue pencil through it. That $34 000
is a small amount of money when we consider the
*amount of money being spent in Western
Australia to celebrate our 150th Anniversary.
Whilst I am not unduly opposed to this, I wonder
whether we always have our priorities in order.
The $34 000 would have provided a water scheme
for these people who have to cart water during the
summer months.

Recently on television there was a report on a
certain machine. I did get the literature on this
machine which was a small desalinator called
"the sweet water". It is capable of producing 200
gallons of fresh water a day from any seawater,
which as we know is quite salty. These machines
should be examined by the Department of
Industrial Development to see whether they could
be manufactured en masse for supply to outback
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areas where adequate drinking water is
desperately needed.

The Mogumber hotel recently was faced with
the prospect of having to close because there was
no fresh water available to wash the beer glasses.
That was a serious situation.

Mr Mclver: What did the member do about
that?

Mr CRANE: I am suggesting that the price
of $6 300, which might sound a little exorbitant,
could have been used to purchase a desalinator
plant to supply 200 gallons of drinkable water.
For people who live in country areas, 200 gallons
of water can be a significant amount. I am
concerned about the exorbitant price of these
machines and believe an examination should be
made of this matter.

Mr B. T. Burke: How far is Mogumber from
the ocean?

Mr CRANE: I do not have a great deal of time
left. Usually I do not speak for my 45 minutes,
although I am doing all right tonight. I have
referred to the next matter on many occasions and
it is one which is concerning people all over the
State. I refer to law and order. In my electorate
we have tried to get more police at Yanchep and
Moora. However, police numbers are limited and
we realise it is a matter of finance.

If we were to update the penalties that many of
the people who are arrested and brought to trial
face we would eventually find there would be
fewer people arrested and less need for the great
number of police.

Mr B. T. Burke: Give us examples.
Mr CRANE: How often do we find people are

brought to face a magistrate where they are
merely tapped on the hand and told to be good
boys. In many instances the police risk their lives
to bring these people to justice, yet when those
arrested appear before the courts they are told to
be good boys and not to do it again.

The member for Gosnells mentioned rape
tonight. I am very pleased, to see he is concerned
with something which ought to cause concern to
everyone. Why is it that women in this State
cannot walk on their own without the fear of
being molested? It is time we brought back the
birch as a deterrent for such things. I suggest the
member for Balcatta might take the smile off his
face.

Several members interjected.
Mr B. T. Burke: Cut off their hands; cut off

their ears.
Mr CRANE: I believe this is a penalty we

ought to consider reintroducing. I am not

suggesting we cut off offenders' hands. However,
in Saudi Arabia, for instance, for such an offence
as rape a person recently was flogged and then
hanged. That is a bit too severe, but one thing is
for certain, such an offender would never rape
again.

Mr B. T. Burke: So is the bloke who was
innocent and was hanged. He never murdered
anyone again, did he?

Mr CRANE: If stricter penalties were
enforced, the police would be relieved of some of
their present burden and they would be able to
serve some of the areas which presently are not
served adequately. I refer to the Vanchep and
Two Rocks area, where there are insufficient
police, and also to the Moora area. There is a
problem also in relation to prisons. They do not
have sufficient capacity to cater for all the people
apprehended.

At this time, when we are celebrating our 150th
Anniversary, I believe it would be a good idea to
look back at the situation 150 years ago. There is
no reason that the men who are serving time in
prison cannot build additional prisons here. They
should be made to perform useful work so that
they are not constantly saying they need television
sets and meat three times a day.

Mr Mclver: There were plenty of glasses at
Mogumber.

Mr B. T. Burke: I would like to see a salt water
treatment plant at Mogumber.

Mr CRANE: I would not have expected
anything more from the member for Balcatta. I
accept that interjection, unintelligent as it may
be, as one of his normal remarks. I suggest that
sometimes his vocabulary ought to be marked
down to where it belongs, which is that of gug and
goo.

Finally I should like to say that if this State
intends to progress it must be governed by the
people who are elected.

Several members: Hear, hear!
Mr CRANE: For far too long we have bowed

to union pressure which comes not from the
unionists themselves, but from the dictatorial
attitude displayed by a few people leading the
unions. I am a great supporter of the union
movement.' I should like to put that on record.
However, I am not a great supporter of
irresponsible leadership by the people in authority
causing unionists who are afraid-and I use the
word "afraid" quite honestly-to do anything
other than go on strike.

Strikes are costing us millions and millions of
dollars. It is high time we had secret ballots in
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this State so that people could cast their votes
privately prior to strike action being taken.

Mr Jamieson: And how do you get them back
at work under those circumstances? You should
have had enough of that with the meat industry.

Mr CRANE: In 99 per cent of the cases the
men would not go out on strike. I know a person
who was involved in the crane drivers' strike. He
did not -want to go on strike, but he was told he
had to do so. It cost him over $800, because he
could not go to work. Fortunately he had
sufficient money in the bank to carry him
through. At the end of the strike I believe the
crane drivers were award $13 a week extra. I do
not know how long they were out on strike, but it
was many weeks and it cost this particular person
$800.

This man told me he did not want to go on
strike, but he could not do anything about it. He
was just one of the mob. I said to him, "if there
was a secret ballot what would you and your
mates have done?" He said, "There would not
have been a strike."

Mr Skidmore: How can he speak for his mates?
Mr CRANE: He can speak for his mates

because he knows what they want.
Mr Mclver: Why did he not go to the meeting

and say that?
Mr CRANE: If members opposite want to

support strikes and accept the cost incurred by the
country as a result, that is their prerogative.

Mr Mclver: How many meetings of his union
had he attended?

Mr CRANE: I believe we should look at ways
of introducing a secret ballot. If the Government
will not do so, I intend to make every endeavour
to pursue that goal myself. I do not know whether
I can be successful as a private member; but it is
high time somebody had the guts to do this. If no-
one else is prepared to do it, I shall take a stand.
This would very quickly separate the sheep from
the goats. This is the only way to do it.

I have never met a sincere person who has not
agreed that it is time we had secret ballots so that
people can cast their votes without rear of reprisal
from those who dominate them, as they do in any
other election.

Mr Pearce: Do you want to have a secret ballot
in Parliament?

Mr CRANE: I do not believe we need a secret
ballot in Parliament, because the sittings are open
to the public. I would never agree that it should
be otherwise. Parliament is open to the public so
that anyone may come and see what is occurring.
I am very proud to go on record as saying that I

would support secret ballots and that I will do
everything in my power to see that they are
brought about.

MR SKIDMORE (Swan) [8.15 p.m.]: I should
like to refer briefly to the fact that the member
who has just resumed his seat advocated the
reintroduction of the birch. I find this abhorrent.
We should never return to such outmoded and
horrific ptunishments.

Recently on television I heard a remark that,
"in certain places a thief had his hands cut off."
The rejoinder to that was, "I wonder what they
would do if a person molested a woman." The
result of that analogy, if one takes it to its logical
conclusion, is horrendous and the same can be
said for birching.

However, I do not wish to dwell on the
member's remarks in that regard. I should like to
refer to my disappointment at the Governor's
speech. I was hoping that, at long last, the
Government would show some responsibility in
the field of conservation and the environment and
the protection of our ecology. I had hoped the
Government would have realised that the time has
arrived when Governments throughout Australia
must take a stand to ensure that the environment
of Australia, which we love so dearly, is protected
in the correct manner.

Not one word appears in the Governor's Speech
in relation to conservation or environmental
protection. There was not one word about
measures the Government intended to take. There
was one small reference only to the environment
in relation to OUr forests. I should like to quote
that particular reference in the Governor's Speech
which is as follows-

Measures to contain dieback in jarrah
forests continue. New initiatives by the
Forests Department include the vital matter
of mapping 150 000 hectares of dieback-
affected areas.

I suppose one should be thankful that at least
150 000 hectares will be more clearly defined.
However, I very much doubt whether the most
elaborate and precise map would make one iota of
difference when we look at the manner in which
the mining industry has raped our jarrah forests.
It would not matter whether all of the areas were
clearly shown, because we know that if a bauxite
mining company wants to move into an area of
land, there is nothing we can do to stop it, with or
without a map. A bauxite mining company would
go in and mine regardless, with -or without the
sanction of little green areas on a map.

As far as I am concerned, such a map is
meaningless unless it is used for the purpose of
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area control to enable us to overcome the dieback
problems being experienced in our forests.

I should like to refer to the general question of
conservation. I have been the spokesman for the
Opposition on this issue, but I have been able to
deal specifically only with an area that goes from
Augusta, up the coast to Busselton, and along to
Mandurah. I should have liked more time to look
at the situation in the northern part of the State,
particularly where there are spot settlements of
fishermen on the coast and further north or
Yanchep in the sandhills and the area of the
Pinnacles.

However, tonight I wish to refer specifically to
some of the problems which exist in the south-
west in the Leeuwin ridge area. 1. asked the
Minister for Lands whether I could be supplied
with an accurate map of Reserve No. 25211.

The answer from the Minister representing the
Minister for Lands was that I could have the
map. I have it here. So that it would be easier to
handle I had it photostated. I also had
photostated a copy of another map tabled at the
same time. One of them is of the Augusta
townsite and the reserve mentioned which is the
one which fronts onto the Deadwater and Swan
Lake area over the other side of Hardy Inlet to
the Augusta townsite.

The purpose of my making the request for some
fairly specific boundaries to be established was
the fear expressed to me by the secretary of the
Naturaliste-Leeuwin conservation group, because
a citizen down there had fenced off the reserve
and had commenced to establish a building block
on the reserve. In fact the concrete foundation of
a machinery shed had been laid. I said that that
was incredible and that it could not happen.

However, during the recent week's break I took
the opportunity to go to Augusta to investigate
and I took with me the maps supplied by the
Minister. However, I found them to be completely
inaccurate. One map shows Deadwater as being
one surface of water when, in fact, there are two
fingers of water-if I may use that term-in that
part of the foreshore. That is the first point.

The other concerns the Augusta townsite map
which shows two islands in Deadwater and Swan
Lake, but to my knowledge, having walked right
along the area, there are not two islands
a nywherc.

It is very important that information given to us
is accurate. I am not blaming the Minister for
Lands. Someone boo-booed because, let us face it,
these maps should have been accurate and should
have shown topographical features which have

existed for the last 50 years, but they did not
show them.

Obviously the Crown should control the land
between the high-water mark and the low-water
mark. However, on the map given to me by the
Minister for Lands the area embraces at least a
third of a privately-held landholding. I am not too
sure of the Minister's right in view of the fact that
the map is inaccurate. However, that was not my
major concern although it was disturbing enough.
I will not name the locations involved, because
they are well known to the EPA and to the
Minister for Conservation and the Environment
and his staff as these matters have been raised in
other issues with me during question time. Two of
the locations are 331 and 134.

The boundary of the area of the landowner
concerned, according to my map, runs almost true
north and south on its boundary to the east.
Therefore, if we place a compass on the corner
fence-I did-and take a bearing in the direction
along which on the map the boundary of the
reserve exists, one would then clearly see that
where that runs off at about 33 to 35 degrees to
the north-east, if one then took a bearing 90
degrees from that point, the reserve would be
reached. Between those two bearings there is a
built-up house pad very elaborately done. I feel
sorry for the owner if this is indeed reserve land,
because all my investigations indicate that it is.
As I have said, the concrete floor of the
machinery shed is there and the concrete bricks
have been made. Obviously nothing has been done
for a long time and that in itself is bad enough.
However, along the southern extension of that
man's holding to the waterline of the Swan Lake
area, there is a well-built fence almost up to the
standard of the boundary fence of the landowner
concerned. Anyone visiting the area would back
off, because it would be thought it was a
privately-owned property when in essence it is not.
It is a fenced-off part of the reserve.

Previously the Minister for Local Government
had told me she could not produce a map of the
interim town planning scheme of the Augusta-
Margaret River Shire. She said that if I were to
visit the shire perhaps it could let me have a look
at a mnap. I undertook that exercise and went to
Augusta.

Mrs Craig: Good.
Mr SKIDMORE: I had a look at the interim

plan. I will come back to the other problem in a
moment, but the most remarkable thing about it
was that the shire clerk said to me, "I do not
know why the Minister did not let you have a look
at the map. It is public property at any rate."

791



792 [ASSEMBLY]

I was inconvenienced by having to go to
Augusta to study a map which was public
property and which should have been produced in
this place. It is incredible the lengths to which
some people will go to ensure that members do
not get information, and the information I wanted
was in reference to the area of the Margaret
River townsite and what is known as the
development corridor to Prevelly Park under the
interim town planning scheme of the Augusta-
Margaret River Shire.

Before getting onto that subject I want to
mention that in the particular reserve which I
have been discussing-Reserve No. 25211, for the
information of the Minister for Conservation and
the Environment-a pit has been dug by the shire
for the purpose of taking out limestone and road-
building material. for a development. This
excavation did not have the permission of the
National Parks Authority, to the best of my
knowledge. It was round by a group of people who
were walking through the area. As a result of this
the shire must receive a rap over the knuckles,
because it seems to have a propensity for raping
reserves without permission, and without making
good any of the holes it creates. I will refer to
many other similar instances.

The hole in question is quite large, being round
about 200 metres long, about 120 to 130 metres
wide, and approximately five to six metres deep.
The situation has one redeeming feature. During
the excavations some seashells were found
embedded in the sides of the hole, and they
proved to be of great scientific interest not only to
Australian scientists, but also to world scientists.
They were taken to the Museum and were found
to prove that the sea had reached a certain depth
at some time during the flooding of the coast
down there. Some of the shells had actually never
been found previously south of Carnarvon.

The Museum people are thrilled indeed and, in
fact, I understand a paper has been prepared on
the discovery. The person responsible was John
Koeyers, who is the secretary of the Naturaliste-
Leeuwin conservation group.

He is a very dedicated man. Certainly, he
probably is considered by some-those who do
not view environmental protection people with a
degree of respect-to be a Person the same as
myself, an eco-nut. I am quite proud of the
accolade bestowea on me, and I anm sure that he
would be proud also.

I would not have worried so much if I had not
had to bring to the attention of the Minister the
fact that the Augusta- Margaret River Shire
Council went into another reserve and took out

more sand without the permission of the EPA or
the National Parks Authority. Nothing at all was
done about that. When the issue was raised in this
place the removal of the sand was immediately
stopped, and quite rightly so. That is another
instance of an irresponsible attack on a very finely
balanced and sensitive area of our coastal sand
dunes.

Worse is to follow. The same shire saw fit to
move into another reserve which takes in the
whole of the mouth of the Margaret River, the
area around the townsite, and the Prevelly
Caravan Park. Worse happened there. A Mr X
wanted to develop an area of about 20 blocks in a
very low-lying location which had to be filled. The
shire undertook to do the Ailing for Mr X. When
I looked at the sign showing who was responsible
for the sale of the land, I found that the shire
president was the land agent who had the job of
disposing of the blocks.

Mr Blaikie: Are you suggesting the shire
president had an improper motive? I challenge
you to say outside this House what you have just
said.

Mr SKIDMORE: I am suggesting this: I view
with alarm a situation where ratepayers' money
possibly could have been expended on the removal
of road fill and sand-and I will advise the
member for Vasse of the quantity in a
moment-sold to a private development, for
which no tenders were called and where the shire
president is then involved in the selling of the
estate. That concerns me.

Surely there should have been some conscious
responsibility on the part of those people to ensure
that they did not involve themselves in anything
which could be viewed with alarm by the
ratepayers.

Mr P. V. Jones: Did you say that the
ratepayers' money could have been used?

Mr SKIDMORE: Yes.
Mr P. V. Jones: No suggestion that it was?
Mr SKIDMORE: No, I am saying that where

a shire takes sand, gravel, and limestone out of a
pit to fill land owned by a private developer, and
the shire president is then involved in the sale of
that land, ratepayers' money could be involved.

Mr P. V. Jones: No suggestion that it was
involved?

Mr SKIDMORE: No tenders were called for
the job.

Mr Blaikie: While you are making these
accusations-

Mr SKIDMORE: I am not making any
accusations at all.
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Mr Blaikie: While you are making these
statements, accusing statements-

Mr Jamieson: Put your finger down and talk
properly.

Mr Blaikie: -what is the land in question?
Having said "Mr XV, go ahead and name the
subdivider concerned because 1 certainly will take
this uip. I also hope the Press will hear every word
you say.

Mr SKIDMORE: I do not mind.
Mr Blaikie: Who was Mr X?
Mr SKIDMORE: Has the honourable member

finished? Th6 member for Vasse wants to know
who Mr X is. Mr X is a Mr Edwards. I am quite
happy to tell the member for Vasse.

Mr Blaikie: Mr Edwards, from where? Where
is the subdivision?

Mr SKIDMORE: If the member for Vasse
does not know it is about time he got around his
electorate and looked at what was happening.

Getting back to the question of land ill, I
imagine the shire was able to do the job very
cheaply because it went into a reserve,
unauthorised, and dug another sand pit. This one
is a beauty. 1 do not want to exaggerate its size,
but it is one-quarter to one-third of a kilometre
long, approximately 250 metres wide, and at the
.western end of the pit about one quarter of it has
been dug to a depth of 12 or 13 metres. The pit in
itself is bad enough, but what upsets me is that
such a. large area of very delicately balanced
ecological region should be disturbed when only a
quarter of the material in the pit was wanted. I
hazard a guess that in the near future there will
be other land subdivisions and more limestone and
sand will be required. I suggest that limestone and
sand will be taken from "the same pit for further
development and to the detriment of the area,
which is an "A"-class reserve.

Mr Blaikie: And where was that?
Mr SKIDMORE: That, too, is on the only

gazetted road which actually leads to the mouth
of the Margaret River. If the member for Vasse
does not know where the only gazetted road is, I
suggest that he has a look.

Mr Blaikie: H-aying been a member of that
shire for some years, I suggest the members of the
shire will not be happy to -hear of the way you
have blackguarded them here tonight. You ought
to be ashamed of yourself after the co-operation
you have received from them.

Mr SKIDMORE: To put to rest the mind of
thc member for Vasse, let me tell him that what I
have said tonight is no less than what I have
already said to those people. So I ask the member

for Vasse not to worry about what I say in public.
I do not need parliamentary privi lege to say these
things. I have already registered my protest to the
shire. The shire president told me that he and the
new shire clerk were left with the problem. He
said it was diabolical and that it should never
have happened.

I simply asked the shire clerk when he would
put the areas back into order so that they would
have a chance to regenerate. I asked him when he
would make it good.

The Minister for Conservation and the
Environment is aware that when I ask a question
I know there has to be a balance. The
Environmental Protection Authority is responsible
for an overall rehabilitation plan for the area. I
hope the rehabilitation is done as quickly* as
possible and that no additional sand will be taken
from the pit for the purpose of private
subdivisions.

I have no objection to the shire taking sand and
limestone from pits and doing contract work for
developers. But certainly I object to the manner in
which it was done within an "A"-class reserve.

I might tell the member for Vasse that I was
with the shire representatives for nearly one'and
three-quarter hours. I did not just walk in, and I
am sure I could go back and be reasonably well
received. What [ have said tonight is nothing that
anybody should be frightened of. Anybody with a
clear conscience has nothing to worry about.
However, doubts existed in my mind and in the
minds of other people, and they should be cleared
up.

Mr Blaikie: Doubts in the minds of which
people?

Mr SKIDMORE: Doubts in the minds of those
people represented by the Secretary of the
Leceuwin-Naturaliste Ridge Conservation Group.

Mr Blaikie: It is very strange that Mr Koeyers
did not pass any communication on to me.

Mr SKIDMORE: Mr Koeyers and the group
no longer intend to have anything to do with the
member for Vasse because he has done nothing.
They have found it to be a waste of time talking
to him. When the member for Vasse is asked to
do something he waffles, blows, huffs and puffs.
He then walks away and does nothing.

Knowing that I was the shadow spokesman on
conservation, be then came to me and requested
that I give attention to the matter. Roughly 18
months ago I first became personally involved in
the area in a practical and active way.

793



794 [ASSEMBLY]

Mr Blaikie: Your comment about Mr Koeyers
and that group asking me to make representations
over the past 18 months happens to be a total lie.

Mr SKIDMORE: It does not worry me in the
least what the member for Vasse says. Let it
remain in Hansard. it does not concern me. If the
member for Vasse is saying I am a liar-and that
is the inference one must draw from his
remark-I will not raise an objection to it,
because I am prepared to debate the matter
publicly with the honourable member any time he
likes.

While I was down there during the Easter
break I took the opportunity to go for a walk
along the coast from the mouth of the Margaret
River to the sand bar and through to a settlement
at Kilcarnup. I have mentioned to the Minister
for Conservation and the Environment and the
Minister for Lands the illegal placement of
shanties at Kilcarnup, and I think at least those
two gentlemen would be aware of them. I walked
over there for the purpose of having a look at
what has happened to the sand dune immediately
adjacent to and forming part of the sand bar and
the foreshore in the Margaret River area. If any
member has any reeling at all for a very delicately
balanced area of sand dunes, he should see what
has happened to the drifting sandhills half a mile
or so north of Yanchep. I am not being over-
ermotive about this matter but if anyone were to
see the damage done by the trail bikes during the
four days at Easter one* would be absolutely
amazed.

When the mouth of the Margaret River was
opened during the last winter floods, it broke
through on the northern side of the bar, and in
doing so swept away the sandhills and formed a
bank of raw sand somc 10 or 12 feet high. That is
sand which would face directly into the south-
westerly winds which predominate for a long time
in that area. Before that erosion took place the
sand dunes had a very gentle slope, but in one
place a road four or five feet wide, going straight
up the sand bank, has been cut through by the
trail bikes. The south-westerly winds will rip it
right open and result in another sand blow-out.

The A ugusta- Margaret River Shire took some
sand from the dunes adjacent to Prevelly Park
and the sand dunes at Gnarabup Beach, and the
same sort of disaster occurred. I mentioned this to
two of the shire councillors. They indicated there
was a problem in that the shire does not have
sufficient money. It has only one ranger and
cannot police the whole area. I expressed my
concern to them because, whether or not we like
it, it appears that Governments, and particularly
the present Government, are not prepared to

assist the shire to do the job it is asked to do
because of its control of national parks. It is about
time the Government accepted its responsibility
and provided funds.

I was in agreement with the shire on many
matters we discussed. I accepted its interim town
planning as being logical and proper. I have
doubts about some of the proposed developments
because they impinge on the coastal primary
dunes. This worries me a little, although they do
not go right into the dune area. Margaret River
Holdings is one of the developments about which
I am concerned.

The matter of trail bikes and sand dunes
brought us to Kilcarnup. I was given to
understand no more shanties or huts would be
built by people squatting on that "A"-class
reserve; but lo and behold, I found that since I
was there about two years ago four Or five new
outbuildings have been erected and one of the
shacks on the beach front had recently had its
pillars replaced. Two 44-gallon drums filled with
concrete have been placed right on the beach
itself and two piles have been stuck up under the
house to stop it falling into the sea. That house
has been propped up in spite of what I understood
would be an effort to clear the place up.

To put the matter in its proper perspective, I
am mindful of the fact that many of those people
may be working people or farmers. I do not know
who owns the shacks, but I become concerned
when I see that some people are responsible, tidy
up their shacks, and do a creditable job, but a few
could not care less, to the extent that they now
have a four-wheel drive track running from
Kilcarnup, up the side of the sand dune, and into
the very delicate sand dune area, which has been
raped by trail bikes over the Easter period. So I
express my concern.

I mentioned a report on the Port Kennedy
regional recreation centre design concept which
has been prepared for the Government. I wish to
read to the House some words which I consider to
be very apt and from which we can see the
Government is concerned about Port Kennedy. I
wish to goodness it would evidence the same
concern for other parts of the coastal system.
From page 53 of that report I quote as follows-

Trail Bike and Motocross Riders

The last five years or so has also seen a
dramatic rise in the popularity of trail bike
riding, and the remote sand dunes of Port
Kennedy have proven a haven for these
people. Severe damage can be caused very
quickly by such activities if allowed to
continue unchecked, and indeed there is
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evidence that this has already occurred in
several places.

This is the part I would like members to note-
However two unofficial motocross practice

tracks have been developed in the north-east
corner of the townsite. Allowance for this
kind or activity, where strictly controlled and
administered, is in accordance with the
overall recreational intent of the Port
Kennedy area. However the use of trail bikes
in the remainder of the townsite should be
completely banned, in the interests of
conservation and preservation of the delicate
natural environment.

That is a new study based on new thinking. It is
the thinking of people who are concerned about
the system we are endeavouring to protect. I
certainly have a responsibility to ensure it is
protected.

I would like to pay tribute to those who assisted
me during the last session of Parliament with the
answers to some very difficult questions-not that
it was difficult to find the answers but that they
involved a considerable amount of research.

Of course the cynical member for Vasse simply
smiles. Perhaps it was not cynicism, but some
amusement seemed to fall upon the member For
Vasse when I wanted to convey my thanks to
those people. I want particularly to thank two
officers of the Department of Conservation and
Environment who bothered to take time off
during two of my visits to the area to accompany
myself and others into the delicately balanced
sand dune area in and around Prevelly Park.

A cave which was unknown to the people of the
area was discovered, and in that cave were found
the skull and portions of the rest of the bones of
that very rare animal the potoroo. I understand it
may almost be extinct now. This discovery made
good headlines, and thanks were received from
the office of the Museum in that area. I mention
that as an aside.

This is one of the areas which would have been
endangered if the proposed progress had taken
place. I criticise the Government for its attitude to
the National Parks Authority, the Environmental
Protection Authority, and the Environmental
Protection Council and the paucity of funds
provided for their activities.

I would like to quote from the Estimates of
1978-79 for the year ending the 30th June, 1979,
and I wish also to comment on the 1976-77
Environmental Protection Authority,
Conservation and Environment Council's annual
reports. Under the heading of "Administration"
on page 19 of the last-mentioned report, the total

expenditure for the year was $1 236 400,
including $559 258 for salaries, $183 503 for
administrative expenses, and-listen to this-in a
State as large as ours and with a coastline which
is desperately crying out for protection, an
amount of $493 639 was all that could be found
for field projects. That is a drop in the bucket-a
quarter of the expenditure of all the other
departments to protect the environment.

We should be protecting the environment for
those who are to follow us in the hope that maybe
they will be able to see what a coastal dune did
look like and to observe the flora and fauna of
those coastal dunes in the future.

That is the report of 1976-77, but let us go
forward to the Estimates for the year ending the
30th June, 1979. The total estimate for the
Department of Conservation and Environment
was $I 588 916. If we apply the same percentages
for the different sections as in the figures I
referred to before, it appears that not much more
than about $550 000 was expended on field
projects for the purpose of the protection and
understanding of our environment. The estimate
of revenue available to the department was SI1.734
million. That is an increase of about $1 35 000,
and this would not meet much more than the
expenses caused by increased salaries, telephone
accounts, and all the other charges that seem to
be escalating at such a rate since "Mal the
Mouth" became Prime Minister of Australia. He
seems to be bent on making sure that. this State
department will have insufficient funds to carry
out its task.

During the 1976-77 year, the Department of
Conservation and Environment increased its staff
from 33 to 41. 1 am prepared to say that even if
the staff were doubled to 82, it just would not be
enough to do the job.

At the very most we have five rangers employed
by the department to cover the coast from
Israelite Bay right through to Busselton. This
coastline is used very heavily by holidaymakers
and it is raped by trail bikes. Then there are
those people who are too miserable to walk a
couple of miles with their fishing gear and so they
take four-wheel drive vehicles into these areas
along the coast. There are two coves between
Kilcarnup and Margaret River. and those using
them are too damned lazy to walk a couple of
miles. I condemn these people for their action.

In conclusion, I would like to express my
concern at what the Federal Government proposes
to do in regard to those Statutes which are a
nuisance to the people who believe that forests
should be developed for the purposes of bauxite

795



796 [ASSEMBLY]

and the gaining of profit by overseas companies;
to those who want to put our environment at risk
to obtain iron ore and oil; and particularly to
those people who have no regard for Aboriginal
land rights. It is apparent to anyone who is
concerned with this matter and who undertakes
any research on it that certain Acts are in danger.

I asked the Minister for Industrial
Development a question on this issue and his reply
was that the deliberations of that particular
committee were a matter of privacy and that I
was not going to be told what they were all about.
However, I am aware of what they are all about
because there is no doubt that the Australian
Heritage Commission Act, 1975, which has wide
powers to conserve, improve, and present the
national estate is in jeopardy. This Act can
present difficulties to people who wish -to
disregard features of environmental control and
management, and programmes.

The next Act which is in danger is the
Environmental Protection (impact of Proposals)
Act, 1974. The Great Barrier Reef Marine Park
Act, 1975, which stopped the rape of the Fraser
Island by those who wished to mine for mineral
sands is also at risk. The National Parks and
Wildlife Conservation Act, 1975, which
established a professional service to acqui re and
manage national parks for the Government is
certainly in jeopardy.

Last but not least the Aboriginal Land Rights
(Northern Territory) Act, 1976, which restores
some measure of land ownership to dispossessed
Aboriginal people must be mentioned.

It is a great pity that I am restricted to just
three minutes to elaborate on this matter.
Concern has been expressed by many people. Dr
Coombs, the President of the Australian
Conservation Foundation is very concerned.

A clear indication of the mining companies'
involvement in the matter was their complete
confidence that the Liberal Party Government,
when elected, would comply with their desires and
eliminate all these conservation issues. The
mining companies made a submission to the
Standing Committee on Conservation and the
Environment on the 22nd September, 1978. The
submission reads as follows-

With the change in Government, the
industry anticipated that many of the
problems it saw in the Act would be
eliminated by major amendments. The basis
for this belief was that the new Government's
platform contained strong statements on the
need for Federal system of Government to be
maintained. The Environmental Protection

(impact of Proposals) Act was obviously
contrary to such a policy.

That leaves no doubt at all in anybody's mind that
the first thing to be axed would be that Statute.
The Minister for Industrial Development
discussed it at his meeting with the other State
Ministers along with the Federal officers
concerned. That would be the first one to get the
chop, and what a disaster that would be for our
national parks and our heritage.

In the minute I have left I would like to refer to
an article which appeared in the Busseion-
Margaret Times of the 19th April.

The article refers to a big rush for oil
exploration permits. Mr Acting Speaker (Mr
Crane), do you know where this is? It is in a State
forest, in a dieback area, in an area which should
be protected. It is in the Whicher Range, north-
east of Rosa Brook. Some areas of land there are
held freehold, but the great majority of the land
in that area which I believe is to be the subject of
oil exploration is under attack. I cannot support
that.

MR McPHARLIN (Mt. Marshall) [9.01 p.m.]:
In speaking to the motion before the House, I
wish to refer to that section of the Governor's
Speech in which he referred to the agricultural
industries.

Mr Pearce: He didn't have much to say about
them, did he?

Mr McPHARLIN: His comments make most
interesting reading and, of course, the newspapers
published them in detail and conveyed the
impression that farmers are making a fortune.
When we read that part of the Speech which
refers to agriculture, we find the Governor said-

At a projected record of 1 300 million
dollars, the gross value of farm production in
1978/79 will exceed that of last year by at
least 300 million dollars-reflecting the
greatly improved harvest and sales prospects
for all crops.

That is all very true; and, after thedifficulties the
farming industry has suffered over the last several
years, it is indeed gratifying to know we have had
an excellent grain season and the prices for
various commodities have increased dramatically.

However, the impression conveyed by the
media was that farming communities are
wallowing in wealth, and the farming people are
almost millionaires who do not have to work very
hard to make great fortunes out of their farming
properties.

In a later part of the same section of the
Governor's Speech reference was made to drought
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and cyclone "Alby" and the assistance that was
readily provided for those farmers in trouble.
That assistance was commendable and mast
acceptable. That part of the Speech does
emphasise the fact that severe hazards face the
farming community.

The point I want to make is that when reports
are written about the supposedly tremendous
incomes enjoyed by the farming community, the
matter of costs is never mentioned. We never hear
about the increasing costs of appliances,
materials, and equipment. Therefore, I want to
draw the attention of the House to a number of
cost factors which affect the farming community.

I have in my hand a document prepared by a
farm economics adviser of the Department of
Agriculture. This booklet was compiled from
cases of farmers in the north-eastern wheatbelt,'
which includes areas stretching north of Beacon
down to Hyden, and extending from Kellerberrin
to Southern Cross. I am about to quote actual
figures, and not supposition.

Let us take an eastern wheatbelt farmer.
Various areas are quoted, but I have tried to pick
a typical farm which has a cleared area of 2 000
hectares. The permanent labour on that farm is
one man. His average wheat yield is 1 000
kilograms a hectare, and his wool production is
10.9 kilograms a hectare, which gives him a gross
income of $42.96 a hectare. That seems good
until one considers the costs he must face in order
to produce that income.

.He must buy fertiliser, which costs him $3.97 a
hectare.

Mr B. T. Burke: Less the super bounty.
Mr McPHARLIT': Other crop costs amount to

$1.70 a hectare. He has stock to look after, and
that costs him $2.65 a hectare. Fuel costs amount
to $3 a hectare, while repairs and maintenance
amount to $4.50 and plant replacement amounts
to $7.50. When we include the cost of the
operator at $ 10.30 a hectare, we have a total cost
of $33.62 a hectare. If we take that total cost
from the gross income we find he has a net
income of $9.34 a hectare. That is a very small
income indeed.

.One can understand why so many farmers
become upset when they read of the supposedly
tremendous incomes farmers enjoy-and the
newspapers seem to emphasise this in many
cases-and yet the cost aspect is never
emphasised sufficiently to indicate just how
difficult it is for farmers in the area to which I
have rcferred to make more than a bare living.
Such Press articles mislead people into believing

the farming community enjoys good fortune
without having to do a great deal for it.

That brings me to the matter of the agro
conference held in Perth recently. Unfortunately I
was unable to attend due to other commitments,
but I have read with some interest the reports in
the Press, and some of the letters that have been
written. I have spoken to persons who attended
the conference. A letter which caught my'eye was
written by the president of the wool section of the
Farmers' Union. The comments he made reflect
the attitude of many farmers to whom I have
spoken. In his opening paragraph he said we had
just witnessed the climax of a dangerous,
concerted attack on farmers and farm viability.
He went On to list a number of matters referred to
by those who spoke at the conference, dealing
principally with the Bureau of 'Agricultural
Economics.

He referred to a director by the name of Mr G.
Miller, and he offered strong criticism of Mr
Miller's comments at the conference.

Mr B. T. Burke: Was hejustified7
Mr McPHARLIN: According to the letter, Mr

Miller referred to the 1978 inquiry into private
wool buying which, I understand, was carried out
by the Bureau of Agricultural Economics. A
survey was conducted of 32 farmers, and not one
of those farmers came from Western
Australia-the principal private wool selling
State. Yet that research has been quoted by some
in the industry as representing a positive and
definite statement. The criticism made by the
president of the wool section of the Farmers'
Union was fair and just, because a considerable
percentage of the wool grown in this State is sold
privately-more than in any other State in the
Commonwealth. Surely Western Australia should
have been the place in. which to conduct the
inquiry in order to ascertain the impact of private
selling on the wool marketing systems, and to
obtain first-hand information in order to present
an authoritative report on the subject.

Mr Jamieson: They are still a bit frightened of
the Nullarbor.

Mr MePHARLIN: Yes, but it is further this
way than the other way. I believe criticism was
also levelled at the Lamb Marketing Board and
other marketing authorities. I understand the
assistant director (Dr R. A. Bain) was the one
who criticised the Lamb Marketing Board.
However, according to Mr O'Connell, when he
was closely questioned on the matter during a
subsequent radio interview, he was unable to
answer the searching questions put to him and it
became quite clear he did not know what he was
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talking about. We have these people coming here,
setting themselves up as authorities on various
subjects and making statements which we later
rind to be false, simply because they have not
made themselves familiar with the marketing
organisations operating in this State. It is quite
misleading that this sort of thing should go on.

He also criticised a number of other matters at
the conference but I think it would be just
criticism, because I talked to a number of people
who endorsed his remarks. The Australian Wheat
Board was not completely free from his academic
criticism and, as I have already mentioned, he
criticised the wool corporation itself.

Many people are sceptical of any proposal to
introduce schemes for the better marketing of our
primary produce. The basic philosophy of some
people, including members of this Parliament, is
strongly opposed to such a proposition.

Mr Stephens: Did you hear the speech at the
opening of the pastoralists and graziers'
conference?

Mr MePHARLIN: No, I did not get to that
conference either, unfortunately. Governments
have recognised there is a need for better
marketing systems to provide stability to our
primary industries. It has been proved time and
time again that marketing authorities do provide
stability.

In recent years we have seen the bottom fall out
of the beef market; the meat market has been in
chaos. We have also seen 'the wool industry
fluctuating violently. However, whenever an
improved marketing system is suggested,
opposition comes from certain organisations
which believe the private enterprise system is
better equipped to handle the industry concerned.
But any system which has operated outside an
organised marketing scheme has railed, so surely
it is advisable and preferable to institute a better
system of marketing our produce. There can be a
better way only when the industry gets together,
supported by Governments, to provide stability to
the industry. This in turn reflects in increased
stability in country areas and in the general
economy of the country. The family farm needs
that sort of support.

When the farming industry gets into trouble
and, for various reasons, is not receiving sufficient
income, where does it go? The first place, of
course, is to the Government for financial
assistance, because the Government is the only
body which has the finance to provide that
assistance. Usually, when the eases are heard and
the committees which are set up to examine the
matter have reported, assistance is provided.

However, would it not be far better Car the
industries themselves to operate a system similar
to the wheat marketing scheme, funded by the
primary producers themselves? In this way, the
farmers would have a cash reserve to tide them
over the bad times, and would not have to
approach Governments for handouts. It would be
far more preferable for the growers themselves to
contribute to meet the lows which occur in any
primary industry. The boom and bust situation
which we have seen over recent years is not to the~
benefit of the farming community or anybody
else.

I had occasion to attend a conference which
was also attended by members of the Australian
Wheat Board. They provided some very useful
information. The past president of the
Wheatgrowers Federation was asked the amount
of subsidy provided to farmers or wheatgrowers
in America, and the amount given to farmers in
the European Economic Community. Although he
did not go into great detail, he made the point
that in America subsidies amounted to roughly
$30 per tonne while in the EEC it is more like
$100 per tonne which, of course, comes from the
taxpayer.

I do not think any farmer wants to be in the
position where he must continually ask for a
Government subsidy. He wants to be in a position
where his own industry is stable enough to provide
him with the sort of income he wants and with the
security he desires for himself and his family.

Those who do not support improved marketing
systems are not giving the farmer, the country
man and the country business people a chance to
survive. We have seen this boom and bust
situation far too often and it is time more
consideration was given to revising and improving
our marketing systems. If the system we have has
failed, surely there is need for greater
consideration to be given to a better system which
will result in improved stability.

There is no certainty in the way things have
been going;, nobody can look ahead-even with
the wheat marketing scheme-for a number of
years with any certainty. One does not know just
how effective the international wheat agreements
will be. One does not know whether we will be
able to market all our grain in the future.
Although the meat market at present is improving
and looks quite bright, there is already some talk
of a crash in the beef market in a few years' time.
Who knows what will happen? Crashes have
occurred before and will happen again.

Therefore, I say it is time consideration was
given to establishing better marketing schemes to
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provide stability to the farming community. I for
one will certainly support any proposal which will
provide the security which is needed.

In 1973, the International Wool Secretariat
proposed a scheme for which it continued pushing
until 1978. Although it revised the scheme it has
not been successful in having it implemented. I
bclieve if a system were devised along the lines it
has suggested whereby-similar to the wheat
marketing scheme-buyers purchased from only
one selling outlet, improved stability would result
in the wool market. The buyers would know how
much they were going to pay for the product.
Because there would be only one outlet, we would
not see the same cut-throat bargaining and
collusion which exists under the present system.

The buyers would be more satisfied, because
they would know what they would have to pay for
the various gradings, the prices for which would
be set periodically. I believe that would be a great
help to the wool industry. I agree that the floor
price system has helped to some degree to
stabilise the price of wool, and the Wool
Commission buying-in has given some assistance.
However, the is not the answer.

I believe that the wool corporation system is
one that ought to be considered more seriously;
we could have the sort of stability that we need.

I quoted figures on the costs of wheatgrowing.
There are costs associated with the wool industry
and the sheep industry. Naturally, costs will
always increase. One cannot demand a higher
price for wool or wheat to offset those increasing
costs; but by forming a marketing system like that
in the wheat industry, with similar structures, one
could argue periodically for an adjustment which
gives a greater degree of security than is
experienced on the open market.

Farmers would not want to be in the position of
those in the European Economic Community
where tremendous subsidies are obtained.' I do not
think anyone wants to be faced with that sort of
thing. A farmer wants to stand on his own feet.
He can only do that if he receives the assistance
of better marketing schemes.

One of the matters which I have raised
previously in this House is of great concern. It is a
problem far greater than a lot of people are
prepared to believe. It is one of which a lot of
people do not know. It relates to the
ever increasing salinity of farmlands. I have
mentioned this subject before, and I will mention
it again.

There has been a great deal of activity in the
last I12 months in connection with proposed
controls. There has been a great deal of activity
on the part of certain groups in an endeavour to

cut down on the ever-increasing salinity problem
in our farming areas.

I visited a farming property owned by a friend
of mine at Wyalkatchem. On that piece of
country, in 1939, that man grew a 36-bushel crop
of wheat. That was an area of 150 acres. Now
that same land is bare salt; it is useless. My friend
tried everything. He planted trees and grasses to
try to prevent the spread of salinity. However, he
has lost production. To buy the same sort of land
in the vicinity, if it were available, would cost
something like $150 an acre.

I have a document which was prepared by the
officer in charge of the Department -of

Agriculture at Merredin. Mr Jack Smith ias a
highly respected officer. That document shows
figures in relation to the shires in my electorate
which have shown an increase in salinity over a
period of 12 years. In relation to one of those
shi~es, Wongan-Ballidu, in 1962 the area of salt
land was 6 670 hectares. In 1974, after 12 years,
the area had increased to 12 602 hectares. The
area of land cleared in 1962 was 288 300
hectares, and in 1974 it was 297 800 hectares.
The proportion of salt land to cleared land in
1962 was 2.3 per cent, and in 1974 it was 4.2 per
cent. The average area of salt land per affected
farm hectare was 102. One can see that the figure
is continually increasing.

There are four other shires mentioned in that
document. They do not show quite the same
increase; but the figures indicate the way the
salinity is spreading. It means, of course, that the
land is lost to production. It just cannot produce,
and it is valueless. The income of the farmer is
thus eroded.

The farmers have done everything possible to
try to retrieve the situation and to try to control
it. In some cases, there has been some effect, but
never to the degree that is desirable.

This brings me to the matter of salinity control.
That is a topical subject in many areas of the
wheatbelt. I refer to the organisation known as
WISALTS. I remember mentioning this
Organisation in this House approximately 12
months ago. When I referred to the name, there
was some laughing about it. Nobody had heard of
it.

Mr Tonkin: Not from this side of the House.

Mr McPHARlLIN: I explained the system to
the members who were interested enough to
listen. Since last year, the organisation has
increased its number of members by hundreds,
and many miles of interceptor banks have been
installed. I have attended field days on many
occasions, and I have seen the work which has

799



800 [ASSEMBLY]

been carried out. I have noticed also that
departmental officers have attended the field
days.

When I have been asked to speak I have always
emphasised the need for departmental co-
operation in relation to this matter. I believe that
the departmental expertise and advice could
complement the system in relation to the work
being conducted. We should be looking for co-
operation so that the results we all want may be
achieved.

I took the opportunity to visit work taking place
in the Shackleton- Bruce Rock area where surveys
were being carried out by WISALTS, and where
the bulldozers were working. I spoke to the
farmers -who had engaged the group to conduct
the surveys and to do the work. I put on tape
interviews I had with several of the farmers who
were involved. They were men who were prepared
to spend money on achieving the effect that they
desired. The man I first spoke to was Mr Lloyd
Richards of Quairading, who is the president of
WISALTS. I asked the following question-

Mr Richards, would you explain to me
why you consider the Whittington interceptor
bank system to be so effective?.

Mr Richards replied as follows-
Yes, the Whittington interceptor bank to

be so effective it's the reason that I believe
that it's so effective is because that we are
keeping the water-the main idea is to keep
water where it falls, to stop the movement of
water. And when we are talking about the
movement of water we are talking about
mainly the subsurface movement of water,
i.e., the shallow movement of water that goes
on the hard layer under the ground, that goes
from our highest slopes down into our lower
flatter areas causing a water logging. Once
you get your water logging, of course, you
lose your bacteria that is necessary for plant
life. Certain bacteria that puts off ethylene
gas still lives and this ethylene gas kills off
any plant life. Once you lose your plant lire,
O.K. you've lost your soil structure and so it
goes on, you've got your salt problem.

That is an outline of the system. There is a lot
more to it, of course. Then I questioned Mr
Richards further, and my next question was-

Have you seen effective results after the
banks have been installed?

To this, Mr Richards replied-
Yes. From right where we are standing

here now we only have to go 4 miles, and I'll
mention the chappy's name because he's

holding a field day there shortly, Tom Mills,
he's got numerous places there where he's
had banks in only for 3-3Th years and has got
positive results. And this is why I mentioned,
he's holding a field day there to show people
positive results. You only have to go across
another 2 miles from Tom Mills to Brian
Burrows, and Brian is terribly enthusiastic
because he had an area there, a valley, that
was bare. He put an interceptor bank up the
side of the slope and now this area is grassing
up very nicely and these are the sorts of
positive results-they are there to be seen.

These farmers have been farming there for many
years, in many cases for their entire lives. They
have tried everything to stop the spread of this
salt problem, but are not going to engage in
spending money on a system they do not think
will provide results. They are experienced men
who know what they are doing.

I could take members to 50 farms where results
have been shown. One man I spoke to on that day
has been engaged for 25 years in attempts to
reclaim areas suffering from salinity. He had had
some results but not the results he desired, so he
engaged Mr Whittington and the WISALTS
group to help him.:When he got the group into
the area, 48 farmers joined in the programme.
With their co-operation they had interceptor
banks covering almost 30 miles. These are
farmers who have been trying very hard for a long
time and are now getting the results they are
looking for. This method may not be the complete
answer, but at least it is giving a great deal of
help to those who have previously tried everything
known to them without the desired results.

There is a need for all these groups,
committees, and people engaged in attempts to
prevent the spread of salinity on farmland and
streams to come together. More can be said about
the scheme when we come to speak to the relevant
motion on the Notice Paper. There is a need for
us to work together on these problems. I believe
we can do a great deal about solving a very urgent
problem.

Another problem which concerns me is that of
rising costs in the community. We find that trade
unions continually are seeking higher wage
increases. Their cases arc going before the
Conciliation and Arbitration Commission and
while in many cases they do not always get what
they ask for, rarely do they receive a complete
refusal.

I support the criticism made of the commission
by the Premier some time ago. As I read the
Premier's remarks in the Press, it seemed he was
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quite critical of the structure of the Conciliation
and Arbitration Commission. HeI indicated there
was need for revision and that it would be
preferable to restructure the commission. I
endorse those comments wholeheartedly. I believe
the commission is out of touch and not fully
familiar with the economics of the country. The
commissioners are brilliant men when it comes to
points of law, but when it comes to facts of the
economic structure of the nation I believe they are
out of touch. There is a need for another look at
the whole systeni.

IWe would be better served if the bench had a
greater representation. Instead of having the
present learned gentlemen, we should have
representatives of industries such as
manufacturing, transport, agriculture, and others.
We need to increase the numbers of the men on
the bench so that we have perhaps 11, which
would give the commission a wider representation.
I believe this would give the bench a better
opportuniy to examine in the broader sense the
matters which come before it.

It would be better if we had on the bench men
from the field of hard knocks; from the field of
private industry, commercial life and the business
world. This would be a step in the right direction.
One never criticises adversely the desirability of
the arbitration system. I think we all support it,
but there is need for improvement. This is one
way such improvement could be brought about.

We all are faced with the problem of increasing
costs. When we see a revision of salaries or wages
which reflects through the whole community, we
find we are no better off because of the resultant
increased costs. We find we are back to square
one. All sections of the community, including all
salary earners, wage earners, magistrates, judges,
members of Parliament, and so on, ought to be
more responsible in their attitudes. We all ought
to see and recognise the need for the holding
down of the demand for ever-increasing wages
and salaries. It would be an ideal situation if it
were possible for all of us to agree on these things,
but we never seem to be able to reach this stage.

The Conciliation and Arbitration Commission
has tremendous responsibilities. It would be better
off by far to spread those responsibi lities over a
far wider section of the community to give a more
comprehensive view of the cases presented. I hope
the Premier follows up his criticism and presents
a submission to the Federal Government to see
whether the implementation of this sort of idea
could not become a practical proposition.

A matter which has been receiving a great deal
of publicity lately is transport. The SWATS
(26)

report and the Minister's action in calling a
meeting to examine recommendations contained
in that report have been well received. I think it
behoves us all in this Chamber and other
responsible people to take a close look 'at the
recommendations because transport is so vital to
this State, particularly in the country areas.

Each of us has a responsibility to make
submissions which could be helpful in bringing
forward a scheme which would be equitable to all
those who have to use our transport system. This
is especially so in regard to heavy haulage and
long-distance transport which involves many parts
of the State.

Many questions have been asked as to what we
can do with our railways; whether we should
direct the heavy haulage to railways and use road
transport for perishable and lighter goods, I
believe if there is a need to regulate heavy
haulage, and that would have to be- considered
very closely, some compensation must be given in
-another way. Perhaps if that ever came about
there could be a reduction in freight rates. These
are matters which we should look at to give an
inducement, to give some impetus and
encourgement, to farmers particularly, to use
railways more. for their heavy haulage transport.
particularly for staperphosphate.

Of course, a great deal of superphosphate is
transported by road. Were the railways to offer
better facilities-better handling at the delivery
points-it would encourage a great deal more use
of the railways for the transport of
superphosphate. Many farmers cart their own
superphosphate, because it is more convenient.
They pick it up at the works and deliver it to their
sheds'even though it may cost them a little more.
If the railways provided better facilities it would
encourage more farmers to use that means of
transport. I have talked to a number of farmers
who would not mind paying a little more for this
type of transport if facilities such as bulk depots
at various strategic points were provided. A
handling charge could be levied at the depots and
many farmers would not mind that, provided they
had the convenience of picking up the
superphosphate whenever they wished. We would'
not then have the crash loading-and railage period
which we experience at this time of the year. The
superphosphate could be distributed throughout
the year and stockpiled at various centres. This
would reduce the difficulties experienced at this
time of .year and would give the farmer the
opportunity to take the superphosphate as he
wahted it.

I am aware these matters have been mentioned
to the Minister in his discussions with various
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people and they are matters which are worthy of
serious consideration. We have to use the
railways. We need that means of transport. I do
not believe we should consider doing away with
the railways in the future. They have served us
well. The railways .have provided a great service
by helping to open up the country and 1 know
most people are in favour of continuing the
service. We should have a closer look at the use of
the railway system as opposed to the road
transport system.

I know the Minister is engaged in examining
many submissions at the present time. When
these submissions are collated and examined I
hope a useful document will be produced so that
we may look at the situation. I have no doubt it
will be necessary to return to many of the
organisations which have made the submissions to
clarify the recommendations which will emanate
from a close scrutiny and examination of them.

It is of vital importance that we have a
satisfactory, fair, and equitable system of
transport throughout the State. Of course, the
recommendations contained in the SWATS report
were confined to the south-west portion of the
State and that is the area with which we are
immediately- concerned and are talking about at
the moment.

We must pay for the service, Nobody denies
that. If we have a service, we must pay for it; but
we want to ensure it is a fair and equitable rate of
payment. Those who live some distance away-
from business centres should not be penalised as a
result of their isolation. These people have to face
a great deal of inconvenience as a result of the
great distances they have to cover and they should
not have to pay excessive freight rates for the
transport of their goods.

I hope the Government will introduce shortly a
sound and workable proposal for the removal of
the iniquitous road maintenance tax. I believe the
Government is considering a suitable scheme to
replace it. I hope that eventuates, because it is a
very necessary move.

MR GRILL (Yilgarn-Dundas) [9.46 p.m.]: I
should like to make a short contribution to this
debate. Only yesterday we, in My electorate, had
the honour of having with us our Prime Minister
(the Hon. Malcolm Fraser).

Mr Wilson: Honour!
Mr GRILL: I was not personally able to meet

him, but many of my constituents were able to do
so. I have followed his progress through my own
and other electorates in the area with some
interest.

Mr Mclver: Were not you invited?

Mr GRILL: I was not invited. It was a small
oversight.

Mr Mclver: That is typical!
Mr GRILL: I should like to say in all sincerity

that it is good to see a Prime Minister visiting a
country area, especially a mining area, so that he
can present to the people of the area his expert
knowledge on subjects such as the economy and
mining. We were pleased to see him in my
electorate and we would like to see him there
much more frequently.

Mr Mclver: He did not give you too much.
Mr GRILL: I shall come to that later.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crane): The

member for Avon is not permitted to interject
when he is out of his seat.

Mr Mclver: Everyone else seems to do so. Am I
an exception?

Mr GRILL: At the Norseman Miners and
Workers Club the Prime Minister almost
precipitated a riot, but he bought himself off by
buying a round at the bar. It cost him S56, so he
got off fairly cheaply.

The Prime Minister told the farmers there was
no relief in sight from the crippling fuel prices
and they would have to face up to that fact as
best they could. This was despite the fact that a
promise was made only a few months ago that a
price equalisation scheme would operate in
country areas And this would reduce fuel prices to
a level comparable with those of city prices.

He then told the goldminers of Kalgoorlie that
assistance to the industry was not warranted,
because they could not sell their product. I am
reliably informed that in Esperance he had more
luck. He told the Esperance Shire Council that he
would personally take up the matter of a grant for
a home for the aged, because the sitting member
(Mr Cotter) had refused to do anything about the'
Matter.

Mr Young: What?
Mr GRILL: We would certainly like to see the

Prime Minister in our area more often, because
he does the ALP a great deal of good.

Mr Pearce: Send him out to Gosnells.
Mr B. T. Burke: He did not come to Balga, did

he?
Mr GRILL: I am asked to send him to Gosnells

and to Balga. If we had the choice, we would keep
him there. The Prime Minister's refusal to assist
the goidmining industry is based not only on the
wrong premise entirely, but it is also, of course,
completely hypocritical when viewed in the light
of certain facts. Never in the history of the
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goldmining industry has there been a problem in
relation to selling the product. That has never
been the case. In saying that, I should like to
quote from today's issue of The West Australian.
The particular article to which I wish to refer is
headed, "Fraser: No aid for Goldminers". It reads
as follows-

The Federal Government would not offer
any financial assistance to the goidmining
industry, the Prime Minister, Mr Fraser, said
yesterday.

There were no grounds for it, he said.
Mr Fraser was speaking at a press

conference in Kalgoorlie.
He had been asked if the Government's

decision not to assist the industry when it was
in trouble two years ago was a good policy
when it meant that the goldmining industry
was not now able -to capitalise on the high
price of gold.

He replied that it was always possible to
use that argument for a particular industry
or community.

But it was dangerous for a government to
subsidise an industry that got into trouble
because it could not sell its product.

What rubbish! What arrant nonsense! What
tomfoolery! The article continues-

If the Government subsidised the
goldmining industry, it would have to
subsidise almost every industry that sought
government support, he said.

That is just sheer hypocrisy from a man who
absolutely squealed over the the Whitlam
Government's decision to do away with the
superphosphate bounty-and then reintroduced it
himself-a direct subsidy to farmers-and took a
$5 000 slice of the pie himself.

Mr T. J. Burke: It was $50 000!

Mr P. V. Jones: Fair go!

Mr GRILL: Sheer hyprocrisy!

Several members interjected.

Mr GRILL: The fact is that in 1975 the
Liberal Federal Government won the seat of
Kalgoorlie after it had been held by Labor for
quite a long time. The Liberal Party won the seat
basically on promises made by one, Anthony, and
one, Lynch, that the Government, if elected,
would support the goldmining industry. Within
three months that promise was repudiated. In
fact, the Government went one step further and
indicated that it would, in breach of a 'direct
undertaking given earlier, not only not give

assistance to the industry, but would tax the
industry.

That was the same Government which
reintroduced the super bounty; it is the same
Government which has always held tariffs at a
very high level; it is the same Government which
countenances annually per worker in the clothing
industry a tariff subsidy of $3 000; it is the same
Government which countenances per man
annually a direct subsidy of $13 000 per man
per annum by way of tariff to the leather
industry.

Mr Grewar: It is the same Government which
will win Kalgoorlie again!

Mr GRILL: It is the same Government which
has many grandiose ideas. Almost every other
part of primary industry-and the Prime Minister
himself is a primary producer-has some sort of
marketing scheme, and that is all that is being
asked for in Kalgoorlie, in respect of the
goldmining industry. We are not asking for
handouts, loans, or grants. We are asking
for-and haye submitted reasonable arguments in
support'of-a scheme for the orderly marketing
of gold.

This is the sort of thing that Governments have
been' able to understand when talking to farmers,
but when talking to goldminers they do not
understand.

The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crane): There
is a little too much conversation in the Chamber
and Hansard is having difficulty in hearing. I
would appreciate it if members would keep very
quiet.

Mr GRILL: Thank you. This is a sad state of
affairs because it is at this particular time that
the goldmining industry could have been of
tremendous benefit to the State and could have
bolstered our economy and ensured that it was
making its proper contribution towards that
economy.

The gold market is tremendously fragile, and
always has been. The price of gold, even with'the
steady increase over the last few years-even
within the parameters of the increases-has gone
up and down like a fiddler's elbow. The market is
unstable and is controlled by factors beyond the
scope of people in Western Australia or Australia.

One of the best examples is the one I have
mentioned before; that is, the Marvel Loch
goldmine. Its proprietors made a decision in 1976
that they would go back into production. They
started work in June of that year, but only three
months later, in September, when the price fell
from $120 to $80 they went out of production,
making a toss on capital of something likes?7
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million. It is a fragile industry and we must in
some way try to stahilise it.

If we look at the picture painted by the
Minister for Mines only a few weeks ago in
respect of the mining industry in this State we
find that all is not rosy. He was able to report that
in 1977 the mining production of this State bad
increased by 14 per cent to $1 698 million which
included all minerals. He indicated that this year
mining production from all minerals was now at a
level of $I 721 million, an increase of only 1.4 per
cent. That, in real ternms, is a decrease of
something in the range of 7 to 8 per cent.

Mr Grewar: I think you will Aind a big
improvement this year.

Mr GRILL: That is very debatable. I will deal
shortly with some of the factors that might
indicate that is not the case. The figures for 1978
were saved by one factor alone; that is, the
tremendous increase in the value of gold. That
was represented by an increase of $42 million in
1977 to $73.7 million in 1978, a 73 per cent
increase.

The much maligned gold industry, which has
not been in favour with the Court Government
since its inception, was the major factor which
allowed the Government to say that at least in
monetary terms there bad been an increase of 1.4
per cent in the value of mining production last
year.

In this State we have looked forward to ever-
increasing mineral production. In fact, that has
been the case ever since the 1960s. We have now
entered a period when mineral production, in real
terms, has slackened and is going backwards. I
submit the theory that that is due to the fact that
this Government is now bankrupt of ideas. It is no
longer able to bring forward any initiatives. Its
reliance on all the free market influences is such
that-

Mr MacKinnon: You don't think the strikes in
the Pilbara last year had anything to do with it?

Mr GRILL: No; and if the honourable member
looked at the statistics he would Aind that those
strikes had a negligible effect on production. If he
does not want to look at the facts, that is up to
him. The number of mines which have closed
during the last three years is quite alarming. They
were outlined by the Deputy Leader of the
Opposition in a speech he made only last week.

The mining industry is in a parlous position and
this Government does not have any control over it.
It is unable to do anything to bring the industry
out of the doldrums.

In respect of gold a real need exists for a
stabilisation scheme. People might ask why we
need such a scheme because the price is high and
has never been higher. That is in fact true, but it
misses the point. The gold market is a spot
market. What is produced today is sold tomorrow.
It is not sold on the basis of an agreement over a
period of years. What is produced today is sold at
the going rate tomorrow. That particular market is
determined not by factors within our control but
by factors completely outside our control. It is
determined by the attitude of alien Governments,
by the attitude of financiers in Switzerland, by
the bullion market in London and by those who
want to play the market, and by means of
speculation. It is controlled by bankers in New
York who may want to bolster or not bolster the
American dollar. It is controlled by a myriad of
factors over which we have absolutely no control
whatever.

People may say that there is the futures market
now which can be used to stabilise the market.
Well, the futures market operates at only a
limited level in a future of something like 18
months. It is not a means by which the gold price
of this country can be stabilised, or on which any
country can rely for future production.

The goldmining industry is tremendously
disadvantaged by tariffs, the same as are all
primary industries. It is disadvantaged much
more than most primary industries because of the
necessity to import very expensive machinery
from overseas. The industry does not have the
advantage of being able to write long-term
contracts. Our iron ore industry, our bauxite
industry, our nickel industry, and our coal
industry all rely upon agreements which operate
over a long period of time. The iron ore industry
could never have got off the ground without long-
term contracts, and the same applies to the
bauxite industry. Very largely, that is true of the
nickel industry although that industry has, to
some degree, favoured a spot market.

With gold there is the necessity to sell almost
immediately-tomorrow-what is produced today
despite the fact that the market may be down. We
have a tremendous production of gold from the
Telfer operation, and there is also sustained
production from Norseman and the Charlotte
leases in Kalgoorlie. Perhaps the greatest
potential reserve of gold is at the Fimiston
leases-the famous Golden Mile. Tremendous
reserves there are untouched, but the problem is
to mine those reserves and make them
commercial.

The Kalgoorlie Mining Associates Company,
which is a conglommerate of one large overseas
company and several smaller Australian
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companies, and managed by the Western Mining
Company, has carried out three feasibility studies
into the prospects of reopening the Fimniston
leases. The second last of those studies indicated
that a sumn of $58 million would be needed to
reopen the lease on the basis that there would be a
production of 50 000 twines of ore in a four-week
period.

The Minister for Mines recently tried to
indicate that the problem of the goidmining
industry was the fact that wages have outstripped
the price of gold. That is rubbish; it is not correct.
It is similar to what the Prime Minister said
yesterday; it is arrant nonsense!

The problem with regard to the goidmining
industry is that the mines were abandoned and
the cost of' redeveloping them is astronomical.
Because the price of gold is not stable the
companies arc not able to get financial backing.
They are unable to borrow that sort of money
because the price of gold is not stable. There is a
lack of capital because there is not a stable
market. The problem is the high capital cost of
getting back down the mines, that is keeping them
closed; it certainly is not the cost of wages.

What do we do about that? Do we sit down like
the present Government and do nothing, and
twiddle our thumbs? Do we wait for the market
to change and for some miracle to happen?
Obviously, a miracle will not happen. We cannot
wait for a market change-whether it is up or
down, it does not matter.

The fact is that mining needs to be stabilised.
Some months ago the shadow Minister for-
Minerals and Energy in the Federal Government
put forward a scheme which I thought would have
been attractive to members on the Government
side of the House. It was an optional scheme
whereby the Federal Government-and this is
what will happen if the Labor Party is elected to
Government-would tell the goldmining industry
that the Government was prepared to acquire all
production at a fixed price over a fixed term of
years. The price, would be determined by the
Government, and if a company wanted to go into
a contract the Government would purchase the
ore produced''by thiat company. The companies
would have the option either to opt in or out. If
they opted in they would get a set price over a
certain number of years, and probably there
would be a built-in formula to cover inflation and
other factors of the sort.

That scheme has not been disapproved by those
mining companies to which it was put. It is
probable it would be self-supporting inasmuch as
the Federal Government-the only Government

which would have the capital to finance the
scheme-would be able to buy the gold and hold
it while the market was low, and then sell the gold
when the market became buoyant.

Mr MacKinnon: What capital would be
required?

Mr GRILL: The gotdmining associates have
indicated 'that something like 5230 an ounce
would be required to reopen the lease. I suspect
they have written the figure to take into account
vagaries of the market. I suspect the amount
probably would be less.

It would be necessary to look at a period of 10
years or more. The period would need to be at
least long enough to amortise the capital put into
the mines, and to produce a profit.

Mr Grewar: What is wrong with the futures
market?

Mr GRILL: Those markets operate only 18
months into the future, which is not long enough.
No company is able to amortise capital costs over
a period of 18 months; a company might need IS
years. So, we would be looking at a period of at
least 10 years, and probably 15 years. I expect
that would be a matter for negotiation with the
companies- Not every contract would be the same.
The- Federal Government would have a reserve
and would hold the gold until the market was
buoyant.

I thought that sort of scheme would have been
attractive not only to the industry-as I believe it
is-but also attractive to this particular Court
Government, because it is an optional scheme
which would allow free enterprise to operate.
Companies would be able either to go into the
scheme or to stay out. They would contract with
the Government on the same basis as with a
customer. Those companies which are established
and do not need a capital inflow probably would
not want a bar of the scheme. They would take
their chances on the market. However, those
companies which are in a delicate position-such
as those on the Golden Mile and those which need
a tremendous amount of capital to go back into
production-require a stable price.

That is the sort of company which would be
attracted towards such a scheme. The idea is not
new. It is probably new to the goldmining
industry, but not in the general field of economics
in this State. It is the sort of scheme which could
operate successfully in more ways than one. I
suggest it would militate against any desire on the
part of the Federal Government to tax the
goldmining industry because the Government
would have a chance to make some profit on the
gold which it purchases, and would be satisfied,
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probably, with making that profit. It would not
need to tax profits from goidmining while it was
making something out of the industry.

I suggest the scheme I have put forward would
attract free enterprise people and would also
attract this State Government.

The Federal member for that area (Mr Mick
Cotter) has never been interested in gold. He did
not put forward any ideas of his own in respect of
goidmining until such time as Mr Paul Keating
visited Kalgoorlie. Then, for the first time, the
Liberal Federal member found out there were
goidmines within his electorate and suggested the
Keating scheme was rubbish and that what the
industry needed was assistance. The sort of
assistance he was sure it needed was long-term,
low-interest loans. What absolute rubbish! What
nonsense!

The fact that Mr Cotter is completely at odds
with his Prime Minister we can probably
overlook, but long-term, low-interest loans are not
on. There is no need for that sort of investment by
the Federal Government. The fimniston leases held
by KLV need capital investment of something like
$60 million, and no-one in his right mind would
suggest the Federal Government would invest that
sort of money in long-term, low-interest loans. It
is a ridiculous scheme and not the sort of scheme
one would expect a free enterprise Government to
put forward.

What has the Court Government done about
the industry? It has shown no interest. It has not
gone to Canberra with any'schemes of its own. It
has? not requested the Federal Government to look
into the financing of any mines in Kalgoorlie, and
it is only from the Federal Government that this
sort of money can come. If this assistance were
given to the Eastern Goldfields we would be
looking at 1 000 new jobs, which would multiply
by a factor of three or four, and instead of being
10 000 jobs behind on its last election promise,
the Government would be only 9 000 jobs behind.

The other area on which I would like to
comment briefly is oil production. It seems to me
this is an area where the State Government has
also slipped very badly. The figures in respect of
oil production in Western Australia have slipped
from 11.7 million barrels in 1977 to 11.4 million
barrels in 1978. It is a fall of only 0.3 million
barrels; nonetheless it is a fall in our oil
production.

Mr MacKinnon; Don't you think this relates
back to the amount of exploration that was going
on in 1975?

Mr Pearce: There is a difference between
exploration and production.

Mr GRILL: I will come to exploration in a
minute. Until that time there had been a steady
increase in oil production in this State. For
instance, tH.2 million barrels were produced in
1976. Production is now dropping back.

In respect of exploration, on the 17th April this
year the Minister for Mines issued a statement in
buoyant terms relating to certain petroleum
exploration licences which had been taken up with
the Government. He said in that Press release-

Interest in Western Australia's oil search
is running at a high level.

The Minister for Mines, Mr Mensaros,
announced today that 25 applications for
petroleum exploration permits had been
lodged with the Mines Department in the
past two weeks.

They are for three offshore areas and five
of eleven onshore areas advertised in the
Government Gazette late last year.

Later in his Press release he said-
"This upsurge of interest in the State's oil

search is encouraging," Mr Mensaros said.
"it shows that the State Government has

been successful in creating the right sort of
investment climate to attract big numbers of
companies willing to invest substantial
amounts of money in exploration.

"The renewed interest in onshore
exploration is particularly heartening".

He tells us the State Government is doing a'
tremendous job in respect of oil exploration.

The facts are far from rosy. The facts are
rather dismal when we have a look at them. The
real facts are that oil exploration in this State,
when we take into account the size of the State
and its potential for producing petroleum, is
lagging seriously. In 1977 only 21 exploration
wells were drilled in the whole of Australia. When
we look at a comparable country like Canada we
find that country drilled 2 801 exploration wells.
Last year Australia was able to get up to only 52
exploration wells, whereas 3 000 were drilled in
Canada.

Mr Pearce: Under which Government is this?
Is this under the nasty Whitlamn Government?

Mr GRILL: The 1977 figures showed a
decrease on the 1975 figures. The fact is that the
Australian Government and the Court
Government have done nothing to stimulate oil
exploration either in Western Australia or in
other States of Australia.
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Once upon a time the Menzies Government
subsidised exploration to the tune of SI for every
$1I put in by the company.

Mr Pearce. What happened in the period of the
Whitlam Government?

Mr GRILL: I am speaking about what
happened during the Menzies Government. A lot
of money was spent by the Menzies Government
during that period in oil exploration. Where did
that money go? It went into the pockets of multi-
national companies and very few wells were
drilled. The money spent on them went out of this
country. Had the money spent on a dollar-for-
dollar basis been used either in conjunction with
those big oil companies or in setting up an oil
exploration industry, we would not now be in a
situation where wells are drilled in Western
Australia .and other States at the whim of
overseas countries. They would be drilled at a rate
which we thought was adequate, not at a rate
which they thought was adequate.

It should not be surprising but the fact is that
alien Governments own more of our North-West
Shelf than the people of Western Australia do..
British Petroleum, largely owned by the British
Government, has a 16 per cent slice of the North-
West Shelf. Shell Oil has a similar slice, and
together they own a slice in another company
which owns a very big interest in the North-West
$Shelf. The Shell Oil Company is largely owned by
the Dutch and British Government. Alien
Governments have i bigger interest in our most
vital energy resource than we, the people of-
Western Australia, do. That is a shameful fact.
Coupled with the fact that the Menzies
Government threw away millions of dollars from
Australia's coffers into oil companies back in the
1960s, just for the sake of its own ego, it is more
than shameful.

The number of wells being drilled in Australia
at the present time is about 1 6 per cent of the
number being drilled in Canada. No new
Government initiatives are being taken to
stimulate oil production, and oil production is one
of the things we need most in this country. Up to
the present time about three billion barrels of oil
have actually been found, of which one billion
barrels have been produced.

ESSO, the most successful explorer in
conjunction with BHIP, has estimated there is an
80 per cent chance of discovering a further 1.8
billion barrels of oil; there is a 50 per cent chance
of discovering a further 3.6 billion barrels of oil;
and there is only a 20 per cent chance of
discovering a further 5 billion barrels of oil.

Mr MacKinnon: That is why they are drilling
so much in Canada.

Mr GRILL: If just that amount of oil is to be
found, it is certainly time we had greater
emphasis on exploration-not, I might say, at a.
rate dictated by the multi-national companies, but
at a rate that we consider adequate.

Mr MacKinnon: Who are "we"?
Mr GRILL: We, the people of Australia, and

given a Labor Government, we will be saying it
loud and clear.

Mr Spriggs: Is that what happened in the
Whitlam years?

Mr Blaikie: If you nationalise it you will have
Government-owned companies.

Mr GRILL: I would like to see some equity.
Mr Blaikie: Yes, nationalise the companies.
Mr Pearce; You would have a pipeline to

overseas straightaway. We would not see a black
drop of the stuff.

Mr GRILL: I would like members to consider
some figures in relation to our oil production and
use.

Several members interjected.
The ACTING SPEAKER (Mr Crane): Order!
Mr GRILL: In 1960, 38 per cent of our energy

needs were catered for by oil. At that particular
time, for the edification of the member for
Scarborough, 54 per cent of our energy needs
were met by coal. Today approximately 55 per
cent of our energy needs are met by oil and gas,
and 39 per cent are met by coal.

Presently we produce about 70 per cent of our
domestic oil needs. It is forecast that by about
1990 only about 30 per cent of our oil needs will
be net by indigenous supplies. We are presently
spending-and this year for the first time-S$I
billion on imported oil. By 1985 it is estimated we
will be spending in the vicinity of $2.5 billion a
year on imported oil. That is an expenditure.
which our country cannot stand at the going rate.

Unless this Government does something to
stimulate oil exploration in this State, we are
looking at the cost of importing huge amounts of
oil within the next decade. What has this
Government. do ne to stimulate this oil search?
The most I can find out it has done is that from
time to time it places advertisements in the Press
indicating that certain oil exploration permits are
coming up for renewal, and calling for
applications therefor. The Government has done
no more than that. It is bereft of ideas. It seems to.-
be allowing the great invisible hand of private
enterprise and the market to sort things out. The
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facts arc that this Government has to get off its.
bottom in respect of oil search, and I do not mean
just. going down to the newspaper office to insert
some more advertisements. I mean the
Government must get off its bottom and come up
with something positive.

Mr Shalders: Have you heard of the North-
West Shelf?

Mr GRILL: The North-West Shelf will not
add one iota-

Mr Jamieson: We have heard of the south-west
pain in the neck, too!

Mr MacKinnon: How many rigs are up there at
the moment, offshore?

Mr GRILL: I understand there are four rigs
offshore.

Mr Shalders: You would not want to return to
Mr Connor's policy, would you?

Mr GRILL: The fact is there should be 40, and
the reason that there are not 40 offshore rigs is
that neither the State nor the Federal
Government has done anything for ages and will
do nothing.

Debate adjourned, on motion by Mr Jamieson.

House adjourned at IO.2S p.m.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE.
JOONDALUP DEVELOPMENT

CORPORATION: LAND
Transfer

1. Mr B_ T. BURKE, to the Premier:

(t) Has the Premier received from me a
copy of the certificate of title which
shows that on the 15th August, 1978,
the Joondalup Development Corporation
became the registered proprietor of land
in the Joondalup area, remembering that
in reply to a question from the member
for Moore in . November last, the
Minister for Urban Development and
Town Planning said that the said land
had not been transferred to the
corporation?

(2) Will the Premier undertake to
investigate this action and subsequent
statement by the Minister?

(3) If the answer to (2) is "Yes", will The
Premier undertake also to inform the
House of -the result of any such inquiry?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

2.

(1) to (3) The piece of paper I hold here,
together with what is apparently a
photocopy of the question asked by the
honourable member, was placed before
me just as we were about to begin
questions on notice.

An Opposition member: That was three-
quarters of an hour ago.

Mr B. T. Burke: I am asking only that you
have a look at it.

Sir CHARLES COURT: The answer to the
member's quest ion is, therefore, that as
a result of the document he sent to me,I
have seen it this afternoon. So far as the
rest of the question asked by the
honourable member is concerned, I have
no intention of endeavou ring to answer
it now. I believe the honourable member
should put the question on the Notice
Paper. I have no doubt the Minister
concerned has answered the questions
asked truthfully and in accordance with
the information available to her at the
time.

CONSUMER AFFAIRS: MOTOR
VEHICLES

Autoguard

Mr NANOVICH, to the Minister for
Consumer Affairs:

(1) Is the Minister aware of a company
called "Au toguard" which offers to
consumers an extended warranty service
for motor vehicles?

(2) Does that company operate from
Melbourne?

(3) Does the service which the company
offers depend upon insurance contracts
which have been underwritten by a
consortium of insurers?

(4) Has the Bureau of Consumer Affairs
received complaints about the company
and, if so, what are the nature of these
complaints?

(5) What is the Minister's advice to current
policy holders?

Mr O'CONNOR replied:

(1) Yes.
(2) Yes.
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(3) To my knowledge the company's policies
were underwritten by a group of
insurers, which underwriting ceased on
the 30th March. There would appear to
be no underwriting of the policy after
that date and consumers will not be
covered until their premiums have been
received at the company's head office in
Melbourne. No warranty cover notes
will now be issued.

(4) In the past few months the Bureau of
Consumer Affairs has received
numerous complaints about this
company, particularly relating to the
extensive delays which have been
experienced by consumers in obtaining
payment under the terms of the policy,
even in the case where there is no
dispute as to the nature of the fault.
Officers of the bureau have gone to
extraordinary lengths .on behalf of
consumers to achieve payment for them,
but this has not prevented delays of up
to five months for the settlement of
claims.

(5) There appears to be dubious benefit for
consumers in insuring with this company
for extended warranty cover and it
would be wise for current policy holders
to consider whether such policies should
be cancelled and a refund claimed.
Individuals who have made claims upon
their policies should, I believe, realise
that this cqmpany has grave difficulty in
meeting its obligations. Should a
consumer desire there are alternative
extended warranty services available
through other companies.

MINISTER OF THE CROWN: MINISTER
FOR INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT

Interstate and Overseas Trips

3. Mr B. T. BURKE, to the Minister for
Industrial Development:

I refer-ilie Minister to his answer to
question No. 572 today, in which he
referred me to an answer given
previously by the Premier. I assume the
Minister thought on that occasion I
asked the Premier about details of trips
undertaken by Ministers.
Is it the Minister's intention that his
trips overseas and interstate are not an
appropriate subject to question in this
House, and will he please reconsider his
decision not to provide the information

requested about his activities in the
question I asked this afternoon?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
I am speaking from memory, but the
reply I was referring to was an answer to
a question asked by the Deputy Leader
of the Opposition, and not by the
member for Balcatta.
At that time the answer pointed out-if
the member looked at it-that the time
of officers could not be taken up
obtaining statistical information.
If there is any specific reason for the
member asking the question, or if he has
any specific complaint or other comment
to make on any particular trip by a
Minister of the Crown, he should ask it
and I will provide an answer.

SMALL BUSINESSES
Bankruptcy

4. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Industrial
Development:

Further to the reply given by the
Minister just prior to Easter when he
indicated he was not prepared to have
his department work on the required
statistics which would reveal how many
small businesses -had gone into
receivership or bankruptcy because the
information was available in various
publications, would he indicate what
publications he was referring to?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
It is well known that throughout this
session the Opposition has asked
questions without notice with the
intention of probing a Minister's ability
to reply.
I think I have been able to satisfy
members opposite fairly well. However,
to ask a question without notice
referring to a question answered several
months ago-

Mr Bryce: No, this was a few days ago.
Mr MENSAROS: -or several weeks ago,

when I do not know exactly to what the
member refers is difficult to understand.
I do not know the names of the
publications, so I ask that the question
be placed on the Notice Paper.
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EDUCATION: SCHOOL CHILDREN

Traffic Problems

5. Mr WILSON, to the Minister for Education:
(1) Does he still stand by the attitude

expressed in his letter to the WA
Council of State School Orgaunisations in
August. last year, that he would
certainly support the establishment of a
committee of inquiry into the problem of
traffic/children conflict in the vicinity of
schools, and if he does, how does he
explain the apparent contradiction
between this attitude and that expressed
in answer to my question on the I11th
April, when he stated that no permanent
committee of inquiry is envisaged
especially when neither my question nor
the council had made any mention of a
permanent committee?

(2) What now is the substance, if any, of his
professed support for the establishment
of a committee of inquiry into this very
important concern?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) and (2) The member knows that there is

a difference between a standing
committee and a committee of inquiry.
The committee to which reference was
first made was an ad hoc committee
consisting of the parent body, someone
from the Education Department, and
someone from the Road Traffic
Authority. That committee meets as and
when required, I understand, and
discusses road crossings and where lights
should be introduced and the like. I have
met with that committee at a particular
site in Shepperton Road, in the
electorate of the Leader of the
Opposition, to discuss a particular
crossing which is now to get a-
footbridge.
The committee is not a standing
committee; it is an ad hoc committee. It
meets when and as required. There is no
need for a committee of inquiry to
inquire into any specific aspect; it is an
ongoing conrimittee concerned with
various aspects of lights and crossings as
the need arises.
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QUESTONS ON NOTIE

HOUSING: ABORIGINES
Number of Units Proposed

488. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for
Housing:

How many units of State Housing
Commission accommodation will be
built this year for Aboriginal
applicants?

Mr RIDGE replied:
During the financial year 1978/79, 96
units are to be constructed throughout
the State for Aboriginal families. This
includes 24 units in village settlements
as part of a continuous programme
which resulted in completion of 45 units
in 1976/77 and 28 units in 1977/78.'
in addition to 49 units in earlier years.

HOSPITAL
Royal Perth

540. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for
Health:

Will he advise:
(1) Now many patients are currently

hospitalised in Royal Perth Hos-
pital and Shenton Park annexe
suffering with tuberculosis?

(2) How many of these patients are
Vietnamese?

(3) Will he further advise if the cost
for caring for such patients is met
by the State or Commonwealth?

(4) In view of reports that mafly Viet-
namese have tuberculosis, will he
advise what kind of protection is
being used by his department to
ensure there is no outbreak of
tuberculosis in Western Australia?

Mr YOUNG replied:

(1)
(2)
(3)

None.
Not applicable.
The cost of any in-patient treat-
ment in a public hospital is shared
by the State and Commonwealth
on a 50/50 basis.

(4) One Vietnamese refugee is receiv-
ing treatment in Sir Charles Gaird-
ner Hospital at the moment. All
Vietnamese arriving directly in
Western Australia are given a rou-
tine health screening which in-
cludes a Tuberculin test and where
indicated a chest x-ray for Tuber-
culosis. Appropriate treatment is
given if active Tuberculosis is
detected.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL
Maddington

541. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for Edu-
cation:
(1) Is he aware of any complaints concern-

ing the lack of ventilation at the Mad-
dington High School?

(2) If "Yes" when will ths matter be recti-
fied?

(3) If "No" to (1), will he take steps to
have the matter investigated?

(4) Has he received complaints or requests
concerning the urgent need for land-
scaping- at the Maddington High
School?

(5) If "Yes" when will this matter be
attended to?

(6) If "No" to (4), will he bring about an
urgent enquiry to have the oval grassed
in order to stabilise it?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) Improvements will be undertaken con-

currently with stage 3 which is now at
tender.

(3) Not applicable.
(4) Yes.
(5) Improvenment to the landscaping at

Maddington is not easy as there is a
high salt content in the groundwater.
Upgrading to the existing landscaping
and extension around the new buildings
will be undertaken as a matter of
course with the new buildings to be
constructed this year.

(6) Not applicable.

542. This question was postponed.

SWIMMING POOLS

Covers
543. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for

Local Government:
In view of the many tragic accidents
associated with swimming pools in
Western Australia:
(1) Would she consider the introduc-

tion of regulations to encourage
people to cover pools when not in
use with a thin nylon mesh net,
securely fastened by draw strings
around the pool?

(2) If not, why not?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) No.
(2) Examination of similar proposals

has indicated that it is not a prac-
tical solution of the pool safety
problem.
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ENERGY: STATE ENERGY COMMISSION
Establishment Fee

544. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for Fuel
and Energy:

Will he advise in detail:
(1) Why an establishment fee of $15

must be paid by anyone entering
a new home?

(2) Will be further advise if it is factual
that an establishment fee of $15
must be paid each time a tenant
shifts to a new residence, no matter
how many times he or she shifts?

(3) Is there any concession for pen-
sioners against this cost?

(4) If "Yes" what is it, and how does
it apply?

(5) If not, why not?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) The $15 account establishment fee

is charged to cover the adminis-
trative and operational costs in-
volved in establishing a customer
at a new address.

(2) Yes.
(3) No.
(4) Not applicable.
(5) Because the costs incurred arm the

same for all classes of domestic
customers.

POLICE: STATIONS
Southern Suburbs

545. Mr BATEMAN, to the Minister for Police
and Traffic:

In view of the housing and industrial
development which has taken place in
the south of the river area, together
with the marked increase in petty and
major crimes, will he advise:
(1) Has there been any increase in the

number of policemen attached to
the various stations to cope with
this problem?

(2) if "Yes" how many, and at what
stations?

(3) Has there been any increase in the
number of police patrol cars to
assist the various stations and
public calls?

(4) if "Yes" how many?
(5) If "No" why not?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
(I) Yes.

(2) Since 1st July, 1976-
General
duties

Victoria Park .... I
Belmont -.

Cannington ....- 4
Gosneils .... 3
Arm adale .... 1
Mundijong. .... 1
Brentwood ... I
Fremantle .

Rockingham -

CI

1

3
2

(3) Yes.
(4) and (5) Ten vehicles.

PRISON
Canning Vale

546. Mr BATEMAN, to the Chief Secretary:
In view of the overcrowding of Fre-
mantle Gaol which was condemned in
1911, will he advise:
(1) What stage of development has the

new Canning Vale prison reached?
(2) Will it be a maximum or minimum

security gaol?
(3) Are the original plans being used

in the prison's construction, or
have they been altered?

(4) If "Yes" to (3), for what reasons
have they been altered?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
It is assumed that the Member refers
to the metropolitan prison complex to
be built on a site at Canning Vale.
(l) The remand centre is under con-

struction, and the contract pro-
vides for completion in April,
1980.
Tenders closed on the 24th April,
1979, for the services block and
sewerage main pump house.

The medium security unit will go
to tender in August, 1979, and
will incorporate the gate house
built for the proposed maximum
security unit.

(2) Both the remand centre and med-
ium security unit will be secure.
There are four gun towers for the
remand centre and five for the
medium security unit.

(3) There were no "original" plans
for the remand centre or services
block. Considerable changes were
made to the original plans of the
Proposed maximum security unit.

(4) To eliminate unnecessary elec-
tronic gadgetry and reduce costs
to an acceptable level appropriate
to the required degree of security.

812



[Thursday, 26th April. 19791 I

WATER SUPPLIES: IRRIGATION
Ord River; Sunflower Crops

547. Mr JAMIESON, to the Premier:
(t) Is he aware of the letter sent to Ord

River leaseholders by the Under Secre-
tary for Lands on 27th March, 1979
requiring them to inform the depart-
ment of their sunflower cropping pro-
posals for 1979 season?

(2) As the updated cost survey done by
the Agriculture Department in 1975
indicates that the Government guar-
anteed price fLob. Wyndham of $210
per tonne will leave a shortfall return
to the farmers of $42 per tonne, how
many farmers does he estimate can
afford to subsidise the Government
under such a scheme?

(3) In view of the above, will he arrange
to have the f.o.b. price increased by
$50 per tonne or, alternatively, have
the letter of force recalled from these
leaseholders?

(4) Is he aware that the cost estimate by
the Department of Agriculture in 1975
showed then a likely loss of $32 per
tonne if grown as a single crop?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) to (4) Cost of production estimates

made in 1975 for sunflower crops
grown at Kununurrra would no longer
be relevant in view of changed cost
structures and production technology.
Currently, wet and dry season crops
are available, thus lowering fixed costs
for each crop.
The Government guarantee of a mini-
mum return to farmers of $210 per
tonne f.o.b. Wyndham, for sunflower
prov 'ides a base for profitable produc-
tion. It has been accepted as such by
growers.
Currently, world prices for sunflower
are relatively good and cargoes at
Wyndham would return to growers
approximatily $250 per tonne fob
This price could fall to about $200 per
tonne by the end of the year.

STATE GOVERNMENT INSURANCE
OFFICE

Counter Business
548. Mr DAVIES, to the Premier:

(1) Further to part (8) of my question 366
of 1979 in which he stated that counter
business is available at the State Gov-
ernment Insurance office till 5 p-rn., is
he aware that the cashiers counter for
payment of premiums and other bills
closes at 4.30 p.m.?

(2) What type of counter business is avail-
able at the State Government Insurance
Office till 5 p.m.?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
(1) Yes. However, it is pointed out that

the State Government Insurance Office,
being in a competitive industry, gives
close attention to facilities for conduct-
ing business with the ' public. In this
regard there has not been a significant
demand for a cashier to be available for
payment of accounts after 4.30 p.m.

(2) Any business relating to'new or existing
motor vehicle policies or claims may
be transacted up to 5.00 p.m.
There is, of course, also the 24 hour
telephone service advised in answer to
question 366.

TOWN PLANNING
Port Kennedy: Report

549. Mr DAVIES, to the Minister for Urban
Development and Town Planning:

Why was a report on the Port Kennedy
area released by her not made available
to me at the same time as it was
released to the media, in accordance
with the request by the Premier to
Cabinet?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
The report was made available to you
at the earliest possible time on Monday,
the 23rd April. Although this is the
normal procedure for Sunday press re-
leases, I will endeavour in similar cir-
cumstances to have the reports and/or
releases made available to you and the
media concurrently.

TRAFFIC: NOISE
Melville High School

550. Mr HO0002, to the Minister for Educa-
tion:

Further to question 52 of 1979, will
he supply the following information:
(1) What form of investigation is being

conducted into complaints about
the effect of traffic noise pollution
on the Melville Senior High
School?

(2) Will the investigation include noise
measurement tests?

(3) Who is conducting the investiga-
lion?

(4) When will the investigation be
concluded?

(5) Will he inform mne of the results
of the investigation?
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Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) to (3) Officers from the Educa-

tion and Public Works Depart-
ments are preparing information
relevant to the investigation. Initi-
ally this will include an assessment
of noise levels.

(4) Estimates at present indicate the
investigation will he complete by
the end of second term.

(5) Yes.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Appeals Tribunal

551. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Local
Government:
(1) Has she seen the ankile in the Daily

News of 11th April criticising her de-
partment for its delay in establishing
an appeals tribunal to bear subdivision
applications?

(2) Why has it taken so long to establish
this tribunal?

(3) When does she expect it to be estab-
lished?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) and (3) The processes required to

establish the tribunal are almost com-
plete and I expect to make an an-
nouncement shortly.

TRANSPORT: AIR
Domestic. Transport Commission Approval

552. Mr CARR, to the Minister for Transport:
(1) Do intrastate air operators have to

obtain approval from the Transport
Commission for flights operated within
Western Australia?

(2) Does this include approval for the fares
charged?

(3) What other conditions are the subject
of approval from the Transport Com-
mission?

Mr Mensaros (for Mr RUSHTON) replied:
(1) and (2) Yes.
(3) Section 47 of the Transport Commission

Act provides that the Commissioner of
Transport may attach all or any of the
following conditions to an aircraft
licence-
(a) the routes to be served;
(b) the timetable observed;
(c) the fares and freight rates to be

charged;

(d) the records and statistics to be
kept; and

(e) other conditions deemed to be in
pubic interest.

LAND
Woodman Point

553. Mr JAMIESON, to the Minister repre-
senting the Minister for Lands:

In view of the Premier's recent state-
went that the Government would be
purchasing an area of lad at Wood-
man's Point from the Commonwealth
Government:
(a) could the Minister indicate the date

the Commonwealth acquired this
land from the State;

(b) what was the price paid by the
Commonwealth for this land;

(c) on what date did the Common-
wealth Government make such a
proposal?

Mrs CRAIG replied:'
The information requested is not
obtainable from Lands Department
records as most were destroyed some
time after the Commonwealth Govern-
ment gained a title.

ABATTOIRS: MIDLAND JUNCTION
AND ROBB JErrY

Pig Floor

554. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) Did the W.A. Meat Commission inform

a meeting of pig slaughterers that the
~ gfloor at Midland abattoir would

closed unless a daily slaughter of
450 pigs was guaranteed?

(2) Is it proposed that pig killing facilities
will be available at Robb Jetty?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) The meeting was informed that a

throughput of at least 450 pigs per day
was needed to maintain a viable opera-
tion.

(2) No.

MEAT
pig

555. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) What quantity of pig meat was exported

from Western Australia in each of the
past five years?

(2) What was the value of the pig meat
exported in each of these years?
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Mr OLD replied:

Tonne;

1973/74 1974/75 1975/76 1976/77 1977/78

Ovesa .... 2856
Intimitate .... 3083

16B 1975
2115 457

527 299
765 421

(2) What is the estimated total cost of dis-
poin of saleyard effluent with Midland

ablor on a~ cae and maintenance
basis?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) Aeration effluent treatment system.
(2) $180 000.

1973/14 1974/75 1975/76 1976/77 1977/78

266 2 919 817 391
2771 777 1 151 593

ABATTOIR: MIDLAND JUNCION
Sheep and Lambs: Slaughter under Islamic Rites
556. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for

Agriculture:
(1) Is it intended that sheep and lambs will

be slaughtered at Midland abattoir
under Islamic killing rites?

(2) If "Yes":
(a) when will such killing commence;

and
(b) what quantities are estimated?

Mr OLD replied:
(1) and (2) The Western Australian Lamb

Marketing Board and the Western
Australian Meat Commission are dis-
cussing these matters, but no decision
has yet been made.

AB3ATTOIR: MIDLAND JUNCTION
Loss and Retention Cost

557. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(1) What is the loss sustained by the Mid-

land abattoir in the first nine months
of the 1977-78 year?

(2) What is the estimation of the cost of
retainin; Midland abattoir on a care
and maintenance basis for one year?

Mr OLD replied:
I have given the answer for two periods
as I feel the member may have mis-
quoted the years.

(1) 1977/78 (12 months); $3000070.
197 8/79 (9 months); $2 357 000.

(2) $2 500 000.

ABATTOIR: MIDLAND JUJNCTION
Sale yards: Effluent Disposal

558. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Agriculture:
(I) What is the present method of disposal

of effluent from the Midland saleyards?

TRANSPORT: FISH

Albany-Perth

559. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) (a) Is it still intended that Westrail

will cease to transport fish from
the Albany area to Perth; and

(b) if so, from what date will fish be
no longer carried?

(2) (a) If "Yes" to (1), have any other
arrangements been made to trans-
port fish from Albany areas; and

(b) if so, what are the details of such
arrangements?

Mr Mensaros (for Mr RUSHTON) replied:

(1) and (2) The matter is stili under investi-
gation and until such time as a suitable
alternative is found, Westrail will con-
tinue to carry the traffic.

POLICE

Shooters' Licences

560. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for
Police and Traffic:
(1) Has he familiarised himself with the

contents of the submission of the Sport-
ing Shooters' Association of 3rd March,
1977, to his predecessor seeking a
change in legislation and regulations to
make possible the introduction of
shooters' licences in conjunction with
increases in penalties?

(2) If "Yes" does he intend to comply with
these requests?

Mr O'NEIL replied:

(1) Yes.

(2) No, I do not intend to comply with the
association's request for the introduc-
tion of "shooters' licences", but Police
initiated amendments to the Firearms
Act last year to increase certain penal-
ties were in accordance with the asso-
ciation's request for stricter penalties.

Oven .... 2487
Interstate .... 3285
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TRANSPORT: FISH

Bunbury-Busselton to Perth
561. Mr H. D. EVANS, to the Minister for

Transport;

(1) (a) Is it still intended that Westrail
will cease to transport fish from
the Bunbury-Busselton area to
Perth; and

(b) if so, from what date will fish be
no longer carried?

(2) (a) If "Yes" to (1), have any other
arrangements been made to trans-
port fish from the Bunbury-Bus-
selton area; and

(b) if so, what are the details of such
arrangements?

Mr Mensaros (for Mr RUSHTON) replied:

(1) and (2) The matter is still under ives-
tigation and until such time as a suitable
alternative is found, Westrail will con-
tinue to carry the traffic.

LAND

Tax

562. Mr PEARCE, to the Treasurer:
(1) Is it Government policy to assess land

tax on properties in the Byford area
zoned rural and being used for prim-
ary industry?

(2) If so, what guidelines are wsed to distin-
guish properties on which land tax is
assessed and those on which it is not?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:

(1) No, if the owner satisfies the provisions
of the legislation.

(2) To qualify for exemption, the following
conditions must apply-
(a) the owner must be the user of the

land;

(b) the owner must derive in excess of
one-third of his total net income
from land used solely or princip-
ally for one of the primary pro-
duction businesses specified in the
schedule to the Land Tax Assess-
ment Act.

The Commissioner Of the State Taxa-
dion Department has a discretionary
power to grant exemption whewe land is
used for genuine primary production,
but the owner is temporarily unable to
meet the income test for one reason or
another.

BEEKEEPING
Apiary Site: Shannon

563. Mr PEARCE, to the Minister representing
the Minister for Forests:
(1) Is the delay involved in granting a

permit for use of a bee site in Murtin
Road, Shannon, applied for by Mr
Graham Cecil Morgan on 16th March,
1979 unusually long?

(2) If so, will the Minister take action to
expedite the processing of this applica-
tion?

Mrs CRAIG replied:
(1) No. The site involves a'water reserve as

well as State forest and consideration
by both managing authorities is neces-
sary.

(2) Not applicable.

JOHN GILL ADVERTISING
Takeover by D'Arcy Macflanus & Mashes

564. Mr PEARCE, to the Premier:
When does he expect to be able to
provide me with the information pro-
mised in his answer to my question
2545 of 28th November, 1978?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
I am advised that the delay in replying
is due to a misunderstanding between
two departments.
Action has been taken to correct this.
The Member will be advised as soon as
possible.

MINING: ACT
Regulations

565. Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Mines:
(1) What progress has been made towards

the drafting of new regulations for the
new Mining Act?

(2) Will he make the draft regulations avail-
able for perusal by interested parties?

(3) Will he be calling for submissions on
the draft regulations from the mining
industry and other interestedpartes?

(4) What facilities will be made available
for the public to express views on the
regulations?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) Regulations are currently in the coarse

of being prepared.
(2) and (3) Yes.
(4) The draft regulations will be made

available for public comment.
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MINING: ACT
Provisions in Force

566. Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Mines:
(1) Are any of the provisions of the new

Mining Act presently in force?
(2) Which sections of the Act are affected?
(3) What is the effect of provisions pre-

sently in force?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
(1) to (3) The information requested is in

the Mining Act 1978, which I recom-
mend for the Member's perusal. The
Act received Royal Assent on 8th Dec-
ember, 1978.

COURTHOUSE
Norsemn

567. Mr GRILL, to the Miniister representing
the Attorney General:
(1) Is it intended to have an official open-

ing for the Norseman court house?
(2) When is it intended to have the open-

ing?
Mr O'NEIL replied:
(1) The Norseman court house is a Mines

Department building. I am advised that
no official opening is planned.

(2) Not applicable.

EDUCATION
Community College: Kalgoorlie

568. Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Educa-
tion:
(1) What capital works are proposed in

respect of the development of a com-
munity college in Kalgoorlie?

(2) When is it expected that each stage
of the capital works programme will be
commenced and completed?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) and (2) Further planning and assess-

ment will be undertaken by the recently
established Federation Council. Plans
at present include:

Egan Street campus (School of
Mines)-

Technology building proposed for
Commonwealth funding in 1980/
81.

Cassidy Street campus-
(1) Management and commercial

studies building provided for
in 1978/79 budget and to
continue in 1979/70.

(2) Administration and resources
centre-to be considered in
State budgeting for year
1979/80.

Wilson Street campus-
(1) Art facilities building-refur-

bished already in 1978/79.
(2) Workshop complex-to be

considered in State budgeting.

SETTLEMENT AGENTS
Legislation

569. Mr GRILL, to the Chief Secretary:
(1) Is the Government presently examin-

ig a draft Settlement Agents Control
Bill prepared by the Western Aus-
tralian Settlement Agents Association?

(2) If so, when was the draft bill received
by the Government?

(3) Has the draft bill been referred to the
Law Society for its comments or is it
the intention to refer the bill to the
society in the near future?

(4) Does the Government intend to bring
down legislation to control settlement
agents during the life of this Parliament?

(5) Is the draft bill available for public
scrutiny and/or comment?

Mr O'NEIL replied:
(I) Yes.

(2) The 13th October, 1978.
(3) Yes, it has been referred to the Law

Society.
(4) The draft is still subject to investigation.
(5) It is suggested that the Member makes

this request to the author of the draft,
namely the Settlement Agents Associa-
tion.

570. This question was postponed.

EDUCATION: HIGH SCHOOL
Southern Cross District

571. Mr GRILL, to the Minister for Educa-
tion:
(1) Has the Education Department agreed

to provide a new principal's office.
deputy principal's office, reception area,
dupli cating area, sick bay facilities and
enlrge the staff room at the Southern
Cross District High School?

(2) When is it proposed that the work on
the new accommodation will be com-
menced and completed?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) Yes.
(2) The work is listed on the proposed

1979/80 building programme. A com-
mencement. date has not been deter-
mined as yet.

817



818 [ASSEMBLY)

MINISTERS OF THE CROWN: MINISTER
FOR INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT

Overseas and Interstate Trips
572. Mr BRIAN BURKE, to the Minister for

Industrial Development:
(1) How many times has he been-

(a) overseas;
(b) interstate,
on matters connected with his portfolios
since the present Government was
elected?

(2) On each occasion how many days
absence from the State was involved?

(3) On each occasion, what was the pur-
pose of trip?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
I refer the Member to the reply given
by the Premier to question 185 of
Thursday, 5th April, 1979.

HEALTH
National Model Food Act

573. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Health:
Adverting to question 402 of 11th
April, 1979, when is it expected that
legislation based upon the draft Model
Food Act will be introduced?

Mr YOUNG replied:
Not known. The Act still exists in draft
form only and requires considerable
revision.

EDUCATION: SCHOOLS
Freedom of Choice for Parents

574. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Educa-
dion:

Adverting to question 392 of 11th
April, 1979 in which he stated that the
Schools Commission had not established
in Western Australia a pilot programme
to determine the degree of freedomn of
choice that may be possible for parents
sending children to different Govern-
ment schools, will he investigate:
(I) Why the Australian Minister for

Education, Senator Carrick, stated
in the Senate on 22nd February,
1979 that there had been an in-
itiative from the Schools Commis-
sion to set up pilot programmes in
the various states to see whether
we can get a degree of freedom of
choice for the parents as between
individual Government schools?

(2) Why has not Western Australia
been included in the scheme?

(3) (a) Has the Western Australian
Government been approached
on the matter; and

(b) if so, what reply was given?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) to (3) 1 am advised that the

Schools Commission has estab-
lished a working group to consider
the special project on choice and
diversity in Government school
systems. The Education Depart-
ment in Westerai Australia will
study the outcomes arising from
the work of this group, before
taking any further action.

TRAFFIC: ACCIDENTS
Rear-end Collisions

575. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Police
and Traffic:

What is the percentage of accidents
between motor vehicles which is the
result of rear-end collisions?

Mr O'NETL replied:
Approximately 30 per cent.

LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Libraries

576. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Cultural
Affairs:

What percentage of the population of
Western Australia is served by free
municipal libraries?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
85 per cent of the population of WA is
currently served by public libraries.
The shires of Manjimup and Dandara-
gan have signed schemes with the board
and their stocks are either ready, or
being prepared for despatch. When
these libraries are operating, 86 per
cent of the population will be served.
The two outstanding shires arc Menzies
and Wiluna.
The 14 per cent unserved, including
Dandaragan and Manjimup, represent
the new growth areas, especially the
outer metropolitan areas of Perth. In
each case the local government auth-
ority has established at least one public
library, but population growth has re-
suited in the formation of larger com-
munities so distant from library faci-
lities they are effectually cut off from
service.
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SASKATCHEWAN LAND BANK
COMMISSION

Visit by Under Treasurer

577. Mr McPHARLIN, to the Premier:
As the State Under Treasurer is visit-
ing North America to investigate the
availability or Joan money from bank-
ing organisations to finance Western
Australian Government projects and
specifically requirements for projects
like the north-west shelf pipeline,
would it be considered appropriate to
alter his schedule to make a visit to
Saskatchewan to obtain information at
first hand of the oprations of the Sas-
katchewan Land Bank Commission?

Sir CHARLES COURT replied:
It is not practicable, in view of his
heavy previously determined official
commitments, to change the itinerary
of the Under Treasurer and to have him
visit the Saskatchewan Land Bank
Commission.
However, I had already asked him-in
the course of his other duties in Canada
-to obtain details of, and local reac-
lion to the commission and its work, as
well as any other similar schemes% in
Canada.

EDUCATION: SCHOOL

Hampton

578. Mr TONKIN, to the Minister for Educa-
tion:
(1) Is it a fact that so-called "temporary"

demountable classrooms at the Hamp-
ton primary school are unbearably hot
in summer?

(2) When will ceiling fans be provided as
a temporary expedient?

(3) When will the Government accept that
these buildings are unsuitable as class-
rooms and take Positive action to re-
place them with buildings that are
more suitable?

Mr P. V. JONES replied:
(1) and (2) The matter of comfort condi-

tions in the classrooms will be investi-
gated in the near future.

(3) With the opening of Noranda primary
school in February 1980, the number
of temporary classrooms required at
Hamp!on Park primary school will be
reduced.

ROAD

Toodyay-Redhdl Road

579. Mr HERZFELD, to the Minister for
Transport:
(1) What is the nature and extent of road-

works recently commenced on the
Toodyay/Redhill road?

(2) What is the esitiated value of the
work?

(3) Is he aware of the possibly dangerous
nature of the shoulder of the road on
some sections of the road between the
Toodyay/Swan Shire Boundary and
Redhill, through erosion?

(4) What action is contemplated to remedy
the situation and when?

Mr Mensaros (for Mr RUSHTON) replied:
(1) The work being undertaken will pro-

vide for pavement repairs, shoulder
reconstruction and drainage improve-
ments as required, particularly between
Reen Road and the Toodyay Shire
boundary, a distance of about 1705 kilo-
teis.

(2) $103 500.
(3)

(4)

I am informed there is no dangerous
situation.
The current work is intended to cor-
rect any deficiencies and will include
any isolated work necessary back to
Red Hill. This will be done over the
next two months and further work of
similar nature with the emphasis be-
tween Red Hill and Reen Road is pro-
posed next financial year.

SALT

Production
580. Mr BRYCE, to the Minister for Industrial

Development:
What was the output in tonnes at each
of the States' salt production/harvesting
centres during each of the last four fin-
ancial years?

Mr MENSAROS replied:
Data rt production of salt is supplied
to the Mines Department by each pro-
ducer on a confidential basis and only
total production is published in the
annual report of the Mines Department.
However the annual edition of the Aus-
tralian Mineral Industry Review pro-
vides some information on the output
from each salt company. I would refer
the member to this publication.
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