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The PRESIDENT (the Hon. Clive Griffiths)
took the Chair at 4.30 p.m., and read prayers.

TRANSPORT: BUS TERMINAL

Perth: Petition

THE HON. P. H. WELLS (North Metro-
politan) [4.32 pm ]: I wish to present a petition
from citizens of Western Australia requesting
that the Government extend the time that toilet
facilities at the Perth bus terminal are open to the
public. I move-

That the petition be received and read.

Question put and passed.

THE HON. P. H. WELLS (North Metro-
politan) [4.33 p.m.-1: The petition contains 98
signatures and bears the Clerk's signature that it
is in conformity with the Standing Orders. it
reads as follows-

We, thie undersigned residents in the State
of Western Australia, do herewith pray that
Her Majesty's Government of Western
Australia shall seek the extension of the time
that toilet facilities at the Perth Bus
Terminal are open to the Public, such that
during the hours of operation of the buses,
access to these facilities will be ensured, to
rectify the present situation whereby the
toilets are closed at 6.30 p-rn. on weekdays,
and 1.00 p.m. Saturdays, at great
inconvenience to MVTT patrons, in particular
mothers with children and others who utilize
the bus service until late into the night.

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

Imove-

That the petition be ordered to lie upon the
Table of the House.

Question put and passed.

The petition was (abled (see paper No. S8O).

QUESTIONS

Questions were taken at this stage.

FAUNA AND FLORA RESERVES

Beela ring and Goona ring Springs; Urgency
Motion

THE PRESIDENT (the Hon. Clive Griffiths):
I have received the following letter dated I
December from the Hon. Lyla Elliott-

In accordance with the provisions of
Standing Order 63 1 wish to advise you of my
desire to move for the adjournment of the
House for the purpose of discussing the
failure of the Government to act to preserve
two important wildlife Reserves, C529
Beelaring Spring and C659 Goonaring
Spring in the Toodyay Shire.

These two Reserves are threatened by
clearing which is presently taking place.

The System 6 Report states that the
catebments for these springs "must be
protected".

Unless the Government acts immediately it
will be too late to save them.

Yours sincerely,

LYLA ELLIOTT, M.L.C.
North-East Metropolitan
Province.

THE HON. LYLA ELLIOTT (North-East
Metropolitan) [4.56 p.m.]; I move-

That the House at its rising adjourn until
la.o0 a.m. on Friday, 4 December.

The PRESIDENT: In order to comply with
Standing Order No. 63, so that this motion may
proceed, it is necessary for four members to
indicate their support by standing ifi their places.

Four members having risen in their places,
The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: Members would

be aware, through Press statements I have made,
questions I have asked in this House, and the
speeches I have made that I have been concerned
for some time about the land that was acquired by
Agnew Clough Ltd. and the agreement which was
made when it bought the Wundowie charcoal
industry on I January 1975. The land involved
amounted to almost 4 000 hectares, 457 hectares
of which were in the Wooroloo Brook catchment
area. This matter was the subject of a protest
earlier this year in a deputation to the Minister
for Water Resources by myself and farmers living
in the area.

The farmers were concerned that the clearing
which was taking place would result in their water
supply becoming saline and it would affect their
livelihood. Following that deputation-in
April-I was informed, in answer to a question
asked in this House, that as a result of that
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deputation action was to be taken to set up an
inter-departmental committee to look at the
matter. I do not know what the committee did,
but the company which bought the land in
Wooroloo from Agnew Clough Ltd. proceeded to
bulldoze the trees in that area.

However, the matter I wish to raise today
concerns another area which was also included in
the land acquired in 1975 by Agnew Clough Ltd.
I refer to an area of 3 000 hectares in the
Toodyay Shire within which there are two
important flora and fauna reserves, Goonaring
and Beelaring Springs, both of which are a source
of fresh water for a vast variety of birdlife and
which, more importantly, contain a rare species of
freshwater crayfish which is not found anywhere
else in Western Australia. The area also has many
beautiful wildflowers and other vegetation.

As long ago as 1975 the Department of
Fisheries and Wildlife recommended that a buffer
zone be established around these reserves to
protect them. In other words, the department
recommended the reserves be extended into the
catchment area from which water runs into the
springs.

Question 5919 asked of the Minister for
Fisheries and Wildlife on 20 October was as
follows-

With reference to question 565 of
Wednesday. [4 October 1981 -

(1) As Minister for Fisheries and
Wildlife, why did he not take acti on
to ensure two valuable flora and
fauna reserves were protected by
seeking an enlargement of the
reserves concerned to provide a
buffer zone?

(2) Is it a fact that his own department
had recommended such a buffer
zone?

(3) In respect to his answer to question
565 (4), what avenues have been
explored, and what further action
does the Government intend to take
to protect the reserves?

The Minister's reply read as follows-
()The enlarging of the two flora and fauna

reserves was examined in 1975, but
found to be not possible under the Land
Act because the land required was held
in fee simple. However, an
understanding was reached to protect
the watershed as a condition of
subdivisional approval as set out in my
answer to question 565.

(2) Yes (see ( I) above).

(3) All possible avenues have been explored
and it is my intention to seek further
discussions with the company.

That was on 20 October: I wonder whether the
Minister in fact has had further discussions with
the company, with what results.

In 1977 when, apparently, Agnew Clough Ltd.
applied to subdivide the land, both the
Department of Fisheries and Wildlife and the
Department of Conservation and Environment
recommended the enlargement of the reserves
before any approval was given to subdivide the
land. So, two Government departments expressed
concern about the matter and drew the attention
of the Government to the need to protect the
reserves.

If that was not enough, the System 6 report
which was so proudly launched by the Minister
for Fisheries and Wildlife at a special Press
conference also refers to the area.

The Hon. Peter Dowding: The Minister
sabotaged the opportunity for comment.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: What rot!
The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: Page 89 of the

System 6 report titled "The Darling
System-Proposals for Parks and Reserves"-the
System 6 study report-under the heading
"Beelaring and Goonaring Springs" stated as
follows-

The catchments for
Goonaring Springs, which
lots M2050 and M2137,
must be protected.

Beelaring and
include piarts of
privately owned,

No equivocation at all. Later on the same page
the report states-

The WA Wildlife Authority, in
consultation with local land owners, should
define management objectives for the area
and seek ways and means of achieving those
objectives, either through joint management
arrangements or, where necessary,
acquisition of freehold land.

That is the recommendation contained in the
System 6 report.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: Does it say where we
should get the money from to provide that?

The Hon. Peter Dowding: We could start with
a few less parliamentarians.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: Yes, starting with you.
The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: For years, the

Government has known of the importance of these
springs and for the need to protect them by the
establishment of a buffer zone. Obviously, the
Government's own departments are convinced of
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the need for such protection. There is no question
that the two reserves are in a high salt risk area.
The Atlias of Natural Resources-Darling
Systemn-Western Australia printed by the
Department of Conservation and Environment
provides some interesting information on rainfall,
vegetation, soils, and land forms in the area, all of
which provide evidence painting to the fact that
the reserves are located in a high salt risk area.
The area receives less than 700 millimetres--or
less than 28 inches-of rain each year. Other
factors also indicate it is a high salt risk area.

We all know by now that if we remove the
vegetation from such areas, salinity will increase
and that will be the end of fresh water in the area.
That is what will happen to Wooroloo Brook; the
remaining tributory of fresh water which feeds
the brook will become saline. The Government
did not give a darn about the farmers who were
going to lose their water supply.

Now, we are faced with the prospect that these
two important flora and fauna reserves will suffer
the same fate. The removal of vegetation from
this high salt risk area will result in an increase in
salinity. However, that is precisely what the
company is doing: It has bulldozed 50 per cent of
the trees, and I am told it is chaining the scrub,
ripping up the soil, and bulldozing into great
clumps all the vegetation which has been
removed, ready for burning. According to replies
I have received from the Minister, apparently the
company intends to turn the area into agricultural
land.

So, not only will the removal of vegetation
increase the salinity, but also environmental
problems will occur due to the use of fertilisers,
herbicides, and pesticides. We have seen what
happened in the Peel Inlet and H-arvey Estuary as
a result of the use of such chemicals. With the
combined acts of removing vegetation and using
fertiliser on this newly-formed agricultural area,
there is no question that it will destroy the fresh
water springs which support these very rare
crustacea and a large variety of wildlife.

The Government had knowledge of this
potential problem as far back as 1975, but what
did it do about it? It held discussions with Agnew
Clough Ltd. and came to an arrangement to
preserve 779 hectares when subdivision took
place. However, the company put one over the
Government, because while it was agreeing to
cede this land to the Government to protect the
reserve, it went about selling the land,

unsubdivided, to JIMWA Pty. Ltd. for the nice
little sum of 11.3 million.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: Is it worth that?

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: Apparently the
Government did not think it was worth it when it
virtually gave the land to Agnew Clough as part
of the 4 000 hectares for just over 156 000.

The Hon. A.. A. Lewis: What did Mr Mclver
have to say? I think he was in on the deal.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: The instrument of
sale is dated 21 January 1981 and the transfer of
land was signed by Agnew Clough Ltd. and
iIMWA on I8 May 1981; it was Finally
registered with the Registrar of Titles on 10
August 1981.

I have just mentioned to the Hon. A. A. Lewis
that the land the company sold for $1.3 million
was part of a much larger area of land it obtained
from the Government for $56 130. This
information was provided by the Minister for
Resources Development in his letter to me of 9
July this year in reply to a parliamentary question
I asked of him seeking the value of the land
included in the Wundowie sale agreement. I was
staggered, to say the least, to find the company
acquired all this prime land, including some
beautiful virgin forest for the miserable sum of
$56 130.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: Are you sure it was
virgin forest, and had not been cut over?

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: Some land in the
Wooroloo area was just about virgin forest.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: I do not know that any
of the country up there is virgin forest.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: Just wait until I
have finished.

The PRESIDENT: Order! The honourable
member should ignore interjections.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: That is the best
thing to do; the interjections are not very
intelligent, anyway.

The company already has sold the Wooroloo
land; I am not sure of the sale price but [ am sure
it would be somewhere in the vicinity of $1
million. In addition, we definitely know the
company sold the Toodyay land to JIMWA for
$1.3 million.

From the answers I have received questions
asked in this Parliament, and from information
put forward by the Toodyay Shire, I believe
JIMWA Pty. Ltd. has shown itself to be an
irresponsible company whose only concern is for
profit. The company has refused even to
acknowledge the approaches of the Shire of
Toodyay. Arn article on the matter appeared in
The West Australian of 12 October this year and
stated as fol lows-
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The council-
That is, the Shire of Toodyay. The article
continues-

is incensed that Jimwa ignored an
agreement between the council and
Agnew-which succeeded in having a
subdivision granted against the council's
objections-to leave 7sq km untouched to
protect the swamps.

The land was sold un-subdivided.

The Toodyay shire clerk, Mr Brian Harris,
said that the council had written to Jimwa
twice since January to ind out its intentions.

The Hon. Neil Oliver: Did the article say that I
wrote the letter?

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: No; it states that
the council wrote the letter, not Mr Oliver. The
article continues-

Neither letter had been acknowledged.

Major clearing began on October 2.

"Jimwa obviously wanted to get as much
done as possible before everyone opened for
business after the long weekend," Mr Harris
said.

Mr Murray said that the council's
approaches to local politicians, including the
Minister for Conservation and Environment,
Mr Masters, MLC for West Province, had
been unsatisfactory.

The council would now get legal advice to
see if anything could be done.

Mr Harris is the shire clerk, and Mr Murray is
the shire president. Whether or not the letter was
written by Mr Oliver, the shire was not very
happy with its local members. The attitude of
JIMWA Ply. Ltd. to the shire was absolutely
disgraceful. It did not even acknowledge the
correspondence from the shire which involved
such an important matter. The same company has
also shown absolute contempt for the
Government.

On 14 October I asked the Minister for
Conservation and the Environment the following
question-

With reference to the threat posed to
Goonaring and Beelaring flora and fauna
reserves from clearing taking place on land
purchased by JI MWA Pty. Ltd. from Agnew
Clough Ltd.-

(1) Was the Minister approached by
the Shire of Toodyay and farmers
in the area seeking Government
action to protect these reserves?

(2) lf so-
(a) on what dates: and

(b) what action was requested?
The Minister's reply was as follows-

(1) and (2) Approaches were made to me as
the member for West Province as from
1975 and meetings were held with the
shire, the Minister for Town Planning
and local members of Parliament from
that time and continuing after my
appointment to the Ministry. Over a
period of years the land in question was
the subject of subdivisional requests by
Agnew Clough Ltd.; and Provisional
approval of a proposed subdivision was
finally agreed in 1980, subject to
approximately 779 ha of land adjoining
the flora and fauna reserves being ceded
to the Crown free of cost and without
any payment of compensation by the
Crown. This condition was expressly
placed on the subdivision to ensure the
safety of the reserves. The subsequent
sale of the land to JIM WA Pty. Ltd.
was brought to my attention by an
article in the Press on 21 February,
198 1, and also by the shire as to the fact
that clearing had commenced.
Immediately steps were taken to contact
the new owners and clearing at that time
ceased after the company had given me
an assurance that it would consider my
views on the subject. At a later meeting
with the company's principal in the
presence of his legal adviser I was
informed that it was not considering
subdivision of the land but was to use it
for agricultural purposes. Nevertheless,
there was a further assurance that
consideration would be given to any
possible alternative whereby the land
near the reserves would be left in its
natural state. On 6 October, 1981 I was
advised that the land adjoining the
reserves had been parkland cleared over
the long weekend.

This company has shown absolute contempt for
the Minister and the Government. I then asked
the Minister-

(3) Why did the Government-
(a) include the environmentally

sensitive land in the Agnew Clough
sale agreement in the first place;

The Minister replied:
(3) (a) This legislation does not come

within my portfolio;
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That was a very convenient way in which to get
out of answering the question. I then asked-

(b) allow subdivision of the land
knowing full well this would mean
its ultimate resale and cleating; and

(c) not take action to ensure its
protection by either enlarging the
reserves or legislating to stop the
clearing?

The Minister replied-
(b)
(c)

See (1) and (2) above;
This legislation does not come
within my portfolio.

The final part of that question was as follows-
(4) What action does the Government now

intend to take to stop further clearing?
The Minister replied-

(4) Every avenue has been explored and will
continue to be explored to endeavour to
ensure the protection of the Goonaring
and Beelaring flora and fauna reserves.

The company has just gone ahead and ignored the
Government, and it has shown complete contempt
for the Government.

When I received the answers to parts (3)(a)
and (c), to the effect that the legislation did not
come within the Minister's portfolio, I placed a
question on notice to the Minister representing
the Minister for Resources Development. I asked
him the same question and was disgusted wvhen I
received the reply which said, "See answers to
question 565". The answer to that question was,
"This legislation does not come within my
portfolio".

It was obvious the Ministers were rather
ernbarrased about this and were doing everything
they could to avoid answering the question
honestly and clearly. Whenever comment has
appeared on this matter in the Press or in reply to
questions, the Minister for Conservation and the
Environment has told us nothing can be done to
protect these reserves. My answer to that is that it
is absolute and utter rubbish. The Government
has the numbers in both Houses of Parliament. It
can amend any Act at any time. If an Act does
not exist to cover this question, the Government
can introduce a Bill and pass it in one day if it
wants to.

I should like to draw to the attention of'
members two clauses in the Wundowie charcoal
iron industry sale agreement. The Hon. Norman
Baxter referred to one clause in a question he
asked today to which the Minister did .not reply.
He said it did not come within his jurisdiction and
he indicated he would refer it to the Minister for
Resources Development, who would respond to
the member direct.

Clause 20 (1) of' the agreement reads as
follows-

Assignmct, 20. (1) Subject to the provisions of' this
clause the Company may at any time
With the consent in writing of the
Minister assign mortgage charge sublet
or dispose of to any party or company
the whole of or any undivided interest in
the whole of' the rights of the Company
hereunder (including its rights to or as
the holder of' any title lease or permit
licence or forest lease (issued pursuant
to the Forests Act 1918) or contract or
agreement hereunder) and of the
obligations of the Company hereunder
subject to the assignee executing in
favour of the State a deed of'covenant in
a f'orm to be approved by the Minister to
comply with observe and per form the
provisions hereof' on the part of the
Company to be complied with observed
or performed in regard to the matters
assigned.

My reading of that clause indicates that, before
Agnew Clough Ltd. could dispose of' any land, it
had to have the consent in writing of' the
Minister-in other words, the consent of the
Minister for Resources Development. If before
Agnew Clough Ltd. sold the land it entered into
an agreement to the effect that the company
would cede a certain portion of' it to the State,
surely that should have been included in any sale
agreement. The transf'er document says-

Encumbrances as to the land firstly
mentioned above-Nil.

Encumbrances as to the land secondly and
thirdly described-the right to enter the land
granted to the Shire of Toodyay.

In other words, the sale took place with no
conditions whatsoever between Agnew Clough
Ltd. and .JIMWA Pty. Ltd. So the agreement
contains a provision that, before the company can
dispose of any interest in the title it must get the
consent in writing of' the Minister-

The Hon. G. E. Masters: Where does that
appear in the agreement?

The IHon. LYLA ELLIOTT: It appears on
page 26 of' the original agreement arrived at in
1974. Clause 23, on page 27, reads as follows-
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Environ- 23. Nothing in this Agreement shall be
construed to exempt the Company from
compliance with any requirement in
connection with the protection of the
environment arising out of or incidental
to the operations of the Company
hereunder that may be made by the
State or any State agency or
instrumentality or any local or other
authority or statutory body of the State
pursuant to any Act for the time being
in force.

The two clauses I have quoted are very important
and we should be examining them and asking,
firstly, whether Agnew Clough Ltd. obtained the
consent of the Minister to dispose of the land;
secondly, if it did not, whether it breached the
agreement; and, thirdly, if it did obtain the
consent of the Minister, whether the Government
has been completely honest with us.

Even if legal interpretation of those two clauses
showed the Government did not have the power to
insist on the protection of these reserves, several
amendments were made to the agreement after it
was entered into originally in 1974 when it could
have obtained that power. In 1977, on behalf of
the Opposition in this Chamber, I handled the
Government's amendments which provided all
sorts of benefits to the company. They relieved
the company of the obligation to pay $700 000 in
outstanding loans, which was one of the clauses in
the agreement, and the freight subsidy of the
company was increased. The company was also
relieved of the payment of pay-roll tax.

In 1978 a variation was tabled by the Minister
for Industrial Development in the other House,
once again extending freight subsidies and pay-
roll tax concessions.

In 1979 a further amendment was passed by
the Parliament extending the time of payment for
pay-roll tax. If the Government was prepared to
return to the Parliament and introduce
amendments to the agreement which were of
significant financial benefit to Agnew Clough
Ltd., why did it not at the same time amend the
agreement to protect these two very important
flora and fauna reserves? It could easily have
done so.

In conclusion, I emphasise the two compani es
have acted in an unscrupulous way in regard to
the area concerned. Both have shown contempt
for the Government and for the agreement which
was reached in relation to the particular areas.

The Shire of Toodyay is desperate for
assistance from the Government, so I challenge
the Government to act in this matter.

The PRESIDENT: Order! One hour having
elapsed after the time affixed for the meeting of
the House, leave of the House will be necessary to
enable the present debate to continue.

Leave granted.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: I challenge the
Government to act, If it does not, and allows
JIMWA Pty. Ltd. to destroy this valuable asset
which belongs to the people of this State, I accuse
the Government of being craven in its attitude to
big companies and derelict in its duty to the
people of Western Australia and of Toodyay in
particular.

THE HON. NEIL OLIVER (West) [5.31
p.m.]: I will be very brief. I am most concerned
about the last statement by the previous speaker
because, apart from mining regulations,
responsibility for land usage is vested with the
local authorities. In this instance, the Shire of
Toodyay has that responsibility; it has been
informed of that and has taken action. Therefore,
while I appreciate what the member has said and
note her comments and the intentions with which
she spoke, her remarks are totally without basis
because responsibility is vested in the local
authority. There is no way in which 1, as a
member of this Parliament, would wish that land
usage be removed from the control, realm, and
authority of local government.

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: That is not suggested.
The Hon. NEIL OLIVER: That is totally

incorrect. The Opposition probably will debate
the mining regulations. I have heard the
Opposition speak on the Mining Bill and I know it
does not believe the Government should have
control of land usage. Responsibility for land
usage in Western Australia is vested in the local
authority, excluding those areas in which mining
takes place. The Opposition disagrees, and is not
in concurrence with the Government having the
control even of that.

In this instance I agree with what the member
has done, and I appreciate her sentiments, but it
is regrettable that although she has gone to great
lengths with her preparation she is totally
misinformed, I have listened intently to her, but I
want to make it quite clear that when a local
authority decides to rezone land, it applies to the
Town Planning Department for it to be rezoned.
If the department does not agree, the next
situation is that the local authority has a right of
appeal to the Minister or the Town Planning
Tribunal. The same applies in the Mining Bill;
one has the right of appeal to the Minister, but
there is not a mining tribunal in the sense that one
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could have the choice of appeal to the Minister or
the mining tribunal.

The Hon. Peter Dowding: Why can't the
Government just resume it? Why can't it?

The Hon. NEIL OLIVER: That is a typical
comment of a relatively new member who knows
nothing about local govern men t-twist, resume,
take over!

The Hon. Peter Dowding: Why can't the
Government just resume it?

Several members interjected.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (the Hon. R. J.

L. Williams): Order! The member will cease these
remarks in that loud, provocative tone, and all the
other interjections will cease. I have said that
when I have been in the Chair before.

The Hon. P. H. Lockyer: Good show!
The Hon. NElL OLIVER: My apologies.

When I hear a statement which reflects on the
rights of individuals or corporate bodies or
whatever, andi which is contrary to my beliefs, I
am inclined to be a little upset.

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: The System 6 report
suggests that position.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! I have
said it once, and I will say it again: The House
will come to order.

The Hon. NEIL OLIVER: For thle benefit of
the honourable member and the House generally,
I will go through the basic mechanics, regarding
the rezoning of land. When it is decided to change
the zoning of a portion of land certain conditions
are laid down; for example, it may be that no
water is available and therefore the Metropolitan
Water Supply, Sewerage, and Drainage Board
decide a condition of subdivision will be a
requirement to provide potable water in situ.
There may be many reasons that conditions are
placed on a rezoning.

I will elaborate one step further: Normally, in
almost every instance where land is zoned,
including rural land to special rural land zoning,
there is a requirement for public open space. I
find this an objectionable requirement. When we
are rezaning rural land into special rural land, the
intention is predominantly to preserve the
environment and the rural nature of the land; but
to then require public open space is objectionable
and an under-utilisation of land.

The Hon. Peter Dowding: What has that got to
do with it?

The Hon. NEIL OLIVER: However, in this
instance, the areas in the motion referred to by
the previous speaker were io revert to the Crown

arid the remaining land was to be zoned "special
rural". I refer to all the land west of St. Fergus
Road and the springs, namely, the land in the
south-east corner of the total land holding. It
would have been reasonable for the Toodyay
Shire to say that in exchange for zoning this land
"special rural"-which occurs in every zoning in
the Perth metropolitan area and every special
rural zoning that I have known that has passed
through the Titles Office-the land which has the
two reserves nominated by the member should be
vested in the Crown, In this case, they should be
vested in the Shire of Toodyay.

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: How long would the
zoning take?

The Hon. NEIL OLIVER: That is the
condition of subdivision that applies. What
occurred was that the shire went ahead and zoned
the land "special rural" but did niot require
Agnew Clough Ltd. to vest the reserves in the
Crown. That is it in a nutshell.

The Hon. Peter Dowding: You support the
company now, do you?

The Hon. NEIL OLIVER: I do not support the
company.

The Hon. Peter Dowding: What are you talking
about then?

The I-on. NEIL OLIVER: I was explaining the
mechanics of it. The mechanics are that when we
change the zoning from "rural" to "special rural"
certain conditions apply. Those conditions applied
but were not complied with when the Shire of
Toodyay rezoned the land and gazetted it to
".special rural".

THE HON. G. E. MASTERS (West-Minister
for Conservation and the Environment) 153
p.mn.]: For the record I want to correct a number
of remarks which were made in the Hon. Lyla
Elliott's speech. Firstly, I want to thank the Hon.
Neil Oliver for pointing out some true and
pertinent facts relating to the debate, because he
does know a great deal about the matter and
much of what he said relating to the shire
probably has not been recognised by the
honourable member or the Opposition.

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: Are you saying the shire
is incompetent?

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: No. I have plenty
of time to continue. I want to go through this
debate quietly. We do not need to shout. Every
member of this House is concerned with what has
happened and with the problems of salinity and
erosion in this State. We are making no secret of
it.
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The sale of the land concerned was made under
the Wundowie charcoal iron industry sale
agreement in 1974. A number of members in this
House were present at that time, including the
Hon. Lyla Elliott.

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: We opposed the sale.
The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: If the Opposition

did oppose it, certainly it did not divide on it and
the Hon. Lyle Elliott did not even speak for or
against the proposition.

The Hon. Lyle Elliott: So what?
The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: If the members in

fact were against it and did feel strongly about it,
surely the record for Wednesday, 27 November
1974 would record that fact, but it does not. It
makes no mention of the land that was part of the
arrangement. The Hon. Lyla Elliott did not rise to
her feet on any occasion at all, certainly not in
opposition to this part of the Bill.

The Hon. Peter Dowding7 You are the Minister
now. What are you doing about it?

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I want to get that
straight for the record.

The Hon. D. K. Bans: That does not mean a
thing.

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: She did not say
anything about the sale at the time and in fact her
own party members obviously supported the
agreement because they did not divide.

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: They did not support it.
The Hon. D. K. Dana: Are you requiring us to

divide on every matter with which we disagree? Is
that an invitation?

The H-on. R. Hetherington: What a stupid
statement!

The H-on. G. E. MASTERS: I draw to the
attention of the House the debate in 1977 when
the Hon. Lyla Elliott, as I understand it, did not
mention this issue.

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: I spoke against the
amendments.

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: We are talking
about an area of land with which the Hon. Lyla
Elliott is very concerned.

The Hon. D. K. Dens: What are you going to
do about it?

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: She asked why the
Government did not do anything about it in 1974.
This was an agreement in respect of which the
company itself came forward and said to the
Government, "Yes, we will take this company off
your hands and we will take this land off your
hands", bearing in mind the people in this State

were losing millions of dollars and the Wundowie
charcoal iron industry-

The Hon. Lyle Elliott: Rubbish!
The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: We made this

arrangement and the Opposition, which registered
some disapproval of certain portions of it, did
nothing relating to the land and the agreement.

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: Yes, we did.
The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I make that

relevant point.
The Hon. Peter Dowding: What are you doing

about it now? That is the issue.
The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: The agreement

then went forward and certainly today we have a
situation which none of us likes. Part of the
agreement included that area of land and some
other areas of land, including the Wooroloo land
that the Hon. Lyla Elliott has mentioned.

We should appreciate all members of this
House understood the facts regarding the land
involved and knew what was going to happen in
the long term-the land would be sold off
separately, or could be sold off separately. So let
us not make silly statements.

The Hon. Lyle Elliott: We voted against it.
The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: When the

honourable member is talking about the
Government of the day not being concerned-

The Hon. Peter Dowding: Do you want us to
divide on everything? Is that what you are
saying?

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: He is at it again.
The Hon. D. K. Dans: You could shorten this

by telling us what you are going to do about it.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (the Hon. R. .

L. Williams): Order!
The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: The Government

is concerned with the salinity and erosion
problems. The step we have taken is to set up a
ministerial committee and to rewrite the Soil
Conservation Act.

The Hon. Peter Dowding: What about this
specific area?

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: The Act is being
rewritten and will come before this House in due
course, bearing in mind that it is a very important
Bill which will affect freehold landowners and
landholders generally throughout the State.

The Hon. Peter Dowding: What about this
specific area?

The Hon. 0. E. MASTERS: We are not going
to rush it. We never do rush legislation as
important as this.
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The Hon. Peter Dowding: You are not going to
do anything.

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Again, we
recognise the importance of protecting the fresh
water, and we all know there should be a buffer
zone there. There is a small one, but it is not big
enough. We recognise the problem.

Let us understand what has happened. We sold
some of this land to Agnew Clough Ltd. Two or
three years ago there was an arrangement
whereby a subdivision was undertaken, approved
by the Minister of the day and supported by the
Toodyay Shire Council. If that had gone forward
it would have fully protected this reserve. As far
as the Government and I were concerned, that
was how it was going to be and it would be
protected. At the beginning of this year, we saw
that J IM WA pu rchased land from Agnew Clough
Ltd. I was advised of the proposals for the sale
and the purchase of the land. I called the
company in on two occasions, together with its
lawyers, and stated the Government's intention
and what it wished to do. The company -duly
agreed to consider the situation and, after the
second meeting, simply went away and cleared
the land or started to clear the land.

The Hon. Peter Dowding: What are you going
to do?

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: So we then
decided, if in fact the company was going to clear
the lanid-it had not touched the main part of the
land then-we would take all steps to see what
the Government could do legally to prevent the
clearing of the land. It was quite clear, as far as
We Were concerned, that the Soil Conservation
Act did not contain the necessary powers for us to
take such action.

The Hon. Peter Dowding: What did you decide
to do then?

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: So we found that
the Soil Conservation Act did not give us the
necessary powers. I told the honourable member
in this House that I would contact the company
again. I have written to the company and to this
date it has not replied. I understand that the
Toodysy Shire Council has taken the same action.
We have a situation in which the company has
said it will continue to use the land for
agricultural purposes. That is its right and the
right of every freehold landowner in this State.

The IHon. Peter Dowding: What did you decide
to do then?

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: The Soil
Conservation Act does not cover this situation.

The Hon. Peter Dowding: Why not?

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: That is the reason
we are rewriting the Act now. Bear in mind that
we are not talking about one piece of land, we are
talking about all the freehold land in this
State-and every farmer in Mr Brown's area.

The Hon. J. M. Brown: Even under this Soil
Conservation Act?

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: The legal opinion
is such that it would not work in this situation.
This area is in my electorate-

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: Not for long.
The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: The Government

and I have placed all the pressure we can on the
company to have it meet the agreement, and it
has continued to clear the land, as have all the
farmers in the Toodyay area. We did have a
couple of options open and one was to purchase
that area of land-

The Hon. Peter Dowding: You are weak.
The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: -and the Hon.

Lyla Elliott has talked about this on several
occasions. The Government understood that if it
entered into an agreement in which it purchased
that piece of land it could find itself faced with
the situation in which it would have to
compensate other landholders. There are many
other areas of land which we wish to protect in
order to prevent clearing.

The Hon. Peter Dowding: What a weak
response!

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I know that Mr
Dowding does not give a damn because it appears
that his war cry is "To hell with the expense, we
should purchase the land".

The Government acknowledges that it has a
responsibility to manage the public purse and
when expenditure is involved it should be
thoroughly justified.

The Hon. Peter Dowding interjected.

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I was saying that
if it purchased that land the Government would
have a commitment in the future to purchase vast
areas of land throughout the State. Therefore it is
far better to rewrite the Soil Conservation Act so
that legislation will be available in order that the
Government can cope with these situations
without a high cost to the public. The
Government has already held seminars on tree
planting, salinity, and soil erosion. There has been
a huge increase in the protection of soil by using
better methods than we have been using up to this
time.

The Hon. Neil Oliver made -an appropriate
comment that when the Agnew Clough Ltd.
subdivision took place the local authority set aside
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special rural zoned areas, and an area was to be
given to the Government. Under the special rural
zone-and it was zoned under the town planning
scheme as such-the Toodyay Shire Council
had-Cram legal advice 1 have obtained-and still
has the right to take action to prevent the clearing
of that land. The Toodyay Shire Council has not
seen fit to take that action and at a meeting 1 held
recently with the shire council .it was suggested
that the Government should issue an injunction. I
pointed out, and most members would agree with
me, that the local authority has strong powers in
these areas and that was the reason for the
change in legislation a few years ago. The shire
has not acted, and does not wish to act.

The Government has considered the problem of
soil salinity and soil erosion and it has done
everything it can in respect of this land, short of
setting a precedent that could involve every
landowner in the State. The company has seen fit
to continue with its right to treat the land as
agricultural land-as has every owner of land in
the State.

The company has cleared the land for
agricultural purposes and we as a Government
have done everything possible to prevent it. The
Hon. Lyla Elliott refers to System 6, and I point
out to her that this document has not yet been
accepted by the EPA or the Government and as
such is not a legal document. It is quite wrong to
use it in any way other than a guide at this time
and it certainly should not be used as a firm
reference paper. The report was drawn up in an
endeavour to place recommendations before the
Government, and it involved the work of six or
seven different committees representing all groups
in the community.

The Hon. Peter Dowding interjected.
The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: The proposals

have been put forward and the EPA is now
waiting for public input-the time limit for this
input expired yesterday and then the EPA is to
present a final document to the Government. The
document that the Hon. Lyla Elliott referred to is
not the final document and members should fully
understand that situation. I ask that the record be
put straight and I hope eventually the Hon. Lyla
Elliott will say, "Well done, the Government has
done what it should have done and we look
forward to a new conservation Act. We recognise
the Government has done everything that it can
do regarding this matter".

The Hon. Peter Dowding- You have not done a
damn thing.

THE HON. PETER DOWDING (North) [5.52
p.mn.]: We have seen the craven attitude of the

Government on its knees in front of a company
that has supported it in the past, and ic has not
been prepared to do a thing about this problem. It
has been paralysed, not with the lack of power to
do anything because it has the numbers to put
through a piece of legislation in this House.

The -Hon. G. E. Masters: Have you seen the
land?

The Hon. PETER DOWDING: This Minister
does not particularly care to protect the
environment and he knows that this slice of land
will eventually be taken Out of his electorate.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: Have you seen the
land?

The Hon. PETER DOWDING: Then the
Minister will not claim electoral responsibility for
it.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: Have you seen the
land?.

The Hon. PETER DOWDING: He mouths
these platitudes and says that the Government has
done a good job and distorts the truth because the
realty-

The Hon. G. E. Masters: Have you seen the
land?

The PRESIDENT: Order! I ask the honourable
member to moderate his tone.

The Hon. PETER DOWDING: The Minister
is talking all the time.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: I was talking only to
Hansard.

The PRESIDENT: Order! The member should
ignore the Minister and direct his comments to
the Chair. It is totally unnecessary to use such a
loud volume of voice when addressing me.

The Hon. PETER DOWDING: The Minister
knows that he misled the House by suggesting
that in 1974 the Opposition did not oppose the
measures. In his usual form he is mouthing a few
platitudes. If' we read what our present leader said
on Tuesday 26 November 1974, on page 3671 of
Hansard, we will see that we opposed the
legislation at that time and specifically referred to
the undesirability of handing over what amounted
to a complete and unjustified bit of financial
largesse to the company. He pointed out that the
number of acres to be supplied in fee simple to the
company was outrageous.

If only the Minister had bothered to look at
the records before he came into the House-he is
not only responsible for representing the
electorate, but also he is the Minister responsible
for the issue and he is sd casual and careless that
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he comes into the House and makes a statement
like that.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: That is completely
wrong.

The Hon. PETER DOWDING: Do not enter
this argument. The Minister should know better,
he should know he is making a mistake.

Several members interjected.
The Hon. P. H. Lockyer: Put him out.
The PRESIDENT: Order! I suggest to Mr

Dowding that he moderates his tone and makes
his speech in a presentable manner in this
Chamber instead of making comments which are
designed to provoke interjections from the other
side of the House.

The Hon. PETER DOW DING: If the Minister
had taken the opportunity to read Hansard he
would have seen that in 1977 not only did the
Opposition oppose the amendments introduced
then, but also the Hon. Lyla Elliott specifically
pointed out what the Government was doing.
Perhaps the Minister for Lands was not listening
to what she said then in the same way as he was
probably not listening to the debate today. The
Hon. Lyla Elliott said she was concerned about
this measure and specifically referred to the
attitude of the Premier which has been echoed-

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: How do you think
the Minister could have done his homework when

.she wrote to the President only today?
The Hon. PETER DOWDING: If the Minister

would listen for a second he would hear what I
am saying. In 1977 the Hon. Lyla Elliott pointed
out to the House that the company had been
given an area of land of substantial financial
benefit and it was not fair to the people of
Western Australia or to the people of that area,
because whereas the company was supposed to
have taken this unprofitable enterprise off the
Government's hands and done a jolly good job in
the process, what happened was that the company
took it off the hands of the taxpayer and
proceeded to close the enterprise down and the
people involved lost their jobs. The company then
owned only the land, and the Minister now tells us
that this land is so valuable that the Government
could not afford to buy it back. The debate
referring to this matter is on page 3448 of
Hansard of that year, and the Hon. Lyla Elliott
specifically pointed out those matters.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: Quote them.
The Hon. PETER DOWDING: In 1974 the

Premier said that the taxpayers' money would not
be at risk. It is the taxpayer who has been totally
at risk and who has now suffered a substantial

loss either because of the incompetence of the
Government and the Minister currently in that
portfolio or because the action has been deliberate
and has been to the benefit of a private enterprise
company with which the Government probably
has some attachment. They cannot have it both
ways.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: I object to that.
The Hon. PETER DOWDING: It is a pathetic

excuse for a Minister in charge-

Point of Order

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS:, I think it is quite
wrong and improper to suggest that the
Government has had some attachment with the
company. [I implies some sort of commitment
which is not true at all.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: It certainly looks that
way.

The PRESIDENT: What is the point of order?

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: Mr Dowding is
accusing the Government of having an
attachment with the company and he is
suggesting that it is an improper attachment.

The PRESIDENT: That is not a point of order.

Debate (on motion) Resumed

The Hon. PETER DOWDING: The Minister's
conscience motivates him as he says-

The PRESIDENT: Order! I said there was no
point if order, and that is not a licence for the
honourable member to stand up and proceed to
make provocative comments on my ruling in
regard to that point of order. I suggest that he
confine 'his comments to the motion before the
Chair because that is the subject currently being
discussed.

The Hon. PETER DOWDING: The
Government seeks to justify its total inactivity
over this issue and the Minister specifically
justifies the Parliament's doing nothing at all
about it, and having no idea what to do about it.

The Minister has no idea what he can do about
this matter. The System 6 report says what he can
do, but he has said it is only a preliminary report
and is open for comment. Who on earth does he
expect will comment on it? The reality is that the
System 6 report told him what to do but the
Minister failed to do it and, unlike what has
happened in respect of almost every piece of
legislation that the Government has introduced
since I have been here, the Minister cannot work
out What to do. That is a measure of his personal
incompetence in respect of this issue.

Sitting suspended from 6.0110o 7.30 p.m.
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THE HON. A. A. LEWIS (Lower Central)
[7.30 p.m.): Before dinner, we had the Hon. Peter
Dowding shouting and ranting at this House, and
accusing people of not telling the truth and
distorting the truth, accusing the Minister of
misleading the House, and mouthing
platitudes-the sort of behaviour that we have
come to expect from the member. It may be of
use to explain some of the things that the Hon.
Peter Dowding either did not understand, or will
not understand.

I deal firstly with System 6, 1 thought the
Minister explained the situation extremely
clearly. He said that System 6 is a formation of
ideas of six separate committees, which
information is put to the Government for action
or otherwise. It is a follow on from the
conservation through reserves committee
documents that we had in relation to all other
systems except System 7. The Government of the
day, as you well know, Mr Deputy President ( the
Hon. V. J. Ferry), accepted without query the
documents in relation to the other systems. it
seems that the Government has been proved
wrong in relation to some of them.

To give this Minister his credit, he is conceding
that point. He has thrown it open for public
comment; and the Environmental Protection
Authority has extended the time for public
comment.

Mr Dowding said, "Who is going to make the
comment?" Obviously he does not read the
newspaper to find out who has been asked to
make the comment. Probably he is not making a
comment himself, unless somebody gets behind
him and says, "Look, we ought to be commenting
on System 7", which is the system in the
Ki mberley.

It is most unfair to have the member
denigrating the Minister, shouting and screaming
across the Chamber, when virtually none of his
facts is right.

I have had a certain amount of contact with
Wundowie and its past. The first time [ came into
contact with the charcoal iron industry at
Wundowie was in 1952. The company I was
working for was offered Wundowie for nothing, if
it would run it. For nothing could it take it. It
would not pay a bob for it, because the long-term
economics of charcoal iron were not there. This
company, which was a big steel producer and iron
producer, said, "No go, and we believe you will
not get anybody to takce it over".

It is nonsense for Miss Elliott and Mr Dowding
to say that this Government is not doing anything

about it. This Government has made two attempts
to keep people's jobs, and to keep the Wundowie
charcoal iron industry producing.

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: At great cost to the
State for the subsidies.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I agree, but not
merely the cost to the State. It was costing the
people to run it, and two Labor Governments did
nothing at all about it. They were prepared to let
the State continue to spend £750000 or $1.5
million a year of taxpayers' money. I wish Miss
Elliott had been listening to what I said earlier.
She complains that nobody listens to her, but I do
intently-

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: It made a profit two
years before it was sold.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Two years out of how
many?

The Hon. Peter Dowding: That took the wind
out of his sails!

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: No, it did not. The
Hon. Peter Dowding comes back and wants to
make a big fellow of himself. He did not listen to
the start of my speech. He did not listen to the
history going back to 1952 and probably beyond.
He is prepared to make one of his smart, snide
comments, and try to mislead the House by
making that comment. It is a pity that we have
members who will speak on subjects about which
they know absolutely nothing. At least Miss
Elliott had done some research. Mr Dowding
spoke when he knew absolutely nothing about it.

The Hon. P. G. Pendal: He kept referring to
her for his speech.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: I do not think he had
ever heard of system reports until today.

The IHon. A. A. LEWIS: I am sure he does not
know anything about them. It may well be that
Mr Dowding-

The Hon. Peter Dowding: Surely the Ministers
are prepared to back their departments?

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Again the member
shows his absolute and total ignorance of how the
system works in regard to System 6 and System 7.

The Hon. Peter Dowding: It is the Minister's
own incompetence that he has admitted tonight.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Here we go. He is
changing back again. If he changes much more,
he will have gone through 180 degrees and caught
up with himself.

The Hon. 0. E. Masters: And finally
disappeared.
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The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: The only reason I rose
to my feet was that the H-In. Peter Dowding-

The Hon. Peter Dowding: You are easily
encouraged!

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I happen to want the
record to be straight.

The Hon. Peter Dowding: Cannot the Minister
do that?

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: He attempted to do
it-

The Hon. R. Hetherington: But he did not do a
very good job.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: -and the Hon. Peter
Dowding shouted over the top of everybody
because his tone of voice becomes louder and
louder if he has no argument. If he has an
argument he keeps at a reasonable level, If he has
no argument he shouts and rants. Tonight's
speech was a perfect example of that.

The Hon. Peter Dowding: I can understand
your sensitivity.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I am not sensitive
about it at all. The Minister and this Government
have done what the Labor Government never did.

The Hon. Peter Dowding: What have they
done?

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: The Hawke and
Tonkin Labor Governments just said, "Let the
taxpayers pay, and continue to do so". They did
not make an effort to do a damn thing about it.

Here is a junior member who comes into the
place with absolutely no knowledge of the subject
and criticises this Government, when the present
Minister has rollowed-

The Hon. Peter Dowding: Oh, he is weak!

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Not nearly as weak as
the member. At least he is not weak in the head in
an argument, as the member is.

The Hon. Peter Dowding: He vacillates.
The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: That sort of

interjection shows what the Government has to
deal with on the Opposition side.

The Hon. R. Hetherington: We recognise that
they are vacillating.

The Hon. Peter Dowding: What has he done
about the situation? No doubt you will tell us in
due course.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: The Hon. Peter
Dowding does not know anything about System 6.
He has proved that by his speech and his
interjctions tonight. He does not understand how
it works.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: He will ask in a
minute where System 7 is.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: He may well ask me
where System 7 is. I am prepared to put in a
submission for him, because his knowledge of
environmental matters is lacking. Certainly that is
shown by his arguments tonight.

We talk about taxpayers. We talk about the
taxpayers' money. We talk about the
agreements-

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: And the Government
does not worry about the taxpayers' money very
much.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: Who does not?
The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: That is extremely

interesting when we talk about $1.5 million a year
since 1952, and we have had at least two Labor
Governments since then. Pray God we will not
have another one for another 30 years. if the sort
of nonsense we are receiving from the Opposition
tonight is an example of the ability of a Labor
Government.

We are talking about losses or 51.5 million a
year, and the Labor Governments would do
nothing about them. This Government has made
two attempts-not one but two attempts-to
place people in work and to find companies that
will pick up an agreement. I agree with Miss
Elliott that the Government offered very
favourable terms. Gee, they would have to be
favourable terms to take on a 51.5 million a year
loss!

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: I told you it was making
a profit the two years before.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: That was not a loss of
$1.5 million a year. Let us put Miss Elliott right,
because she reads the figures without the wipe
offs and the reductions all the way through. if she
follows the history of the Wundowie iron project,
she will find-and I will not be crucified for
$100 000 here or there-that the loss is in the
vicinity of $1.5 million.

The I-In. J1. M. Brown: Are they accumulated
losses?

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Per annum.
Successive Governments have been picking up
that loss. This Government made a genuine effort
to keep people in their jobs and to keep the
company going by giving it to another company.

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: "Giving it" are the
words.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I do not mind if the
Government gives it away. As I say, the leading
steel company in Australia would not take it as a
gift, and yet Miss Elliott is criticising the
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Government for not getting something out of it.
Thai is the attitude of the Opposition, because a
major company-

The I-In. Peter Dowding: What were they
going to do when they took it? Were they going to
provide jobs for people; and, if so, did they?

The IHIn. A. A. LEWIS: Yes, they did.

The Hon. Peter Dowding: When did they cease
doing it?

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: They continued as
long as they possibly could.

The Hon. Peter Dowding: That was two years
or three years, was it?

The Hon. G. E. Masters: No-1974 to 1981 or
1975 to 1981-add it up.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: Let us not bring
mathematics into it with Mr Dowding, because he
cannot evcn fill out a ]Otto form. He told us he
does not understand it. He admitted that in this
Chamber. He will not understand that two and
two make four.

The Hon. Peter Dowding: It is the cretinous
repetition of your argument that is the same as
the system of lotto.

The Hon. P. G. Pendal: That is pretty good, in
your case.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (the Hon. V. J.
Ferry) Order! I ask the Hon. A. A. Lewis to
continue.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I have plenty of time,
Mr Deputy President. I am quite happy to come
back tomorrow.

We will continue until we get the story over
without being interrupted. On two occasions, i n
1974 and in 1977, this Government attempted
new initiatives to try to reach an economic
proposition for the Wundowie venture. There
were some of us with past experience in the
industry who did not believe the Government
would succeed, but we had to admire it for giving
it a go. It tried to keep people in employment and
to save taxpayers' money.

The Hon. Peter Dowding: They did it in a
short-sighted way.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: The Hon. Peter
Dowding thinks the Government's attitude was
short-sighted.

The Hon. Peter Dowding: I didn't say that.
The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: It is typical of his

attitude when a private company is involved and
not a socialistic grab.

The Hon. Peter Dowding: I didn't say that.

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: He continues to go on
with that sort of nonsense.

The Hon. Peter Dowding interjected.
The Hion. A. A. LEWIS: If he wants to raise

his voice I will raise mine to put him in his place.
The Hon. Peter Dowding: I said they did it in a

short-sighted way.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (the Hon. V. J.

Ferry): Order!
The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: The Labor Party is

totally on the horns of a dilemma. At the time all
this occurred I believe Wundowie was in the seat
of Avon, and I am sure the member for Avon in
another place wanted the people of the area to
work in the industry. We have had here an
outrageous attempt to blackguard the Minister
who has done everything-

The Hon. Peter Dowding: Come on!
The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: -humanly possible

because the town happens to be in his electorate.
He happens to work for his electorate, not like
those who mouth off in this place and do not
consider the history of the area or the history of
their own party i~n this matter. The Labor Party
took not one initiative in regard to this industry.

The Hon. Peter Dowding: That's not so.
The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: I am talking about

the period since 1952. As I said before, neither
the Hawke Government nor the Tonkin
Government took one initiative in relation to this
industry. I realise, like the Hon. Peter Dowding,
that the Labor Party has no initiative of its
own-its members are only knockers.

The Hon. Peter Dowding: Your Government
has done nothing since 1974 except give things
away. Your Government has done nothing but
abandon-

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (the Hon. V. J.
Ferry): Order!

The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: The record shows the
Court Government has made an attempt; okay.
the attempts made were doomed to failure-

The Hon. Peter Dowding: Pathetic!
The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: -as history shows.
The Hon. Peter Dowding: As the Opposition

warned.
The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: It is all very well for

the Hon. Peter Dowding to shout and scream-
The Hon. R. Hetherington: He wasn't shouting

and screaming.
The Hon. A. A. LEWIS: -about what the

Labor Party warned. What did the Tonkin
Government do?
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The Hon. Peter Dowding: What we warned
occurred.

The Hon, A. A. LEWIS: What initiative did
the Tonkin Government take?

Several members interjected.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT. Order! The
Council will come to order. The Hon. A. A. Lewis
will resume his seat for a moment. An
opportunity exists during the course of a debate
for members to make their own contributions
without being interrupted mercilessly by other
members. On many occasions the President has
requested the member on his feet to confine his
remarks to the matter before the Chair, and
certainly not incite interjections. The Hon. A. A.
Lewis.

The Hon. A. A. LEWiS: Thank you for your
protection, Sir. Again I will outline the position:
Neither the Hawke Government nor the Tonkin
Government took any initiative-not one. When
the Court Government came to power it twice
tried, albeit unsuccessfully, to maintain the
charcoal iron industry, keep people in
employment, and save the taxpayers'
money-that is what the Labor Party is
complaining about tonight. Its members have
been hypocritical in the extreme. Governments of
their colour made not even an effort to keep the
industry going. 1 oppose the motion completely.

THE HON. LVLA ELLIOTT (North-East
Metropolitan) [7.48 p.m.J: I shall be brief because
I realise we have a great deal of business to get
through tonight. I do not feel any of the speakers
from the other side in any way contributed
anything constructive or sensible to this debate.

The IHon. P. G. Pendal: We embarrassed you.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: I was not
embarrassed because I presented the facts, which
members of the other side did not do.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: I gave you the facts,
all the details and the figures.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: The Minister did
not give me the facts. Speakers from the other
side were not able to say that what I presented to
the Chamber was incorrect. In fact, the
Government is very embarrassed by this situation.

The Hon. R. H-etherington: Well it might be.
The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: Mr Oliver sought

to blame the Shire of Toodyay-

The Hon. G. E. Masters: He didn't blame the
shire, he just said that it could have taken some
action.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: The shire will be
interested to read the remarks of Mr Oliver. The

Shire of Toodyay has been concerned by this
matter and has asked the Government for some
time to take action. The Government has not
taken action and the council has been forced to
consider legal action or whatever else it can do. I
understand some fund raising has been conducted
in order to finance any legal action the shire may
take in regard to this matter.

If it were a matter to which only the shire
should attend, why did the Department of
Fisheries and Wildlife, the Department of
Conservation and Environment and the
committee producing the relevant
recommendation for the System 6 report beg the
Government to do something to protect the
reserves? The local authority and other bodies
have asked the Government to extend the reserves
to provide a buffer zone around the springs. The
point Mr Oliver made was not right. The
protection is not the responsibility of the shire; it
is the responsibility of this Government, and it has
failed to act properly.

Mr Masters tried to indicate that, because the
Labor Party did not seek a division when the
original Bill was put to the vote, we did not
oppose the Bill. His argument is specious and was
a dishonest way of dealing with the issue. The
Minister knows quite well, as the Hon. Peter
Dowding indicated when he quoted the debate in
the Assembly, the Labor Party strongly opposed
the original sale of the Wundowie charcoal iron
works to Agnew Clough Ltd. The point was made
clear in debates in this Parliament. As Mr
Dowding said, the point that the present Leader
of the Opposition in another place, Mr Brian
Burke, picked on was the question of the large
amount of land the company would acquire in fee
simple. That question is most relevant to this
debate. It is no good the Minister trying to say
the Labor Party in 1974 did not oppose the Bill. It
is quite dishonest to present that impression. Of
course, in 1977 when on behalf of the Opposition
in this Chamber I had to handle the Hill
amending the agreement-the Hon. Ian Medcalf
will remember-we debated this matter long and
hard across the Chamber.

The Hon. I. G. Medcalf: You are quite right.

The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: I opposed it very
strongly because I felt at the time it was
unreasonable to give the company all those
concessions such as the waiving of the $700 000
loan repayment, the increasing of the subsidy, and
the waiving of the pay-roll tax without any job
security for the workforce. All this occurred when
the agreement was amended to relieve the
company from the obligation to continue
production after a certain time. When this
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occurred I could foresee what happened in
January of this year. In 1977 1 said it was quite
unreasonable to pour millions of dollars of
taxpayers' money into this private company
without the guarantee that the people working for
the company would retain their jobs. As I
predicted, the works closed down, and that
occurred this year. People were put out of work in
spite of the injection of subsidies by the Liberal
Government.

Not only did the people lose their jobs, but also
the company was left with that valuable land. It
was left with nearly 4 000 hectares, 3 000 of
which is situated in the Toodyay Shire. As I have
said, some of the land was sold for $1.3 million,
that land being only part of the total area the
company purchased from the Government for just
over $56 000. That situation is scandalous and
indicates a dereliction of duty on the part of this
Government in that it allowed that sort of thing to
happen. This Government disposed of land to a
private company without attaching any strings
whatsoever and sat back while that land was
resold to another company. The Government
knew full well as far back as 1975 that the area
contained two important flora and fauna areas
which needed protection. The Government's
attention was drawn to this point not only by the
department, but also by farmers in the area, and
the people who live in Toodyay. who have a real
love for the area. The Hon. G. E. Masters would
have to agree with me on that point; the people of
Toodyay have a strong feeling about this area.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: Yes.
The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: It is not only

important to the people of Toodyay, but also
significant and important as a reserve to this
State.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: Yes.
The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: It was

irresponsible of the Government-
The Hon. G. E. Masters: 1 wouldn't agree

there.
The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: -to allow the

sale to go through without some protection for the
flora and fauna of the area.

The Hon. Sandy Lewis made his usual
blustering speech-it contained nothing but
bluster. He spoke about saving taxpayers' money;
that is a joke if ever I have heard one. This
Government has been the highest taxing
Government in the history of Western Australia.
It is not backward when it comes to imposing
increases in taxes and charges on the people of
this State. As I tried to convey by way of
interjection, the company made profits in the two

years before it was sold to Agnew Clough Ltd.
which I am sure would not have been interested in
purchasing the company if it had for the previous
couple of years made a loss of $1 million.
Obviously Agnew Clough Ltd. thought it could
make a go o f the busi ness;, i t woulId not h ave taken
it over if it thought the business could make a
loss.

I do not have much more to add because I
made most of my points when I moved the
motion. The Government has been culpable and
negligent;, it should have taken action long before
this. It is no good leaving the matter in the hands
of the local authority, and it is not coo late to cake
action. Although much clearing has been carried
out, if the Government acts soon to impose some
sort of restriction on further clearing it is possible,
as I am told by people with some expertise in this
field, for the area to regenerate and to save the
two springs from salinity. Unless the clearing is
stopped immediately we can kiss goodbye to these
two important areas, especially to the wildlife
they support. In particular, I refer to the rare
freshwater crayfish found only in this area of
Western Australia.

Iappeal to the Government: Instead of
continuing with its present craven attitude
towards big business it should take action to
protect this area for the people of this State. It
should not allow big business to walk all over it.

The IHIn. 0. E. Masters: That's not true.
The PRESIDENT: Order!
The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT: I appeal to the

Government to take action to protect this
important area for the people of Western
Australia.

Motion, by leave, withdrawn.

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND) BILL

Receipt and First Readintg

Bill received from the Assembly; and, on
mocion by the Hon. I. G. Medcalf (Leader of the
House), read a first time.

Second Reading
THE HON 1. C. MEDCALF (Metropolitan-

Leader of the House) [8.01 p.m.1: I move-
That the Bill be now read a second time.

Members may recall that in presenting the Supply
Bill earlier this year, I drew attention to the new
format of drafting and wording of that Bill. This
has been carried on with this Appropriation Bill
and it will be noted that the wording is in much
clearer terms as part of the on-going review of the
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format and presentation of all financial
measures. While the wording has been clarified,
there has been no change Lo the intent and
purpose of the Bill.

Full details of the 198 1-82 Budget were tabled
in this House on 14 October 1981, and have been
subject to close examination by members.

This Bill seeks appropriation of the sums
required for the services of the current Financial
year as detailed in the Estimates. It makes
provision also for the grant of supply to complete
requirements for 198 1-8 2.

Included in the expenditure estimates of
$2 072.132 million is an amount of $215.152
million permanently appropriated under special
Acts, leaving a balance of $1 856.980 million
which is to be appropriated in a manner shown in
a schedule to the Bill.

Supply of $900 million has been granted
already under the Supply Act 1981. Hence,
further supply of $956.980 million has been
provided for in the Bill.

Provision has been made also for a further
grant of supply of $40 million from the public
account for advance to the Treasurer which is to
supplement the sum of $45 million already
granted under the Supply Act.

In addition to authorising the provision of funds
for the current year. the Bill seeks ratification of
the amounts spent during 1980-81 *in excess of the
Estimates for that year. Details of these excesses
are given in the relevant schedule to the Bill.

I commend the Bill to the House.

THE HION. J. M. BERINSON (North-East
Metropolitan) [8.03 p.m.]: Because of the way in
which appropriation Bills are dealt with in this
House, a debate on these Bills would cover no
different ground from that already being covered
in the general Estimates debate.

The Opposition has made clear on numerous
occasions its attitude that the Upper House, for
reasons which are well known, should not carry on
with money Bills as though it were entitled to do
other than accept what has been agreed to by the
people's House, which is the Legislative
Assembly.

For those reasons, the Opposition will certainly
not oppose this Bill, but more than that, it would
not wish to see its passage delayed.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.

Bill passed through Committee without debate,
reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by the Hon. 1.

G, Medcalf (Leader of the House), and passed.

APPROPRIATION (GENERAL
LOAN FUND) DILL

Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Assembly; and, on
motion by the H-on. 1. G. Medcalf (Leader of the
House), read a First time.

Second Reading
THE HON. 1. G. MEDCALF (Metropolitan-

Leader of the House) [8.05 p.m.]: I move-

Thai the Bill be now read a second time.
Members will be aware that the printed Loan
Estimates and the Treasurer's speech were tabled
in this House on 20 October last, thus obviating
the necessity for me to detail the measures as
outlined in those papers. It is my intention,
therefore, to maintain the established practice
adopted in this Chamber and confine any remarks
to the particular provisions contained in the Bill.

The main purpose of the Bill is to appropriate
from the General Loan Fund the sums required to
carry out works and services detailed in the Loan
Estimates. Of the total finance required for the
planned works programme, an amount of
$151.474 million is to be supplied from the
General Loan Fund. Full details of the
programme are set out in the Estimates together
with the source of funds employed. The amount to
be provided from General Loan Fund, which is
subject to appropriation in this Bill, is clearly
identified.

Supply of $75 million has already been granted
in the Supply Act 1981, and the Bill now under
consideration seeks further supply of S76.474
million. The total of these two sums, namely
$15 1.474 million is to be appropriated for the
purposes and services expressed in schedule I of
the Bill.

As well as authorising the provision of funds for
the present financial year, the measure seeks
ratification of amounts spent during 1980-81 in
excess of the Estimates for that year. Details of
these excesses are given in schedule 2 of the Bill.

I commend the Bill to the House.
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THE HION. N. E. BAXTER (Central) [8.07
p.m.]: In supporting ibis measure I rise to express
my disappointment with one aspect of the
expenditure of the Loan Fund. I note that nothing
has been allocated this year for the continuation
of the north block of the Royal Perth Hospital.
The construction of the north block was approved
in late 1974, some lime before the construction of
other hospitals was approved; but Royal Perth
Hospital has had the short end of the stick
because the Loan Fund moneys were cut off by
the Federal Government.

This year $300 000 has been allocated for an
investigation into cost-saving measures with the
continued construction of the north block. The
north block is a must for the future of the State,
not just the metropolitan area, but for the future
of super speciality services in Western Australia.

If members wcre to go to Royal Perth Hospital
and inspect the way in which some of those super
speciality services are carried out and the
conditions under which people must work, they
would be absolutely astounded. These highly
qualified people have been heartened to some
extent by the commencement of the north block,
and the building must continue because we can ill
afford to lose these people.

As soon as the Government can see its way
clear to provide money for the completion of t he
north block, the cheaper and more beneficial it
will be to Western Australia.

THE I-ON. NEIL OLIVER (West) [8.11
p.m.]: I would like to speak to the item on page
27 under the heading "Other Buildings" and the
subheading "Midland Offices $400 000". I am a
little concerned that in an area such as Midland
where there is more than ample office
accommodation-in fact there is a surplus at
present-the Governmnet has allocated $400 000
to be spent on office accommodation. I presume
that allocation is for the commencement of those
buildings in 1981-82 and that the amount spent
will be in excess of that figure.

I am concerned that these funds are being
expended at a time when they could be well used
in other areas, as the IHon. Norman Baxter has
just outlincd. I Find it difficult to reconcile myself
with the allocation of funds for the Midland
offices at a time when there are tight monetary
controls on Government spending.

THE HON. TOM KNIGHT (South) [8.13
p.m.]: I spoke on the Estimates of Revenue and
Expenditure and mentioned the port authorities
on which this Government has expended rather
massive funds for their establishment.

I mentioned to the House the possible closure
of the Port of Albany which has been of concern
to me. I would like to bring to the attention of the
House the fact that this situation is a possibility
and it means that if moneys are expended for the
purpose of increasing and extending port
facilities, it will be money wasted if the port is not
utilised.

At the time I spoke I mentioned that the
waterside workers were prepared to work on a
casual labour basis to ensure the continuation of
the port. The Fremantle Port should pay the
penalty for resources shipped from that port.

A further suggestion I wish to make is that the
Fremantle Port Authority should be in charge and
control of all port authorities, with the existing
boards to remain with the regional ports, with at
least a chairman and a secretary as
representatives on an overall single port authority.
This would ensure that the charges at all ports
would be the same and would be a step towards a
decentralised industry. It would guarantee that
the ports of Albany, Esperance, Bunbury, and
Geraldton would be used and the port facilities
would be utilised.

Over the years we have seen a downturn in the
use of regional ports and a loss of jobs in those
areas. If we look at an overall port authority
control board, with representatives from the
regional ports making their inputs, it would mean
that the authority could stabilise the cost of
shipping, wharfage, and associated costs.
Therefore, the Port of Fremnantle would not be
able to control, consolidate, and capitalise on the
export of all produce from Western Australia, to
the detriment of the regional outports.

Question put and passed.

Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.

Hill passed through Committee without debate,
reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading

Bill read a third time, on motion by the Hon. 1.
G. Medcalf (Leader of the House), and passed.

LOAN BILL

Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Assembly; and, on
motion by the Hon. 1. G. Medcalf (Leader of the
House), read a First time.
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Second Reading
THE HON. 1. Q. MEDCALF (Metropolitan-

Leader of the House) [8.19 pm.]: I move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

This Bill makes provision for the raising of loans
to Finance certain works and services as detailed
in the Estimates of Expenditure from the General
Loan Fund as tabled in this House on Tuesday,
20 October. It seeks to provide authority for the
raising of loans not exceeding $91 million for the
purposes listed in the first schedule.

It should be noted that the borrowing authority
sought for each of the several works and services
listed in the schedule will not necessarily coincide
with the estimated expenditure on that item in the
current year. This situation arises because it is
necessary to provide for sufficient borrowing
authority to enable works of a continuing nature
to be maintained for a period of about six months
after the close of the financial year. Also, the
unexpended balance of' previous authorisations
must be taken into account.

This action ensures continuity of works in
progress pending the passage of next year's Loan
Bill -and is in accordance with usual practice.

Details of the condition of the various loan
authorities are set out in pages 42 to 45 of the
Loan Estimates. These pages also show
information relating to the appropriation of loan
repayments received in 1980-81; the allocation of
Commonwealth general purpose capital grants;
and the distribution of $2 828 million transferred
from the balance of earnings on the investment of
cash balances to 30 June 1981.

The main purpose of this Bill is to provide the
necessary authority to raise loans to help finance
the State's capital works programme. As usual,
the required borrowings will be undertaken by the
Commonwealth Government, which acts for all
States in arranging new borrowings, conversions,
renewals and redemptions of existing loans.

This function of the Commonwealth
Government is exercised under the terms of the
1927 financial agreement and within the total
borrowings programme for all States as
determined by the Australian Loan Council. The
Loan Council also prescribes the terms and
conditions attached to the loan raisings.

For the benefit of the House, I make mention
of the rather recent change in the means by which
the Cormmonwealth undertakes borrowings on our
behalf. Traditionally, these funds have been
raised by way of periodic public loans. However,
in April 1980, the Commonwealth, with the
agreement of the Loan Council, introduced a tap

system for selling its bonds. Under this
arrangement Commonwealth stock is now
continually on issue and borrowings are taken up
throughout the year, in contrast to the previous
system of rather infrequent cash loans.

This new system is designed to achieve a more
even flow of funds and avoid instability which has
sometimes been generated in the past as a result
of unusually large and concentrated loan raisings.
It is also geared to react more keenly to market
conditions, by providing for ready adjustment of
yields to match investor expectations.

In its first I8 months of operation the tap
system has met with mixed success. With volatile
interest levels internationally and uncertainty as
to appropriate rates on the domestic scene, the
system has been severely tested.

Some serious reservations regarding the
manner in which the system has been managed to
date have been expressed by the Treasurer, who
has been successful in obtaining agreement .for a
full review of its operations at the next meeting of
Loan Council.

Under a long-standing arrangement the
Commonwealth Government, from its own
resources, will subscribe any shortfall to complete
the financing of the overall borrowing programme
of the States. These special loans are made on
terms and conditions similar to those prevailing
for the previous Commonwealth public loans
raised in Australia and are allocated to the States
as part of their normal borrowing allocation, This
support is of great benefit to the States as it
enables Us to proceed with a planned programme
of works secure in the knowledge that the full
Loan Council allocation will be forthcoming.

In addition, the Commonwealth Government
provides by way of a capital grant a proportion of
the total programme for State Governments
agreed by Loan Council. These grants now
constitute one-third of each State's total
programme and arc intended to assist in financing
capital works, such as schools and institutions,
from which debt charges are not normally
recoverable.

At its June 1981 meeting the Australian Loan
Council approved a total State Government
programme of $1 307 million for 1981-82. the
same level as the previous year, made up of two.
thirds borrowings-S87 1 million-and one-
third-$436 million-capital grant. Western
Australia's allocation is $80.6 million and $40.3
million respectively.

This decision has impacted on the State's works
programme and was covered in some depth by the
Treasurer when introducing the Appropriation
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(General Loan Fund) Bill. Under a gentlemen's
agreement originating in 1936, the Loan Council
approves an aggregrate annual borrowing
programme for those semi-government and local
authorities wishing to raise in excess of $1.2
million in new borrowings during the financial
year. The Loan Council has set a total borrowing
programme of $1 292 million for these larger
authorities in 1981-82, of which Western
Australia has been allocated $101.6 million.

The basic programme remains at the same level
as in 1980-81-namely, $75 million-but is
supplemented by a temporary addition of $26.6
million for rehabilitation and upgrading of the
railway between Kwinana and Koolyanobbing.

A sum of SI121.2 million will be available to the
State in 198 1-82 under the special infrastructure
borrowing programme for the following
purposes-

$113.2 million to the State Energy
Commission for the Damupier to Perth gas
pipeline, Muja stage "D3", conversion of the
Kwinana Power Station, and the Pilbara
region power integration projects;

$1.6 million for country areas and town
water supplies to provide water for the
Worsley alumina project;

$1.6 million for the Industrial Lands
Development Authority for works at Jervoise
Bay; and,

$4.8 million for the Nickol Bay Hospital at
Karratha.

Details of the borrowing programme of larger
authorities in 198 1-82, including infrastructure
borrowings, are set out on page 46 of the Loan
Estimates.

No overall limit is set on borrowings by
authorities seeking less than $1.2 million, though
the terms and conditions of the gentlemen's
agreement apply to such borrowings. The
programmes for State authorities in this category
are detailed on page 47 of the Loan Estimates.
Again, this year continuing strong competition in
the market for capital funds is expected to present
some difficulties for both large and small
authorities in filling their loan programmes.

This tight market situation not only is the result
of the demands of State authorities to service the
needs of population growth and development, but
also reflects the influence of some major changes
in the allocation of loan programmes by the
Commonwealth.

In recent years the Commonwealth's policy of
expanding State authority programmes as an
alternative to growth in State loan programmes

has greatly increased pressure on the semi-
government market. Further, the entry of
Commonwealth authorities into this already
overcrowded areas has heightened the competition
for available funds.

In the face of such tight conditions, it is the
smaller States such as Western Australia which
find themselves at the end of the queue, and their
task in locating funds is made just that much
more difficult. The recent volatility in the level of
interest rates has added to our problems in this
area and the Government therefore is anxious to
see an early return to stability in the capital
market. To this end this State will continue to
press the Commonwealth Government to have full
regard for our needs in its management of interest
rate policy.

The Bill makes provision also for an
appropriation from the Consolidated Revenue
Fund to meet interest and sinking fund on loans
raised under this and previous Loan Acts.

I commend the Bill to the House.
Question put and passed.
Bill read a second time.

In Committee, etc.
Bill passed through Committee Without debate,

reported without amendment, and the report
adopted.

Third Reading
Bill read a third time, on motion by the Hon. 1.

G. Medcalf (Leader of the House), and passed.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL:
150TH ANNIVERSARY

February 1982 Sitting:
Assembly's Message

Message from the Assembly received and read
as follows-

The Legislative Assembly notes the
content of the Legislative Council's Message
No. 99 and informs the Legislative Council
that it will take action appropriate to the
recognition of the important historical event,
the 150th Anniversary of the first meeting of
the Legislative Council in Western Australia.

LOTTERIES (CONTROL)
AMENDMENT BILL

Receipt and First Reading

Bill received from the Assembly; and, on
motion by the Hon. D. K. Dans (Leader of the
Opposition), read a first time.
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Second Reading
THE HION. Dl. K. DANS (South Metro-

politan-Leader of the Opposition) 18.29 p.m.]: I
move-

That the Bill be now read a second time.

The purpose of this simple Bill is to allow bingo to
be played on licensed club premises. At present,
the Lotteries (Control) Act bans bingo on licensed
premises. Bingo was legalised in 1972 by the
Tonkin Labor Government as a fund-raising
measure for charitable organisations, including
social and sporting clubs. The ban on the playing
of the game on licensed premises was imposed by
the Legislative Council of the day.

In 1978, in response to considerable community
pressure, a Labor member of the Legislative
Council, the Hon. Grace Vaughan, introduced a
private member's Bill to remove the ban.
However, it was voted out after almost no debate
because of a drafting technicality.

Following the recent Government committee of
inquiry into the Liquor Act, it was widely
expected that, in conjunction with amendments to
that Act, the Government would bring forward
legislation to end the bingo ban. However, it did
not do so, despite the recommendation of the
committee of inquiry that the ban be lifted.

This was the only recommendation of the
committee of inquiry that the Government did not
adopt, and the Chief Secretary failed to give any
reason for the Government's rejection of this
solitary recommendation. His only comment on it
when introducing the Liquor Bill was that "the
Government and its supporters have decided not
to put forward an amendment". The Parliament
certainly deserved a fuller explanation than that.

The Opposition therefore puts forward this Bill
to rectify the Government's unexplained omission
and in .response to considerable community
demand.

The reasons for the introduction of the ban are
difficult to fathom, even after a reading of the
1972 debates on the legalisation of bingo. There
does not appear ever to have been any eammunity
demand for this prohibition. Since that time, no-
one to my knowledge has spoken up strongly in
support of the ban. Certainly, when Mrs
Vaughan's Bill was before the Legislative Council
in 1978, no-one spoke up in favour of the ban.
The sole reason for the Bilk' demise was its
deficient drafting. As I said a few moments ago,
the Government has not offered a single reason to
adopt the recommendation of the Liquor Act
committee of inquiry that the ban be lifted.
However, there has been considerable demand,

particularly from licensed clubs and from country
areas, for the ban to be ended.

In 1977, Mrs Vaughan, on behalf of the State
Parliamentary Labor Party, wrote to 360 clubs
about the ban. Of these clubs, 252--or 70 per
cent-replied. Only five said they were not
interested in the removal of the ban. The
remainder-]182 country clubs and 65
metropolitan clubs-said they wanted the ban to
go.

Following the introduction of this measure in
another place last month, the Leader of the
Opposition wrote to all the 323 clubs currently
licensed in the State. To date, he has received
replies from 96-a 30 per cent response. Though
this might seem a relatively low response, it is in
fact quite good, because the clubs have had
slightly less than three weeks in which to respond.

Of the 96 clubs which have replied to date, only
one has expressed opposition to this move. The
others support it wholeheartedly.

The letters circulated to all members recently
by the Association of Licensed Clubs
demonstrated the depth of feeling amongst these
voluntary community organisations in favour of
the change my Bill proposes. At present many
clubs with comfortable, modern, licensed premises
have to hire other premises-many of them of an
inferior standard-to cater for the demand from
their members for bingo. This sort of situation
exists for no good reason.

it could not be argued that people playing
bingo on licensed premises will have too much to
drink and wager more than they can afford to
lose. When bingo is being played for 20c a card, it
is hard to lose much money. In any case, if this
argument were to be advanced seriously, it would
also have to be argued that alcohol should not be
sold at racecourses or trotting tracks and that
TAB agencies should not be permitted in or near
hotels.

Gambling is permitted on racehorses, pacers,
the dogs, and in connection with lotteries. The
Government agencies-the Lotteries Commission
and the Totalisator Agency Board-spend
thousands of dollars annually advertising their
particular forms of gambling and pushing people
to participate.

The Government officially acknowledges and
tolerates the existence of illegal gambling casinos,
which turn over millions of dollars each year. It is
well known that as soon as the Premier retires the
Government will move to legalise those casinos.

The Hon. N. F. Moore: Rubbish!
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The Hon. D. K. DANS: Therefore, an
argument against this Bill can hardly be advanced
on the basis of community opposition to
gambling. In addition, since bingo already is legal
on unlicensed premises, it cannot be argued that
this is an unwarranted extension of gambling.
This Bill merely seeks to extend the range of
premises on which an already legal activity may
be carried out and to improve the physical
surroundings in which those who like to play
bingo may do so.

The Bill itself is relatively simple. It seeks to
alter section 18 of the Lotteries (Control) Act by
inserting two new subsections which will give the
Lotteries Commission the right to grant to the
holder of a club licence or to the nominee of a
club a permit to conduct bingo on licensed
premises, subject to conditions. These conditions
are-

that the proceeds be applied only for the
benefit of the club; and

that the participants in the game may be
only members of the club and their guests to
a maximum of three guests per member.

The commission also may impose whatever other
terms and conditions it sees fit.

The adoption of this legislation will meet a
clear community demand without any ill-effects. I
commend the Bill to the House.

THE HON. W. R. WITHERS (North) [8.35
p.m.): I intend to vote for this Bill. I went along
with the previous opposition to the Bill presented
some years ago because I firmly believed that the
principles espoused at that time were quite real
and that it would be unfair to allow licensed clubs
to conduct bingo in opposition to charitable
organisations which may wish to use bingo as a
source of funding. I thought this would be the
case in the region I represent, but in practice it
has not worked that way at all.

In fact, if I had my way I would endeavour to
open up the game of bingo in hotels as well. I can
imagine the sort of response I would receive if I
tried to introduce an amendment at this time, so I
will refrain from doing so. Had the Bill been
presented earlier in the session I would have
moved the appropriate amendment.

Clubs and hotels in country regions are the
social focal points. If we give people something to
do by way of a social outlet they will not drink as
much. To me it is a sad and sorrowful thing to see
people standing at bars of hotels and clubs just
drinking with little or no social intercourse other
than how much they drank the night before, or
what time they left the pub. If we allow people to
have some form of entertainment such as bingo in

clubs and hotels we would have a much healthier
atmosphere than just having a place in which to
drink.

I believe I have said sufficient and I think
someone is tugging at my sleeve to have me sit
down.' I wholeheartedly agree with the suggestion
being made and I agree with the Bill before us.

THE HON. N. E. BAXTER (Central) [8.38
p.m.]: I can see little harm in this Bill. When a
similar Bill was introduced in 1972 bingo was an
almost unknown quantity in this State. We did
not know how far the game would extend. Over
the intervening period it has been played by
organisations for charitable purposes and mostly
has been played in rather small, dingy, and
draughty halls; they are very cold in winter and as
hot as Hades in summer. The conditions have
been very inconvenient and uncomfortable for
those playing bingo, and mostly they are elderly
people.

These people have been unable to play the
game in the more reasonable and perhaps air-
conditioned licensed club premises. They have had
to resort to playing bingo in some of the halls we
can see along Benara Road. The people put up
with these shabby conditions in order to play
bingo. They do so for the enjoyment of the game
and to raise funds for charitable or local purposes.

I can see little harm in people playing bingo on
licensed premises. When one considers the general
gambling that goes on in Western Australia, as
enumerated in the Leader of the Opposition's
second reading speech, we realise there is
gambling associated with racing, trotting, the
dogs, lotto, and lotteries. At the same time we
seem to jib at this minor type of gambling. People
are not playing for big stakes; there is no reason
to believe that people playing bingo will injure the
livelihood of their loved ones. I see nothing wrong
with the idea.

Some of our country clubs have long suffered
financially, particularly the bowling clubs. They
spend a lot of money on facilities so that they can
become licensed premises, and they have suffered
because of the inroads made on their sales by
having RTA officers hanging about outside
waiting to apprehend members as they leave. The
RTA has frightened the living daylights out of
many club members, who no longer have too
many drinks for fear of being apprehended.

All this has affected the clubs very badly and
some of them are virtually existing from hand to
mouth. If they can raise a little extra money from
bingo I say, "Good luck to them". This Bill will
help them, and so I support it-
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THE HON. G. E. MASTERS (West-Minister
for Fisheries and Wildlife) [8.41 p.m.]: Quite
honestly I do not reel very strongly about this
issue, and we have discussed it on other occasions.
We have to cast our minds back to when the
previous Bill was opposed. I might add that this
Bill will be treated as an extension of the Liquor
Bill by the Government parties.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Let us hope you measure
up as you did on that occasion. If you do, you will
do me.

The Hon. J. M. Berinson: Do you mean there
will be a free vote, unlike there is on other
measures?

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: I said there was
no party line on this Bill.

For a long time bingo has been treated as a
means of raising funds, and I suppose it will
continue to be so treated, whatever the result of
this Bill. I understand that it was a deliberate
intention of this House to limit the playing of
bingo to the benefit of charitable organisations; to
set it aside for those groups which have relatively
limited sources of income. I am speaking now of
church groups, community service groups, youth
groups, and the like. The decision was made so
that there would be an opportunity for charitable
groups to raise funds.

If we allow bingo to be played by the larger
clubs and the larger groups in the community
which are much more organised, they will
probably take away a lot of the opportunity that
these other groups have now to obtain funds. We
know the benefits that come from community and
church groups raising funds. If we deplete the
funds that may go to these groups, we will weaken
the work they do in the community.

After long and careful thought on this subject I
have come to believe we should maintain the
present situation. I think we should support those
charitable groups I have mentioned which do such
a magnificent job for the community. If we open
the playing of bingo to licensed club premises we
will be opening the way for games to be
conducted by the big clubs-football clubs and
the like. They are highly organised and very
professional.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: And very poor.
The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: It is more likely

they will organise themselves and try to control
bingo in this State for their own purposes, and we
cannot blame them for doing that. By opening up
these opportunities we will take money rrom the
smaller community groups which have little
opportunity to raise money. They will have little
opportunity to come back into the field.

I should be very sad to see those groups which
do this work in our community weakened to the
extent that they would probably have very limited
other sources of funds. The community itself
would be constrained by these sorts of laws. Most
of the groups t have been talking about which at
present benefit from fund-raising bingo sessions
have no other sources of income, whereas licensed
clubs have bar sales, liquor sales, and the like.

I ask members to think very carefully about the
consequences of voting for this Bill, understanding
the motives for it, and the fact that they believe
the opportunity to raise funds by the use of bingo
is justified, and country clubs need it. We have to
think of the service the charitable, church, and
youth groups provide for our community and the
sad loss it would be if they had no funds with
which to operate.

THE HON. TOM KNIGHT (South) [8.46
p.m.]: Following what the Minister has said, I
should like to point out I represent a rural
community and, as such, I realise the problems
faced by a number of the licensed sporting clubs
due to the increased intensity of the effort
to control drunken drivers. As the Hon. Norman
Baxter has said, it has stopped people having a
couple of extra drinks and, indeed, in many cases,
it has stopped people going into these places to
have a drink. The lack of finance has been caused
by the Government's drive in that regard-I do
not disapprove of it-and the clubs in the area I
represent need an additional source of fund
raising to pick up the short fall.

I see nothing wrong with the proposed situation
and I intend to support the Bill. In doing so, I
believe I support the wishes of the people I
represent in allowing them to maintain their clubs
and associations as they have done over the years
and so that they will not be closed down, which
would be of great detriment to country areas and
a disaster to rural dwellers' social lives.

THE HON. P. G. PENDAL (South-East
Metropolitan) [8.48 p.m.]: I do not believe this is
a matter of any major, momentous, or earth-
shattering importance to Western Australia, but I
rise to oppose the Bill and do so very briefly.

Some of the comments made by the Minister
for Fisheries and Wildlife a few moment ago
perhaps ought to be borne in mind by members of
this House before they agree to legislation of this
kind. It is a -fact that one of the few sources of
adequate fund raising open to a number of
communtiy groups, such as sporting clubs,
pensioner groups, and church organisations, is the
facility to hold bingo nights.
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One example is a church group in the electorate
of the Leader of the Opposition where, if my
information is correct, approximately SI 000 a
week is raised which is ultimately used for the
welfare of the people in the area.

The lHon. D. K. Dans: And that will not
change.

The Hon. P. G. PENDAL: The Leader of the
Opposition cannot guarantee the situation will
remain unaltered in respect of that church group,
Only a certain number of people are interested in
the game. I am not one of them- I have never
played it, but I know people who do.

The Hon. Peter Dowding: It is like chess!

The Hon. P.CG. PEN DAL: I do not follow that
either. Like the Hon. Peter Dowding, I am still
trying to learn to rill out my first lotto coupon,'
therefore, he and I are in agreement on one
matter, if nothing else.

There is no guarantee that, if this legislation is
passed, after 12 months of operation church
groups, such as those which are dependent on
raising funds, be it for social welfare or other
purposes, will retain their previous clientele,
because with a limited game such as bingo, there
is only a limited clientele.

I agree with Mr Dans that we ought not
oppose the Bill simply because it relates to
gambling. I have my own views about gambling
and I shall make them known at the right place at
the right time. I do not oppose the extension to
licensed premises on the ground that the Bill
refers to a type of gambling. In general terms,
gambling does not bother me particularly, but I
stress there are probably thousands of groups
throughout the State-junior sporting clubs,
pensioner organisations, and church
groups-which rely almost exclusively for their
incomes on this area of fund raising. If we were to
extend it to licensed premises, notwithstanding
the good faith in which I am sure Mr Dans
speaks, the chances of maintaining the incomes of
these other groups to which I have referred would
be very limited.

Clause 2(b) of the Bill refers to the fact that
the only participants in the game shall be
members of the clubs and their guests and that
each member shall have no more than three
guests at any one time. I am sure that provision is
inserted with the best of intentions; but how can
anyone police that sort of provision?

Most people would acknowledge we could do
with more police enforcement around Western
Australia and if we are seriously going to put
police officers, or anyone else, in a situation where
they must scrutinise licensed clubs to check up

with the principal host at each table as to whether
he has three or more guests-if we are going to
waste the time of our Police Force or any other
enforcement agency in that regard-it is time we
re-examined our priorities. In all sincerity, it is a
ridiculous proposition. It can never be enforced.

Every member of the House knows that any
proposed law that cannot be enforced is one that,
in the end, is bound to be held up to ridicule and
there is a perfect example in this Bill-although
in a matter which is not of any great
importance-where the law will be held in
contempt and ridicule because there is no
possibility a provision of that kind could be
enforced or policed.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: Why not?

The Hon. P. G. PENDAL: I already have
explained the position, but I shall do so again for
the benefit of the Leader of the Opposition. In the
hotel bars and the drinking outlets-to which we
have referred in recent times in. this place for
different reasons-where hundreds of people are
gathered, there is no way in the world it is
possible to police whether or not a person has
three or more guests.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: It is only for licensed
clubs.

The Hon. P. G. PENDAL: I realise that, and
there are many such large clubs in the
metropolitan area. Some clubs in my electorate
are capable of taking large numbers of people and
that sort of provision is not able to be policed or
enforced. Any law we produce which cannot be
policed will be held in contempt.

In conclusion, I indicate I was surprised to hear
the sorts of arguments being Put
forward-possibly they also will be put forward
by later speakers-in view of some of the
comments made in this House during the recent
major amendments to the Liquor Act. The Hon.
Graham MacKinnon made a very good speech,
albeit I did not agree with some of its contents.
He spoke about the consequences of legislation
and the fact that it was not just a matter of our
deciding to pass certain laws; we also had to take
into account the consequences of those laws.

Why is it everything in our community is
centred around the consumption of alcohol? I am
not a wowser; I take a drink, probably like the
majority of people in this House; but I resent the
suggestion that we somehow have to revolve our
entire human existence and leisure time around
the consumption of alcohol. Every day of the
week all the evidence in the world is presented to
Parliaments like this and to communities that the
rise in the consumption of alcohol has become the
number one social evil. This has occurred in
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Australia and around the world. The records of
beer and liquor consumption prove that point.

The PRESIDENT: Order! There is far too
much audible conversation in the Chamber.

The Hon. P. G. PENDAL: My final question
is: Why is it intended to take a source of income
from thousands of legitimate and voluntary social,
religious, sporting, and pensioner clubs around
Western Australia which have had that source of
income for so long? It is one of the few areas in
which they can obtain revenue and which is open
to them on -a virtually exclusive basis. Why should
we, by this fairly insignificant piece of legislation,
attempt to shift society one step further to having
everything revolve around the consumption of
alcohol? I ask members to consider the Bill
seriously.

I know it was put up with the best of intentions.
Mr Dans suggested that the response from
licensed clubs was only 30 per cent; nonetheless,
that response is not insignificant. However, I
suggest the licensed clubs are the organisations
which have the vested interests. They will not be
worried about pensioner groups, junior sporting
organisations, or church groups if the Labor Party
succeeds with its proposition. If the Opposition is
serious in regard to this measure I ask its
members to consider the example of the group in
Mr Dans' electorate. That group obtains in the
order of $1 000 each week from bingo, and that
money goes to social welfare activities. Anyone
can bet his bottom dollar that if a sporting club or
similar organisation in Fremantle has the chance
to siphon off the clientele presently providing
money for that social welfare it will not hesitate
to do so.

The people for whom thc Labor Party says it is
concerned, the people who do not have much to
spare and are in need of charity, will not receive
assistance.

I have given some of the reasons for my
opposition to the Bill.

THIE HON. H. W. GAYFER (Central) [8.57
p.m.]: I appreciate the views of the Hon. Phil
Pendal. He is quite entitled to those views, but I
do not agree with them. In fact, I will support the
Bill, an action which might appear strange to
many people, on the basis of the reasons Mr
Pendal gave for his opposition to the Bill. In that
regard I refer to young people involved with
sporting associations.

In my area a great number of licensed clubs
control public space such as grounds for hockey,
football, or cricket games. These areas surround
licensed club premises, and the clubs battle to
make ends meet in order to maintain such things

as reticulation and to pay for mowing. Mr Knight
referred to problems experienced by clubs in his
area.

At present people consume less alcohol-that is
for sure. If there is any avenue for these clubs to
raise money in order to maintain the amenities
presently existing I do not see any reason for that
avenue not being explored. As a matter of fact,
most country golf courses are playable for only 20
weeks of each year, and the rest of the year must
be spent in maintaining the course. During the
period the course is not used the club must obtain
revenue. This measure will at least give them an
opportunity to run social functions and earn a
little extra money to meet expenses and to pay for
things which are for the benefit not only or the
people of today, but also for the people of
tomorrow. Members must remember that a
country golf club could have only 25 members
and possible 20 associate members, and the
management of the club must maintain 40 acres
of land, which is the size of an average country
golf course. The only way these clubs have been
able to maintain their courses is by obtaining
some rake off from the liquor sold, but that
avenue of revenue is fast disappearing.

I see nothing wrong with the Bill. As far as
gambling is concerned I am of the opinion that if
a Bill to allow casinos to operate ever comes
before us we should oppose it and allow small
towns to establish more gambling. Poker
machines should be allowed back into licensed
clubs. We outlawed them once, but if we allow
them to return the money earned by the clubs
would benefit the local communities. In that way
revenue from gambling would not be to the
benefit of a town with the sole right to operate a
casino. If my proposition were accepted each
community of this State would have a share of the
revenue to be earned from gambling.

If a person is foolish enough to gamble,
whether it be with one-arm bandits or bingo, the
revenue earned should be used for the benefit of
the local community so that every town could
have a crack at the whip to obtain facilities
similar to those in the Eastern States which alloxv
various forms of gambling. One has only to travel
to States which allow many form of gambling 10

see the type of facilities which can be provided
from that revenue.

Much revenue can be obtained from bingo. Mr
Pendal said that 51 000 each week is obtained
from a church group. I do not care what other
people may say, that group is obtaining money
from a gambling operation. If that is good enough
for that type of organisation, it is good enough for
golf clubs and other district sporting clubs. Some
district clubs have only a squash court, but they
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should have a share in the revenue to be earned
from gambling. In those clubs which have only a
squash court young people are able to enjoy the
amenities available, and they would be able to
enjoy more if appropriate revenue were available.

One does not have to play a sport to enjoy the
amenities provided by district clubs. Many people
go to clubs but do not drink, and I refer in
particular to women. Most women would just as
soon play bingo while the old man gets a few
under his belt because the woman has to wait to
drive him home anyway. That is what happens
now; a man cannot have a drink unless his wife is
available to drive him home. That is the situation
in almost every country town. A man's wire is a
most important part of his gear when he goes to a
club because he has to be driven home; so she
might as well be playing bingo because she does
not have the opportunity to drink.

In regard to all liquor laws we should throw the
door open to get down to enjoying ourselves. If
someone wants to spend 20c on a bingo game,
very well. I think it is the most boring game that
has ever come about.

The Hon. Neil Oliver: It depends on how many
cards you usc.

The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: I do not know how
many cards a person uses, but I know bingo is
gambling. I am in accord with Mr Dans'
proposition. I intend to support it.

THE HON. P. HI. WELLS (North Metro-
politan) [9.04 p.m.]: I will not support the Bill for
a number of reasons. Adequate forms of gambling
already exist. Community groups are allowed to
conduct bingo on the basis that it is a way for
those groups to raise funds. The Tonkin
Government brought in the legislation on that
basis.

It is an historic fact that licensed clubs were
given liquor licences so that they could obtain
appropriate funds. Some licensed clubs have done
well in serving their members with facilities
provided by revenue from liquor sales; however,
some licensed clubs have over-capitalised and
therefore have found themselves in need of mfore
money. That is the reason certain licensed clubs
want the privilege to operate bingo on their
premises; they have seen that certain social
groups have been able to earn money from bingo
games. When those licensed clubs obtain more
revenue they will build more facilities; they will
then look around for other forms of revenue
because the extra facilities have incurred greater
expenses. I do not know whether they will want to
operate one-arm bandits or whatever, but we will

have to take these clubs under our wing to get
them to meet their debts.

They have responsible people and, provided
there are reasonable limits, they can develop their
funds as they need rather than look around
somewhere else because I do not agree that is the
right way. Having spoken with some clubs,
members have agreed that similar groups could
have done better than going into the business of
trying to run licensed facilities at their clubs,
because they have not got the demand for the
services.

If we try to prop up some enterprises which do
not have a demand for services, we are only aiding
and abetting the inefficiency of those
organisations and we would be kinder to say, "if
you cannot run that organisation, you should not
have a licence". Furthermore, I am told by people
responsible for bingo organisation in this
State-and it is now six to nine months since I
have spoken to the people to obtain information
about it-the game is controlled by one person
who is responsible for it. They said that once it
moves onto licensed premises it would not be
adequately covered. Normally, these matters are
covered by the Liquor and Gaming Squad and I
gather there will be a need to have more people to
control facilities in respect of what at present is
quite a homely game and is well organised in this
State. But what "gets" me is that we always want
to take things away from the "little people" who
are able to help in the community.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: What is your
definition of "little people"?

The Hon. P. H. WELLS: By "little people", I
mean the voluntary groups providing social
welfare for people. According to the information I
have, most games are not like the Fremantle
game which has $1 000 in prizes, and the "little
people" are ordinary groups in the community
which are trying to raise funds for social welfare,
churches, sporting groups, and so on.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: It sounds like a
derogatory expression.

The PRESIDENT: Order! I ask honourable
members to refrain from their audible
conversations, which are completely uncalled for.

The Hon. P. H. WELLS: The other reason for
my opposing bingo being played on licensed
premises is the inroads the RTA is making in
terms of drinking and driving. The community
does not want drunken drivers on our roads.
Bringing bingo onto licensed premises puts a
greater number of people at risk. Some people
have to find a skipper to drive them home, or not
have a drink. Surely that is exactly what the
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campaign of the Australian Hotels Association is
aiming at: to try to ensure responsibility is
maintained on our roads. I suggest this extension
onto licensed premises will only increase the
incidence of drink-driving on our roads and will
contribute to more accidents on our roads.

I oppose the Bill.
THE HON. R. HETHERINGTON (East

Metropolitan) 19.09 p.m.): I support the Bill. I
am amazed at some of the statements that have
been made by the members. I would not have
thought that this Bill does as the Hon. Phillip
Pendal suggests-tries to centre everything on
alcohol. As the law now stands, if there is alcohol
on a premises, that is the only place where bingo
cannot be played. People believe that suddenly we
will have a rush of bingo being played on licensed
premises with all sorts of dire consequences. I do
not think this follows at all. After all, people go to
licensed clubs for a number of reasons, some for a
drink and some for social intercourse, and they
play bingo for the same reasons. Rather than
extending gambling, it is likely to reduce punting.
Bingo is not gambling, to the extent that most
people know what they are going to spend in an
evening and will go along for an evening's quiet
entertainment and a little bit of excitement, do
their money, sometimes win, and that is it.

I think Mr Wells is wrong, but we are all
guessing what the consequences will be. The Hon.
Mick Gayfer is more likely to be right when he
says that people who do not want to drink-

The Hlon. HI. W. Gayfer: What did you say?

The Hon. R. HETHERINGTON: I just said
the honourable member is more likely to have
been right. I do not always disagree with the
honourable gentleman! It is a fact that some
people like to have a quiet drink and others do not
like drinking and like to play bingo. It is more
likely that sober people will be driving if bingo is
on licensed premises because I have seen the odd
bingo game where there might have been
alcohol-i am not saying where or when-and
lots of the women do not drink alcohol-and this
has nothing to do with their genetic make-up, but
something to do with our society.

I think the fears expressed have been
groundless. Church groups which gather together
to raise money and where people know each other
are unlikely to race off to licensed clubs because
they are a group of people who gather together to
raise funds, to enjoy themselves, and to have
social intercourse.

All we will do if we put bingo into licensed
clubs is increase the number of people going to

clubs to play bingo and not necessarily to drink. It
might in fact cut down the per capita
consumption of alcohol, even if there are more
people there drinking various things. What we
must look at is the right of people to get their
quiet entertainment. Many people like a quiet
flutter but do not want to go to betting shops or to
the races, or they may not be able to afford to do
so and they want to get together with people like
themselves. An example is pensioners' clubs that
meet in the afternoon at various places. They have
a cup of tea and something to eat and that is all
they ask for.

Those who oppose the Bill are making a great
deal of ado about very little-l do not think we
will see the rapid decadence of western society if
we extend bingo to private clubs. Certainly, the
legalisation of bingo does not seem to have
brought rack and ruin and mad fits of gambling
into our society. 1 cannot see that any of the
arguments that have been raised have any
validity. Those who say, "Let us not do it. We
want to force funds into certain areas', do not
sound like they arc expounding Liberal
philosophy to me at all. I would expect
honourable members on the other side to join me
in supporting this Bill.

THE HON. W. M. PlESSE (Lower Central)
[9.15 p.m.): I support the Bill. I have been
requested to do so by a number of clubs in my
area. I would like a question answered as to
whether the supposition that-

The PRESIDENT: Order! I have asked
honourable members to cease their audible
conversations. The honourable member on her
feet is experiencing difficulty in being heard.

The Hon. W. M. PIESSE: Thank you, Mr
President. I want to know whether the supposition
is correct that the game of bingo referred to is in
fact the game in which there is a caller who calls
the numbers and individuals mark their cards, as
distinct from the kind of machine bingo-playing
that I saw when I was overseas. I would be
absolutely against machine bingo-playing. I am
against any form of machine gambling which
takes the social aspect out of the whole business. I
saw people sliding onto seats beside these coloured
lights to pay this game of bingo, with no
conversation and no socialising at all.

In supporting this Bill I require an answer to
my question; that is, whether the game of housie-
housie, bingo, or tombola is one where someone
calls the numbers and the individuals mark their
cards accordingly.

I do not share the concern of Mr Pendal about
the number of guests in a club, bearing in mind
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that this Bill refers specifically to clubs. In clubs
it is necessary for members to sign in the guests
he or she wishes to take and there is a maximum
of three guests per member. If the member desires
to take in more than three it is necessary to have
someone else sign in the extra visitors. Therefore,
there is no need for the policing of the number of
guests in a club; the policing is done by the
members.

I note that any funds derived from this game
will have to be spent in the club. I know of some
clubs which will find this highly desirable. There
are some clubs, however, where the more money
they acquire, the more they go into debt, but it is
not possible to legislate for that kind of thing.

In the country it is quite usual for people to be
members of a club, even though they do not drink
alcohol. Many people attend these clubs and drink
orange juice or soft drinks and purchase their
evening meal; they attend the club simply for the
social occasion and I know they would enjoy a
game of bingo.

All clubs may not take up this option of bingo;,
it may be necessary for them to have a room apart
in which to play this game because there is
usually so much chatter in a general club drinking
area that the caller could not be heard. The
provision of an additional room would be an extra
expense for the clubs.

I note also that charitable organisations are not
debarred from playing bingo. I have some
reservations as to whether it will have any effect
on the clientele of those organisations, but again
one cannot legislate for matters such as that.

I support the Bill.
TilE HON. D3. K. DANS (South Metro-

politan-Leader of the Opposition) [9.20 p.m.]: I
have listened with interest to the speakers on this
Bill and I congratulate those members who have
supported it. I understand Mr Masters' situation
because he is maintaining Cabinet solidarity with
his opposition to this Bill; with tongue in cheek.

The Hon. G. E. Masters: It was not; I meant
every word.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: That is my assessment.
I can hardly follow the argument of the
Government about the extension of gambling
when the State itself supports lotto on a very large
scale and it encourages and nutures the setting up
of TAB agencies, not only in the city, but in every
country hamlet where there is a demand.

In this legislation, all we are asking is that the
committee's recommendation be put into effect
and that bingo be allowed to be played on licensed
club premises. Small games of lotto, housie-

housie, and tombola can be found in children's
Christmas stockings.

I do not foresee any licensed club in Western
Australia now or in the near future having a
clientele large enough or the resources available
to it to allow for the installation of some
mechanical bingo device.

The Hon. W. M. Piesse: I hope not.
The Hon. D. K. DANS: The point raised by the

Hon. Phillip Pendal about church groups and
pensioner groups being denuded of some of their
income which is derived from playing bingo is a
matter on which I wish to raise a further point: I
have not been approached by any of those groups
mentioned by Mr Pendal to oppose this Bill.
Perhaps other members have been approached,
but the group to which he referred in Fremantle is
one of which I am well aware and it has not made
any approach to me to oppose this Bill.

[I is an established fact that as gambling
expands into other areas, it does not reduce the
volume of money to any one section. When
greyhound racing was introduced into this State
we heard the argument that attendances at the
races and the trots would fall; however, they did
not.

This is a simple Bill and I agree with Mr
Gayfer's statement that hordes of people will not
pour into clubs to play this game. Many
organisations exist, not only in the country
districts but in the city area as well, and they
include sporting clubs and junior football clubs. I
know of many others in the Fremantle area, such
as the Wyola Club and the Fremantle Club,
pensioner clubs, sailing clubs, hockey clubs, and
so on, which deal with a mass of people, and they
will not suddenly become imbued with the idea of
turning their clubs into mini Las Vegases.

Bingo is already legal, it is only illegal if it is
played at licensed club premises. You would
know, Mr President, as would Mr Pendal that a
number of sporting clubs have seen fit to delicense
part of their clubs so that bingo may be played.

This is a simple and sensible piece of
legislation. The parent legislation was introduced
in 1972 and here in 1981 we are picking up the
committee's recommendations-the committee
which was appointed by the Government-and
dealing with the committee's recommended
changes.

After all, how much money is involved? How
many people will play bingo? The people who will
play bingo are only those who are dedicated to
their clubs.
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Mr Pendal said it would be impossible to
enforce the requirement that members in clubs
bring in three members, which would mean
signing them in. Mr Pendal probably belongs to a
club-and I belong to a number of clubs-where
the signing in process is very strictly policed by
the Gaming Squad. It is policed to the extent that
one never knows when the police will arrive at
premises to examine the book to see who is in
attendance at the club. To say it is impossible to
police is incorrect and I certainly do not agree
with the suggestion that there are clubs in the
area with the capacity, for instance, of the
Booragoon Hotel, or of some of the other big
hotels.

The Hon. P. G. Pendal: I was not thinking of
the Booragoon Hotel.

The Hon. D. K. DANS: I cannot think of any
club that would be equal in size to some of the
larger hotels. To suggest that is wrong.

The Hon. P. G. Pendal: I know of one.
The Hon. D. K. DANS: I urge members to

exercise their common sense and to concede to the
community interest and support this Bill.

Question put and
following result-

Hon. N. E. Baxter
Hon. J. M. Berinson
Hon. J. M. Brown
Hon. D. K, fans
Hon. Lyla Elliott
Hon. H. W. Gayfer
Hon. R. Hetherington

a division taken with the

Ayes 13
Hon. Tonm Knight
Hon. R. T. Leeson
Hon. H. W. Olney
Hon. W. M, Piesse
Hon. W. R. Withers
Hon. Peter Dowding

(Teller)
Noes t3

Hon. V.3J. Ferry Hon. Neil Oliver
Hon. A. A. Lewis Hon. P. G. Pendal
Hon. P. H. Lockyer Hon. P. H. Wells
Hon. 0. E. Masters Hon. R. J. L. Williams
Hon, N. McNeill Hon. D. J. Wordsworth
Hon. 1.0G. MedcalF' Hon. Margaret MeAleer
Hon. N. F Moore (Teller)
The PRESIDENT (the Hon. Clive Griffiths):

The voting being equal. I give my casting vote
with the Noes.

Question thus negatived.
Bill defeated.

PRISONS BILL

Assembly's Message

Message from the Assembly received and read
notifying that it had agreed to the amendments
made by the Council.

COMPANIES (APPLICATION
OF LAWS) BILL

Returned
Bill returned from the Assembly with

amendments.

Assembly's Amendments:

In Committee

The Chairman of Committees (the Hon. V. J.
Ferry) in the Chair; the Hon. 1 0. Medcalf
(Attorney General) in charge of the Bill.

The CHAIRMAN: The amendments made by
the Assembly are as follows-

Clause 16.

Page 11, line 23-Insert after
subsection (I) the following
subsections-

(2) Where the Ministerial
Council approves the declaration of
a right or interest, or a right or
interest included in a class or kind
of rights or interests, as an exempt
right or interest, or a class or kind
of exempt rights or interests, for the
purposes of Division 6 of Part IV of
the Companies (Western Australia)
Code the Governor may make
regulations declaring that right or
interest, or a right or interest
included in that class or kind of
rights or interests, to be, subject to
such terms and conditions as are
specified in the regulations, an
exempt right or interest, or a class
or kind of exempt rights or
interests, for the purposes of that
Division.

(3) Where, immediately before
the commencement of' this Act, a
right or interest was, under
regulations made under the
Companies Act 1961, an exempt
right or interest for the purposes of
section 76(I) (g) or of Division 5 of
Part IV of that Act, that right or
interest shall be deemed to have
been declared by regulations under
this section to be an exempt right or
interest for the purposes of Division
6 of Part IV of the Companies
(Western Australia) Code.

(4) A right or interest to which
subsection (3) applies ceases to be
an exempt right or interest for the
purposes of Division 6 of Part IV of
the Companies (Western Australia)
Code if the Governor makes
regulations declaring that it so
ceases.
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Page 11, line 23-Renumber
subsection (2) to stand as subsection (5).

Page 12, line I-Delete "under
subsection (I) or (2)" and substitute the
following-

under this section.
Clause 27.

Page 22, line 2 and line 12-Delete
"originally made", where it occurs in
paragraph (a) and again in paragraph
(b), and substitute the following-

originally enacted.
Schedule 1.

Page 44 item 8-Insert after "section
27(21)" the following-

(22) and (23).
Page 45 item 20-Delete the item and

substitute the following-
20. In section 90(6) of the

Commonwealth Act-
(a) for the passage "the

Companies (Transitional
Provisions) Act 1981" there
were substituted the passage
-Part Ill of the Companies
(Application of Laws) Act
198l1" ; and

(b) for the words "as if this Act
commenced" there were
substituted the words "as if
that Act commenced".

Page 49 item 49 paragraph (a)-
Delete the words "State or

another Territory" and substitute
the following-

a State or another Territory.
The Hon. 1. G. MEDCALF: I move-

That the amendments made by the
Assembly be agreed to.

These amendments are simply technical
amendments to the Bill which was passed in this
Chamber a week or two ago. The amendments
were made necessary as a result of a meeting of
the Ministerial Council which was held last Friday.
The council considered proposals to bring into line
certain details in relation to the legislation. The
amendments are uniform and are being applied to
legislation in all the States of Australia.

The only amendment of any substance which
members might wish to note, is the amendment in
relation to clause 16 which gives the ministerial
council the power to exempt an industry from the
prescribed interest provisions of the Companies
(2041

Act. It also preserves the exemptions of particular
companies which have already been exempted
under the existing Companies Act from the
prescribed interest provisions.

The other amendments are purely technical,
such as the deletion of the word "made" and the
substitution of the word "enacted", Other minor
amendments were made simply to conform with
the State law. In other words they are known as
translator amendments.

Question put and passed; the Assembly's
amendments agreed to.

Report

Resolution reported, the report adopted, and a
message accordingly returned to the Assembly.

JUSTICES AMENDMENT BILL

Returned
Bill returned from the Assembly with an

amendment.

Assembly's Amendment:
In Committee

The Chairman of Committees (the Hon. V. J.
Ferry) in the Chair; the Hon. 1. G. Medcalf
(Attorney General) in charge of the Bill.

The CHAIRMAN: The amendment made by
the Assembly is as follows-

Clause 6.
Page 3, lines 12 to 22-Delete "If, at

the time and place appointed by a
summons for the hearing and
determining of a complaint of a simple
offence that is not an indictable offence,
the clerk of petty sessions in the place at
which that summons is returnable has
not received from the defendant under
section 136 of this Act notification that
the defendant wishes to plead not guilty
to the charge set out in that summons,"
and substitute the following-

"Subject to section 136 of this
Act, if, at the time and place
appointed by a summons for the
hearing and determining of a
complaint of a simple offence that
is not an indictable offence,

The lion. 1. G. MEDCALF: This amendment
is to comply with the request of the Hon. J. M.
Berinson that the word "and" be added. When
the Parliamentary Counsel looked at the
provision, he found he could word it much more
simply in this manner. I have examined the
amendment, and it does achieve the same
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objective; namely, to make section 134 clearly
subject to section 136, and to correct the
grammar in a manner with which I am sure the
Hon. J. Mv. Berinson would agree. I move-

That the amendment made by the
Assembly be agreed to.

The Hon. J. M. BERINSON: I am prepared to
accept any credit which might flow from this
amendment, but I am not prepared to accept the
responsibility. My reason for that simply is that
we have not had sufficient time to consider this
amendment in the context of the Bill. On the
other hand, after necessarily limited consultation
with my colleagues, I am prepared to accept the
Attorney's assurance that what we have sought to
have done in fact is being done, and we support
the amendment on that basis.

Question put and passed; the Assembly's
amendment agreed to.

Report

Resolution reported, the report adopted, and a
message accordingly returned to the Assembly.

BILLS (2): RETURNED

I.- Reserves Bill (No. 2).

2. Acts Amendment (Jurisdiction of Courts)
Bill.

Bills returned from the Assembly
without amendment.

WESTERN AUSTRALIAN MARINE
(SEA DUMPING) BILL

Assembly's Message

Message from the Assembly received and read
notifying that it had agreed to the amendment
made by the Council,

APPROPRIATION (CONSOLIDATED
REVENUE FUND) BILL

Consideratrion of Ta bled Paper
Debate resumed from 26 November.

THE HON. .1. M. BROWN (South-East) J9.41
p.m.]: I have heard many complimentary remarks
by various members opposite concerning the
Estimates of Revenue and Expenditure; however,
except in one area, I have no complimentary
remarks to make.

A small paragraph contained in this morning's
edition of The West Australian typifies the
problems being experienced in my electorate and,
indeed, throughout the State. Under the heading,
"Rattle won" the article states as follows-

Merredin and adjacent towns will have the
services of a qualified speech therapist next
year, as a result of a 12-monith battle by Mrs
Julie Townrow.

Between December 9 and I I a survey will
be conducted in an area bordered by
Kalannie, Cadoux, Mt Walker, Marvel Loch,
Quairading and Meckering to determine how
many children need speech therapy
treatment.

The need to examine children with speech
problems and to have sufficient therapists to carry
out this work is a pressing problem throughout
Western Australia. I realise the time is late, and
that the House is due to rise tonight. However,
that will not prevent me from commenting in this
House on the desirability that action be taken.

For example, a survey taken in the Yilgarni
region has revealed that 147 children need
examination. Mrs Julie Townrow has been active
over the past 12 months in trying to arrange an
examination of the youngsters involved. Indeed,
she has corresponded with the WA Institute of
Technology to see what could be done in that
direction.

Mrs Townrow has received offers of help from
many people and organisations. The local Country
Women's Association gave her its wholehearted
support and the Slow Learning Children's Group
at Kellerberrin said it would be prepared to do
anything it could. Mrs Townrow took it upon
herself to communicate with some 42 schools in
the area, sending out circulars asking them to list
the children who may need speech therapy, after
which she intended to present the proposition to
the department: She has had correspondence with
Dr W. D. Roberts, the Commissioner of Hospital
and Allied Services, in respect of her activities.

It is said now that the battle has been won; but
I wonder whether it has been really. A complete
examination reveals that she wrote to numerous
hospitals in the State, because what she was
trying to put forward comes under the auspices of
the Department of Hospital and Allied Services.
She wrote to the various hospitals int Western
Australia; and I have a copy of the letters she
wrote, pointing out the problems that exist and
asking the hospitals if they had any speech
therapy training available.

In reply, the Harvey District Hospital sent the
following letter-

Further to your letter concerning speech
therapy services please be advised that this
hospital does not employ the services of a
speech therapist at this stage.
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As such 1 am unable to assist you with
your enquiries.

A similar reply was received from the Northam
Regional Hospital.

I should mention also that the Merredin local
authority received a letter from the
Commissioner, Hospital and Allied Services. That
letter is worth reading because it is an important
matter to country areas. The letter reads as
follows-

Your letter dated 3rd April, 1981,
concerning the appointment of a Speech
Therapist for the Merredin region is
acknowledged.

The Department is very conscious of thefact that there are many areas of the State
which are not serviced by a Speech Therapist
to the extent which is considered desirable,
however, the very difficult financial situation
which faces our public hospitals this year has
made it necessary to adopt a stringent policy
not to increase staff establishments in
hospitals. This does create very real
difficulties in trying to develop a new service
and the suggested speech therapy service at
Merredin would fall into this category.

At present, speech therapy needs for the
country are being investigated on a regional
basis and when those investigations are
completed, the Department will endeavour to
do what it can to improve speech therapy
services within constraints imposed by staff
establishment numbers.

That was signed by Mr McGrath for the
Commissioner, Hospital and Allied Services.

All the additional correspondence deals with
the concern of country people to receive a needed
practical service. This goes far beyond the eastern
wheatbelt and the towns I have mentioned.

1 had the opportunity to help this lady in 1972
when she had a problem with her child. She has
not left a stone unturned in endeavouring to see
that something be done in this regard. So, when
the headline says, "The battle won", that means
that a single person has won a right for all of the
children with this type of problem. This
examination should be carried out, and the
training should be instituted. I do not think the
assistance can be confined to the metropolitan
area.

I understand that the speech and hearing
department at the Western Australian Institute of
Technology has graduates looking for work.
When it comes to spreading the funding resources
for the Department of Hospital and Allied

Services, I wonder where the neglect is taking
place. Who is receiving the benefit of those
services? I am not speaking only of speech
therapists for country children, but also for
children in the metropolitan area.

The Hon. Lyla Elliott: They are badly needed,
and yet speech therapists cannot get employment
in this State.

The H-on. J. M. BROWN; I understand that
speech therapists cannot obtain positions. When
one sees a need for speech therapists, these
constraints should not apply.

Mrs Townrow has brought it to the notice of
the Department of Hospital and Allied Services
which, in the first instance, agreed to fund half
the wages necessary for a speech therapist. That
seems to be doing only half the job. I do not know
whether we are looking at an input of funds from
eisewhere for the speech therapists; but that is a
load too heavy for the country people to carry.

Mrs Townrow has certainly put forward a case
but it was not heard until the dying hours of this
Parliament. I trust other members will have the
opportunity to research their own regions, to see
whether we are fostering a neglect in speech
therapy for our children.

I want to deal with several other matters, but
the one of greatest concern to the country people
is the new proposal for Westrail and what has
been called the joint venture. I could speak at
great length on this matter, hut it is sufficient to
say that all of the people I have consulted in the
eastern wheatbelt, and all of the people who have
spoken to me, are viewing with grave concern the
activity taking place. I am not talking about
Mayne Nickless Ltd. having an advantage over
other tenderers. I am talking about the fact that
the Government is calling tenders and considering
handing out what it calls "LCL cargo" to joint
venturers and disposing of the assets of Westrail,
as the Government did with the temperature-
controlled cargo.

We are not just dealing with parcels. We are
dealing with something that could be in excess of
4 million tonnes of freight. LCL freight means
"less than car loads" I; but "less than car load"
means a car load that is not completely packed
and consigned to one person or to one destination.
However, the other three or four car loads that go
with it are my concern. Therefore, when we are
talking about less than car loads, we are not
talking about 400 000 tonnes, as was suggested in
an authoritative' communication by a district
traffic superintendent in the eastern wheatbelt
who suggested that 400 000 tonnes out of 20
million tonnes of freight is all that we are talking
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about. We are not talking about small parcels; we
are talking about volume business.

It would be a retrograde step for the LCL
freight to be handed over to a monopoly situation,
as happened with the temperature-control led
cargoes. I will have an opportunity to say more
about this; but I want to tell the House that
people from all walks of lire-not just railway
employees, but business people and responsible
people in the country areas-are gravely
concerned about the future of their towns and
communities. When 1 am talking about
responsible people. I am talking about the staffs
of the schools and the hospitals; I am talking
about the workers in the towns-responsible
people who mean a lot to the community and who
will suffer if this venture gets off the ground.

I ask members seriously to consider this
question. If it is anything like what has happened
in the past, we are facing a very grave problem in
the country areas and in the State generally.

It would be remiss of me if I did not mention
the activities of the Western Australian School of
Mines and further Education. Recently I
attended a seminar in Kalgoorlie sponsored by the
school at which there were invited guests from all
over Australia. The seminar was addressed by Dr
Jones, who covered all facets of the mining and
mineral industries in the 1980s and 1990s. It was
certainly a well-conducted and informative
seminar. I would like to quote from the
introductory speech as follows-

The School has maintained its
commitment to the mining industry since its
inception in November, 1902. It currently
has over 300 advanced education students
enrolled in its undergraduate and
postgraduate courses. An impressive capital
works programme is also under way. A new
technical library costing $1.5 million will be
opened shortly and the new technology
building to house the metallurgical
laboratories, valued at $2.2 million, will be
available for occupancy in June of next year.

Those of us associated with the School
have a great pride in its past achievements
and an ambition to take it to even greater
heights in the future.

However, its success as a School of Mines
depends in large measure on the support
received from operating mining companies in
Western Australia, and I'm pleased to say
that this support is as strong and active as it
ever was.

I only hope that the Government's deliberations
on the activities of the School of Mines will

enable the school to have the autonomy that will
allow it to continue to progress as it has in the
past.

The Hon. N. F. Moore: Do you support the
staff? I am talking about the autonomy of the
School of Mines.

The Hon. J. M. BROWN: Of course I support
the staff. The staff have been up in arms over the
treatment they have been receiving. These are top
men in the education field and they are receiving
just $25 000 a year. The member would know
that sort of salary could easily be obtained outside
the school in the goldfields. It is disappointing to
see the way they have been treated. I am sorry to
see the disruption that has taken place, but I
strongly support the School of Mines.
Unfortunately there is nothing I can do about the
disruption that has taken place. All I can do is
mention the school's record and its standing, not
only at the Australasian level but also at the
international level. It is the only teaching institute
in Australia which provides a course for a degree
in mineral geology. Its record proves its value.

As a matter of fact, Kalgoorlie is progressing so
well we cannot even get our youngsters in from
the north and outlying centres to be taught
because of the situation pertaining in the isolated
children's hostels. It was said this problem would
disappear when the school opened at Leinster, but
in fact is has compounded. It was indicated that
people in Norsemnan were able to get only two
places, although nine children applied for
accommodation in the isolated children's hostel.

On the subject of grain growing, there is a
suggestion that Australian consumers will be
subsidising the nation's wheatgrowers to the tune
of $50 million over the next 12 months. This was
mentioned when comment was made on wheat
prices for home consumption, and a price of
$ 187.20 a tonne was mentioned. The industry has
never before received such a high price as that,
compared with the export prices for grain. But the
increase in price for the home consumption
market will mean an increase in price for wheat
commodities.

I do not think Western Australian growers will
receive all the benefit. The chairman of the
Australian wheatgrowers (Sir Leslie Price) says a
viable wheat price will apply, but it seems this
applies only in Western Australia. I refer to the
wheat variety known as halberd, which is to be
accepted this year unless there are some other
suitable replacement varieties. We have already
experienced problems with the insignia variety.

The industry is certainly faced with a worrying
problem. We have seen the closing down or the
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partial closing down of various research stations,
such as the one at Beverley. It is time we
questioned what is happening to the
wheatgrowing industry.

I think we have managed to dispose of the need
to impose any further discounting of research
done here, and it ill-behoves the Department of
Agriculture to be closing down its research
stations and programmes for the testing of grains
and other breeding programmes. The department
should be expanding such programmes.

It is pleasing to note that Co-operative Bulk
Handling has been able to reduce its charges this
year. The handling charge for wheat has gone
down from $12.63 to $11.67 a tonne. This is a
very pleasing trend. CBH and its staff are to be
commended for the way they have handled the
affairs of the grain growers. I should also mention
that Cell is at variance with the Australian
Wheat Board, which seems to want to take over
the complete marketing and handling of grain.' No
doubt, considering the duties CBH carries out
now, it will be able to handle grain growers'
affairs in a very efficient manner in the future.

I am very disappointed that the Agaton water
scheme did not go ahead. I did predict that it
would receive the same fate as previous schemes.
It is indeed a sad thing to note the scant attention
given by the Government to country water
supplies.

Another point I wish to mention concerns the
celebration of the I 50th anniversary of the first
silting of the Legislative Council. I appreciate
that members of the ALP, including myself, have
grave concerns over the celebrations which are to
take place on 8 February next year.

I share with them the concern that they will
have to remember what happened to the Tonkin
Government; they will have to remember the
frustration of the Government in the people's
House and what that Government had to put up
with. Therefore I can understand better than
some members in this place the concern amongst
Labor supporters. That concern is well
emphasised by a letter from the Trades and
Labor Council. That letter is as follows-

Mr. G. C. MacKinnon, CMG, MLC,
Chairman, Legislative Council:

150th Anniversary Celebrations,
C/- Parliament House,
WEST PERTH. W.A. 6005
Dear Sir,

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL: 150TH
ANNIVERSARY CELEBRATIONS
We acknowledge your letter of 25th August,
1981, concerning the above Anniversary.

The Trades & Labor Council, at its meeting
on the 22nd September last considered your
correspondence and carried the following
Resolution:-

"That the 150th Anniversary
Celebrations Committee be informed by
the T.L.C. that it sees no good purpose
in celebrating 150 years of
jerrymandering of the Western
Australian Electorate for Legislative
Council seats.
It is still the case that Western Australia
has the worst electoral laws in Australia
and that the boundaries in the
Legislative Council are so drawn so as to
prevent Labor, irrespective of getting a
majority vote, from being able to govern.
It is the view of the Trades & Labor
Council that a fitting means of
commemorating 150th Anniversary of
the existence of such a slur on
democracy would be to abolish the
Legislative Council on the 7th February,
1982."

I trust you will draw the views of the Trades
& Labor Council to the attention of the
Legislative Council and those participating in
the celebrations.

Yours faithfully,

P. F. COOK,

Secretary

The Hon. P. H. Lockyer: Do you support those
views?

The Hon. J. M. BROWN: Of course I do.

The Hon. P. H. Lockyer: You should resign
from the committee.

The Hon. R. Hetherington: Why should he?

The Hon. J. M. BROWN: It is not the right of
any other member to tell me what I should do.

The Hon. P. H. Lockyer: You should be
ashamed of yourself.

The Hon. J. M. BROWN: Had I not been a
member of the committee the TLC would not
have received a letter from the committee which
enabled it to express its views.

The Hon. P. H. Lockyer: You should be
ashamed of yourself.

The Hon. J. M. BROWN: This correspondence
will serve as an historical record of the views
expressed by the TLC.

The Hon. P. H. Lockyer: They have made you
look like a fool.
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The Hon. J. M. BROWN: If the member
interjecting-

The Hon. P. H. Lockyer: The party you belong
to has made you look like a fool.

The Hon. J. M. BROWN: -would hold his
tongue for a little while I would be able to say a
little more. The TLC, not the Labor Party, was
able to express its view by way of this
correspondence. I would like to get a word in and
know that H-ansard can hear me clearly. I was
able to put forward suggestions which were well
received by the committee considering the
celebrations, celebrations which we believe will be
progressive. I believe I was able to make a good
contribution under difficult conditions, but that
does not stop anyone from highlighting his view.
Indeed, the painting to be presented to the
Parliament of the first meeting of the Parliament
under the Westminster system-it had to have a
start-is something for future generations of
Western Australians to admire. If they considered
only the work involved to prepare the painting
they would obtain an education, and would realise
the progression which has taken place in this field
of government.

The Hon. P. H. Lockyer: Are you going to the
races?

The Hon. J. M. BROWN: Much more
important aspects are to be considered than
whether someone will go to the races.

The Hon. P. H. Lockyer: Just answer me.
The Hon. J. M. BROWN: What I want to say

also-
The I-on. P. H. Lockyer: Are you or aren't you

going to the races?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (the Hon. V. J.

Ferry): Order!
The Hon. P. H. Lockyer: Are you going to the

races or not?
The Hon. J. M. BROWN: I do not think I

should be subjected-
The Hon. P. H. Lockyer: Are you going?
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!
The Hon. P. H. Lockyer: All I want to know is

whether you will be going.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order!
The Hon. J. M. BROWN: I should not be

subjected to such inept interjections.
The Hon. P. H. Lockyer: I am classing you as

inept.
The Hon. R. Hetherington: It takes one to

know one.
The DEPUTY PRESIDENT: Order! Order!

The Hon. J. M. BROWN: I was able to involve
country students and country people in the
celebrations, an involvement which is not the
usual case in regard to similar celebrations. That
which I have been able to learn from my
participation in this matter has been invaluable. I
have been able to appreciate the hardships Labor
Governments have had to undergo.

The Hon. P. H. Lockyer: Aren't you a little
embarrassed?

The Hon. J. M. BROWN: A great deal of
credit must go to one of the Clerks of the
Parliament, Mr Les Hoft.

The Hon. R. Hetherington: Hear, hear!
The Hon. J. M. BROWN: I pay him credit for

his untiring efforts and dedication to bringing
about what he considers to be an important event
in the history of Western A 'ustralia. His untiring
efforts made it easy for all committee members to
put their views and to get on with a task which
was not easy.

I am fully mindful of the views of the TLC and
the ALP, and am aware of the fact that these
matters will be recorded in Mansard. The
commencement of the problems associated with
this Chamber is recorded in our history. We look
forward to the day when the ALP has a majority
in this Chamber and this Chamber will no longer
exist.

The Hon. N. F. Moore: Will you vote it out of
existence?

The Hon. 3. M. BROWN: It is a numbers
game.

The Hon. N. F. Moore: Your last policy was to
reject things. The last time you suggested you
would disband it I said it was a sham.

The Hon. R. Hetherington: You read the
policy.

The Hon. P. H. Lockyer: It's this week's policy
along with this week's leader.

The Hon. J. M. BROWN: With the 150th
anniversary-

The Hon. P. H. Lockyer: You should just slide
away.

The Hon. J. M. BROWN: I wish the member
would just shut up. All he does is make inept
interjections.

The Hon. P. H. Lockyer: You should be
embarrassed.

The DEPUTY PRESIDENT (the Hon. V. J.
Ferry): Order! The member will cease his
interjections.

The Hon. J. M. BROWN: There is not
embarrassment-
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The Hon. P. H. Lockyer: You would be a
hypocrite if you fronted up.

The Hon. J. M. BROWN: -in mentioning my
beliefs to this Chamber, and no embarrassment to
other committee members. I enjoyed the
opportunity to work with the Hon. Mick Gayfer,
the Hon. Graham MacKinnon, the Speaker, the
President, and Mr Colin Jamieson. It was through
their efforts that we were able to put forward a
programme. Irrespective of the type of
programme, no-one is denied the opportunity to
express a point of view.

The Hon. P. H. Lockyer: You have had your
orders from the top and you intend to obey them.

The Hon. J. M. BROWN: I must cut short my
comments this evening; I realise other members
wish to speak and the debate has been prolonged
by what I regard as stupid interjections.

The Hon. P. H. Lockyer: You have been
exposed, my friend. You have been hypocritical.

The Hon. J. M. BROWN: Notwithstanding the
hypocrite who makes those comments-

The Hon. P. H. Lockyer: You are the
hypocrite, mate. You should never have gone on
to the committee.

The Hon. J. M. BROWN: We are very
concerned for what will occur in the future,
particularly in regard to country people. I
referred to problems of speech therapy, and
problems in regard to rail services. Many other
opportunities will be available to highlight the
needs of country people, especially those in the
South-East Province.

THE HION. H. W. GAYFER (Central) [10.14
p.m.]: I had not been game to make a
contribution up to this stage, but I must rise
in defence of the member who has just resumed
his seat. The attack that has just been made
upon him by way of interjection was totally
unwarranted. I serve with Mr Brown on the
committee considering the anniversary
celebrations. We have Mct regularly over a period
of six months under the chairmanship of the Hon.
Graham MacKinnon. Virtually the committee
was appointed by the President to carry out an
investigation, and eventually had the
responsibility to programme suitable celebrations
to mark the 150th anniversary of the first
Westminster system in this State.

The Hon. Jim Brown and, indeed, the Hon.
Colin Jamieson have given much valuable service.
Their suggestions have been given freely, after
much thought and I do not know of one meeting
that either has not attended. There is no mention

of politics in the committee, it is a very
harmonious one.

I am sure that if the Hon. Graham MacKinnon
were present he would be on his feet in support of
the work by the Hon. Jim Brown. Any suggestion
that his service has been hypocritical is wrong in
the extreme. I can vouch for the fact that there
has not been one matter on which we have not
agreed; if we did it would be on a point of fact as
represented only. The committee is without
political slant and carries out what I believe to be
onerous duties.

The Hon. Jim Brown has mentioned a painting
which will be presented to the House by the
Premier. This painting has been ordered after a
great deal of thought and research. The
committee has worked on every facet which we
hope will lead to a week of celebration in this
State.

If there is any dissension to be expressed by
some of the members that they will not show any
interest in this particular week, I know that it will
not be shared by my colleague, the Hon. Jim
Brown. Whatever may be said and whatever
affiliation he may have with that group which
may not be interested in supporting what the
committee has planned, I am sure the Hon. Jim
Brown will be very disappointed with any action
that may be taken.

I wish to place on record in the Hon. Graham
MacKinnon's absence-not that I am a deputy
chairman, I am just a committee member, the
same as Mr Brown-a defence of the Hon. Jim
Brown, because I am sure if he were here he
would rise on this occasion.

The Hon. Tom Knight: It is unfortunate that he
has been paired tonight.

The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: I am sorry he has
been paired. I know it is not usual for members to
mention that another member may be out of the
House,' but I know the Hon. Graham MacKinnon
would not mind in this instance because it is a
matter on which he would be very sensitive
because of the co-operation which has been
displayed at all times by committee members. I
am sure also if the President were in his Chair he
would be nodding his head in agreement with
what I am saying.

With a debate such as this, one could throw
parameters to the wind, but I am sure that would
not be approved of at this hour by the members in
this House. We are dealing with the Estimates
and the direct results of budgetary measures
which have been introduced. Therefore, it behoves
me to say that at times I do not get my own way
on matters in respect of which I believe I should
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have mare preference than others, and that
perhaps I am not receiving the degree of financial
support I would like to receive.

As I listen to the comments made by membersI
ind that members of whom I am somewhat

envious because of the support they receive
bemoan the lack of funds in the same way as 1 am
now. Nevertheless, there is one avenue to which I
wish to refer and that is the scaling down of
subsidies for those areas where railway lines were
promised and never constructed and, indeed, those
areas where railways were pulled up and the
subsidies were paid in recompense for the lines
that no longer exist.

The Government has decided that the subsidies
will be scaled down in those areas where they
have existed for the last 21 years or so, and other
areas will be under review. This will be a hard nut
to crack. Especially it will be difficult for a
member to explain to his district that the
Government that he supports, and which provided
that subsidy, will take it out of existence over
three years.

1t could be said that there has been 14 years of
lire, but that is not the feeling at all. Over those
14 years there were hopes always that this form of
compensation would continue. The subsidy being
taken away has created anomalies which the
Government must surely realise will not be
readily understood by the community. It is not
only the anomalies in freight with which we are
concerned, but also the huge amount of money
which have been expended in those areas with t he
expectation that the freight subsidy will continue,
and now the viability of these centres will be
taken away completely. They will fall into decay
because of their non-usage.

For example, on the recently closed Brookton-
Corrigin railway line three major receival depots
have been built, one at Alderside, one at Sulyee,
and another at Jubuk, which are all on the Perth
side of Corrigin. It is strange that the Jubuk
receival point has had a disproportionate increase
in freight rates implemented against it. I am
surprised the Government has been irresponsible
enough to allow the implementation of such an
increase without checking to ensure anomalies
were not created. Not only has the Government
created a charge which cannot be readily
understood because of its complexity of
calculation, but also it will cause carriers and
carters to bypass the Jubuk siding, in order to
avoid the higher freight rate which will apply.

The CHA facility at Jubuk cost in excess of $I
million. These facilities have been provided with
growers' money for the purpose of establishing

receival points; however, the money will be
completely wasted as the subsidy decreases and
the freight rates increase, thereby causing the
anomaly to grow more and more apparent.

For example, the freight rate per tonne from
Perth to Brookton is $10.40. The freight rate from
Brookton to Bulyee, some 30 kilometres. further
out, with a truck actually carting to Brookton, is
an additional $3.56, making a total freight rate to
Bulyce of $13.96 per tonne. The freight rate to
Jubuk siding, which is another 15 kilometres
along the line, is $15.29 per tonne. However, the
freight rate to Corrigin, which is another 15
kilometres along the track, is 29c cheaper at $15
per tontne.

In fact, although the total distance on which
freight has been calculated from .Jubuk for 1981-
82 shows a reduction of 119 kilometres,
representing a reduction in distance of 37.65 per
cent in the movement of grain, the growers'
freight rates for 1981-82 have increased by 17.68
per cent. This seems to be a ridiculous anomaly,
and the community cannot understand what has
caused it. Certainly, the people will not receive
with any jubilation the rail-negotiated figures
which were recently and triumphantly announced
by the Government.

Strangely enough, I served on the committee
which made the recommendations to the
Government in this area. However, surely when
anomalies are created, they could be corrected by
the Government to ensure that a particular siding
is not disadvantaged. The rail freight committee
recommended to the Government that freight
rates for the coming financial year should not
increase by more than I5 per cent, and the
Government endorsed that recommendation. As I
said before, this freight rate represents a mixture
of road and rail freights, and the Government
intends to phase out the subsidy over a period of
three years. It seems quite stupid that it is
cheaper to ship one's grain from Corrigin than it
is to ship it from the closer receival point of
Jubuk.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter on my behalf asked the
following question without notice this afternoon-

Further to my question without notice of
Wednesday, 25 November-

(1) Has the Minister arrived at a
compromise to correct the anomaly
that exists?

(2) If not, is he awareof

(a) the bypassing of .Iubuk receival.
bin by carters to other bins;
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(b) what freight deductions will be
made by the Australian Wheat
Board commencing 7th
December;

(c) the disquiet of the farmers who
traditionally cart to this point
and others in the community
who recognise the glaring
instance of the anomaly that
has been created?

The Minister replied as follows-
(1) and (2) The Minister for Transport i .s

having the matter investigated and will
advise the member of the result.

I received a letter when I came into the Chamber
this afternoon a little late. I thank the Minister
for Transport for being so prompt; however, his
letter did not answer the question I asked. The
letter states as follows-

Following your question in the Legislative
Council on 25th November 1981, 1 am
pleased to have this opportunity of supplying
detailed figures relative to the determination
of the growers' freight deduction for
nominated receival bins in the Brookton-
Corrigin area.

The tables which I have enclosed herewith
will enable an absolute comparison of the
respective costs for the transport of grain
over seasons 1980/81 and 1981/82.

I feel you will appreciate that the
increased growers' freight deduction for both
the Bulyce and, in particular, Jubuk off-line
receival bins is not solely attributed to the
contractual arrangement between the grain
industry and Westrail but is more truly
reflected by a combination of factors,
namly:-

(i) rail freight rates
(ii) road costs

(iii) phasing out of subsidy, in
accordance with the revised criteria
for the payment of Seasonal Road
Transport Subsidies.

In the case of Corrigin, the I11.1I1 per cent
rise is a direct result of the negotiated rail
grain rates however, the growers' deduction
has not increased beyond I5 per cent of that
which applied in 1980/8 1.

I trust the information provided
satisfactorily dispels your concern. If I can be
of any further assistance, please feel free to
contact me.

I knew of that. I told the Minister privately it is
no good: I know what causes the problem. I am

looking for something to take away this ridiculous
anomaly. It is absolutely crazy.

I have sheet after sheer of calculations. No
doubt the Minister used the same computer to
obtain all of the details which I obtained. I am a
subscriber to the computer that the Minister most
likely used. The anomaly is there.

I am disappointed that the session is coming to
a conclusion tonight. I know the Leader of the
House would say that if I sat down, it would come
a lot earlier.

The Hon. 1. G. Medcalf: Quite right!
The Hon. A. A. Lewis: We all agree with that.
The Hon. P. H. Wells: I am happy to listen to

you.
The Hon. A. A. Lewis: As long as you sit and

listen to him!
The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: I want to make it

clear that sometimes Governments become very
stupid when it comes to applying the hard, cold
facts because policy must be upheld. It seems that
one cannot allow any little deviation, because that
might be the chink, the wedge, the tip of the
iceberg.

It is so much rot when we have an anomaly of
this type in the State and we should be expected
to suffer this for all time. It is well known that, as
the subsidy is taken away-one-third this year,
two-thirds next year, and the total the following
year-the anomaly will become worse. If the
Government only knew it; this will become an
election issue at the time the subsidy is removed
fully in this area.

I would not blame whoever may be standing for
Parliament for using the anomaly as an election
issue. Indeed, the lifting of this railway line in
1961 was the reason that I entered the
Parliament. The closure of that line, and the
lifting of it, occurred because the Labor Party and
the Liberal Party combined to vote for the Bill
that took the railway line out of existence. The
members of the Country Party were the only ones
in opposition to the Bill.

The Hon. N. F. Moore: Were you a one-issue
candidate?

SThe Hon. H. W. GAYFER: This issue will be
political.

The Hon. N. F. Moore: It all is. That is what it
is all about.

The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: The issue at the
next election will be political; and it will be
debated hotly and strongly. However, if it be that
a Government of a different colour from ours is in
existence, the end result will not be any different.
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The Liberal and Labor Parties voted together for
the lifting of this railway line, so the end result in
respect of the line closures will be exactly the
same.

This anomaly should be investigated
thoroughly. It is not good enough to say, "That is
the formula, and that is how it happened". In this
case, the Government should say, "All right, there
is a glaring anomaly at jubuk , but possibly a
compensating rate could be applied in other
areas". The Government feels it would be out of
pocket if it paid a lousy 29c that may help to
rectify the position as against the town of
Corrigin, which is further out. The CBH main
trouble is the outlay; and the $I million for this
wheat bin can be multiplied by all the other wheat
bins in off-line areas which have been subsidised
to date, and which will be bypassed on by carriers
so as to pick up the freight advantage.

I ask the Hon. Norman Baxter and the Hon.
Win Piesse if they can imagine any farmer
carting five miles to pay $15.29, when he could
cart seven miles in the other direction for the
same freight service at $15; or cart 50 miles in a
westerly direction for $5.40 less in freight.

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: It already happens to
me.

The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: The whole thing
does not make sense. As I said, we will hear a lot
more about it.

I would not have risen to my feet, had the
Minister's answer not been intended to satisfy me
until the door of this session is closed. Therefore, I
must record my complete opposition to the
striking of the new rates for 1981-82, and my
complete opposition to the fact that a committee
has been established which has ma de an arbitrary
decision that takes away a subsidy in parts of the
State, and continues it in others.

I know the way any Government will work once
it has started to lift the subsidies. The other towns
in Mr Brown's area out beyond-

The Hon. N. E. Baxter: The black stump!

The Hon. H. W. GAYFER: Let us face it.
Skeleton Rocks is looking for a wheat bin. I am
sure CBH will not be interested in building a bin
at Skeleton Rocks if the subsidy is to be removed
in three years and people will not use the bin. The
same thing applies in the area served by the
Minister for Lands, east of Newdegate in the Mt.
Sheridan area. Those areas already surfer great
disadvantages in the distance the farmers have to
cart their grain. They have been supported by
Governments of my colour for many years.

Now these people are finding that, although
they used to have a railway line, it was taken
away and the subsidy was to continue in its place;
and finally the day of reckoning has come, and
the subsidy will be taken away. I protest! This will
create a degree of misunderstanding in the area.

I do not suppose the hardship will be any worse
for those people than if they were paying freight
from, say, Southern Cross. The freight will not be
any higher than those people would be paying.
But, let us face it, wherever we have a glaring
anomaly such as this, it is like a festering sore and
it is an irritant that is always there. The people
are always aware of it. Until it is removed, the
people will not be satisfied.

I request that the Leader of the House draw the
attention of the Minister for Transport to this
anomaly. I know that he will. I remind the Leader
of the House that I am fully aware of the
complications surrounding the matter. Sometimes
figures are like statistics. They can go haywire
and belie the case. The Leader of the House
would be aware that what is done, with the best
intention, is not always the correct answer and the
equitable answer to everybody in the end.

THE HION. R. HETHERINGTON (East
Metropolitan) [10.45 p.m.]: Before I begin the
main burden of my remarks I must refer to the
statements made by interjection by the Hon. Phil
Lockyer about my friend and colleague the Hon.
Jim Brown and, by implication, the Hon. Colin
Jamieson. I can see no anomaly in the Hon. Jim
Brown being on the committee set up to organise
the anniversary celebration of 150 years since the
first sitting of the Legislative Council. I am aware
that these two members have brought before the
committee points which have made the other
members more sensitive of certain areas and,
from all our points of view, have made the
celebration better than it would have been. I know
a lot of hard work has gone into its planning by
everyone. The fact that the Parliamentary Labor
Party has a view of the celebrations is quite a
different issue. To accuse the Hon. Jim Brown of
hypocrisy because he served on the committee is
foolish in the extreme; it is muddling issues and
failing to clarify them.

I take up the Hon. Jim Brown's suggestion that
we should recognise the work done by Mr Hoft. I
think he needs to be singled out on this occasion
because of the very hard work he has put in to
organising the celebrations. We would not
normally single out anyone in the President's
department, because all the officers under Mr
Ashley give a superb service, with great humour,
and under great trial. Since I have been a member
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of Parliament I have had nothing but praise for
them, It has been quite a joy to work with them.

Because of the pressures put on me not to be
too long in making my contribution, 1 will not talk
about all the things I had intended to mention.
However, I will mention some of the things I
wanted to talk about. I will not talk about
education, but I will give a preview of what I
might be talking about next year. I read that
some members of the Liberal Party are still
concerned about compulsory fees in the
university. I am quite appalled to see the
continuing sorry story of pre-schools that started
with the abolition of the Pre-School Board in
1977-when I came into this House-by a
Minister who did not know what he was doing.
Since then there has been a constant war of
attrition.

The Non. N. F. Moore. Garbage!

The Hon. R. H-ETHERINGTON: I know the
Ministers since have known what they were doing.
They have fought a very savage war of attrition
against the pre-schools to get rid of them.

The Hon. N. F. Moore: Not true.
The Hon. R. H-ETHERINGTON: We have

seen the anomaly of pre-school teachers being
employed by the Minister but not by the
department. These pre-school people do not know
where they stand. If members want to interject 1
will cover this matter in full detail now; perhaps
they would prefer that.

The Hon. 1. 0. Medcalf: Not now.

The Hon. R. H-ETHERINGTON: The other
point to which I must give passing reference is
that, while dealing with Miss Elliott's motion on
domestic violence, members opposite engaged in
what I call "operation double elbow"; they were
patting themselves on the back so hard because
next year they might have a crisis centre if the
Government provides the money. I point out that
a Liberal Government in South Australia
established a committee to work under the
women's adviser to the Prmewhich i

apparently something our Premier does not need.
The Hon. N. F. Moore: Do they also have an

adviser on men's affairs?
The Hon. R. HETHERINGTON: Do not

provoke me. We have had many advisers on men's
affairs. I would have thought the Hon. Norman
Moore had some prctensions to be educated and
would understand the need for positive
discrimination.

The Hon. W. R. Withers: You are promoting
sexism.

The Hon. D. J. Wordsworth: Sir Charles has a
woman Cabinet Minister who could advise him on
the subject.

The Hon. R. HETHERINGTON: The
women's adviser and the committee she chaired in
South Australia on domestic violence has brought
down a report recommending legislation which I
hope will at least be introduced in another State
next year.

While I was thinking about that I was
reminded that in South Australia there has been
an interesting procession of reforming Attorneys
General. Since Mr Don Dunstan became
Attorney General in the Walsh Government, he
has been followed by Mr Robin Millhouse in the
Hall Liberal Government and Mr Len King and
Mr Peter Duncan in the Dunstan Government.
Now we have Mr Trevor Griffin in the Tonkin
Government. Some people may think they have
gone a little too far a little too fast and have
sometimes made mistakes, but I would like to see
a little more of that speed in this State. I will
advert to that subject next session,

What I intend doing now is to refer to some
specific things that affect my electors, my
electorate, my province. One of the things 1 have
had brought to my attention is something that has
happened in Subiaco, where the people pride
themselves on their progress and their
progressiveness.

In Hay Street, Subiaco, there was a sign of
progress with the establishment of the de Nicolai
College of Ballet, which I am told is a very good
ballet school.

The Hon. Neil Oliver: Which style of ballet do
they practice?

The Hon. R. HETHERINGTON: Classical. If
the member wants any more information I
suggest he rings them up while they are still there.

There has been another sign of progress in that
a sex shop has moved into Hay Street to sell
whatever such shops sell: books, sex aids, and
various other items of titilation. What is
distressing the ballet school and me is that this
sex shop has set up next to the ballet school,
which is attended by young girls.

I have spoken about this matter with members
of the Subiaco City Council and the member for
Subiaco, Dr Dadour. Both the council and the
member for Subiaco have indicated their concern,
which shows this is not a partisan matter.
However, it seems nothing can be done.

Iam not saying that sex shops are frequented
by deviants or people likely to attack other people;
1 am saying that many of the parents of the young
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girls who attend the ballet school are concerned.
As most of these parents have not been in a sex
shop, their imaginations arc running rife.

It is a pity this sex shop has established where
it is; it is a pity there is no way we cannot keep
such shops apart from others, whatever we might
think about sex shops. I do not think they should
be banned; I am not advocating that sort of
censorship. Nevertheless, it would be better if
they were not in juxtaposition with institutions,
shops, or schools where young people are involved.
They would be better kept apart. I read that a lot
of people are concerned and are pressing the
council to do something about it. It is a highly
undesirable situation as it now exists. If it is
progress, we should have less of it.

One of the other things I was interested to Flnd
out about the Suhiaco City Council is the zeal of
its parking inspectors in gaining revenue. I know
Barry Humphries pu! out a notice about that. I
discovered that when students have examinations
to attend at nine o'clock in the morning-and
perhaps the university is at fault-they are not
allowed to park along Hackett Drive until nine
o'clock in the morning. in fact, many of them
park their cars there at five minutes before 9.00
a.m. in order to get to their exam on time. This
has raised the cost of higher education by $20 a
student, because the parking inspectors in their
zeal race up and down at five minutes to 9.00
a.m. on examination mornings. Perhaps discretion
could have been used.

I am pleased the Subiaco City Council has
protested about the fact that the Claremont
Technical College has been diminished although,
like me, the council is glad it has not been
abolished. I am moderately pleased about what
the Government finally did in regard to that
college about which I have spoken twice
previously in this House. It is a pity the
Government had to save money by taking steps in
relation to this college, but at least it has left the
arts school alone.

The other night I attended an exhibition in my
electorate which was held by the art students of
the Forrestficld Technical School. The exhibition
was of a very high standard. I hope that facility
will proliferate and that we do not find this piece
of promising creativity nipped in the bud by the
next squceze. However, I shall perhaps have more
to say about that next time.

My friend and colleague, the Hon. Fred
McKenzie, mentioned the work of the Sussex
Centre in Victoria Park. That centre has been
established in Sussex Street by the Social Work
Department of WAIT. There is some talk that

restrictions on educational funding may close
down the centre. I want to add my voice to those
who have protested against that possibility.

The Hon. Neil Oliver: Is that a voluntary
organisation?

The Hon. R. HETHERINGTON: It is an
organisation which has been established by the
Social Work Department of WAlT, I believe it is
staffed voluntarily by a number of students and it
is generally under the supervision of Miss Helen
Creed who is a member of the department. The
centre has become a vital part of the community
of Victoria Park. It is a resource and advisory
centre; it sets up community groups; it organises
daytime discussion groups; it establishes contact
groups; it organises various work schemes for
young people; and, overall it provides an
invaluable service.

The Director of WAIT is considering
supporting the centre through his director's fund
and I hope that occurs, because the centre
provides an invaluable service and I consult it
continually. I have attended contact lunches at
the centre where I have met people and learnt
things about my own electorate and the problems
there. I have been very impressed by the kind of
work the people at the centre perform.

People talk about the values of modern young
people-I do not know how young "young"
is-and I should like to point out the great
dedication of the social work and social science
students in our institutions, in this case in WAIT.
We also find similar people working in women's
refuges and they perform essential work in our
community. It is a great pity we cannot expand
our welfare services when that is required.

I am appalled that, in 1981, it is necessary to
raise a $100 000 relief fund for Western
Australians who are poor. This is a sad indictment
of a modern, post-industrial, developed society.
However, people say, "Where will the money
come from? You only want to raise taxes" and, as
usual, I will admit to that, because many of us
could pay more and I believe I am one of them.

For the benefit of the Hon. Robert Pike, I
should like to point out I live in Wilson, which is
in my electorate, although it looks as if I may
have been redistributed out of it. I live near the
residential triangle which is bounded on two sides
by Leach Highway and Manning Road and which
is cut off by parklands. People from Riverton cut
across the old Riverton bridge, travel up Fern
Road, dip down through Bungaree Road, and go
through the Wilson triangle to get onto Manning
Road. They now also come down Braibrise Road
off which is the little cul-de-sac in which I live.
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This occurs to such an extent that, on some days,
it is almost impossible to travel through the
Wilson triangle. This used to be a quiet
residential suburb and it has now been decimated
by traffic.

It is a grave problem. I am sure you, Sir, would
be only too aware of it as, indeed, is the Hon.
Phillip Pendal; but perhaps not quite as aware of
it as I am, because I live in the area.

The Canning City Council proposed-I am
neither for nor against the scheme, because I see
the arguments for both sides-there be a link
from Fern Road, just past the Riverton bridge,
through the edge of the river cutting off part of it,
through a reserve, and onto Leach Highway just
opposite Lawson Street. The idea of that proposal
was to remove the traffic from the Wilson
triangle.

The Canning City Council placed this proposal
before the M RPA and, on Tuesday, I I August, 1
asked a question in the House as to when we
might hear about the outcome of it. I was told
there would be a comprehensive joint report by
the Town Planning Department and the Main
Roads Department which would be considered by
the MRPA in September. It was stated further
that the issues were complex, but it was hoped a
decision would be made by the authority at that
time. I do not know whether the outcome of the
authority's deliberations could be called a
"decision", because I would not call it that.

On 29 September last the MRPA sent a letter
to the Canning City Council which reads, in part,
as follows-

The Authority resolved:-

" 1. To advise the City of Canning
that:

(i) the proposal to construct a road
between Fern Road (Riverton
Bridge) and Manning Road, partly
upon land reserved in the
Metropolitan Region Scheme for
Parks and Recreation, involves
wider issues.

(ii) the Authority defers making a
decision on the Council's proposal
as submitted and supports the
investigation into alternative
options to provide a link road
between Leach Highway and
Manning Road, in conjunction with
a road rationalisation programme
for the Wilson area."

And further to:
"Request the Town Planning
Department, Main Roads
Department and the City of
Canning to investigate alternative
options should Council wish to
pursue the matter further'.

The City of Canning resolved the following at a
meeting on 9 November-

(a)

(b)

The-letter be received and its content be
noted with disappointment.
Council write to-the M.R.P.A., the
Minister for Town Planning and the
Minister for Transport, expressing the
Council's disappointment and concern at
the M.R.P.A.'s response. They be
further advised that at the instigation of
the City of Canning a Committee
comprising the bodies referred to was
formed in 1980 to determine the long
and short term solution to the Wilson
traffic problem. The proposal put
forward by the Council was the solution
recommended by that Committee.
Under those circumstances and based on
the information before it, the City of
Canning can see no advantage in the
delays caused by resurrecting that
Committee to review evidence previously
considered.
If the M.R.P.A. has new information,
and the Council understands that a joint
M. R.D., Town Planning Board
submission was made, then surely the
information should have accompanied
the M.R.P.A. reply. This would have
avoided unnecessary delays.
The City of Canning is anxious to
resolve this matter urgently and wishes
to pursue a positive course of action.
There is nothing in the M.R.P.A.'s letter
which-

gives reasons for deferral; or
substantiates the need for a new
committee.

However, if such information does exist
would the Authority please advise the
Council of it as soon as possible.

I could not agree more with those remarks. It was
suggested-if I remember rightly, by the Hon.
Phil Pendal-that a review of the evidence should
be undertaken and a report made. The matter is
urgent; traffic is building up. I do not know
whether we will have to wait until a bad or fatal
accident occurs before anything is done about the
situation. The problem has been known for a long
time.
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If the MRPA is not prepared to accept the
proposal of the City of Canning,. t should put
forward alternative proposals for the City of
Canning to consider. The matter is complex. It
has been suggested that the Wilson triangle be
cul-de-sac'ed, but if that happens vehicles will
bank at Manning Road halfway down Leach
Highway. People will not be able to get through
that intersection; great traffic jams will occur.

It is obvious that if the proposal put forward by
the City of Canning is not accepted a new traffic
bridge approach must be built over Manning
Road as one was built over Albany Highway.
Thai is one of the things thai should be done. The
procrastination that has occurred in this area is
most reprehensible. Albany Highway carries an
amount of traffic way beyond that which it can
support. In this regard I disagree with the
members for South-East Metropolitan Province in
their attempt-successfully I gather-to prevent
the proposed link road from Spencer Road to
Chapman Road in order to divert traffic from
Albany Highway to Manning Road. This
alternative also would raise problems, and they
are problems which must be grappled with, and
grappled wiih fast. The cheapest period to do this
work is now, because it would have been cheaper
to do it 10 years ago. All we get is duck-shoving
and back-filling and nothing done in this area. All
that is being done is the driving of residents mad
and out of their homes. We are destroying a
pleasant residential area in which a primary
school exists. We are doing nothing about the
situation.

All that has occurred is that proposals by the
City of Canning have been rejected without
reasonable suggestions or propositions being put
forward, and that is quite disgraceful. I hope
something positive will be done, especially before
the Wilson triangle is destroyed and a fatal
accident occurs in that area. The time is coming
closer and closer for such an accident to occur.

Iwant to mention another matter because work
in relation to it takes up the time of my office
more than anything else, I refer to problems in
relation to State Housing Commission housing,
and particularly housing for Aborigines. We find
it harder and harder to obtain satisfactory
housing for Aborigines. It has become obvious
that the number of houses available is becoming
less and less, and certainly not enough to meet the
needs. A certain ploy has developed which gives
no credit whatsoever to the Government, and I
refer to the establishment of the Aboriginal
Housing Board. When I hear that one of my
housing representations has been referred to the
AHB my heart sinks because I know there will be

endless procrastination and delay, although not
because of the intentions of the board. I have met
the board members and know they are concerned
people, but they do not have the power or
responsibility to do anything about the
situation-most important of all, they do not have
enough houses. By referring people to the board
the Government is passing the buck and
attempting to put the blame where it does not
belong. The board cannot be blamed for not
housing people when it does not have enough
houses.

In regard to State housing I will mention a
matter which has been worrying me for some
time. It vividly illustrates the things that have
occurred. I heard about this matter because one
of my electors wanted to move to Toodyay where
a young mother lives in a three-bedroomed house
with her son. She is a supporting mother and her
five-year-old son has clubbed feet. She wants to
move closer to Midland where her orthopaedic
surgeon is situated. He is competent and the
mother trusts him, and must visit him regularly
for her son.

The woman receives a supporting mother's
pension, has no transport of her own and must
rely on friends or public transport to get around.
The child has just had a seventh operation on his
feet, and one foot is in plaster. The mother has to
take the child regularly from Toodyay to Midtand
for treatment, and that situation will continue for
about six weeks. It is a sad commentary that I
have not been able to have this person housed in
suitable accommodation closer to Midland. The
only accommodation which has been offered is an
upstairs flat; the mother would have to carry her
five-year-old child up and down the stairs. Surely
something better than that could be offered, and
surely something better could be done for such a
person in less than six months.

If something were done a three-bedroomned
house in Toodyny would be made available, In
Toodyay at least three or four families with more
than three children are waiting for such a house. I
just cannot imagine how this situation has been
allowed to continue.

I am not particularly attacking officials of the
SHC because I always have found them to be
reasonable-they have listened and done their
best-but in such matters we find it harder and
harder 10 achieve results because the Government
has failed to deal adequately with the problems of
housing.

One problem in regard to housing is that some
people do not meet the criteria to receive State
housing. I am trying to do something for a family
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comprising a man, a wife, and one child. They are
living with the wife's parents and three children,
ranging from 25 to 12 years of age, who come
within the responsibility of Mental Health
Services. Those children need the support of their
parents. The daughter of these parents, together
with her husband and child, are staying with her
parents, which means that eight people live in the
house in order to provide the necessary support
The husband earns $180 a week and is regarded
as too selective because his family does not want
to move from the suburb in which the parents live
so that the parents can give support to their
children. They are on a wait-turn, and heaven
knows when they will be housed, this being in the
International Year of Disabled Persons.

We in this State have shown very little lip
service to the International Year of Disabled
Persons and certainly we do very little that is
concrete about it. I could multiply the cases, but
these are two cases which are worrying me the
most. It is appalling that there is no way in which
a flat can be made available for the daughter, her
husband, and her child, who are trying to do the
right thing by their parents and the other
children, and there is no way we can find some
housing on the ground floor near Midland so that
a supporting mother can carry a live-year-old
child with his foot in plaster to the nearest public
transport in order to visit her doctor in Midland.

She is so interested in the welfare of her child
and wants him to be able to go to school, and is so
concerned that she get the best medical
advice-and she believes she has it in
Midland-that she is prepared to operate from
Toodyay. She is prepared to make the sacrifices.
She is a person who has given no trouble to the
SHC and has been an exemplary tenant. It is
prepared to help her make the sacriflice.

It is time we did something about this. I hope
the Minister or the Government will listen to
what I have to say and find some way of creating
the miracle of finding a place for her within the
next week. The Minister will have no difficulty in
Finding out to whom I am referring. He only has
to refer to the parliamentary liaison officer who
keeps saying, "No" and to look through the 20-
odd representations which are outstanding before
the State Housing Commission. They could deal
with the rest while they are on the job, as far as I
am concerned.

It is pretty appalling, and something needs to
be done about it. It is something about which I
ari at my wit's end about, and when one is at his
wit's end, he mentions it in Parliament and gives
it some publicity in the hope that he will be

listened to at last and something might be done
about this disgraceful situation.

THE HON. P. H. WELLS (North Metro-
politan) [11.18 p-rn.]: I rise to speak on the
Estimates and to make some reference to the
funds allotted to the Parliament in terms of the
research resources made available to a member of
Parliament, the support facilities we have within
our library, and other areas that are essential to
enable a member to be informed.

When one looks at the expenditure in a
balanced Budget, there may be areas where the
Government has worked hard, but in terms of
providing members with adequate facilities to
enable them to be informed and able to make
reasonable decisions, in some areas the Budget is
lacking. For instance, members of this House
have no real research resources other than
themselves, whereas if we look around other
Parliaments within Australia, we find in an6 ease,
apart from the fact that members have a research
person within their office or library, an additional
research officer is provided for every five
members, a total of 41 research people.

The [Ion. Peter Dowding: Do you agree with
that?

The Hon. P. H. WELLS: In the Queensland
Parliamentary Library, within the one set-up.
there are seven research officers, which is roughly
one for every l12 members; within the Sooth
Australian Parliamentary Library there is a
research officer for every 23 members.

I prepared for the first session of this year a
graph that indicated that, in the first session, of
the 33 Bills that went through, seven were left on
the notice paper to be handled in this session; we
dealt with 23 Bills. Therefore, only half of those
Bills were available for 10 consecutive days of
study. If one considers the effective period of
study from the introduction of the second reading
stage in either House to the conclusion of the
secnd reading stage, excluding public holidays,
Saturdays and Sundays, that is a limited time in
which to do any in-depth study on a Bill.

Something like 582 papers were tabled, of
which 18$ were regulations, 80 were by-laws,
seven were orders, 19 were rules, and five were
statistics, so a whole maze of information and
range of decisions have been thrust upon a
member and yet, within the resources available in
this State, we do not have proper funds or
facilities to enable adequate means of research.
These facilities should be provided.

Consideration should be given to having a
system in which members have an allotted
amount out of which they can employ people to
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give advice on the range of Bills on which they
need advice. It is reasonable for the State to
providc such a facility because each person
coming into this Parliament is not necessarily
competent in every field and in the range of Bills
which come before Parliament, and may need
advice. Occasionally we get lit-bits of legal advice
from the Hon. Howard Olney or one of the other
legal eagles within the Chamber, but one cannot
only rely on that sort of advice. Occasionally it is
necessary to go outside the resources available.
An imprest system for payments could enable
members to employ the best person possible to
give them advice.

The other alternative that I have heard
discussed is that which is already used in the
other State libraries I have mentioned: the
provision of personnel within the library system.
This tends to have some drawbacks because it can
be monopolised by a few and, even within that
system, the time should be allocated to members
and charged accordingly.

The second area of providing members with
adequate services is in terms of extending the
library's ability by the inclusion of a computer.
There is a need for us to expand the library's
allocation in terms of Finance. Secondly, it is
desirable for a computer terminal to be available
so that we have access to data. Thirdly, we should
work towards our own data basis with either on-
line Storage or the purchase of a suitable
computer.

Dealing with the allocation of staff, when one
looks at the available staff to deal with inquiries
from members of the Western Australian
Parliament, one finds our ratio is probably the
worst in Australia. The ratio of library staff to
members of Parliament in this State is the lowest
of all States. Queensland, the highest, has a ratio
of l:3'/z New South Wales has 1:6: South
Australia has 1:7, and Victoria has 1.:8. The
Western Australian ratio is l:141/2. Those figures
indicate that there is a need to increase the staff
of the library in this Parliament.

We note on page 29 of the Estimates under the
heading 'Parliament, Joint Library Committee",
the sum provided for 1981-82 is $129000, which
constitutes 3.26 per cent of the total
parliamentary budget. If we consider the budgets
of other State Parliaments, we will Find that the
allocation of funds to the library in Western
Australia is the lowest in Australia. The
Australian Parliament Library has been allocated
more than 16 per cent of the parliamentary
budget; Queensland has 6 per cent; South
Australia has 4.5 per cent; Victoria has 4.4 per
cent; and Western Australia has 3.26 per cent.

Once again, on comparison with other States
the figures indicate that Western Australia does
not provide a large amount of money per member,
when we state the Parliamentary Library as a cost
allocation per member. Queensland provides
$6 378 per member of Parliament, New South
Wales provides 53425 per member; South
Australia provides $2 638 per member; Victoria
provides $2 450;, and Western Australia provides
$1 483 per member. We allocate only 45 per cent
of the average amount allocated to the five State
libraries I have mentioned. That is an indication
that the library budget deserves more
consideration.

It is desirable also to introduce a computer
terminal in the library for members' use.
Queensland has had a computer in its library
since 1976. In an article written by the
Queensland Parliamentary Librarian, Mr
Bannenberg, called "Computer Based
Information in Australian Libraries", which is a
Commonwealth publication, members may read
about the exciting developments in that library.

For a very small amount of money we could
increase the ability of our library to provide a
service. The publication "Parl iamentary
Librarianship in the English-Speaking World", by
Philip Laundy, on page 12 states-

The parliamentary library must serve the
Member not only in his capacity as legislator
and critic of government. It must serve him
as the representative of a constituency, as a
member of any committee or other
investigatory body to which he may belong,
as a delegate to national and international
conferences, and as a person involved in a
wide range of public affairs.

Members who are interested in increasing the
ability of the library would do well to read a
paper which was prepared for the twelfth regional
conference of Presiding Officers and Clerks in
Wellington, New Zealand, in March 1981. This
paper was prepared by the Right Hon. Billy
Snedden. and he outlined some comments and
directions for parliamentary libraries which may
give consideration to computerisation.

For the sum of $3 000 we could buy a
typewriter terminal and for $250 contract through
ACI and obtain access to data base in Ausinet
and Orbit to provide us with immediate
information from throughout the world.

Ausinet is a data-based subsidiary of AC! in
Melbourne which is used by the Commonwealth
library and the Queensland library, via telephone
connection, at a small cost. That facility provides
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the staff with the means to search records and
information.

ACI charges $35 an hour to connect with its
computer, and with the added cost of $5 royalty
plus $21 for library staff, the overall cost would
be $57 an hour. However, from information
provided in sonic of the papers from the
Queensland library, searches cost something like
$10 an hour as opposed to the average cost of
$108 for manual searches.

Ausinet also has access through MIDAS, the
OTC computer link to additional information
through Orbit, which is the American data base.
It is possible to hire memory space cards through
the computer, with a QUE programme, and this is
available for the cost of memory space occupied.

I have made some inquiries about putting the
Hansard index on computer. Incidentally, the
Americans already have this information on their
computers. I have been informed the Government
has already paid the cost of providing magnetic
tapes, and these tapes are sitting out at the
Government Printing Office. I am told that the
Hansard index could be placed on computer at
very little cost.

Mention has been made of the Midas system.
That is the OTC connection which enables
us-with no connection costs once a terminal is
installed, and a contract entered into with
Ausint-to connect with the data base in
America known as Orbit. The system is described
as follows-

The ORBIT System brings together the
world's key reference sources online in over
80 data bases with more than 55 million
citations, enabling you to identify the
documents you want in minutes. You enter
your search via a terminal located right in
your office. In answer to your queries, the
system can supply records of:
Journal Articles
Patents
Books
Theses
Conference Papers
Annual Reports
Maps
Contracts
Grants
Government Legislation
Hearings
Newspaper Articles
Summaries of Research in Progress
Statistical and Tabular Data
Voting Rccords
Reviews

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: Does it also give you
common sense?

The Hon. P. H. WELLS: It is interesting that
the manager of ACI informed me that most
members of Parliament could be taught to utilise
the terminal within I 1h hours. I gather it may
take a little longer with some difficult members.
Obviously, the best results would be obtained by
employing experienced research personnel, such
as our librarians, who would be able to make
better and more effective use of the facility.
provided members gave them the right
information.

The Orbit system has another advantage. If the
information required is not in one's country it is
possible to order the information and have it sent
to one's home by an electronic mail drop. Further,
where complete texts are required and it would be
too costly to provide each individual text, one
could obtain the information via the terminal
facilities which would enable a faster printout,
thus savi ng computer time.

Certainly, a whole range of information could
be provided by computers, if our library were
given the facility. For example, I am doubtful if
effective use is made of our newspaper cuttings,
or if members are fully aware of the total
resources of our library. The Queensland
Parliamentary Library intially installed an IBM
32 computer and has now upgraded its facility to
an IBM 34 model, giving it a massive storage
capacity. The estimates I have received are that
we could provide a reasonable memory bank
facility for a total of about $55 000, comprising
between $15 000 and $25 000 for the hardware,
additional staff amounting to $15 000, with extra
costs amounting to say, $15 000. The expenditure
of no more than $55 000 annually would take us
into a new era of modern technology. This
represents only $632 for each member of this
Parliament, and I believe such expenditure is
justified.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: Let us all put in.
The Hon. P. H. WELLS: Page 45 of the

Estimates reveals that the Government intends to
spend $2.1 27 million on the Government
computing division. With such massive
expenditure on computers in this State, surely we
can be allocated only $55 000 to enable the
establishment of this facility. It may be possible
to link into the Government computer via
terminals, thereby utilising unused space within
the Government computer and saving costs.

The Hon. H. W. Olney: Why don't we get a
bingo game going in the bar? It would probably
pay for the computer.
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The Hon. P. H. WELLS: Thai is the sort of
interjection one would expect from a legal eagle
who probably has all the resources he needs,
unlike we poor people who come into Parliament
and seek to use the available facilities.

The Hon. A. A. Lewis: Not the little people,
but the poor people.

The Hon. P. H. WELLS: I am suggesting that
by providing such a facility, members will be able
to use the available information more effectively.
I believe it would enable members to be more
informed and, thus. to make better decisions.

One other area-this was mentioned by the
Hon. Howard Olney-deserves attention. During
this session, a total of 582 papers and 185
regulations have been tabled, yet Parliament has
considered only 1 23 Bills. More laws have been
changed by regulation than have been considered
by Parliament, yet the only copies of the
Government Gazette available to members are to
be found on a table outside the Legislative
Council, and in the library. I believe each member
should be provided with a copy of the
Government Gazelle so that he is aware of the
laws which are being changed by regulations. I
raised the matter with the Treasurer and he told
me that that was what our electorate allowances
were for. However, members are provided with
only about 14 stamps a day to service their entire
electorates. It would well behove the Government
to provide each member with a copy of the
Government Gazette. After all, the expenditure
on Parliament represents only 0.2 per cent of the
total Budget: it is not a masssive amount. A small
extra expenditure on the part of the Government
would have immense value in terms of better
informing members. Surely there is nothing
wrong with members seeking to be better
informed so that they might make better
decisions.

I turn now to the matter of annual reports.
During the year we received a visit from Dr John
Uhr. During a speech he gave he mentioned that
we are swamped with information. I am certain
members will recall his remarks. On page 6 of the
notes of the speech he gave in the other place on
'Continuity and change in Australian
Parliaments", he said-

there is "a great danger of members being
absolutely swamped with information", and
that the "1absolute plethora of
information-the sheer volume of
information-may actually have the effect of
inhibiting proper examination".

That is probably correct. I am suggesting that
computer access provides the means of obtaining

the information that one requires. In recent
research that I did, after some five weeks I found
the information that could have saved me much
other reading.

It behoves the Government to have an orderly
approach to the provision of reports in this House.
I draw the attention of members to the
tremendous duplication that we have had in
reports over the years. In 1979, we note that we
received the 1978 and 1979 reports from
authorities such as the Australian Agricultural
Council, the Environmental Protection Authority,
the fisheries research and development trust fund,
the Lamb Marketing Board, the Lands and
Surveys Department, the Rural Adjustment
Authority, the Board of Secondary Education, the
State Energy Commission, the Superannuation
Board, the Waterways Commission, and Westrail.

I must admit that the situation improved in
1980. We really hit the top! Although we had less
duplication of reports, we had the Cancer Council
reports from 1972 to 1979. They must have been
lost somewhere down the line. We also received
the Air Pollution Control Council reports for
1978, 1979, and 1980. We also received the Fire
Brigades Board reports for 1979 and 1980, and
reports concerning noise abatement for 1978 and
1979, probation for 1979 and 1980, and science
and the environment-radiation
monitoring-reports for 1978 and 1979. That
latter report seems to have been a special one, as I
have it noted.

The Hon. R. i. L. Williams: There is good
reason for that.

The Hon. P. H. WELLS: Although this year
we have not received a maze of reports, we have
the Finance Brokers Supervisory Hoard reports
for 1979-80 and 1980-81; the Greyhound Racing
Control Hoard reports for 1979-80 and 1980-81;
the Land Valuers Licensing Board reports for
1979-80 and 1980-SI1; and the Queen Elizabeth 11
Medical Centre trust reports for 1979-80 and
1980-81.

That is interesting, because I want to mention
that particular body. I am sure there is some good
reason for having this duplication of reports. It is
bad enough that they have one report for each of
those years; but I suggest that, given the number
of reports, half of the information is not of much
use.

The Queen Elizabeth 11 Medical Centre was
formerly the Perth Medical Centre. In 1976, the
Parliament received the 1975 and 1976 reports of
that centre. Reports were tabled in 1977 and
1978; but there was no report in 1979. In 1980.
the duplicated reports were received.

6514



[Tuesday, I December 1981]151

Section 15(2) of the Queen Elizabeth HI
Medical Centre Act provides that the trust shall,
as soon as practicable after 31 July, furnish to the
Minister, for presentation to each House of the
Parliament, a report on the operations of the trust
during the year.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: "As soon as possible".
it says.

The Hon. P. H. WELLS: That is what I am
pointing out.

The Hon. H. W. Gayfer: 1972 to 1980 is as
soon as possible!

The Hon. P. H,. WELLS: Section 15(3) of the
Act provides-

(3) The Minister shall lay the report and
financial statements of the Trust, together
with the report of the Auditor General,
before each House of Parliament within
twelve sitting days of that House after their
receipt by the Minister.

First of all, I cannot rind the Queen Elizabeth 11
Medical Centre in the Auditor General's report.

The Hon. R. J1. L. Williams: It probably has
not been done.

The Hon. P. H. WELLS: I cannot find any
reference to it, despite the fact that the Act
provides for the Auditor General to report on it.
Furthermore, I cannot find in the Hansard
indexes-of course, I do not have a computer to
check them-a Financial statement in relation to
the Queen Elizabeth 11 Medical Centre tabled in
the House.

I know we have not received the 1981 report. I
wonder if the group spends any money. Perhaps it
renders its services for free because it is funded in
some other way. I am not casting aspersions on
the people who work there. I read the reports that
have been submitted; but 1 cannot say that the
information provided is what is required by the
Act.

Let me deal now with a report presented to this
House-the Western Australian Institute of
Technology report. It is interesting that the
WAIT report was for the year ending 31
December 1979, but it was tabled in the House on
24 March 1981. That was the second day of this
session, somc I5 months after the close of the
1979 year. We find that in 1980 the Parliament
finished on 28 November, which was I I months
after the closing of the year of the report.

It is possible that the WAIT report was delayed
because of the need for the Auditor General's
report. I noticd that the Auditor General did not
sign his report until 18 November 1980. After
allowing time for the printing of the report, that

would mean it was not available until after the
Parliament had risen. Hence it would have been
made available to the Parliament 15 months after
the close of the year.

I am suggesting that a preliminary report be
presented to thg Parliament within three months.
Information that is IS months out of date is not
the sort of information that should be made
available to the Parliament.

For instance, the Department of Mines expects
private enterprise to provide annual reports of
work on claims within 60 days. The Government
should provide for at least a preliminary report
within three months.

One body that needs to be congratulated is the
Insurance Brokers Licensing Board, which came
into being as the result of a Bill we passed this
year. I noticed that although the Act was not
proclaimed until 15 June 1981, the report is for
the year ending 30 June 198 1, so it did not have a
long period on which to report. We received that
report on 29 September. I suggest that we need to
receive reports in that fashion.

The Hon. H. W. Olney: Three months to report
on two weeks work?

The Hon. P. H. WELLS. I notice that this year
a large number of reports are outstanding.
Perhaps it should be the responsiblity of one of
the Clerks of the Parliament to indicate to the
House the reports that have not been presented.
Members should be aware of that type of
information.

Earlier this evening I presented a petition to the
House that arrived at my office today. That
petition was in connection with the toilets at the
Perth bus station. I raised this question over 12
months ago in this House, and I have continued
that dialogue with either the Minister or the
MTT.

Pregnant women especially find it terribly
inconvenient that such a facility does not provide
full access to toilet blocks. Despite the fact that I
indicated to the MTT that the shopping centre in
which I have my electorate office does not have to
pay out $60 000 a year to keep its toilets open
throughout the entire period the centre is open, I
was told that it would cost the MTT that amount
to extend the hours the toilets are open at the
Perth bus terminal. The MTT even indicated that
this would be a conservative figure. I will quote
from a letter i received from the managing
director of the trust as follows-

The position is that vandalism is more
prevalent in female toilets. At present the
male toilets can be adequately supervised by
staff on other duties, but additional staff
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would be required if the hours of opening
were extended. The female toilets are
manned at all times while open, at a
moderate cost. The present arrangements
however could not be extended to cover the
hours during which the bus station is
operating. This would require three full shirts
at an estimated cost of $40000 per year.
Adequate supervision for the male toilets
would east another $30 000 and the figure
quoted previously was, if anything,
conservative. Funds are just not available for
this purpose at present.

The alternative is to leave the toilets open
and unsupervised. This was done when the
bus station was First opened, and we found
that the facilities were frequently unusable
the following day when they were needed. It
was this as much as anything else which
prompted the restricted hours. The inspector
at the bus station does have a key and any
other staff likely to be on duty there will be
advised accordingly.

That indicates to me that the only staff on duty
after hours are males and that there is no female
on duty to see that there are no problems.

This arrangement is an insult to the people who
use these facilities. We should bear in mind that
we are trying to encourage people to use public
transport. It is an insult that mothers with
children should find no toilet facilities available
after a certain hour.

We require other people to provide parking
areas when a need is created. Surely the MTT has
created a need for toilet facilities to be provided.
At least the MTT has accepted my suggestion
that it provide an indication of where the nearest
toilets are.

The matters I have raised were raised seriously
and I trust the Government might give
consideration to providing members with better
research facilities.

I have many problems involving schools in my
province because no drop-off facilities are
provided for parents who drive their children to
school. It amazes me that when we plan new
schools we do not provide for drop-off facilities
away from roads. On my way home yesterday I
drove past a shopping centre and saw an
ambulance parked near a young schoolboy who
was lying unconscious on the ground, having been
knocked down by a car. This sort of thing is a
continual worry to parents in my province.
because many cars are driven past the schools. It
would seem to be a simple matter to provide an
off-road area when we plan new schools so that

cars can drive into them and children can be
delivered to school safely rather than be exposed
to so many traffic hazards.

We must recognise that we have a population
which relies heavily on the use of vehicles. I ask
that the Education Department consider my
suggestion when it is planning new schools. It
should provide adequate drop-off facilities and
adequate parking facilities so that parents can
deliver their children to school in safety.

I support the motion before the House.
THE HON. 1. G. MEDCALF (Metropolitan-

Leader of the House) [12.00 midnight]: I thank
members for their contributions to the debate on
this motion and, in spite of the minority view
expressed, I have no doubt that the majority of
members have obtained considerable value out of
the exercise. The number of members who have
exercised their right is evidence of that.

One honourable member suggested that all we
do in this debate is have a bit of a natter, with
successive members jumping up to discuss one
unrelated item after another. As I have mentioned
before, it is important for members to have the
opportunity to speak about matters which concern
them in their provinces. They do not have very
many opportunities to do this with unlimited time.
It is therefore great value to members to have this
facility.

Some good examples of this were presented
during this debate. A number of members
mentioned many things relating to their
electorates, particularly the Hon. Phil Lockyer
and the Hon. Tom Knight, who went through
various items in the Budget which relate4t to their
electorates. A number of other members did the
same.

Members should know that, as a result of their
comments during this Budget debate, some
alleviation has been provided by the Government
in a number of cases after the matters were
referred to the various Ministers. I make it a
practice to ensure that all comments which relate
to other Ministers' portfolios are referred to those
Ministers. I have encouraged members who do
not receive a reply to let me know so that I can
take up the matter further on their behalf. This
debate does serve a very useful purpose in
ensuring these matters are brought to the
attention of the Government.

The Hon. Joe Berinson did a bit of flattering
himself about the Law Reform Commission. It is
necessary for me to make some comment about
the remarks he made, because the honourable
member said there is a need for the relatively
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prompt proccssing, as far as possibtle, of Law
Reform Commission proposals.

He referred to the comment made in the Law
Reform Commission report that 29 reports had
not been dealt with by the Government. It was
said that the Government had given no indication
of its views on some of these reports. That is not
correct. Although that statement does'appear in
the report and although this has been repeated, in
a moment I will detail some of the reports and
refer to the Government's view on them which in
some cases has been conveyed to the Law Reform
Commission itself and in other cases made public.
There were also suggestions by the commission,
which were mentioned by the honourable
member, that the Government should notif .y its
view as to what it proposed to do with reports
within a short period of time. This is not the first
time the commission has drawn attention to the
suggestion; it is not the first commission to have
raised this matter. Indeed, in common with most
Law Reform Commissions, this matter has been
raised before.

Law Reform Commissions quite naturally want
to see their work fulfilled by legislation. As I have
already said to members of the commission, or
previous members of the commission, to put
proposals for reform into legislative form is a long
and complex process. There is a need to confer
with the appropriate authorities to overcome or to
allay suspicions and to satisfy people of the need
for change, something which they do not always
appreciate. The average member of the public
does not look at law reform proposals in the same
way as the professionals do. Therfore, as a
Government we have to ensure the acceptability
of these proposals.

It is the Government's duty to ensure the
proposals will be acceptable to the community.
We do not simply foist laws onto the community
which theoretically might have a lot to
recommend them but which in practice might be
quite unacceptable to substantial groups in the
community.

Indeed, Sir, it is often necessary for a
Government to overlook some reports which may
be made to it. Members will appreciate that, in
some cases in the past, matters which were too
hard or too difficult for immediate solution have
been shoved onto the Law Reform Commission in
the hope that that will put them dut of sight and
out of mind. Those reports come to light in due
course and the chickens come home to roost. It is
sometimes embarrassing for a Government to
receive reports on matters which were referred to
the commission by a previous Government,
sometimes of a different political colour. Back

comes a report of little immediate interest; but at
the time it was referred to the Law Reform
Commission this was seen as being an easy
solution to the problem. The "too hard basket"
has been used in relation to the Law Reform
Commission and one has to bear that in mind as
well.

The Government could not possibly give an
answer within six months of every report being
produced. It would need not only to have a "Yes"
file and a "No" file, but also it would have to
have an uncommitted list, because a number of
matters inevitably would still be receiving
consideration.

While one can deplore the fact that some
Governments have referred matters to the Law
Reform Commission merely to get them out of a
temporary political difficulty, one has to face
facts.

This Government has constituted the Law
Reform Commission on a reasonably Full-time
basis. We have two Full-time commissioners and if
we compare the constitution of our commission
with that of other commissions in Australia, we
come out of it very Favourably both in the amount
of money we expend and in the number of people
who work in the Law Reform Commission on a
full-time basis, including the two full-time
commissioners.

1 took the trouble to trace the 29 items referred
to by the member and my examination indicated
how unfair it was to make a blanket statement in
this regard. Of the 29 reports not implemented as
at 30 June 1981, one has been implemented since
that time; that is, the report on the retention of
court records. Another report has been deferred
pending a more comprehensive study in progress;
that is the report on home units, which has been
submerged in the study on strata titles. Another
report was implemented partially in 1977 by
arranging for the work to be deferred pending the
outcome of a uniformity exercise in collaboration
with the Australian Law Reform Commission;
that report was on defamation and the matter is
now before the Standing Committee of Attorneys
General.

One report has now been superseded by passage
of the Commonwealth Family Law Act and
relates to the immunity of spouses. Another
report has been partially implemented; that is the
report relating to the suitors' fund. One report is
the subject of current legislative proposals on bail.
Six teports are included in the Government's
current proposals as announced already- those are
small debts, fatal accidents, protection of money
awarded as damages. Associations Incorporation
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Act, exemption from jury service, and appeals
from Courts of Petty Sessions. Announcements
have been made on all those subjects. The
Government has legislative proposals in that
regard and many of the items are identical to
proposals made by the Law Reform Commission.

Another report is a uniform exercise of the
Standing Committee of Attorneys General on
which word is awaited from other States and the
Commonwealth; that is, official attestation of
forms and documents. Two reports have been
made on another matter, because of changes in
the relative case law and the Government is
presently receiving comments from the public;
that is on straying stock and is dated June 198 1.

Another matter was the subject of legislation,
but was rejected by the Opposition, so the
Government did not persist with it and it is now
subject to inquiry by a Select Committee: that is
the report on offices of profit. The Bill was passed
in the Legislative Council, but was rejected by the
Opposition, and the Government did not proceed
with it in the other House for that reason. It was
considered the matter should be scrutinised
further by all parties of the Parliament and it
should not just be left to the Law Reform
Commission.

Another item is the subject of uniform
legislation by the Standing Committee of
Attorneys General: that is a matter relating to
commercial arbitration.

I have accounted for 16 of the 29 reports. These
are matters of public knowledge, but apparently
that knowledge did not seep through to the writer
of the particular Law Reform Commission report
or to the Hon, Mr Berinson.

Of the remaining 13 reports, five were
produced by the old Law Reform Committee
which operated prior to the Law Reform
Commission, either in the time of the Tonkin
Government or prior to that. That leaves eight
reports produced from 1975 to date which may
theoretically still be relevant and awaiting official
reaction. Unofficially there may be little
likelihood of action on some of those old reports
and that indication has been given already to the
Law Reform Comumission and it appreciates that
some of those matters go back to the time of the
Tonkin Government and even earlier. The other
eight reports are with Ministers or
interdepartmental committees.

The Hon. J1. M. Berinson: Has that been made
public?

The Hon. 1. G. MEDCALF: If Mr Berinson is
trying to be helpful perhaps we could discuss this
later, because the hour is rather late.

The Hlon. J. M. Berinson: The Attorney knows
I always want to be helpful.

The Hon. 1. G. MEDCALF: One could well
ask why one selects six months within which to be
asked to make a decision and not 12 months or
two years. Six months is a convenient date I
suppose and, although it is quice easy to say that
we should know where we are after six months, in
the case of some complex reports it is quite
difficult in practice to achieve the degree of public
acceptability, or the degree of examination
required.

I have made it a practice to have an annual
discussion with the Law Reform Commission in
connection with this subject, but I do not believe
one should rush into law reform and accept
unhesitatingly whatever the commission puts
before the Government. One should be very
circumspect about it and should encourage the
commission to the degree of keeping it informed
of the Government's intentions. I go along with
that and I have attempted to do that.

I shall be as brief as possible in view of the hour
and I shall not go into the various items in detail,
as I Might have on another occasion. I want to
clear up a number of questions asked of me
particularly by the Hon. Mr Berinson. The
honourable member continually asks me why 1
have not answered his questions on this or that
and I thought, therefore, before the parliamentary
year ends, it would be appropriate that 1 should
clean up the residue of matters he put on my
plate.

On 29 April the Hon. Mr Berinson addressed
the Legislative Council as a matter of some
urgency in the adjournment debate-at any rate
it appeared to be urgent at the time-concerning
the Legal Aid Commission of Western Australia
and the basis upon which solicitors' fees were paid
by the commission. I have received a 15-page
report from the Director of the Legal Aid
Commission. It has been signed by him and I do
not propose to read it. However, I shall table it
and give a copy to the honourable member.

A summary of the answer is really to the effect
that the particular matter about which the
honourable member complained had been brought
up before the establishment of the Legal Aid
Commission and had been assigned by the legal
assistance committee of the Law Society. It went
back quite a long way and a good deal of work
was carried out prior to the Legal Aid
Commission's being involved in the matter, not
only in relation to the claim for damages for
personal injury, which was the substance of the
honourable member's comments, but also in
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relation to a prosecution of the defendant under
the Factories and Shops Act and a claim under
the Workers' Compensation Act.

Therefore, there were other matters on which
there was a legitimate charge on a solicitor-and-
client basis, apart from the party's costs of the
personal injury damage and party claim. That is
the substance of that particular matter; but, in
addition, the honourable member went further
and wanted to know was it not a fact that the
Legal Aid Commission was paying out too much
money by way of costs to solicitors generally.

The answer to that also is spelt out with the full
list of reasons for the Legal Aid Commission
acting in the way it does and the problems it has
with some members of the legal profession, the
taxing of costs, and so on. As I said, I do not think
the matter is one with which I should bother
honourable members generally; the answer has
been supplied by the commission. I will give the
honourable member who sought the information a
copy of this report and table a copy.

The report was tabled (see paper No. 584).
The Hon. I. G. MEDCALF: On t9 March

1981 the Hon. J. M. Berinson asked a question
without notice in the following form-

(1) Can the Minister advise the House of
the reasons for the Government's
insistence each year on proroguing
Parliament immediately prior to the
formal re-opening?

(2) Is it not a fact that a simple
adjournment from session to session
would have the same effect for all
practical purposes?

(3) To put it another way, what practical
benefit in the Government's view
justifies the cost of these annual, formal
openings?

Not having received any notice of the question, it
was not possible for me to provide a detailed
answer at the time. I indicated that I believed
there were good reasons for the Government to
continue to adopt the practice of proroguing
Parliament and that I would obtain the
information and let the member know.

Having had the opportunity to examine the
matter, I thought it desirable not only to advise
the member but, indeed, to advise the House as
no doubt other members would be interested to
know the reasons the Parliament is prorogued.

Our procedure is, of course, modelled on that of
the House of Commons and throughout English
history prorogation has been the prerogative of
the Crown. The Governor has the power to
prorogue Parliament under the Letters Patent.

Section 3 of the Constitution Act provides that
it shall be lawful for the Governor to prorogue the
Legislative Council and the 'Legislative Assembly
from time to time. It is the invariable custom for
the life of a Parliament to be divided up into a
number of sessions. These are usually of about
one year's duration, though there is no fixed
practice.

Section 4 of our Constitution Act requires that
there be a session each year and the wording of
the relevant provision indicates a separate session
each year. So there must be more than one session
in the life of a Parliament, and as the law stands,
Parliament must be prorogued in order to end a
session.

Prorogation terminates a session; an
adjournment is an interruption in the course of
one and the same session. The effect of an
adjournment is to end a sitting; it does not affect
the proceedings of Parliament.

The effect or a prorogation is to suspend all
business until the Parliament is summoned again.
All proceedings pending at the time are quashed.
Every Bill must therefore be renewed after a
prorogation as if it had never been introduced.
Every session of Parliament is terminated by a
prorogation.

The Standing Orders of both Houses adopted
pursuant to section 34 of the Constitution Act
provide generally for the procedure to be followed
upon the opening, proroguing and dissolution of
Parliament.

It is clear that there are good reasons that the
Government Continues to adopt the practice, the
principal being that it is a constitutional
requirement. The practice could not be altered
without a constitutional amendment. The
Government sees no reason to put forward such
an amendment.

As to the cost of holding an opening of
Parliament, the major expenses so far as the
Parliament itself is concerned relate to the hire of
closed circuit television, modest refreshments for
the guests, and some printing and postage
charges; a total figure estimated to be less than
$5000.

I propose to answer by letter the questions
asked by the Hon. Phil Pendal. He did request
that the answers be provided by the end of the
session, but in view of the time I do not suppose
he objects to his receiving the letter shortly. I
could hand it to him now, but assure him it will
be forwarded to him by mail. All questions asked
by other honourable members will be answered.
Their questions have been directed to the
appropriate Ministers. If any problem of any sort
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arises I will take it up on their behalf with the
Minister concerned.

I thank members for their support of the
motion-

Question put and passed.

ADJOURNMENT OF THE HOUSE:
SPECIAL

Legislative Council: 1501h Anniversary

THE HON. 1. G. MEDCALF (Metropolitan-
Leader of the House) [ 12.20 a~m.]: I move-

That the House at its rising adjourn until
Monday, 8 February 1982, at 8.00 p.m. for
the purpose of receiving from His Excellency
the Governor a Message from Her Majesty
the Queen relating to the 150th Anniversary
of the first meeting of the Legislative Council
in Western Australia and to enable both
Houses of this Parliament to move an
Address of Loyalty to Her Majesty.

That the Address be moved by the Leader
of the Government and supported by the
Leader of the Opposition.

That for the meeting of the House on 8
February 1982, so much of Standing Orders
that allow of any additional business being
transacted be and are hereby suspended.

Comnplimentary Remarks

The Hon. 1. G. MEDCALF: Members will, no
doubt, appreciate the significance of this motion:
Firstly, it marks the conclusion of Government
business for this the second session of the thirtieth
Parliament; and, secondly, the intention to meet
again on 8 February for the purpose of receiving a
message of congratulations from Her Majesty the
Queen on the occasion of the 150th anniversary of
the foundation of the parliamentary system in
Western Australia.

As is customary at this stage of our
proeedings, I would like to provide a short
summary of the business conducted during the
session and to express a few words of appreciation
to those who assist in the workings of Parliament
House and this Chamber.

Mr President, under your guidance, the
business of the House has, once again, flowed
freely.

A total of 123 Bills were dealt with and these
included several notable pieces of legislation
which attracted some keen debate. Of the 123
Bills, 22 originated in this Chamber. Three Bills
were defeated and 14 amended.

We thank you, Sir, for the manner in which
you have maintained firm control on debates
while, at the same time, on occassions, made
proper allowances to enable a point of view to be
expressed.

As Leader of this House, I have been more
than satisfied with the proceedings that have
taken place during the session and pay tribute to
you, Mr President, for your role in making this
possible.

I now turn to my two ministerial colleagues in
this Chamber and say "thank you for your
assistance in the handling of not only your own
portfolios but also as representatives of the several
other portfolios of Ministers in another place". It
is by no means an easy task, and the Hon. David
Wordsworth and the Hon. Gordon Masters have
done a fine job in this regard.

To the Chairman and Deputy Chairmen of
Committees I express appreciation for their
combined efforts with the results of providing an
orderly conduct and efficient despatch of
business.

Once again, I convey my thanks to the Leader
of the Opposition for his co-operation. Despite the
heat which is sometimes generated during debate
on conflicting political issues in this Chamber, I
am pleased to say this is not reflected in
discussions with the Hon. Des Dans in dealing
with the business of the House.

I am sure I speak for all in expressing
appreciation to those members who serve on the
various committees-I refer to the Standing
Orders Committee, the Library Committee, the
House Committee and the Printing Committee.

The Hon. Margaret McAleer has continued to
perform her role as Government Whip in the
same efficient manner as we have come to expect,
and on her behalf I convey thanks also to her
opposite number, the Hon. Fred McKenzie, for
the co-operation that exists in the performance of
their respective tasks.

1 thank all members on the Government
benches for their continued support.

John Ashley. Les Hoft, I-an Allnutt, Kevin
Hogg, and the attendants in this Chamber make
up a fine team, and I am sure no member could
receive better advice and assistance than is always
so readily available just for the asking. We thank
each and every one of these officers. We thank
them also for the very handy diaries we all look
forward to and use.

Then there is Mr Bernie Edmondson who
controls a host of staff who provide all the
services to keep us satisfied. Through him, I
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convey thanks to the stewards, librarians,
telephonists, and gardeners.

During the year. we farewelled Mr Jim Cox
and I take this opportunity of congratulating Mrs
Jessie Bussola on her appointment as Chief
Hansard Reporter. It was a well-deserved
appointment and I have no doubts that the high
standard of reporting will be maintained under
her guidance. I may say that she served her
apprenticeship in my old firm. I also thank her
and all members of the Hansard staff for their
good work.

Finally, and I sincerely trust I have not
overlooked anyone in these complimentary
remarks, I thank my private secretary, Jack
Charman, and my secretary-stenographer, Mrs
Ellen Logan, for their work in preparing the many
second reading speeches which are presented in
this Chamber, not only for myself but also for my
two ministerial colleagues.

On a concluding note, I extend best wishes for
the coming festive season to yourself, Mr
President and Mrs Griffiths, and to all members
of the council, officers of Parliament, Hansard
and other staff and their families.

THlE HON. a. K. DANS (South Metro-
politan-Leader of the Opposition) [12.24 am.]:
It gives me great pleasure to support the remarks
or the Leader of the House. I want to thank all
the people involved with the Parliament, from the
gardeners to the President, for their contributions
to making this House of Parliament operate. In
particular, I thank my private secretary, Miss
Judith Fellows, and the research officer recently
appointed to the leader's staff, Mr Michael
Willis, who make it easier for me to operate in
this Chamber.

With those few remarks I wish everyone a very
happy Christmas and a prosperous New Year.

THE HON. W. M. PIESSE (Lower Central)
[12.25 am.]: On behalf of the National Country
Party members, I too would like to thank all those
people who have put their time and effort into this
session of Parliament. I especially want to thank
all members on both sides of the House who have
served with us on committees, or with whom we
have served on committees. I especially want to
thank also the Hon. A. A. Lewis for his
chairmanship of the National Parks Select
Committee, which I know benefitted all members.

Also, on behalf of our party, I wish everybody a
very happy Christmas and a bright and
prosperous New Year.

THE HON. V. J. FERRY (South-West) [ 12.26
a.m.): It gives me great pleasure as Chairman of
Committees, and also on a personal note, to thank
you, Mr President, for your superintendence over
the last session.

I particularly want to thank my Deputy
Chairmen of Committees, the Hon. John
Williams. the Hon. Tom Knight. and the Hon.
Bob Hetherington, for their very sincere co-
operation during the working of the House.

I especially thank the Ministers and members
for their tolerance during the course of the
proceedings from time to time. Occasionally, we
do have some moments of minor turbulence but,
generally speaking, we get through reasonably
well. I wish to thank all members for making that
possible. It does not happen on its own.

I thank Mr Ashley, the Clerk of the
Parliament, to Mr Hoft, the Clerk Assistant, and
the other officers and staff throughout the
Parliament, and wish them a very happy
Christmas and all the best for 1982.

As I have mentioned on other occasions, the
Parliament could not operate successfully without
the assistance- of our Hansard staff, and I join
with the best wishes and compliments that have
been made in that regard.

I wish all members and staff throughout the
Parliament and their families a very happy
Christmas and a great 1982.

THE PRESIDENT (the Hon. Clive Griffiths):
I want to take the opportunity to thank the
Leader of the House for the very-kind comments
which he made about me, and the good wishes
that he extended to my wife and to me; to thank
the Leader of the Opposition for his comments
and co-operation with me during the last session;
and to thank the Hon. Win Piesse and the Hon.
V. J. Ferry for the comments and good wishes
which they extended.

It is the conclusion of another session of
Parliament, as we are all aware, and I would like
to express our appreciation of the results and
efforts of many people, not only the 32 members
in this House, but also, of course, all of the
officers and people who are- employed in this
establishment. I will refer to them again.

I pay tribute to the Chairman of Committees
and Deputy President, the Hon. Vie Ferry, for the
assistance and relief he has given me during the
year.

I wish to thank the Deputy Chairmen of
Committees, not only for their part in the
Committee stages, but also during the course of
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the session when I have asked them to relieve me
from the proceedings.

I take the opportunity of quickly paying tribute,
if I may-because I do not get many
opportunities to speak these days-to those
members who accepted my invitation earlier this
year to form a committee to establish the plan for
the celebration of the 150th anniversary of the
establishment of this Legislative Council. 1 refer,
of course, to the Hon. Graham MacKinnon, who
accepted the job of chairman, the Hon. Jim
Brown, the H-on. Mick Gayfer, and the Hon.
Colin Jamieson. It is very pleasing indeed for me
to see the work they have put into this committee.

There has been some criticism of the
committee's work and it is not my intention to get
involved in that controversy. It was my task as the
President of this Legislative Council, after 1 was
reminded of the significance of the occasion, to do
something about it. Mr Hoft, of course, was the
person who drew it to my attention and he is
acting as the secretary of that committee.
Members have already mentioned the very
competent way in which he is carrying out that
task. I am very grateful for the very harmonious
way in which that committee is working and I am
very appreciative indeed of the job it is doing.

I thank the Clerk, Mr Ashley, and all the
members of his staff in the Legislative Council for
their continued services to the members of this
House, and to the attendants who service this
Chamber and do all the things that a lot of
members perhaps think just happen. They do not
just happen; these people see that they happen.

I want to thank also the Clerk and the staff of
the Legislative Council for their fine gesture

which again they have performed in providing us
with the diary. It is very much appreciated.

I place on record again my appreciation of the
work that Norma Turton Continues to do for me,
This is a year in which she has been in ill health
herself but, nevertheless, she has continued to
carry out her job in looking after my constituents.

I pay tribute to Mr and Mrs Edmondson for
the work that they do in their role as Controllers
of the House, and I also make mention of Mr
Cordina and Mr Peter Hallett.

I also wish to be associated with the
congratulations that have been extended to Mrs
Jessie Bussola, who was appointed as the Chief
Hansard Reporter during the year and to thank
the Hansard reporters who perform that magic, I
always call it, of being able to interpret exactly
what is happening and what is said in Parliament.

I go a bit further and pay tribute to the
Hansard typists because I believe they play a very
important part and also do a wonderful job.

We have a new librarian, Miss Memnbrey, and I
place on record how welcome she is to members of
the Legislative Council in her job as
Parliamentary Librarian. I thank the members of
her library staff for the services which they have
given to all those members who have sought their
assistance during the year.

Finally, may 1, on my own behalf, and on
behalf of my wife, extend to each one of you and
to your wives, loved ones and family, a very merry
Christmas and a very happy and peaceful New
Year.

Question put and passed.
House adjourned al 12.34 a.m. (Wednesday)
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QUESTIONS ON NOTICE

RAILWAYS: FREIGHT

Small Goods

785. The Hon. D. K. DANS. to the Minister
representing the Minister for Labour and
Industry:

I refer the Minister to the clearly
perceived job uncertainty on the part of
those Westrail employees currently
engaged in small freight operations, and
ask-

With the benefit of his experience
with the Workers' Compensation
and Assistance Bill, will the
Minister, as a matter of urgency,
advise his colleague, the Minister
for Transport, on the benefits of
consultation with all parties
intimately involved with changes he
may wish to make?

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS replied:

The Minister is sure that the Minister
for Transport and the Commissioner for
Railways are quite able to administer
Westrail effectively, and in this
connection he points out that the
Commissioner for Railways already has
indicated to the Railway Officers Union
and the Western Australian Trades and
Labor Council that if changes do occur
there will be meaningful maintenance
tasks available for the employees
concerned.

CULTURAL AFFAIRS: LIBRARY
BOARD

Books: Sale
786. The Hon. P. G. PENDAL, to the Minister

representing the Minister for Cultural
Affairs:

(1) Is the Minister aware of a Library
Board book sale of used publications
which was held last weekend?

(2) Is it a fact that approaches were made
by the City of Canning to the board to
enable the city to have first option on
secondhand books for use in its
municipal libraries?

(3) If so, what was the result of that
approach?

(4) Is it also a fact that such books are
offered for sale directly to the public
and cannot be offered first to interested
municipal libraries?

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH replied:

I am advised-

(1) and (2) Yes.

(3) The approach was rejected.

(4) The books could not be expected to
be of any use to the public libraries
from whose stock they are being
discarded. All public libraries have
a quota of used books which they
can select as part of exchanges From
the Library Board's circulation
division. Almost all local authorities
in the metropolitan a rea are
declining to select their full quota
of used books. There would scarcely
be any creditable reasons for their
wanting to pay for books which
they could easily have had for
nothing.

RAILWAYS: FREIGHT

Joint Venture: Employees Affected

787. The Hon. D. K. WINS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Transport:

(1) Has the Minister's at tention been drawn
to reported statements (Great Southern
News, 25 November 1981) by the
Albany Chamber of Commerce charging
a lack of consultation on his part in
regard to the proposed Westrail joint
venture?

(2) In view of the above, and as a result of
the now widespread uncertainty
surrounding the job security of a
significant number of Westrail
employees, will the Minister seek the
advice of his colleague, the Minister for
Labour and Industry, who has gained
experience recently on the benefits of
consultation?
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The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH replied:
(1) The Minister has obtained a copy of the

report referred to which is attributed to
a member of the Albany Chamber of
Commerce. Experience has shown that
such comments to the Press are often an
expression of a particular individual's
own opinions, rather than views of the
whole chamnber. No- advice has been
received from the chamber on the
proposal at this time.

(2) The Minister rejects the allegation that
there has not been consultation with
employees regarding Westrail's joint
venture proposal.
As the member knows from the reply to
his question 775 of Wednesday, 26
November 1981, there has been a high
level of consultation in respect of the
joint venture. In addition to various
briefing meetings with groups of
employees by a senior Westrail officer
and talks to workers by union officials,
the commissioner has addressed a
personal letter to every member of
Westrail's staff on the matter.
The Minister also met with TLC and
railway union representatives and
discussed the situation at length. The
opportunity for further talks has been
offered.
It has been clearly stated at the
meetings, in the Parliament and
elsewhere that there will be no
redundancies of Westrail staff as a
result of the joint venture proposition.
Full and proper consultation with other
interested groups will also be achieved
before the proposed joint venture is
expected to commence on I July 1982.
This puts paid to the suggestion of a
lack of consultation on the matter.

EDUCATION: FOUR-YEAR-OLDS

Community Based Kindergartens

788. The Hon. PETER DOWDING, to the
Minister representing the Minister for
Education:

Will the Minister supply me with a list
of community based kindergartens in the
Pilbara and Kimberley, if any, which
will be affected by the Government's
proposed cuts in the funding of
education for four-year-olds?

The H-on. D. J. WORDSWORTH replied:
Kindergartens in the Pilbara or
Kimberley regions will not be affected
provided they are not admitting children
younger than the three-plus age group.
Until the centres themselves respond to
my recent letter on this point the
information sought is not available.

EDUCATION: NON-TEACHING STAFF

Reductions

789. The Hon. D. K. DANS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Education:

In relation to the recently announced
reductions in working hours of non-
teaching staff, I ask-for each of the
non-teaching categories-

(a) library aides;
(b) laboratory assistants;
(e) clerk typists;, and
(d) teaching aides-

(i) how many staff have incurred
any reduction in their working
hours;

(ii) how many staff have bad their
working hours reduced by at
least 50 per cent:

(iii) how many staff have had their
working hours reduced by at
least 20 per cent;

(iv) how many staff have had their
working hours reduced to zero;
and

(v) will the Minister list those
schools in which the hours of
library aides have been
reduced by at least 20 per
cent?

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH replied:
I am advised-

(a) to (d) Full details cannot be
provided until negotiations with
individual schools and individual
aides have been completed.

ABORIGINES: STATEMENT

Magist rare Ce thing

790. The Hon. PETER DOWDING, to the
Attorney General:
(1) Have there been complaints about

alleged anti-Aboriginal attitudes
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expressed by Magistrate Gething in
Kalgoorlie?

(2) Is the Attorney General aware that on
or about 13 November 1981. the
magistrate is reported to have said the
words "Not only do taxpayers have to
pay for Aborigines but they have to pay
for people who attach themselves to
them ...)'?

(3) Will the Attorney General investigate to
see if this allegation is correct?

(4) Will he ensure that magistrates
appointed to deal with high Aboriginal
populations have-

(a) some special training programmes
in Aboriginal affairs; and

(b) no anti-Aboriginal sentiments;

before their posting?

The Hon. 1.0G. MEDCALF replied:
(1) One unsubstantiated complaint was

made to me in 1979.
(2) No.
(3) The magistrate has denied that he made

such a remark.
(4) (a) and (b) All Stipendiary Magistrates

are required to swear an oath that
they "will do right to all manner of
people after the laws and usages of
this State, without fear or favour,
affection or illwill"; nor is there any
reason to believe that any
Stipendiary Magistrate harbours
anti-Aboriginal sentiments or
prejudices.

EDUCATION: TEACHER AIDES

Kim berley

791. The Hon. PETER DOWDING, to the
Minister representing the Minister for
Education:

(1) What schools in the Pilbara or
Kimberley employ teacher aides, and in
each school, including communi .ty
kindergartens, how many teacher aides
are there?

(2) In respect of any of these positions, are
funds provided by the Commonwealth
Government for the salaries of those
aides and, if so, which positions, in
which schools, and what funds?

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH replied:
I am advised-
(1) and (2) The information in the

form sought by the member can be
obtained only by detailed analysis
of individual school and personal
records which would take many
hours of work.

EMPLOYMENT AND UNEMPLOYMENT

Trade Training Programme

792. The Hon. D. K. DANS, to the Minister
representing the Minister for Labour and
Industry:

Further to the Minister's reply to
question 759 of Tuesday, 24 November
198 1, why are the details of expenditure
by the State Government for the special
trade training programme not available?

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS replied:
The Commonwealth-State Special
Training Programme is jointly funded
by the Commonwealth and
Western Australian Governments, and
administered by the WA Department of
Labour and Industry in conjunction with
the Technical Education Division of the
Education Department.

Although the scheme is a special
programme, it still forms part of the
overall apprenticeship system.

The associated costs as such are not
readily identifiable because they are
embraced within the total expenditure of
the Department of Labour and Industry
and the Technical Education Division.

RAILWAYS: FREIGHT

Joint Venture: Maintenance Delay

793. The Hon. F. E. McKENZIE. to
Minister representing the Minister
Transport:

the
for

Referring to an article in The West
Australian on page 1O on Wednesday,
25 November 1981, titled "Row Erupts
over Westrail Joint Venture", will the
Minister advise what areas of
maintenance have been delayed in
anticipation of the changes?
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The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH replied:

The Minister is informed that the areas
of maintenance concerned are deferrable
but utimately necessary maintenance of
buildings, sidings, signals and the
railway reserves at various locations
throughout the Westrail system.

QUESTIONS WITHOUT NOTICE

KINGS PARK BOARD AND
ZOOLOGICAL GARDENS BOARD

Membership

217. The Hon. D. K. DANS, to the Minister for
Lands:

I refer to my question without notice on
Thursday, 26 November, concerning
members of the Kings Park and the
Zoological Gardens Boards and ask-
(1) Will the Minister provide details of

remuneration paid to members of
both boards?

(2) What is the date of appointment of
Mr Harry Butler to the Zoological
Gardens Board?

The Hon. D. i. WORDSWORTH replied:
(1) Kings Park Board-

President and members, nil.
Zoological Gardens Board-
The President, Professor Main, receives
annual remuneration of $3 300.
The vice president and members are
paid fees of $40.00 for each meeting
attended.
Amounts paid for the year 1980-81 are
as follows:

$
President, Professor R. H. Main 3 300
Vice President, Hon. Sir A.

Griffith I1040
Board Member, Mr S. R. White 640
Board Member, Professor M. 2.

Nairn 320
Board Member, Mr J. A.

Roberts 320
Other board members who are State
servants, and do not receive attendance
fees are as follows:
Mr B. K. Bowen, Director of Fisheries
and Wildlife.
His Honour B. T. O'Dea, District Court
J udge.

(2) 1 November 1'981.

AGNEW CLOUGH LTD.: LAND

Disposal

218. The Hon. LYLA ELLIO
Minister representing the
Resources Development:

TT, to the
Minister for

(1) Did the Minister at any time give
consent in writing to Agnew Clough
Ltd. to dispose of portion of Avon
Location 1953, being lots M2050,
M2137, M2139 and M2140?

(2) lf so-

(a) on what date; and
(b) with what conditions attached?

The Hon. 1. G. MEDCALF replied:

(1) No. The provisions of the sale
agreement relating to the assets had
been discharged.

(2) (a) and (b) Not applicable.

GRAIN: WHEAT

Receival Points

219. The Hon. N. E. Baxter (for the Hon. H.
W. GAYFER), to the Minister representing
the Minister for Transport:

Further to my question without notice of
Wednesday, 25 November-

(1) Has the Minister arrived at a
compromise to correct the anomaly
that exists?

(2) Ifr not, is he aware of-

(a) the bypassing of .Jubuk receival
bin by carters to other bins;

(b) what freight deductions will be
made by the Australian Wheat
Board commencing 7
December;

(c) the disquiet of the farmers who
traditionally cart to this point
and others in the community
who recognise the glaring
anomaly that has been
created?

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH replied:

(1) and (2) The Minister for Transport is
having the matter investigated and will
advise the member of the result.
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EDUCATION: NON-TEACHING STAFF

Reductions

220. The I-In. LYLA ELLIOTT, to
Minister representing the Minister
Education:

the
for

Further to question 784 of Thursday, 26
November, what are the positions and
hours involved in reductions at each of
the schools listed in the Minister's
reply?

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH replied:

The hours above formula have been
listed and the schools advised. Principals
are responding and advancing special
circumstances in seeking continuation of
above-formula ancillary staffing. I am
unable to provide details of the proposed
reductions in hours until those
negotiations have been finalised.

AGNEW CLOUJGH LTD.: LAND

Disposal

221. The Hon. N. E. BAXTER, to the Minister
for Fisheries and Wildlife:

(1) Is the Minister aware that-

(a) In a letter dated 2 September 1975
the then Minister for Conservati on
and the Environment, the I-In. P.
V. Jones, in replying to the
Toodyay Naturalists Club stated-

Agnew Clough has agreed to
consult the Department of
C&E before making any
future decisions which would
affect the viability of
Goonaring & Beelaring
Springs;

(b) the Charcoal Iron Industry Sale
Agreement Act, section 20(l) states
that Agnew Clough Ltd. may not
assign or deposit any title without
the consent of the Minister?

(2) In view of the foregoing was the
Minister informed by Agnew Clough of
its intention to sell the land it owned to
JIMWA Pty. Ltd. and if so

(a) on what date;
(b) what action did the Minister take?

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS replied:

(1) (a) Yes.

(1) (b) and (2) (a) and (b) These matters come
under the jurisdiction of the Minister for
Resources Development who will
respond to the member direct.

TOTALISATOR AGENCY BOARD

Laverton

222. The Hon. N. F. MOORE, to the Minister
representing the Chief Secretary:

Further to my question
Wednesday, 25 November,
Minister advise me-

765 of
will the

(1) Which person or persons were
contacted in Laverton by the TAB
with a view to opening an agency in
that town?

(2) Is it the intention of the TAB to
call tenders. for the letting of the
agency in Laverton should the
decision be made to open an
agency?

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS replied:

(1) 1 am advised that it is the policy of the
TAB to keep information of this nature
confidential until an appointment is
made.

(2) This will depend on the result of the
current inquiries.

HEALTH

Midwives

223. The Hon. LYLA ELLIOTT, to
Minister representing the Minister
Health:

the
for

(1) Does the Government intend to review
the regulations governing domiciliary
midwifery?

(2) If so, when it is anticipated they will be
tabled?

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH replied:

(1) Yes, the midwives regulations 1976 are
applicable to all registered midwives
whether employed in hospitals or in
private domiciliary practice.

(2) In the next session of Parliament.
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RAILWAYS: EXPENDITURE

Increase

224, The I-on. F. E. McKENZIE, to the
Minister representing the Minister for
Transport:

I refer to question on notice 781 and
question without notice 216 concerning
railways. I was told by the Minister in
this House that should the House sit
today he would supply an answer today.
Does he have the answer available?

The Hon, D. i. WORDSWORTH replied:

The Department of Transport is
collating the information and it will be
sent to the member as soon as possible.

RAILWAYS: WESTRAIL

Subcontrictors

225. The Hon. F. E. McKENZIE, to the
Minister representing the Minister for
Transport:

Why is not Westrail permitted to
operate in the same manner as the major
private road hauliers by engaging
subcontractors to perform part of its
freight haulage task?

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH replied:

Westrail is permitted to engage
subcontractors to perform part of its
freight haulage task.

RAILWAYS: WESTRAIL

Subcontractors

226. The Hon. F. E. McKENZIE, to the
Minister representing the Minister for
Transport:

Can the Minister advise whether
Westrail has engaged subcontractors to
perform part of the freight haulage task,
and if so, will he provide details?

The Hon. D. J. WORDSWORTH replied:

Regretfully, as an es-Minister for
Transport, I cannot recall a case, as I
would have liked to do so. I will have the
present Minister inform the member by
letter.

FUEL AND ENERGY: ELECTRICITY

Power Line: Perth-Pilbara

227. The Hon. F. E. McKENZIE, to the Leader
of the House:

Referring to question 768, on
Wednesday. 25 November, concerning
State Government endorsement of the
Pilbara power line, and indicating that
oil-based generation was taken as an
alternative option, would the Minister
please explain why coal, back-loaded
from the Eastern States in returning
iron ore carriers, was not considered an
option for the Pilbara region power
generation?

The Hon. 1. 6. MEDCALF replied:
The State Energy Commission has
advised me that coal-flired power
generation in the Pilbara region has
been considered as an alternative to
local oil-based power generation, and
also as an alternative to the future
option of a HVDC interconnection with
the south-west system. The studies
carried out to date indicate that coal-
fired power generation, based on either
coal back-loaded from the Eastern
States, or of Collie coal, would be less
economic than the HVDC link when the
cost of coal, supply, shipping, and local
coal handling are all taken into account.
As mentioned in the answer to question
768. studies of all power supply options
for the Pilbara region will be continued
up to the time when firm prospects of
load growth in the region are sufficient
to justify a decision. These studies will
include further consideration of the coal-
fired power option.

FISHERIES

Amateurs: Licences

228. The Hon. D. K. DANS, to the Minister for
Fisheries and Wildlife:

Can the Minister inform the House why
it is that on each occasion a person takes
out an amateur Fishing licence-which is
valid for one year-he must be issued
with a new number by the Department
of Fisheries and Wildlife? The thrust of
my question is that if a person desires to
catch a couple of crayfish, he is entitled
to two crayfish pots. Therefore, each
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year he has to replace those floats which
may cost $5 or $6. 1 believe the
Minister's department could save itself a
considerable amount of money if the
same number were given to that person
each year the licence is issued.

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS replied:
My understanding is that there are
many thousands of amateur fishing
licences taken out annually-the
number is 10000 or more. In many
cases the licence is taken out for one
ycar only and there is a continual
turnover of licences. so the registration
numbers would be very high.
I will follow up my answer with a
written one. The office work entailed in
proceeding along the lines suggested by
the member would cost the department
a great deal of money and my argument
is that it is very little trouble for a
person to simply change the number on
a float.

The Hon. D. K. Dans: It is illegal.
The Hon. G. E. MASTERS: No, it is not.

The number can be easily painted out
and another number painted over, this is
done all the time, and of course it must
be done.
That would entail only a few minutes'
work and the cost to the Government is

kept down. I believe there is very little
work involved in changing a number on
a float.

FISHERIES: AMATEUR

Licences

229. The Hon. D. K. DANS, to the Minister for
Fisheries and Wildlife:

My question to the Minister relates to
my previous question. I am glad the
Road Traffic Authority does
not adopt the same practice for motor
vehicle registration numbers, because we
would be in a great deal of trouble. I
would like the Minister to look at the
situation which has developed because
very shortly the numbers for these floats
will go very much higher and a person
will have to have a float as big as a
beach ball to put the numbers on it.

The Hon. G. E. MASTERS replied:

The obvious thing for me to do would be
to give the honiourable member a written
answer because I am not sure how big
the floats are and how many numbers
have to be placed on them.
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